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Thank you for inviting the VT Municipal Clerks’ and Treasurers’ Association to testify with 
regards to H.723, which makes clarifications and changes around posting of land. 

Town clerks are on the forefront of land posting permits, as current law requires the attached 
form to be recorded in the clerk’s office, with a copy being given to the property owner, and a 
copy being sent to the Vermont Department of Fish and Wildlife.  As per statute, the $5 
recording fee is paid to the clerk. 

Clerks are keenly interested in the proposed language included in Sec. l, page 2, lines 20-21, 
which states that “…postings shall be valid and enforceable for one year after the date the 
posting is recorded”.  This language helps clarify concerns around an undated memo received by 
clerks last year from Colonel Justin Stedman, Chief Warden, Vermont Warden Service 
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(attached).  In his memo, Col. Stedman stated that the interpretation of statutory language, “ 
‘…maintained at all times and shall be dated each year’ would require that all signs must be 
dated for the current year.  Therefore, signs dated 2025/2026 would not be legal in 2026.” 

Col. Stedman goes on to say statute requires “…the…person posting the lands shall record this 
posting annually in the town clerk’s office…”, which he interprets to mean a permit recording is 
good until the end of the calendar year in which it is made, and all registrations expire on 
December 31st. 

Common practice was to interpret “annual” and “each year” to mean a one year period of time, 
based on the date the permit was recorded in the clerk’s office.  The new interpretation creates 
issues around the need to register postings exactly on January 1st, a federal holiday, and actually 
post signs in the middle of winter to be in compliance. 

VMCTA supports the clarifying language included in H.723, that would allow for the terms 
“year” and “annual” to be interpreted as a rolling period of time, more suitable to actually 
recording and posting land. 

I listened to the committee’s discussion on Thursday, February 12th, and want to address a few 
comments that were made with regards to how the permit records are maintained by municipal 
clerks, and accessibility to the public.  Most clerks keep their copy of recorded permits in a file, 
which is readily available for review upon request by the public.  I reached out to a few clerks 
who told me they have virtually no calls for reviewing the documents, but would make them 
available should there be a request.  Your committee spoke of including a QR code on the 
posting signs that could be tied to a database maintained by the clerks, so people could access the 
information remotely.  However, many clerks don’t have the technology to create and maintain 
such a system.  There are towns that still don’t have websites due to a lack of connectivity or 
trained staff to create and maintain a website.  Such a requirement would be costly – if possible 
at all – and the $5 fee retained by the clerks certainly wouldn’t cover any costs associated with 
such a requirement. 

Thank you for your time.  Please feel free to reach out with any questions or for further 
discussion. 



Copy of posting application






