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DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

To: Tenzin Chokden, Clerks Office 

From: Chapin Spencer, Director 

Date: September 13, 2019 

Re: Public Works Commission Agenda  
 

Please find information below regarding the next Commission Meeting. 
 

Date: September 18, 2019 

Time: 6:30 – 9:00 p.m. 

Place: 645 Pine St – Main Conference Room 
   

 A G E N DA 
 

 ITEM 
    

1  Call to Order – Welcome – Chair Comments 

   

2   5 Min Agenda  

    

3 10 Min Public Forum (3 minute per person time limit)  
 

4 5 Min Consent Agenda 
A 242 N. Winooski Ave Parking Space 
B Colchester Ave 15-Minute Parking 
C Flynn Ave Parking Removal for Crosswalk at Richardson St 
D Update iMarket Parking Agreement to increase from 10 to 15 Parkers 
E No Parking Zone on N. Ave Adjacent to Ward St 
F Removal of One Accessible (ADA) Parking Space at 23 Hayward St 
G Proposed Accessible (ADA) Parking Space on South Union St 

 

 

Non-Discrimination 

The City of Burlington will not tolerate unlawful harassment or discrimination on the basis of political or religious affiliation, race, 

color, national origin, place of birth, ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, marital status, veteran status, disability, 

HIV positive status, crime victim status or genetic information.  The City is also committed to providing proper access to services, 

facilities, and employment opportunities.  For accessibility information or alternative formats, please contact Human Resources 

Department at (802) 540-2505. 
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5 15 Min Ethan Allen Parkway Parking Regulations 

  A Communication, N. Losch, E. Gohringer & K. Furtado 

  B Commissioner Discussion 

  C Public Comment 

  D Action Requested – Vote 

   

6 25 Min Designation of City Managed Northern Waterfront Lot & Traffic Regulations 

  A Communication, P. Peterson 

  B Commissioner Discussion 

  C Public Comment 

  D Action Requested – Vote 

   

7 5 Min Rescheduling of October Meeting 

  A Oral Communication,  C. Spencer  

  B Commissioner Discussion 

  C Public Comment 

  D Action Requested – Vote 

   

8 15 Min Commission FY’19 Annual Report –** To Be Handed Out at Meeting ** 

  A Communication, C. Spencer 

  B Commissioner Discussion 

  C Public Comment 

  D Action Requested – Vote 

   

9 5 Min Approval of Draft Minutes of 7-17-19 

   

10 10 Min Director’s Report  

    

11 10 Min Commissioner Communications 
 
 12  Adjournment & Next Meeting Date – October 16, 2019 (Tentative) 
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Memorandum 

Date:  September 18, 2019  

To:  Public Works Commission 

 

From:  Madeline Suender, Associate Engineer 

 

CC:  Laura Wheelock, Senior Public Works Engineer 

Susan Molzon, Senior Public Works Engineer  

 

Subject: 242 N Winooski Ave Parking Removal 

 

 

Recommendations to the DPW Commission: 

7 No-parking area.   

No person shall park any vehicle at any time in the following location:   

 For 20 feet South of the southernmost driveway entrance at 242 North Winooski Ave 

 

Purpose & Need: 

The purpose of the recommended traffic regulation amendment is to facilitate truck deliveries in and out of a 

Planning and Zoning Commission pre-approved driveway access to a new grocery store going in at 242 N 

Winooski Ave.  

Project Checklist:  

 N/A Yes No Reference 

Aligns with MUTCD standards 

and/or established City Policy?  

X    

Aligns with City plans? X    

Followed Public Engagement 

Plan? 

 X  These Traffic Regulation changes are defined as an 

INVOLVE project in the Public Engagement Plan (PEP). 

 

Summary and Conclusion: 

The Department of Public Works (DPW) has received a request from a local business to remove 1 parking space 

in front of 242 N Winooski Ave. This would enable the new grocery store to maneuver trucks during deliveries. 

Based on site visits and review of the turning movement template with this driveway configuration, which has 

http://www.dpw.ci.burlington.vt.us/


been approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission, the need for this no parking zone has been confirmed. 

DPW staff conducted various parking counts in the vicinity of 242 N Winooski. In doing this, it was determined 

that there is enough capacity on the rest of the street (and adjacent streets) to accommodate the current parking 

needs.  

Public Engagement: 

In preparation for the 09/18/19 DPW Commission Meeting, Staff placed flyers at properties surrounding this 

location. Staff received two emails and one phone call in regards to the proposed parking changes (Attachment 

2). One resident was opposed, two residents were in support. 

Attachments: 

1. Site map.  

2. Public correspondence. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



Attachment 1: Site Map 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Parking space 

to be removed 



Attachment 2: Public Correspondence 

A representative from the Chittenden Emergency Food Shelf called to express serious concern for losing a public 

space in front of their nonprofit organization for the needs of a for-profit business. The representative expressed 

concern for the lack of parking in general in the area.  

Email received 9/5/19: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the parking space removal at 242 N. Winooski Ave. I live at 221 

N. Winooski Ave., just across the street. I am supportive of removing the parking space. As a matter of fact I am 

supportive of removing more parking spaces on N. Winooski Ave. up my way to allow for a bike lane or bike 

track that does not suddenly end at Decatur St. 

 

Email received 9/6/19: 

We received a letter that a parking space is going to be removed for the new market. Totally understandable as 

the market needs to bring in loading trucks. I imagine this is on your radar but I would like to add to the concern 

for a parking plan as the market will increase parking needed. Ok with me to remove that space, especially to 

avoid an accident!. Appreciation for larger parking conversations.  
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Date:  September 18, 2019  

To:  Public Works Commission 

 
From:  Madeline Suender, Associate Engineer 

 

CC:  Nicole Losch, Senior Transportation Planner  

  Elizabeth Gohringer, Associate Planner 

 
Subject: Colchester Ave 15 Minute Parking   
 

 

Recommendations to the DPW Commission: 

9 Fifteen-minute parking. 

(b) No person shall park any vehicle, at any time, longer than fifteen (15) minutes at the following 

locations: 

(1)-(32)    As Written. 

(33)     In the 3 designated spaces on the east side of Colchester Avenue in front of 273 

Colchester Avenue, between the hours of 6:00 am and 9:00 pm, Sundays and holidays excepted. 

(34)    In the 2 designated spaces on the east side of Colchester Avenue in front of 291 and 

297 Colchester Avenue, between the hours of 6:00 am and 9:00pm 9:00am and 6:00 pm, Sundays 

and holidays excepted. 

 

Purpose & Need: 

The purpose of the recommended traffic regulation amendment is to better balance the business 

and resident parking needs.  

 

Project Checklist:  

 N/A Yes No Reference 

Aligns with MUTCD standards 

and/or established City Policy?  

X    

Aligns with City plans? X    

Followed Public Engagement 

Plan? 

 X  These Traffic Regulation changes are 

defined as an INVOLVE project in the Public 

Engagement Plan (PEP). 

 

 

Memo 
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Summary and Conclusion: 

There are two existing 15-minute spaces in front of 291 Colchester Ave (see Attachment 1). This 

condition is currently in effect from 6:00 am – 9:00 pm Monday-Saturday. The primary purpose of 

these time limited spaces is to serve the needs of Kampus Kitchen patrons. DPW is proposing this 

time limit be altered to range from 9:00 am – 6:00 pm. This would better balance the needs of 

residents needing overnight parking, while still serving the needs of Kampus Kitchen during their 

busiest times.  Additionally, DPW would like to edit the three 15-minute parking spaces located 

directly in front of Kampus Kitchen between the hours of 6:00 am and 9:00 pm to include Sundays.  

 

Public Engagement: 

In preparation for the 09/18/19 DPW Commission Meeting, staff placed flyers at properties along 

this stretch of Colchester Ave. Staff received three emails in regards to the proposed parking 

changes (Attachment 2). All three residents expressed concern for overall parking on the street 

and the impact of the recent parking changes prior to this proposal.  

  

Attachments: 

1. Site map.  

2. Public correspondence. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Attachment 1: Site Map 

 

 
 

 

 

  

3 Existing 15-minute 

parking 6am-9pm Mon-

Sat, Holidays exempt. 

 

Proposed: 15-minute 

parking 6am-9pm Mon-

Sun, Holidays exempt.  

 

2 Existing 15-minute 

parking 6am-9pm Mon-

Sat, Holidays exempt. 

 

Proposed: 15-minute 

parking 9am-6pm Mon-

Sat, Holidays exempt.  

