
-----Original Message----- 
From: Mediha Goretic <meda67pd@gmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2020 10:16 AM 
To: Meagan Tuttle <mtuttle@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: the meeting on 14th 
 
[WARNING]: External Message 
 
 
Hi Kelly, 
 
I am unable to attend the meeting on 14th, but I would like to point that in addition to the proposal 
statement, ”Implementing new regulations for short-term rentals (like Airbnb) that help us reduce 
impacts on long-term housing availability and neighborhoods, while balancing the economic benefit for 
Burlingtonians who are hosts;“ all Airbnb guests also contribute to the entire Vermont economy, while 
they are spending on food in local restaurants, food markets, Farmers Markets, then on taxi services, 
shopping, various entertainment and much more. Please consider that hosts make some 
spendings/investments into their spaces to create comfort and attract guests, provide labor for cleaning, 
pay higher utility costs, and act as free marketers for Burlington’s attractions, etc. I am a single parent of 
two, and I appreciate very much this opportunity to gain some additional income which is necessity for 
me to sustain my home and helps me to pay my mortgage. 
 
Thank you! 
Meda 
 

 

-----Original Message----- 
From: City of Burlington, Vermont <noreply@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 12:06 PM 
To: Olivia LaVecchia <olavecchia@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Form submission from: <strong>Feedback</strong> form 
 
Submitted on Sunday, January 12, 2020 - 12:06 Submitted by anonymous user: 65.183.150.253 
Submitted values are: 
 
Did you attend the Housing Summit workshop in June? : No  
Share your comments:  
As an older woman, living with my daughter, I know she needs to pay for a tiny house addition to her 
home by renting it out regularly.  The 30 day/year is definitely not enough money,  Actually, renting it 
out yearly is still not enough money to pay for the mortgage that she acquired when building this 
addition.  It is somewhat confusing.  She has a permit for ADU and a permit for AirB&B.  I wonder if she 
will be grandfathered in with this.  In these days of no pensions, having this addition may enable her to 
stop working some day. 
 
Your email address: quests600@gmail.com 
 



-----Original Message----- 
From: Lucas Jenson <lucasjenson@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 9:24 AM 
To: Meagan Tuttle <mtuttle@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Short term rentals 
 
[WARNING]: External Message 
 
 
Hello, 
 
I am writing to express my strong disapproval of the proposed short term rental regulations in 
Burlington.  We own 4 houses in Burlington that have 17 rental units.  We have owned these buildings 
for many years.  We work very hard and have invested a lot of money in our units to provide housing to 
those wishing to live in Burlington.  We do not live in Burlington ourselves, but have paid a very large 
amount of taxes on these properties over the years without being able to vote in local elections.  The 
requirement that we would need to purchase an additional housing unit if we wanted to participate in 
the short term rental market is an additional tax on landlords - taxation without representation.  The city 
is also making a significant amount of money on the taxes collected on short term rentals. 
 
I also do not agree with the requirement that you have to have residence in the building in which you 
are hosting a short term rental.  I understand that the city does not want conglomerate short term 
rental agents, but there must be a better way to achieve this.  Perhaps a limit on registered units per 
registrant? 
 
I do not have issue with the requirement that short term rentals are registered and subject to the same 
life safety regulations as long term rentals per minimum housing.  This is a good thing. 
 
Please do not loose site of the fact that short term rentals are an important part of the tourist economy 
in Burlington.  Owners of these rentals not only provide affordable housing options for visitors, but they 
also act as tour guides providing recommendations of places to visit, eat at, etc.  Placing such limits on 
short term rentals runs the risk of giving Burlington a reputation as non AirBnB friendly, and could 
significantly affect visits... and the economy in Burlington. In my experience, many of the people who 
use short term rentals only look to AirBnB for options.  If the options aren’t there, they won’t book and 
visit. 
 
With the desire to protect long term housing units, there continues to be many multi unit buildings 
being built and planned in the city.  The fact that the city is proposing to collect replacement housing 
funds for those wishing to establish short term rentals frankly makes me angry. 
 
PLEASE consider a more reasonable approach to dealing with short term rentals in Burlington. 
Unfortunately I am not able to attend the meeting on Tuesday meeting, so I am disappointed to not 
express these concerns in person. 
 
