
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Minutes of January 26, 2022 

 

Members Present:  Mike Liskey, Scott Terndrup, Rochelle Dornatt, Vito Gentile, Todd Steiner, 

Jon Bennett, Laura Bennett, Jessica MacDonald, Seth Coffman (plugged in remotely), Lemuel 

Hancock, Tyler Hinkle 

 

Members Absent:  Joe Bayliss, Brad Swink, Jacob Bowman 

 

Call to Order:  The meeting was called to order at 5:08 by Chairman Vito Gentile. 

 

Agenda Business: 

 

Mike moved and Jon seconded a motion to approve the agenda for the evening.  All approved. 

 

Vito asked if there were any changes or amendments to the record/minutes from the public 

information sessions held during the Fall.  Hearing none, Mike moved they be approved; Laura 

seconded the motion.  All approved. 

 

The CAC calendar for 2022 was presented and discussed.  In May, June and July public input 

sessions will take the place of regular CAC meetings.  Rochelle moved the calendar be approved; 

Mike seconded.  All approved. 

 

The committee discussed CAC leadership.  Rochelle moved that Vito remain as chairman of the 

CAC.  Mike seconded and Jessica moved that nominations be closed.  Vito was approved as 

chair by acclamation. 

 

Vito asked if there were any nominations for Vice Chair.  There were none.  He asked for a 

volunteer.  Rochelle offered to stand as Vice Chair.  Laura so moved; Jessica seconded.  Mike 

moved nominations be closed and Laura seconded.  Rochelle was approved as Vice Chair. 

 

Vito reminded committee members that the taking of the minutes was a task that rotated among 

the members each month, per past practice and tradition. 

 

At that point Vito gave a short tribute to our colleague, John Adamson, who passed away in 

December.  A moment of silence was observed. 

 

Review of BOS minutes: 

 

Vito opened up the floor for any comments or questions about the minutes from the Board of 

Supervisors from February 23, 2021 to January 4, 2022 

 

Scott made the observation that the BOS (and local planning committees) have been struggling 

with the issue of solar farms, not only trying to decide whether or not to allow them and where, 

but with an eye toward the good –or bad – ramifications of such installations.  He pointed out 

that with many policy decisions the Board can fall back on the Comprehensive Plan for direction. 



However, in the case of solar farms and solar writ large, the Comp Plan is silent though it might 

be inferred from different passages.  Therefore, the BOS has to depend on existing ordinances 

when it comes to contemplating solar projects, which is inadequate.  And, in this regard, the 

CAC is playing catch-up.  Scott said it is something we all should be thinking about when we 

write our various chapters for the Comp Plan – whether or not existing ordinances meet the 

challenge of future needs. 

 

Vito noted that Seth wondered if the CAC in in the habit of rushing review of the BOS minutes.  

The charter of the CAC is to review them thoroughly. Vito noted that all those minutes should 

have been read and examined prior to the meeting and Tyler provided a staff level review to 

assure compliance with the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Mike moved that we accept the BOS minutes as being in compliance.  Laura seconded.  All 

agreed. 

 

Reports: 

 

No one had any specific district meetings to mention, but Mike related his experience in one of 

the “branding” meetings the county is holding.  Lemuel explained that the county held 12-16 

meetings between November and January by towns, industry and focus group to hone in on what 

sort of public perception the community has of the county and what message they’d like to see 

portray the county to the wider public. 

 

Vito added that these meetings were a way to get early input to what gets written into the Comp 

Plan. 

 

Scott mused that the weather is getting more severe.  He asked if the county could address 

government services in storms and to potentially expand on emergency services needs in the 

Comp Plan.  Mike added that communications are key, but asked if is this appropriate for the 

Comp Plan.  Tyler suggested this was an infrastructure matter and could be addressed as 

such…like burying power lines.  Lemuel said that the county has many redundancies that add to 

emergency resiliency.  Vito posited that this issue is about how to use/facilitate technology.  Jon 

laid out a scenario like the power going out and a senior citizen living rurally gets stuck.  

 

Community Collaboration Sessions:   

 

Tyler and Lemuel went on to report on the Community Survey and the Fall District Information 

sessions.  Tyler put together a summary of the Info Sessions that he will share with the Planning 

Commission and the BOS.  Approximately 300 persons have responded so far to the survey; we 

need 600 to have a good cross section.  About 103 persons attended 11 meetings in the Fall.  The 

limited attendance requires us to change our approach for the Spring meetings by going to the 

people rather than asking them to come to us.  The idea would be to have booths set up at public 

festivals and fairs that people could wander into to engage in various activities. There would be 

walking tours in parts of the county for CAC members. The idea is to take input through Labor 

Day. 

 



This led to a discussion of what issues were not commented on during the Fall that are within the 

purview of the Comp Plan and should be brought forward for the Spring sessions. 

 

Lemuel said that the county is at the point where developers are salivating to build housing, but 

that raises the question of whether the schools are able to accommodate any new influx of 

students.  Also, he asked the question of what defines “affordable” housing.  We need input on 

Growth Area Conflicts.   

 

Tyler asked that everyone take a look at their chapters and see two questions per chapter we 

could raise at the Spring sessions and be ready to report on them next meeting. 

 

The meeting adjourned at 6:53. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Rochelle Dornatt 