 



 

Attachment 2: Public Correspondence 

 

Email received 8/27: 

 

Hello Madeline, 

My household very much supports adding more street parking to Colchester Ave. We are a 

group of 8 young professionals and have a lot of cars between us, and were extremely frustrated 

when the parking spots on one side of the street were taken away. I’m not sure if this is the 

same department as you, but we now can’t park on their street from 7-5 for the next week due 

to work. This is a HUGE hassle and cost for us. We’re at the point where we are encouraging our 

friends who talk about moving to Burlington but need a car to get to work to not move here 

because of the parking situation in general. We’re also pretty upset because we bought multiple 

parking passes for the street at the beginning of the summer when there was plenty of parking 

but now we’re lucky if one of us can find a spot to park on the street at night. What can we do 

to bring the resident parking spots back to Colchester Ave? Would it be possible to get a pass 

for the resident parking on east avenue or something like that? Please let us know ASAP. 

Many thanks, 

 

Email received 8/27: 

 

To whom this may concern, at the Department of Public Works:  

       I am a resident on Colchester Avenue and a full-time cyclist, although I find myself parking 

my girlfriend's car every night. This email is in response to plans for changing the range in which 

the five 15-minute parking signs apply, which are currently from 6am to 9pm on Monday 

through Saturday and could change in order to be from 9am to 6pm including Sunday. 

       Prior to recent changes, Colchester Avenue offered resident-only parking on both sides of 

the street but, although meeting the needs of residents and their guests, this posed a conflict 

for the unique volume of emergency traffic and the perceived needs of those seeking alternative 

trasportation. As it currently stands, there are approximately less than twenty-five parking 

spaces on the street for over thirty-five multi-resident dwellings and that's only if everyone 

leaves enough room for every possible spot. 

       Perhaps I'm not clear enough on what the rules are for the times beyond the 15-minute 

parking restrictions. Would a resident be allowed to park there in the off-hours? 

       More on point: The Kampus Kitchen closes at 5pm on Sundays, so it doesn't make any 

sense to expand the ranges of the fifteen-minute spaces in either hours or days. 

       Years of observation has held that the paved area, owned by UVM and designated as 

parking for Centennial field, has always more than handled the needs of the Kampus Kitchen -- 

yet now sits entirely unused. Private property, though it may be, it's currently little more than a 

seemingly petty waste of space; while in the adjacent area, UVM possesses several such empty 

lots and operates a similarly empty yet giant yellow bus, as a shuttle service, every fifteen 

minutes. 

       More off topic: anyone who isn't comfortable riding their bicycle in traffic is already opting 

for the sidewalk. Colchester Avenue really doesn't require the type of unprotected lanes with the 

green paint that washes off in the rain. I'm going to stop now before I go off on a rant, but I 

really do look forward to any possible discourse over this matter because it seems as if the 

people making these decisions haven't ever been in the position to use what they're making. I 

mean this with more humility and respect to your profession than my words might convey. 



 

       Concluding with my main concerns: there isn't enough parking for residents, the Kampus 

Kitchen's needs are overstated, and I don't know what to do at two in the morning when some 

kid has parked their parents' car in two of the very few spots available. 

 

 

Email received 8/28: 

 

Dear Ms. Suender,   

 

I am one of the residents of Colchester Avenue. We recently found out that parking has been 

taken away at a location near us. Due to this, there have been many cars parking in front of our 

apartment and the surrounding areas. Between the two units in our apartment and the two units 

in our neighbors' apartment, we are allowed 12 street parking passes. However, due to the 

abundance of cars parking in our area, there is barely room for one of the cars (between the 

four units) on the street. The implementation of the 15-minute parking spaces decreases 

parking availability even more. Our neighbor has also informed us that multiple cars have been 

hit since everything has changed. We are concerned that cars will keep getting hit due to the 

lack of available spaces and the fact that the yellow line in the road is too far to the right. We 

have almost been hit multiple times pulling out of our driveway and are concerned about the 

long term effects of this frustrating change.  

 

Thank you for your time.  
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Date:  September 18, 2019  

To:  Public Works Commission 

 
From:  Madeline Suender, Associate Engineer 

 

CC:  Nicole Losch, Senior Transportation Planner  

 
Subject: Crosswalk at Flynn Ave and Richardson St Intersection  
 

 

Recommendations to the DPW Commission: 

7 No-parking area.   

No person shall park any vehicle at any time in the following location:   

 For 20 feet on either side of the midblock crosswalk on Flynn Ave at the intersection 

of Richardson Street.  

 

Purpose & Need: 

The purpose of the recommended traffic regulation amendment is to be in compliance with the 

VTrans Guidelines for Pedestrian Crossing Treatments.  The need is to facilitate safe crossings at 

this location (Attachment 1).  

 

Project Checklist:  

 N/A Yes No Reference 

Aligns with MUTCD 

standards and/or 

established City Policy?  

 X  MUTCD Standards, VTrans Guidelines for 

Pedestrian Crossing Treatments, AASHTO Guide 

for the Planning, Design, and Operation of 

Pedestrian Facilities  

Aligns with City plans?  X  MUTCD Standards, VTrans Guidelines for 

Pedestrian Crossing Treatments 

Followed Public 

Engagement Plan? 

 X  These Traffic Regulation changes are defined as 

an INVOLVE project in the Public Engagement 

Plan (PEP). 

 

 

 

 

Memo 
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Summary and Conclusion: 

In an effort to add a bike lane/shared lane on Flynn Ave, parking was removed from the south 

side of the street. To accommodate the foreseeable increase in pedestrian crossing movements 

to access parking, DPW staff is installing a crosswalk at Flynn Ave and Richardson St. To facilitate 

safe crossing and meet VTrans Standards, parking must be removed for 20’ on either side of the 

crosswalk. In doing this, two parking spaces would be removed.  

 

Public Engagement: 

In preparation for the 09/18/19 DPW Commission Meeting, staff placed flyers at properties along 

this stretch of Flynn Ave. Staff received 1 phone call in regards to the exact location of this 

crosswalk, unrelated to parking (Attachment 2).    

  

Attachments: 

1. Site map.  

2. Public correspondence. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Attachment 1: Site Map 
 

 
 



 

 
Attachment 2: Public Correspondence  
 
One Flynn Ave resident called to discuss the location of the crosswalk. It was explained that 
this was the only feasible location due to driveway constraints and the location of the 
existing sidewalk along the east side of Richardson St.  
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Jeff Padgett 
DIVISION DIRECTOR: PARKING AND TRAFFIC 
 

 

Non-Discrimination 
The City of Burlington will not tolerate unlawful harassment or discrimination on the basis of political or religious 
affiliation, race, color, national origin, place of birth, ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, marital 
status, veteran status, disability, HIV positive status or genetic information.  The City is also committed to providing 
proper access to services, facilities, and employment opportunities.  For accessibility information or alternative 
formats, please contact Human Resources Department at 865-7145. 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO:   DPW Commission 

FROM:  Jeff Padgett, Interim Division Director – Parking and Traffic 

DATE:   September 18, 2019  

RE:  Updated Parking Agreement between the City and iMarket 

  
Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the DPW Commission approve the attached Updated Parking Agreement 
between DPW and iMarket and authorize DPW Director Chapin Spencer to execute the Agreement. 
    
Background: 
In February the PWC approved an agreement with iMarket for 10 spaces in the Lakeview and 
College Street Garage.  They recently made a requested to increase this agreement to 15.  Based on 
recent analysis, we believe that the garage has capacity to accept these additional parkers.  The 
updated agreement will also reset the annual renewal from this date. 
 
Please don’t hesitate to reach out with any questions.  Thank you.  
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PARKING AGREEMENT 
City of Burlington 

  
This Parking Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into by the City of Burlington (“City”), by and through 
its Department of Public Works (“DPW”), and iMarket Solutions, Inc. (“Tenant”), a for profit corporation 
registered to conduct business in the State of Vermont and located at 150 S. Champlain St., 3rd Floor, 
Burlington, VT 05401.  Tenant and the City agree to the terms of this Agreement. 
 
1. EFFECTIVE DATE AND NOTICE OF NONLIABILITY 

 

This Agreement shall not be valid or enforceable until the Effective Date.  The City shall not be 
bound by any provision of this Agreement before the Effective Date and shall have no obligations for 
performance or expenses incurred before the Effective Date or after the expiration or termination of 
this Agreement. 

 
2. RECITALS 

 

A. Authority.  Authority to enter into this Agreement exists in the City Charter.  Required 
approvals, clearance, and coordination have been accomplished from and within each Party. 
 

B. Consideration.  The Parties acknowledge that the mutual promises and covenants contained 
herein and other good and valuable consideration are sufficient and adequate to support this 
Contract. 
 

C. Purpose.  Tenant seeks to lease 15 parking permits at the College Street/Lakeview parking 
garage owned by the City.   

 
3. DEFINITIONS 

 

A. “Parking Facility” means the parking facility known as the College Street and Lakeview parking 
garage owned by the City and located at 60 College Street in Burlington, Vermont. 
 

B. “Effective Date” means the date on which this Agreement is approved and signed by the City, as 
shown on the signature page of this Agreement, whichever date is later. 
 

