
REPORT ON THE TOWN OF DUXBURY GRAVEL PIT 
 

Information provided by Bob Magee, CESU Transportation Supervisor and 17-yr 
member Duxbury Select Board 

 
 
Purchase date: 1997-98 
 
Purchase Price: $250,000  
 
Area: 34 acres 
 
Purchase included: Area for the gravel pit and an adjacent parcel for use as a future 
school. The purchase was of State land. It also included an agreement that the Town 
would use some of the gravel to construct an access road to the future school.  
 
Financing: a bond at 2% 
 
NOTE: Bob said that currently, Duxbury is working on a bond through the 
Merchants at 1%. I am not sure if this is special emergency funding or not.  
 
Length of negotiations and discovery: 10 years. 
 
1st Step the town took was to confer with three adjacent neighbors, take their 
recommendations, and obtain their approval. 
 
Noise Abatement: trees left on the perimeter to a width of 200 feet. 
 
Use per year: 5,000 cubic yards of sand; 10-12 K gravel. Bob said that it was virtually 
impossible to use more gravel than that, given the limits of the seasons and the size of 
the town crew.  
 
Location: near the town garage. 
 
Hours: limited to 8 AM-4 PM, with an exclusion for crushing, which is allowed 7 AM 
to 5 PM. Reasoning: there are only three crushing companies in the state, and they all 
operate on very tight schedules, so they want to get in and out as soon as possible. (Re 
NOISE of crushing, Bob stated that the machines are getting better and quieter all the 
time. Also, diesel emissions, both on road machinery and on school buses, are being 
greatly reduced year by year, which is encouraging.) 
 



Purchase Price VS Current Value: I took the average rate of increase/decrease in land 
values from 1999 to 2005, and went from there. It is the understanding of the Real Estate 
industry that current value has now rolled back to the 2005 level. 
 
Values I used, based on average rate of increase, were: 1999 – 1%; 2000 – 5%; 2001 – 
8%; 2002 – 10%;  
2003 – 15%; 2004 – 15%; 2005 – 10%  
 
This gave a current value of the Duxbury pit, if purchased now, of: $458,200 
 
But – 1) that’s Duxbury, far away from the local land values 2) there was a feeling in 
Duxbury that they had ‘stolen’ the property 3) I didn’t have time to find out how much 
material they thought the pit contained, although Bob did mention that they did 
extensive borings.  
 
Bob’s Recommendation: Do it! You’ll never regret it. 
 
A visit to the pit can be easily arranged. 
 

Dan Close, 9/7/11     



Waitsfield Gravel Pit 
 Armstrong Road 

Waitsfield 
By David Rogers 

 
 

Works In Progress 
  •  Gravel Pit 
• To WIP Page  

 

 

Background • Permits • 2007 Request for Proposals • Contacts 
(Links to documents and off-site pages will open in a separate window.)  

  

to top 

Background 
 
Parcel Size: 77.1 acres; gravel pit to involve a total of less than 10 acres.  
Parcel Number: 99037.000 
Date Purchased by Town: June 28, 2006 
Purchased From: Robert Howard and Phyllis Tucker 
Book and Page: Book 122, pages 342-346 
Purchase Price: $350,000 
Financing: $125,000 loan from Chittenden Bank, $175,000 borrowed from Mr. Howard, $25,000 from the 
Gravel Reserve Fund, and 25,000 from the General Fund gravel line item.  The loans are to be paid back over a 
5-year period. 
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Rochingham Act 250 Muni Gravel Pit 2008 
 

 
 

Brockway Mills 





Municipal gravel pit operated by Town of Rockingham. Town will be leasing pit over several years and 
paying for lease on a per yd basis. Total size of lot is 11.5 +/- acres and area of operation will compose 





 



 
 
Rockingham Selectboard Meeting  
September 6, 2011 – Page 4  
4. Highway Department  
a) Approve Crushed Gravel Bid: Cullenen reported that a request for bids went out last week to 3 
companies for crushing of approximately 4,000 cubic yards of asphalt/gravel from the Rockingham Town 
Pit. Bids were received from McCullough Crushing of $3.70 per cubic yard and from Graves Trucking for 
$6.49 per cubic yard. Cullenen stated that it is the recommendation of staff that the bid be awarded to 
McCullough Crushing. Clark Barber, resident, asked if this was material in the Town’s pit. MacPhee stated 
that it was. Ann DiBernardo made the motion to accept the bid from McCullough Crushing of $3.70 per 
cubic yard for crushing of asphalt/gravel in the Town pit. Motion was seconded by Peter Golec. Motion 
passed unanimously.  
 
 
(1/?/11) 
c)   Award Contract for Gravel Crushing (Wheeler Gravel Pit):  Walsh noted that bids were   
requested for gravel crushing from the Wheeler Gravel Pit, costs to be taken from the  
Brockways Mill Road bond project.  Bids were received from Bazin Brothers Trucking at  
$3.29/CY, Graves Trucking at $3.29/CY, and McCullough Crushing at $2.95/CY.  Bids  
were open on Thursday, January 27, 2011 by Walsh with Kerry Bennett, Everett  
Hammond and Bob Bazin present.  It is recommended that the bid be awarded to low  
bidder McCullough Crushing  Peter Golec made the motion that the contract for gravel  
crushing from the Wheeler Gravel Pit be awarded to McCullough Crushing at a cost of  
$2.95/CY for 15,000 CY for a total of $44,250 , costs to be taken from the Brockways Mill  
Road bond project.  Motion was seconded by Fred Bullock. Motion passed unanimously. 
 
http://www.rockbf.org/vertical/Sites/%7B6B964307-B78B-4D8D-8C7F-
8D587328F0EB%7D/uploads/%7B27F73DCB-4F85-46B9-AB6C-30600717C642%7D.PDF 
 
 
 End Rochingham 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Why the proposed Gravel Pit is/was bad idea for Underhill 
 



By Peter Bennett 
 
1.Based on an option exercised without voter approval: perhaps legal but not transparent and not 
considerate of the voters 
 
1.Entering into an option to pay a land owner $1,000,000 for their land without a thorough review of 
all the town’s possible options for lowering sand, gravel costs. 
 
1.Spending over $36,000 without specifying this amount in the budget and therefore without voter 
approval 
 
1.Agreeing to assign all engineering data, surveys, and studies to the landowners if option is not 
exercised, again without voter approval. 
 
1.Agreeing to pay the landowners’ real estate taxes after three years for remainder of option if option is 
not exercised, again without voter approval 
 
1.Accepting a spreadsheet analysis which has errors and is based on certain questionable assumptions: 
e.g. costs of berm, cost of reclamation, how to realize labor savings. 
 
1.Lack of consideration of environmental effects including problems for adjacent  (within at least one 
mile) landowners. 
 
For some or all of these reasons, a nearly 2 to 1 majority of voters opposed this proposal in the fall of 
2008. In 2010, a majority voted to keep the option open since there was no penalty for doing so and the 
town had invested substantial money already. It was not, I would submit, any sort of approval for 
exercising the option.  I myself voted to hold the option open. 
 
If the committee was to recommend exercising the option, I believe it would again be defeated by a 
substantial margin both for on its merits and the way it was mishandled from the beginning. The 
committee would thus have wasted its time in this regard.  
 
We believe this option should be terminated now to avoid having to pay further costs related to it (the 
landowner’s taxes). 

 
 
The town gravel question is a complicated one and should not have a premature deadline forced upon it 
simply because of terms in this option 

 
 

 

 



 
Vermont Bond Bank  

 
See attached PDF Named 

Bond Bank.PDF 
 
 

 

 