C. “Party” means the City or Tenant and “Parties” means both the City and Tenant. 
 

4. TERM AND EARLY TERMINATION 
 

A. Term.  This Parties respective performance shall commence on October 1, 2019 and expire on 
September 31, 2020, unless sooner terminated as provided herein. 
 

B. Renewal.  This Agreement shall automatically renew for one additional 1-year term under the same 
terms of this Agreement, unless either Party provides written notice to the other Party no later than 
90 days prior to the expiration of this Agreement. 
 

C. Termination.  Either Party may terminate this Agreement upon issuing written notice to the other 
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Party.  The notice shall specify the effective date of the termination. 
 
5. GRANT OF LICENSE 

 

A. Use of Facilities.  The City shall provide Tenant with parking licenses to be used by Tenant and 
its authorized permit holders at the Parking Facility for the term of this Agreement as set forth in 
§4.A. 
 

B. Timing Restrictions.  The parking licenses granted under this Agreement shall only be valid 
Monday through Friday of each week.  No overnight parking is permitted as part of this 
Agreement. 
 

C. User Restrictions.  Only currently registered vehicles that are legally allowed to be operated on 
public streets and right of ways may be issued a parking license and utilize the Parking Facility 
privileges granted in this Agreement. 
 

D. Identification of License.  All persons possessing parking licenses granted under this Agreement 
must display the appropriate means of identification that are issued to authorized permit holders 
to utilize the parking privileges granted herein.  Such identification may include a card, decal, 
hangtag, entry on a license plate registry, or other means. 

 
6. PAYMENT 
 

A. License Fee.  Tenant shall pay the City $80 per month for each parking license granted under this 
Agreement.  The City may change the fee for each parking license by providing 30 days advanced 
notice to Tenant. 
 

B. Billing.  The billable term of each issued license shall begin on the day the license is issued to 
Tenant.  Tenant shall issue payment to the City prior to the first day of each month for the term of 
this Agreement. 

 
7. PARKING CONDITIONS 

 

A. Use of Parking Facilities.  The monthly parking permit issue under this Agreement authorizes 
designated Tenant and its authorized permit holders the ability to self-park and lock one vehicle 
for each permit in an available (i.e. not being used) parking space located within the Parking 
Facility.  If a permit holder is unable to park in the Parking Facility due to full occupancy, the 
City may, at its sole discretion, offer parking to permit holders the ability to park at a different 
City-owned parking facility.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City does not guarantee the 
availability of parking spaces under this Agreement and if the Parking Facility is at capacity and 
the City determined that no other City-owned facilities are available, Tenant’s permit holders 
shall either wait their turn to gain entrance or find alternative parking at their own cost.  
 

B. Management of Parking Facilities.  The City reserves the right to manage parking of its 
facilities in the best interests of the City.  Tenant acknowledges and agrees that management of 
City facilities may require the holders of the parking permits granted under this Agreement to use 
another parking facility or be relocated if necessary. 
 

C. Removal.  The City may remove any vehicle granted parking privileges under this Agreement at 
the owner’s sole expense if reasonable efforts were made by the City to notify the owner about 
the need to remove the vehicle from the premises within a reasonable time.  The determination as 
to removal of a vehicle is at the sole discretion of City and includes, but is not limited to, leaking 
of chemicals, oil, gas, or antifreeze from a vehicle.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, in the event of 
a threat of imminent danger to life or property as determined by the City, a vehicle may be 
removed at the owner’s sole expense without notification of the owner.  Tenant is solely 
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responsible for all losses, damages, claims, liabilities, judgments, costs, and expenses arising 
directly or indirectly during the term of this Agreement out of any act, omission, or negligence of 
Tenant or its permit holders. 
   

D. Acceptance of Risk.  Parking is at Tenant and its designated permit holder’s sole risk.  The City 
shall not guard, assume care, custody, or control of any vehicle or its contents.  The City shall not 
be responsible for any loss or damage caused to vehicles or their contents utilizing the City’s 
parking facilities including fire, theft, damage, or loss directly resulting from the willful 
misconduct or negligence of the City.  No bailment is created under this Agreement. 
 

E. Reporting.  Tenant shall require that as a condition of issuing a parking permit granted herein, 
the permit holder shall report any damage to the Parking Facility caused by the permit holder’s 
vehicle.  Such damage includes, but is not limited to, the leaking of any chemicals, oil, gas, or 
antifreeze.   
 

F. Leaks.  If a vehicle is discovered to be leaking any chemical, oil, gas, or antifreeze, the City may 
temporarily suspend the parking permit privileges of the permit holder until the permit holder 
provides the City with written proof that necessary repairs were made to prevent further leakage.  
Any suspension issued under this §7.F shall not suspend Tenant’s obligation to pay the fee set 
forth in §6.A.  Any vehicle whose permit to park is suspended may be removed at the owner’s 
expense if the vehicle is found in the Parking Facility while the license is suspended. 
 

G. Limitation on Use.  The parking permits granted herein are for the exclusive use of the Tenant 
and its authorized permit holder.  Parking permits shall not be loaned, altered, transferred or sold.  
Tenant agrees that misuse of a permit shall be deemed as theft of services and the permit holder 
shall be locked out and parking privileges in the Parking Facility rescinded.  
 

H. Compliance.  Tenant shall inform its permit holders that compliance with instructions for the use 
of permits is a condition of its use.  If a permit holder fails to properly comply with use 
instructions, the maximum daily fee will be assessed.  
 

I. Insurance.  Tenant shall ensure that all permit holders possess minimum levels of automobile 
insurance as required by law. 

 
8. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 
 

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement and understanding of the Parties with respect to the 
subject matter of this Agreement.  All prior representations and understandings of the Parties, oral or 
written, are merged into this Agreement.  Prior or contemporaneous additions, deletions, or other 
changes to this Agreement shall not have any force or effect whatsoever, unless embodied herein. 

 
9. MODIFICATION 
 

Except as otherwise provided by this Agreement, any modification to this Agreement shall only be 
effective if agreed to in a formal amendment to this Agreement, properly executed and approved by 
the Parties. 

 
10. THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES 
 

This Agreement does not and is not intended to confer any rights or remedies upon any person or 
entity other than the Parties.  Enforcement of this Agreement and all rights and obligations hereunder 
are reserved solely for the Parties.  Any services or benefits which third parties receive as a result of 
this Agreement are incidental to the Agreement and do not create any right for such third parties. 
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11. WAIVER 
 

A Party’s failure or delay in exercising any right, power, or privilege under this Agreement, whether 
explicit or by lack of enforcement, shall not operate as a waiver, nor shall any single or partial 
exercise of any right, power, or privilege preclude any other or further exercise of such right, power, 
or privilege. 

 
12. CHOICE OF LAW 

 

Vermont law shall be applied in the interpretation, execution, and enforcement of this Agreement.  
Any provision included or incorporated herein by reference which conflicts with Vermont law shall 
be null and void.  Any provision rendered null and void by operation of this provision shall not 
invalidate the remainder of this Agreement, to the extent capable of execution. 

 
13. JURISDICTION 

 

All suits or actions related to this Agreement shall be filed and proceedings held in the State of 
Vermont. 

 
14. ASSIGNMENT 
 

Tenant’s rights and obligations under this Agreement are personal and may not be transferred or 
assigned without the prior written consent of the City.  Any attempt at assignment or transfer without 
such consent shall be void.  Any assignment or transfer of Tenant’s rights and obligations approved 
by the City shall be subject to the provisions of this Agreement. 

 
 
 

— Signature Page Follows — 
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15. SIGNATURE PAGE 
 

Persons signing for the Parties hereby swear and afform that they are authorized to act on behalf of 
their respective Party and acknowledge that the other Party is relying on their representations to that 
effect. 

 
The Parties hereto have executed this Parking Agreement 

 

 
TENANT 

iMarket Solutions, Inc. 
150 S. Champlain Street, 3rd Floor, Burlington, VT 05401 

 
By: ____________________________________ 

Andrew Allen 
Chief Technical Officer 

 
Date: _____________________ 

 

 

 
CITY OF BURLINGTON 

Department of Public Works 
 
 
 

By: ____________________________________ 
Chapin Spencer, Director 

Department of Public Works 
 
 

Date: _____________________ 
 

       
   
  
  
 





























 
 

 

September 13, 2019 

 

TO:    Public Works Commission 

 

FROM:  Nicole Losch, PTP, Senior Planner 

   

CC:   Elizabeth Gohringer, Associate Planner 

  Kim Furtado, Planning Intern 

 

RE: Ethan Allen Parkway No Parking  

 

 

Recommendations  

Staff recommends that the Commission adopt: 

 

Appendix C, 7 No-parking areas.  

No person shall park any vehicle at any time in the following locations:  

 

On the west side of Ethan Allen Parkway from North Avenue to Farrington Avenue.   

 

Purpose & Need 

The purpose of this parking restriction is to ensure safe parking and travel for all modes on Ethan Allen 

Parkway. The need is to implement planBTV Walk Bike recommendations for bikeway improvements on Ethan 

Allen Parkway and establish “No Parking” in Appendix C, as is reflected in Article 20-55(a)(6) General 

Prohibitions.  

 

Introduction 

planBTV Walk Bike recognizes Ethan Allen Parkway as an important corridor for people walking and biking. It 

provides direct access to nearly one-third of the New North End’s neighborhoods, CP Smith Elementary 

School, Ethan Allen Park, and the Route 127 shared use path. planBTV Walk Bike’s 5-year Action Plan 

recommends a northbound bike lane and southbound shared lane on Ethan Allen Parkway. The roadway 

width varies from 29’ to 31’ with on-street parking allowed near CP Smith and north of James Avenue. Parking 

is not restricted south of Farrington Avenue but is not well-utilized since the roadway is effectively too narrow 



to park without encroaching on the greenbelt and adjacent travel lane. Curb begins north of Farrington 

Avenue and the CP Smith School Zone is between Farrington Avenue and James Avenue.   

 

Public Engagement 

This project falls under “Involve” on the Spectrum of Engagement. A neighborhood meeting was held on 

September 12th.  

 

On September 4th,  

 Letters were mailed to residents and property owners along Ethan Allen Parkway explaining the 

proposed changes and soliciting feedback; 

 A Front Porch Forum post was sent to the neighborhood and Councilors were notified, and 

 Councilor Dieng distributed letters and flyers to the neighborhood after September 7th.   

 

1. Who is positively impacted? 

People bicycling on Ethan Allen Parkway would have expanded facilities. People driving or bicycling past 

parked cars encroaching on the roadway would no longer have that experience. People driving northbound 

would no longer share the roadway with people bicycling in this section. Neighbors seeking moderate travel 

speeds should see a calming effect with additional lane markings. 

 

2. Who may be negatively impacted and for how long? 

Residents and guests in the project area who currently park on-street or on the greenbelt will be explicitly 

prohibited from parking on this section of Ethan Allen Parkway. This would be a permanent impact. On-street 

parking options will remain for these residents and guests on side streets (Lopes Ave, Sandy Ln, and 

Farrington Pkwy). 

 

3. What are the main concerns, issues, and interests of the community? 

At the community meeting and in emails beforehand, people are concerned that the bike lane is only in one 

direction; the bike lane doesn’t continue to the Route 127 path; a protected lane or path would be more 

helpful for CP Smith Students; and the engagement window was too short to be effective.  

 

4. Will any individuals, institutions, or groups be disproportionally impacted? 

Guests of residents between North Avenue and Farrington Avenue currently using on-street parking will be 

most impacted. Drivers who are uncomfortable with bicyclists on the roadway will feel impacted.  

 

5. Was the project recommended in earlier planning studies which included public engagement? Is 

additional public input needed or required?  

This project was recommended in planBTV WalkBike, which included public engagement. Additional direct 

outreach was required to advance the parking changes as per the DPW Public Engagement Plan.  

 

6. Are there any linguistic or cultural barriers to engaging with impacted residents? 

There are no known linguistic or cultural barriers within the project area.  

 

Observations, Considerations, and Alternatives  



This project is currently being considered as a component of the recent Ethan Allen Parkway repaving. A 

community meeting was held to gain consensus on any pavement markings this fall or “do nothing” and 

potentially continue neighborhood conversations for a 2020 project. At the community meeting, 4 options 

were presented: 

1. Provide a northbound bike lane from North Avenue to James Avenue, to be marked this fall. 

2. Provide a northbound bike lane from North Avenue to Farrington Avenue, to be marked this fall. 

3. Provide a northbound bike lane from North Avenue to the end of Ethan Allen Parkway, to be 

considered next spring after additional community engagement.  

4. Do nothing and return the pavement markings that existed prior to paving. 

 

When presented with a choice between Options 1 and 2 above, there was strong consensus to begin this 

project with Option 2 and avoid conflicts with school parking and a narrow roadway. We did not hear any 

concerns from residents living between North Avenue and Farrington Avenue. This allows time for DPW and 

the Burlington School District to work more directly to relocate the pick-up / drop-off school parking from 

Ethan Allen Parkway. For Option 1, all roadway features would be at their minimums: 7’ parking, 10’ travel 

lanes, and 4’ bike lane.  

 

When presented with all options, the greatest number of people at the meeting selected Option 4, “Do 

Nothing.” This option received 10 straw-poll votes, while Option 2 received 9 votes. Outside of the meeting 

itself, we received emails and phone calls from 9 people who expressed support for the addition of bike lanes 

and 2 people who expressed opposition to any changes. Public comments received by email and phone are 

attached (multiple emails from any person were not counted multiple times).  

 

In addition to the bikeway options, two alternatives were presented for the traffic calming features on Ethan 

Allen Parkway. Speed bump rumble strips and mountable medians were located within the school zone of CP 

Smith School. There was nearly unanimous agreement to replace the speed bumps with larger, more tapered 

speed humps. These treatments do not require Commission approval, but are provided here for context. 

 

Conclusions 

By implementing a northbound bike lane on Ethan Allen Parkway from North Avenue to Farrington Avenue, 

Burlington will be one step closer to meeting the goals outlined in planBTV WalkBike. Providing safer and 

more easily accessible bicycle infrastructure around the city has numerous positive impacts for both the 

wellbeing of residents and the City as a whole.  

 

DPW values the voices of all residents who share the road, and is committed to creating an equitable, 

balanced transportation network. We strive to include all of these voices, especially residents, business 

owners, and property owners that are impacted by infrastructure changes, in our proposals.  

 

Attachments  

1. Public Feedback Log  

2. Mailing Sent to Ethan Allen Parkway residents and property owners 9/4/19  

 



Attachment 1: Public Feedback Log 

 

Date Message 

9/6/2019 

Good Morning.  My wife and I have lived in the Howe Farm Estates since 1972.  We have seen many changes over the years to 
Ethan Allen Parkway. 
  
The addition of a Bike Lane is a great idea.  But it should only go as far as Farrington.  CP Smith School does not have a drive 
through drop off point for parents dropping off children for school.  The drop off and pick up periods puts a row of cars parked 
in front of the school.  Their is not enough room for a car to pass without going into the other lane.  The addition of a bike lane 
to James Avenue will only further restrict the flow of traffic.  It creates an unsafe condition for both the driver and the 
children.   Please reconsider ending the bike lane at Farrington.   
  
Residence living in the Howe Farm Estates own travel trailers and boats mounted on trailers.  When the Speed Humps were 
installed in front of CP Smith School (many years ago), the weight on the hitch from our travel trailer would actually cause the 
hitch to slide through the speed hump.  The speed humps did not last long due to this fact.  I would hope that you have 
considered the wear and tear on the small speed bumps caused by the trailer hitches. 
  
I did find it very odd that the proposal for the Ethan Allen Parkway bike lane has already been listed on the DPW website as 
out for design.  One might think that you would ask the residences for their input first.  It certainly looks like DPW has already 
made up their mind for the bike lane and input from the residences is just another task to be completed.     

9/6/2019 

I am writing to lend my support to voice my support for the opportunity to implement some bikeway improvements, bring 
Ethan Allen Parkway's traffic calming up to current standards, as well as implement improvement for pedestrians in 
coordination with repaving in 2019.  Specifically I am interested in: 
1. Replacing the small speed bumps with speed humps 
2. Removing the raised centerline medians and, instead, narrow the road with a northbound bike lane from North Avenue to 
James Avenue 
3. Adding shared lane markings from James Avenue to the Route 127 path entrance 
4.  The new crosswalk being added across Ethan Allen Parkway at Farrington Parkway 
5. Curb ramps that are being updated at several intersections along Ethan Allen Parkway   
 
 
I live in the Old North End, however my child attends Hunt middle school and when he bikes to school his route takes him 
through this area.  His safety is paramount to me as is the safety of all children in Burlington.  Additionally any measures we 
can take to encourage students to engage in active transportation will create happy healthy adults and citizens.  
Thank you for making sure that these improvements are made. 



9/6/2019 

Chapin, 
I just heard about a meeting being held at the Miller Center on 9/12 at 5 to apparently discuss road calming measures for 
Ethan Allen Parkway. My wife inadvertently saw it on Dieng’s Facebook page. This is the first l have heard of it. Is this another 
typical under the radar meeting supposedly getting public input on what would be a controversial proposal? This means 
putting speed bumps, ect on Ethan Allen Parkway with minimum citizen involvement. As this literally involves over a thousand 
residents, you should insure each residence receives notification by leaflet. The time of the meeting, 5 o’clock is also 
unacceptable as most people are just leaving or driving home from work. Of course the goal may be to limit attendance. 
Whose meeting is this, and why isn’t it at a convent time for people involved?  What is the plan to better warn the meeting to 
get better attendance? A similar meeting held several years ago and warned by leaflet had over 100 people who opposed 
these same proposed measures. 

9/9/2019 

I am unable to attend during the Neighborhood Meeting this Thursday, but I wanted to provide my input on this project. 
 
As a resident of the neighborhood whose only in an out (by car) is EAP, I am in full support of the speed humps. I agree they 
keep the speed down on the roads they are installed on and that long, straight, and now very smooth section makes it easy to 
speed, even accidentally. 
 
I am also in full support of the bike lane on at least the Northbound side, ideally both lanes would have a bike lane, of EAP. As 
a daily bike commuter, that stretch is one of my more dangerous when cars are coming northbound and approaching home or 
heading southbound and just leaving home and maybe not paying their full attention (most accidents happen close to 
home?). I also feel very strongly that this bike path needs to continue clear to James Ave so the narrower section of road 
along the property line that is CP Smith has adequate biker protection. This section is usually congested with parking and 
busier than the other parts of EAP. There are so many kids and parents riding to CP Smith, I think its important to encourage 
that form of transportation and to provide it safely in both directions, if possible. 
 
Thank you for considering my input. I hope Thursday goes well for all. 

9/10/2019 

I want to register a vote of support for the proposed northbound bike lane to be added to Ethan Allen Parkway between 
North Ave and Farrington Parkway. This will be safer for kids riding to elementary/middle schools in the area as well as those 
of us seeking to bike to the bike path along the beltline to get over to the Intervale area, etc.  
 
Thanks for all you do to make our city easier to traverse by bike and foot as well as by car. 



9/10/2019 

With an already narrow road on EAP, the addition of unnecessary lanes to cater to a minimal number of bicyclists is 
unthinkable.   DPW has made a complete mess of most roads in Burlington, not to the benefit of cars, but to bikes (what few 
there are), who continue to disobey the rules of the road and obstruct the flow of traffic with their unpredictable and 
unsteady moves.  And with no enforcement on bikes, it will only continue to worsen.Your token memo states clearly what 
DPW is going to do, and from experience we know that DPW will do nothing to include the range of voices and perspectives of 
the people that have to navigate EAP every day.  We've been thru this before in the NNE. You need to be transparent - it's a 
done deal, and the taxpayers know it, which is why this token memo is laughable.  Hopefully we won't have the streets further 
narrowed and obstructed by the concrete anchor planters that have appeared in very inopportune locations in the city, 
making safe navigation impossible for everyone, especially delivery trucks.Why doesn't DPW just flat out say they don't want 
cars in the city?  This is just another way to drive more taxpayers out of the city, and some out of VT.  Have you noticed the 
amount of new real estate listings in the NNE?  With the traffic mess DPW has created city-wide, along with soaring taxes, and 
a big hole in the ground, many folks are tired of the messes in Burlington, and are leaving 

9/10/2019 

Sorry I can't make the 9/18/19 meeting to discuss road changes etc. 
My thoughts on the subject are as follows: 
1) If you add a bike lane headed north what are the bikers to do when they return south? If they are to use the same lane they 
they will be facing traffic vs going with it. Adding another lane south doesn't make sense because the road is not wide enough. 
2) I have seen very few adults bike from the North End on this road. The majority of bikers are children headed to and from 
school and they are using the sidewalk which is a lot safer route. 
 
It therefore makes little sense to add any bike lane period. 
 
As far as speed is concerned, the police dept. should spend time monitoring motorists especially during off peak traffic time.  
Don't see the need for speed humps unless they are just before the school.  What affect do they have on plowing in the winter 
and impact on emergency vehicles? 
 
I also have a great concern on how the mayor and city are spending so much money on projects such as the downtown park 
redo, curbs which extend into the road creating driving hazards, and beautification projects rather then on more serious 
matters such as fixing up Memorial Auditorium and tearing down the Moran Plant. If the city continues to reduce parking 
spaces in favor of so called bike safety then where are residents as well as visitors going to park.  In my opinion we are setting 
the wrong priorities and the elderly are getting very little consideration. 
Thanks for listening to me.   



9/11/2019 

I want you to know, I initially thought it was Councilor Dieng who was responsible for pushing the new traffic plan for Ethan 
Allen Parkway. I apologized to him personally after he told me the DPW plan was already in place, and that he was only trying 
to get DPW to schedule a meeting in order to make residents aware of the plan. He also did your job by delivering letters to 
residents last weekend warning the meeting. I don’t know how many letters he was able to deliver. 
Your email to me confirms my belief that DPW  implements street changes with little or no effort to get input from the  
people affected by supposed Street upgrades. Your letter stated: “we are trying to fit this meeting in case we can coordinate 
any changes with the recent repaving project” implies the plan is already a “done deal”, and this meeting is farce, and is only 
being held to placate the few residents who heard about your plan. DPW had over 2 years, while infrastructure upgrades were 
being done,  to inform residents about your proposals via the North Avenue News. You chose not to. The reality is that 
residents should have been heavily involved before the plan was ever developed. If DPW actually was “striving to include a 
wide range of voices and perspectives in all your decisions” you would have also scheduled this meeting at a time convenient 
for people, and have more than one. Having a 5 o’clock meeting, during drive and dinner hour guarantees limited attendance. 
Your accelerated schedule, public meeting on 9/12 and going to the  Public Works Commission Meeting on 9/18, is designed 
to limit discussion and dissent. 
To be blunt, I have no confidence in the supposed public process DPW uses, and if any potential feedback will be used to 
update the planned changes to Ethan Allen Parkway. Your use of “responding to neighborhood interests” is a farce. If that 
were true you would recognize that this subject was debated in a open public meeting held to discuss traffic concerns with 
Ethan Allen Parkway when Steve  Goodkind was DPW Director. The meeting was leafleted to the whole neighborhood using 
this street. It was well attended, with over 100 residents of our neighborhood attending to discuss traffic concerns and 
calming proposals. The DPW proposals were rejected by almost everyone in attendance. Your inability to tell me how many  
people  actually requested these changes says it all.  
By the way, your letter also implies you are only replacing existing speed bumps with speed humps and  removal of a raised 
center line in order to add a bike lane from North Avenue to Farrington is confusing.  I have lived in this area for over 40 years 
and there has never been any traffic calming on this section of Ethan Allen Parkway.  
Your plan to remove on street parking in order to install an upgraded Northbound bike lane will create a greater safety issue 
for people using the sidewalk, especially  in the winter. This section of Ethan Allen Parkway has no curbing and a very narrow 
green belt. In fact, the few cars that occasionally park on the street, are partially on the green belt. Your plan forces traffic 
very close to the sidewalk which is used by school age kids going to CP Smith. The kids using bikes to go to CP Smith, will still 
use the sidewalk in the Fall and Spring. Councilor Dieng told me he thought installing a radar speed signal would be a cheaper 
and more successful alternative in making motorists aware of their speed, rather than speed humps. I’m sure your plans don’t 
reflect any input of the real stakeholders, the people who use this road everyday to come and go to work. Last week I made a 
suggestion to upgrade the existing crosswalk, from the Park to sidewalk near Walgreens, with a pedestrian signal and was told 
by Chapin that a sign was already there to identify the crosswalk. My suggestion wasn’t because of traffic speed, but because 
the crosswalk was used a lot, especially during the school year.  Trees, poles and slope of sidewalk from park make it hard to 
see people accessing the crosswalk and the flashing crosswalk light will highlight the crosswalk is in use.  



9/11/2019 

I would like to express my support for adding a northbound bike lane betweenNorth Ave and Farrington Ave along Ethan Allen 
Parkway. This is a criticalconnection in Burlington’s bike network, as outlined in Plan BTV Walk Bike. A bikelane would make 
travel along this corridor safer for all road users.Thank you for your consideration. 

9/11/2019 

I am writing in response to the letter that was hand delivered to my home on Lopes Avenue.  Here is my response to the 
“calming of traffic on Ethan Allen Parkway.”   I have a conflict tomorrow and cannot be present at the meeting at the Miller 
Center Art Room. 
 
First of all, it is wonderful having a pot-hole free road after two years!  You could not travel over 15 miles an hour on this road 
for fear of getting a flat tire because of the holes in the road.  It is a pleasure to drive on now.  I can’t believe you are 
considering putting speed bumps on it! 
 
I would strongly suggest that before you go to the extreme and expense of installing speed bumps which will punish all of us 
that live in this area, both speeders and non-speeders, that you consider increased police presence to ticket speeders!! 
 
I do not agree that speed bumps are the solution!! 

9/11/2019 

I saw that there is a meeting tomorrow regarding Ethan Allen Parkway.  Unfortunately, I won't be able to attend the meeting 
because of other commitments but I wanted to weigh in about the proposed changes. 
Our oldest goes to CP Smith School and because of that, we use Ethan Allen Parkway frequently.    I think the new crosswalk 
that is being added across Ethan Allen Parkway at Farrington Parkway is a great idea!  There are several students who will use 
it to walk to school and it will make it easier for the students to cross the street to enter the woods for school purposes. 
I was also glad to see that parking will still be allowed in front of CP Smith since this is where parents can park to pick up and 
drop off their children, as well as park for school events.  However, I am a bit concerned that the road is going to be narrowed, 
especially if this is to occur in front of CP Smith (which is unclear from the plans).   As it is, when you go to exit your car you 
have to be very careful that a car heading towards North Ave will not hit your door or even yourself!  This can also be a bit 
harrowing when you are trying to get a child out of the car.   If the road is narrowed, I worry that this will make exiting the car 
even more dangerous. 
Please let me know if you have any questions. 

9/11/2019 

Voicemail: Received letter flyer. Was mailing intended to only be on EAPkwy or the neighborhood? If neighborhood can weigh 
in, would like to express support for the proposed improvements. Avid bike rider, drives on Ethan Allen daily and would like to 
see these improvements.  



9/12/2019 

Due to numerous prior commitments, no one in my household is able to attend tonight’s neighborhood meeting at the Miller 
Center to discuss adding a bike lane along Ethan Allen Parkway. I wish we could attend in person as this issue is very important 
to us. Please feel free to share my comments at tonight’s meeting.  
For those of us that travel Ethan Allen Parkway frequently by car, bike or on foot, there is an opportunity to create a safe 
biking route along the Parkway. Ethan Allen Parkway is a heavily travelled route by kids on bike and on foot. In my opinion, 
the current situation in which bikers use the sidewalk alongside pedestrians because biking on the road is unsafe, needs to 
change. The city of Burlington provides limited busing and promotes biking to school, yet there is no designated bike line on a 
main corridor leading to C.P. Smith Elementary School.  
The sidewalk along Ethan Allen Parkway is congested with bikers and walkers twice a day during the school year. This route is 
also used by middle schoolers, kids playing sports at the fields behind C.P. Smith and other various activities. The sidewalk 
crosses past businesses, many driveways, and intersections. I have personally observed many a near miss as drivers are exiting 
and entering at these locations. As a mother of two elementary school aged children, this terrifies me. Something needs to 
change.  
 I reviewed the City of Burlington’s proposal to add a bike lane along the north bound side of Ethan Allen Parkway. While I 
believe that there are better long term solutions for a bike lane along Ethan Allen Parkway, this is a start with the potential for 
impact in the very near future. I would request that the City look to places like Montreal and U.S. cities with strong biking 
cultures for inspiration. I have loved biking in Montreal and found it to be very safe as many of their bike lines are divided not 
just with lines painted on the roadways, but with actual physical barriers and markers. Something along these lines would be 
ideal to create a truly safe biking and driving corridor. I am concerned that narrowing the driving lanes further and simply 
painting a dividing line on the north bound side is not a good long term solution. ON the northbound side, there is a drop off 
into a gully very close to the edge of asphalt. The southbound lane has manhole covers and some other features in the 
roadway that most drivers swerve to avoid – sending them over to the northbound lane and cars travelling north over into 
what you are proposing be the biking lane. The addition of speed humps is a great suggestion and will keep cars from making 
these quick adjustments at higher raters of speed, but cars travelling at 15-20 mph can still kill a person.  
I would suggest the city look at absorbing some of the Ethan Allen Park real estate along the northbound side for a long term 
solution. Bikers could travel along the existing pathway that passes by the park. Continue the path along the northbound lane 
instead of directing pedestrians to the crosswalk on Ethan Allen Parkway near Walgreen’s back entrance (a crosswalk where 
NO ONE stops. Ever. Personally almost been hit there a couple of times.). A physically protected bike lane could run on the 
other side of the utility poles all the way to the last intersection near the southern edge of C.P. Smith’s property where there 
is always a crossing guard stationed. I understand that this would be a large project, but it would make an enormous 
difference and could add to the city’s biking trails. It could tie in beautifully to the Burlington biking paths and paths 
throughout Ethan Allen Park.  
This is very important to our neighborhood and everyone’s safety. I am glad to see that this is finally getting some attention as 
it is long overdue. I will continue to push for a better long-term solution, but thank you for your work thus far.  



9/13/2019 

I apologize for missing the meeting re Ethan Allen Parkway last night, but would like express my interest in adding a 
northbound bike lane (on the park side) per our BTV Walk-Bike Master Plan. While I live in Ward 1, my children and I bicycle 
along Ethan Allen Parkway frequently to visit friends or as part of our “Tour de Playgrounds” ride around the City. I know 
implementing a plan vision can be hard, especially if you’re not hearing from those who really support it, so I want to express 
my extreme desire to see this plan implemented at every opportunity. Between our current climate emergency and how 
quickly I’m watching my children grow up in this City, I feel the urgency to act now. I don’t want to have to wait until my kids 
are in college before the roads are safe for us. Thanks for reading my comments. I appreciate all you’re doing for our City! 
There has been a lot of great projects and responsiveness to our City this summer and I am proud to call it home!  

9/13/2019 

I was not able to make the 5 p.m. meeting yesterday at the Miller Center due to work schedule; however, I would like to 
submit my feedback.  
 
I live on Roseade Parkway, off of Ethan Allen (accessible either by the 1st [Lopes] or 2nd [Sandy] left heading north from North 
Ave.). 
 
I very much am in favor of the proposed changes as outlined (i.e., speed hums, narrowed road with bike way lane, etc.). At 
least on the southern-most section of EA Parkway (James Ave to North Ave.) marking no parking on the sidewalk side should 
not be a problem at all, as people rarely if ever park there (and when they do, it is only temporarily). I am not sure this is the 
case farther down the road closer to the bike-lane access along Rte. 127. 
 
The only thing I would add ideally, if possible, would be curbs along the sidewalk side. between Farrington and North Avenue.  
 
Gratitude for these improvements! 

 



City of Burlington 
Department of Public Works 

Technical Services Engineering Division 

645 Pine Street, Suite A 

Burlington, VT 05402 

P 802-863-9094 / F 802-863-0466 / TTY 802-863-0450 

www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW 
 

 

September 4, 2019 

Dear Ethan Allen Parkway Residents, Business Owners, and Property Owners:  

In April 2017, City Council approved planBTV Walk Bike, Burlington’s first comprehensive plan to 

improve walking and biking in Burlington, with the goal of making streets and travel safer. 

Hundreds of interviews were conducted with Burlington residents as part of the plan. Ethan 

Allen Parkway was identified as an important corridor to help safely connect bike networks and 

pedestrian infrastructure for residents, students, families, and commuters.  

 

In coordination with repaving in 2019, several improvements are underway for pedestrians: 

 A new crosswalk is being added across Ethan Allen Parkway at Farrington Parkway 

 Curb ramps are being updated at several intersections along Ethan Allen Parkway 

 

Repaving also presents an opportunity to implement some bikeway improvements and bring 

Ethan Allen Parkway’s traffic calming up to current standards. In an effort to respond to 

neighborhood interests, we are proposing to expedite these improvements with final paving this 

construction season: 

1. Replace the small speed bumps with speed humps  

2. Remove the raised centerline medians and, instead, narrow the road with a northbound 

bike lane from North Avenue to James Avenue  

3. Add shared lane markings from James Avenue to the Route 127 path entrance 

 

What will these changes do? 

1. The small speed bumps are very difficult to maintain and have failed in many other 

places around the city. Speed humps are replacing many of our older traffic calming 

devices, and traffic studies show they continue to keeps speeds below 25 miles per hour.  

2. The raised centerline medians are intended to visually narrow the roadway and slow 

traffic. With the addition of the northbound bike lane, the road will be narrowed already.  

3. In order to make room for the northbound bike lane, parking will be restricted on both 

sides of Ethan Allen Parkway from North Avenue to Farrington Avenue. No parking 

changes will be made near CP Smith School or north of James Avenue. These changes 

will not prevent any additional bikeway improvements that may be considered in the 

future. 

 

We strive to include a wide range of voices and perspectives in all our decisions. We would like 

to hear from anyone who may be positively or negatively impacted by these changes. There are 

several ways to share your feedback:  

http://www.dpw.ci.burlington.vt.us/
NLosch
Text Box
Attachment 2: Mailing Sent to Ethan Allen Parkway residents and property owers 9/4/19 



 Please join us at a Neighborhood Meeting on September 12th at 5:00pm in the Art 

Room at the Miller Community Center (130 Gosse Court). For anyone unable to 

attend, feedback received by noon on the 12th can be shared with the neighborhood at 

the meeting.  

o The goal of this meeting will be to gain consensus on these proposed changes. If 

consensus can’t be reached and additional time is needed, we will not attend the 

September Commission meeting and will continue to work with the 

neighborhood for potential changes that can be installed in spring 2020.   

 

 If consensus is achieved at the neighborhood meeting on the 12th, we plan to attend the 

September 18th Public Works Commission meeting to make a recommendation and 

seek a decision related to parking between North Avenue and Farrington Parkway. The 

public will also have a chance to speak at that time. Public Works Commission meetings 

begin at 6:30pm and are held at the Department of Public Works, 645 Pine Street. 

Agendas are posted here in advance of the meetings: 

https://www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW/Commission/Agendas. 

 

 Direct feedback can be shared anytime with dpwplanning@burlingtonvt.gov  or 863-

9094 x3.  

We look forward to hearing from you.  

 

Sincerely,  

The Public Works Planning Team: Nicole Losch, Elizabeth Gohringer, and Kim Furtado 

dpwplanning@burlingtonvt.gov 

863-9094 x3 

https://www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW/Commission/Agendas
mailto:dpwplanning@burlingtonvt.gov
mailto:dpwplanning@burlingtonvt.gov


 

Ethan Allen Parkway: North Ave to Farrington Parkway. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ethan Allen Parkway: Farrington Parkway to end.  
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CITY OF BURLINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

645 Pine Street, Suite A
Burlington, VT 05401
802.863.9094 VOICE
802.863.0466 FAX
802.863.0450 TTY
www.burlingtonvt.gov/dpw

To: DPW CommissionersFr: Chapin Spencer, DirectorRe: Northern Waterfront Parking ManagementSeptember 13, 2019
In this month's packet, staff is requesting the Commission approve parking regulations for thenorthern waterfront that are consistent with Council-approved Development Agreement betweenthe City and the Burlington Harbor Marina. At the July Commission meeting, there were a number ofquestions about the regulations, the timing of the request and DPW's role in the project. This memoseeks to answer these questions by providing additional context. I've also asked Assistant CityAttorney Richard Haesler to attend the upcoming meeting to be a resource for the Commission ifthere are additional questions.INITIAL LOT MANAGEMENT CONCEPT:As the Burlington Harbor Marina (BHM) concept was being defined and negotiated between the City,largely CEDO, and the marina principals in 2014-2016, the intent at the time was to have theNorthern Waterfront Lot managed by the City's Parks, Recreation and Waterfront Department. Parksmanages a number of lots on the waterfront and the thought was to have them manage the NorthernWaterfront Lot as well. As a result, the draft Development Agreement was brought to the CityCouncil for their review and approval on 6/27/16 without prior engagement of the DPW Commissionas there wasn't expected to be a regulatory parking role for DPW at that time. I did provide aBurlington Harbor Marina update along with BHM representative Jack Wallace at the 2/15/17 DPWCommission meeting given the proximity to our Water Plant and related infrastructure.REASONS FOR DPW MANAGEMENT:It was through my initiative, after the Development Agreement was approved by the City Council andthen signed by the Mayor (10/27/17), that DPW sought management responsibilities for theNorthern Waterfront Lot. While I hadn't fully recognized the benefits early in the project'sdevelopment, I came to see three main reasons why I thought DPW would be the optimal manager ofthe lot:

 DPW already manages the adjacent parking resources (Lake Street, Lake Street extension,and the Water Plant lot) and it would allow for a coordinated management approach (rates,payment options, signage, enforcement, etc.).
 The permeable asphalt lot requires specific maintenance and in stormwater facilitycoordination with Parks, they are developing expertise for maintaining vegetative SWfeatures and we are focusing on developing expertise for maintaining pervious hardscapes.
 The adjacent Water Plant is operated by DPW’s Water Resources Division and its interestsare implicated in lot usage as well.



DPW COMMISSION OPTIONS:In my discussions with the City Attorney and the Parks Department, it is my understanding that theDPW Commission can either decide to adopt ordinances consistent with the Burlington HarborMarina's Development Agreement and have DPW manage the lot, or it can decide not to have DPWmanage the lot and the Parks Department will take over the lot's operation. While we have a greatrelationship with Parks and I am confident that they would do an excellent job, I still believe DPW isthe optimal operator for the reasons bulleted above.I hope this additional background is helpful. Please feel free to contact me with any questions priorto the Commission meeting

































































































































































Burlington Department of Public Works Commission Meeting
Draft Minutes, 17 July 2019

645 Pine Street

Commissioners Present: Tiki Archambeau (Chair); Jim Barr; Chris Gilman (Secretary);
Brendan Hogan (Vice Chair); Peggy O’Neill-Vivanco. Commissioners Robert Alberry and
Solveig Overby participated via telephone.

Commissioners Absent: None

Item 1 – Call to Order – Welcome – Chair Comments
Director Spencer called the meeting to order at 6:34 p.m. due to the Election of Officers.

Item 2 – Agenda

Commissioner Overby requested to Remove Item C from the Consent Agenda and make
it 5.1 on the Deliberative Agenda.

Commissioner Barr made motion to accept Agenda with the amendment.
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco seconded.

Action taken: motion approved; 7-0
Chair Archambeau: “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: “Aye” via phone
Commissioner Gilman: “Aye”
Commissioner Barr “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco “Aye”
Commissioner Overby “Aye” via phone

Item 3 – Election of Chair, Vice Chair and Secretary

Commissioner Alberry made a motion to have Commissioner Archambeau as Chair;
Commissioner Hogan as Vice Chair; and Commissioner Gillman as Secretary

Motion was seconded by Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco

Action Taken:  motion approved 7 to 0
Chair Archambeau “ “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan  “Aye”
Commissioner Overby “Aye” via phone
Commissioner Barr “ Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry “Aye” via phone
Commissioner Gilman “Aye”



Item 4 – Public Forum

Charlie Giannoni, Ward 3, spoke on Rose Street sidewalk work.
Caryn Long, Ward 1, spoke about illegal parking and stormwater runoff.
Dave Harnett spoke about downtown parking impacts due to redevelopment projects,

parklets and City policy.

Item 5 – Consent Agenda
A) Mechanics Way to Thorsen Way Ordinance Revisions
B) Great Streets – St. Paul Street Accessibility (ADA) Parking Changes
C) Designate the New Marina Lot as a City Managed Lot

Item C was pulled from consent and labeled as 5.1

Commissioner Barr makes motion to adopt the Consent Agenda and is seconded by
Commissioner Hogan.

Action taken: motion approved; 7 to 0.

Chair Archambeau: “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan”Aye”
Commissioner Overby: “Aye”
Commissioner Barr: “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: “Aye”
Commissioner Gilman: “Aye”

Item 5.1 Designate the Northern Waterfront Lot as a City Managed Lot
A) Presentation was given by Kirsten Merriman-Shapiro.  She provided background on

the parking that will be located around the northern waterfront and adjacent to the
new marina.

B) Commission Questions (see video) Commissioner Overby sought clarification on the
names of the lots and the proposed regulations for these lots.

C) Public Comment: (see video) C Long asked whether the Burlington Harbor Marina
would be required to pay for parking.

D) Commission Discussion (see video)
E) Motion made by Commissioner Barr to accept staff’s recommendations

Seconded by Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco

Action Taken: motion approved; 6 to 1.
Chair Archambeau: “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan: “Aye”
Commissioner Overby: “Nay” via phone
Commissioner Barr: “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: “Aye” via phone



Commissioner Gilman: “Aye”

Item 6 – Draft FY’20 Downtown Parking & Transportation Workplan

A) Staff presentation by Interim Assistant Director Jeff Padgett & Burlington Business
Association Director Kelly Devine

B) Commissioner Discussion (see video)  Some discussion about if free Sunday parking
is still going to be taking place.  Questions on why they have promotions for people
coming into Burlington by cars but no promotions for people who ride the bus.

C) Should expand some responsibilities to the Church Street Marketplace
D)
E) Public Comment: (see video) N/A
F) Action Requested: None

Item 7– Precautionary Boil Water Notice Update

A) Staff communication by DPW Division Director -- Water Resources Megan Moir,
DPW Director Chapin Spencer and Public Information Manager Rob Goulding

B) Commissioner Discussion (see video)
C) Public Comment (see video) N/A
Action Requested: None

Item 8 – Draft DPW FY’20 Goals & Objectives

A) Staff presentation by DPW Director Chapin Spencer
B) Commissioner Discussion (see video) Commissioners discussed the Asset

Management objective, alternative fuels.
C) Public Comment: N/A
D) Action Requested: None

Item 9 – Approval of Amended Draft Minutes of 6-19-19 & 6-25-19

Approval of Draft Minutes of 6-19-19
Commissioner O’Neill Vivanco makes motion to accept the minutes of the June
19, 2019 with a few grammar changes and is seconded by Commissioner Barr

Action taken: motion approved; 6 to 1.
Chair Archambeau: “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan: “Aye”
Commissioner Overby: “Nay” via phone
Commissioner Barr: “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: “Aye” via phone
Commissioner Gilman: “Aye”



Approval of Draft Minutes of 6-25-19

Commissioner Barr makes motion to accept the minutes of the June 25, 2019
Commission Meeting and is seconded by Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco.

Action taken: motion approved; 5 to 0.
Chair Archambeau: “Aye”
Vice Chair Hogan: “Aye”
Commissioner Overby: “Aye”
Commissioner Barr: “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: Abstain
Commissioner Gilman: Abstain

Item 10 – Director’s Report
Director Spencer referred to the Director’s Report in the packet and provided a quick

update on the St. Paul Street Great Streets project.

Item 11 – Commissioner Communications

Commissioner Alberry thanked everyone stating Commissioner Archambeau was an
exceptional Chair and DPW had great staff.

Commissioner Overby wished Commissioner Alberry well –appreciates efforts to make
communication better for Rose Street and other sidewalk projects.

Commissioner Hogan enjoying waterline work and seeks update on stop sign request at
Adams Street and South Union Street.

Commissioner Barr seeks an update on why Curtis Avenue work has paused?
O’Neill-Vivanco – would like to have staff explore how to make Park Street and Route

127 intersection safer.
Commissioner Archambeau thanks Rob Alberry for his decades of service on the DPW

Commission.

Item 12 – Adjournment & Next Meeting Date

Motion to adjourn made by Commissioner Barr and seconded by Commissioner _O’Neill
Vivanco seconded

Action taken: motion approved; 7-0.

Chair Archambeau: “Aye
Vice Chair Hogan: “Aye
Commissioner Overby: “Aye” by phone



Commissioner Barr: “Aye”
Commissioner O’Neill-Vivanco: “Aye”
Commissioner Alberry: “Aye” by phone
Commissioner Gilman: “Aye”

“Ayes” are unanimous

Meeting adjourned at 9:30 p.m.



CITY OF BURLINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

645 Pine Street, Suite A
Burlington, VT 05401
802.863.9094 VOICE
802.863.0466 FAX
802.863.0450 TTY
www.burlingtonvt.gov/dpw

To: DPW CommissionersFr: Chapin Spencer, DirectorRe: DPW Director’s ReportDate: September 12, 2019
ST PAUL STREET GREAT STREETS PROJECT:We are working diligently with our contractors to bring this project to a successful completion.  Theupper block is substantially complete and we expect the lower block to be substantially complete inlate-September. As you may have seen, there has been public concern about the tightness of the newintersection geometry at St. Paul & Maple and St. Paul & King. A couple key goals of the Great StreetsStandards are to improve pedestrian safety and keep truck traffic on truck routes and out of adjacentresidential areas.  These goals led to standards that focus on moderating vehicle speeds, shorteningcrosswalks, etc.  We understand the new intersection geometries and associated curb radii (thecurvature of the curbs in the intersection) require driver attention and careful behavior. Given thepublic concern, our engineering team is evaluating the two intersections with the project’s designteam and determining whether any adjustments need to be made. We may have updates for theCommission at the September meeting and the Transportation, Energy & Utilities Committee on Sept17th. Contact City Engineer Norm Baldwin, P.E., nbaldwin@burlingtonvt.gov for more info.
2019 CONSTRUCTION SEASON UPDATE:This construction season is the third year under the Sustainable Infrastructure Plan – powered bystrong community support in November 2016 authorizing two bonds to reinvest in the City’s assets.In August, we projected our end of season production for key assets:



Based on the public feedback for supplemental short-run sidewalk repairs, and the Mayor’s andCouncil’s leadership, and additional $568K was devoted to sidewalk for Fiscal Year 2020. Thisfunding will supplement our production in construction seasons 2019 and 2020.  It is important tonote that production numbers above do not include standalone capital projects such as St Paul St thatinclude new sidewalk and paving.  We will have a more complete report at the end of theconstruction season.
CONSTRUCTION FATIGUE & PROJECT MANAGEMENT REVIEW:While the enhanced level of capital asset reinvestment within the City’s rights-of-way will deliverbroad Citywide benefits for decades to come, this work can unfortunately create significant impactsduring the construction phase. This year especially, the third year of the Sustainable InfrastructurePlan, we have received a number of inquiries and complaints regarding capital projects that don’tappear to me moving quickly.  Depending on the project, reasons will vary but include unanticipatedconditions (contaminated soils, abandoned or unmapped utilities – including third party equipment,failed laterals), long lead time on custom items, competing contractor priorities, etc.  We understandthe public expects us to minimize the construction impact of each project as is reasonably possibly,and to this end DPW staff will be undertaking a robust post-construction season review of ourmanagement approaches, contract terms, and pre-construction planning efforts to learn from thisseason’s experiences and update our strategies for the coming years. We expect to do this work oncethe construction season quiets down (November-December) and in talking to Chair Archambeau,staff will share our findings with the Commission – hopefully at the December meeting.
CHAMPLAIN PARKWAY PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETINGIn partnership with VTrans and FHWA, the City will be hosting a public outreach meeting onThursday, September 26 at Contois Auditorium.  Information will be out at 5:30pm and the formalprogram will start at 6pm.  DPW will present information about the Champlain Parkway project andis seeking input from the greater King Street and Maple Street neighborhood. Join your neighbors,City staff and our consulting team in a conversation about this project. We have also confirmed thatChannel 17 will record the event and host it on their YouTube channel. For additional information,please visit the project website: www.champlainparkway.com. Interpreter services will be availableat the meeting for the following languages: Bhutanese-Nepali, Swahili, Somali (MaiMai), Burmese,and French. To request additional Interpreter services for this meeting, please call: 802-863-9094 oremail: DPW-PineCustomerService@burlingtonvt.gov. We will also be presenting information to theWard 5 NPA in October about the Project.
NORTH AVE UNSIGNALIZED CROSSWALKS:Despite a long lead time on some critical components, Team DPW successfully installed and openedthe five unsignalized North Avenue crosswalks prior to the start of school this fall. It was asignificant push at the end and the Engineering team is to be commended for getting this projectconstructed and open.
CITY HALL PARK PROJECT:As we reported in July, Team DPW will be project managing the technical aspects of the City Hall Parkreinvestment project.  In late August and early September, we also coordinated a water serviceconnection and a sewer main repair on College Street that required a full closure of College Street.We appreciate the patience of the traveling public and adjacent businesses. More information on thisproject can be found at Parks, Recreation and Waterfront’s website: enjoyburlington.com.
TRAFFIC REQUESTS:As of 09/11/19, we have 47 traffic requests in queue – an increase of 12 over last month. Theincrease has been driven by 1) no Commission meeting in August to act on requests, 2) an openposition in the engineering team, and 3) staff is in the midst of construction season activity.



FY’19 COMMISSION ANNUAL REPORT FOR COUNCIL:Each year, the City Council requests the Commission submit an annual report on progress from thepast year and highlight some upcoming priorities for the current year.  Staff has been working withChair Archambeau to compile the FY’19 annual report.  We will be looking for the Commission to signoff on the report at the September 18th meeting so that it can be presented to the City Councilpossibly as early as September 23rd. We will bring copies of the draft report to the meeting and hopeto post the report on the DPW Commission website prior to the meeting.
COUNCIL APPROVED FOUR NEW SIDEWALK TRACTORS:On July 15, the City Council approved funding for four new sidewalk tractors that will be ready bythis winter.  We had requested eight new sidewalk tractors to be funded by a portion of the proceedsfrom the sale of Burlington Telecom, but the City Council had concern with the funding source.  As aresult, four tractors were approved using General Fund fund balance. To clear the City’s 130 miles ofsidewalk during winter months, the City maintains a fleet of 12 sidewalk tractors.  In FY’19, theaverage age of the fleet was 11 years old with all but four tractors at or beyond their expectedlifespan.  As a result, the City spent $165,267 on tractor parts and labor to keep the aging unitsrunning through last winter season.  During one storm last year, half of our fleet was out of servicedue to mechanical issues which slowed our ability to clear the sidewalks.
645 PINE STREET RENOVATIONSTo better serve the public, Council approved funding for a modest redesign of 645 Pine St and tointegrate the Permitting and Inspections Department into this space. Progress is being made andmany DPW staff will be temporarily assigned to other reporting locations. Customer service will alsotemporarily move to the front conference room. All services and functions, normally found at Pine St,will be available through construction. If Commissioners want a tour after the meeting, we would behappy to oblige.Feel free to reach out with any questions prior to Wednesday’s Commission meeting. Thank you.