Thank you, 
 
- Lucas Jenson 
(802)734-1571 



-----Original Message----- 
From: City of Burlington, Vermont <noreply@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2020 5:23 AM 
To: Olivia LaVecchia <olavecchia@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Form submission from: <strong>Feedback</strong> form 
 
Submitted on Saturday, January 11, 2020 - 05:22 Submitted by anonymous user: 
2600:1002:b01d:25bc:a8e2:6f2d:94d9:fe35 
Submitted values are: 
 
Did you attend the Housing Summit workshop in June? : No  
Share your comments: 
Was not aware of the meeting 
We have been hosts for 7 years and rent out to just one party at a time, we live in our home. We are 
retired and the income helps with the cost of taxes and maintenance. We have paid room and meals tax 
from day one. We have had no issues or problems   With neighbors or with the amazing guests we have 
hosted. 
Margarette Karson 
 
Your email address: margk47@gmail.com 
 

 

-----Original Message----- 
From: City of Burlington, Vermont <noreply@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 7:39 PM 
To: Olivia LaVecchia <olavecchia@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Form submission from: <strong>Feedback</strong> form 
 
Submitted on Friday, January 10, 2020 - 19:39 Submitted by anonymous user: 
2601:190:4202:b140:e8ff:acf3:7dcb:ed1 
Submitted values are: 
 
Did you attend the Housing Summit workshop in June? : No  
Share your comments: 
I am a property owner in Burlington. We own a duplex which we purchased as a possible retirement 
home, and investment property. We converted it from a single family home into a duplex in order to: 1) 
allow reasonable rents in one of the apartments despite sky high taxes 2) Short term rental the 2nd unit, 
non owner occupied,unit, with our tenants in the front apt as acting "co-hosts".  This allows us to keep 
excellent long term tenants, which we feel act as a deterrent to problems with short term rentals. If we 
are not able to use the back unit as short term rental, we would have to a) sell the property b) kick out 
the front tenants and become owner occupied to be able to use the back unit as short term rental, 
which is a ridiculous option. We have a relatively low mortgage, but because of the high taxes, the 
property does NOT cash flow unless we are able to do short term rentals. This is true for many landlords 
in the area. I agree keeping a limit on how many short term rentals one property can support, but 
requiring OWNER OCCUPIED  is a HUGE mistake and will put many landlords in a very bad situation. We 
have been collecting and submitting the room and meals tax way before Airbnb/Home Away collected 



for the state, and meet all required safety regulations. All fellow hosts I know are very concerned with 
being compliant with all regulations, but need to have the ability to market their properties as short 
term rentals in order to be able to meet their expenses. PLEASE consider the needs of human landlords 
who must upkeep, manage, pay fees, taxes, insurance and mortgages. There are many housing units 
springing up all over, but affordability more than availability is the REAL problem, as far as I can see. I 
would love to be at the Jan. 14th meeting, but I will be out of town. 
Thanks for considering my viewpoint. 
A concerned, caring, landlord and short term rental host  
 
Your email address: laurieinvt@yahoo.com 
 

 

-----Original Message----- 
From: City of Burlington, Vermont <noreply@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 6:36 PM 
To: Olivia LaVecchia <olavecchia@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Form submission from: <strong>Feedback</strong> form 
 
Submitted on Friday, January 10, 2020 - 18:35 Submitted by anonymous user: 69.5.116.9 Submitted 
values are: 
 
Did you attend the Housing Summit workshop in June? : No  
Share your comments: 
I was hoping to come to the Jan. 14 meeting but just realized I have a work commitment that night, so 
here are my comments. 
 
I support this proposal as someone who has been an Airbnb host in the past, and as a taxpayer and 
community member. I applaud the proposed permission for people to rent out bedrooms in the homes 
they occupy. This was how I hosted when I did. The income mattered to me; I also enjoyed helping 
visitors learn about our city and state. 
 
I also applaud the proposed restrictions on short-term rental of entire units for several reasons: 
* First, I know a lot of people who struggle to find affordable housing in metro Burlington. It's the right 
thing to put the needs of people who live and work here above the profit motive of converting long-
term rentals to short-term ones. 
* As a taxpayer I know we maintain a Housing Trust Fund that goes to help expand the stock of 
affordable housing. It would be illogical to keep putting money to that purpose and *not* restrict this 
STR use, which is reducing that stock. 
* The unrestricted short-term rental of entire apts/homes can also degrade quality of life for neighbors. 
For instance, a friend of mine owns a condo and his adjoining neighbor rents hers out on Airbnb. He has 
experienced loud noise and other inconsiderate behavior from her guests, and he has no real recourse. 
 
For all of those reasons thank you for addressing this issue! 
 
Your email address: curry.julia@gmail.com 
 



-----Original Message----- 
From: City of Burlington, Vermont <noreply@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 6:13 PM 
To: Olivia LaVecchia <olavecchia@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Form submission from: <strong>Feedback</strong> form 
 
Submitted on Friday, January 10, 2020 - 18:13 Submitted by anonymous user: 69.5.116.9 Submitted 
values are: 
 
Did you attend the Housing Summit workshop in June? : No  
Share your comments: 
I support the proposal, this is a detail-level question. 
 
One bullet states, "While rental registration is proposed for all short-term rentals, continue the existing 
exemption from minimum housing inspections for the rental of one or two bedrooms within an owner-
occupied home even when those rooms are rented as short-term rentals." 
 
My question: Other parts of the proposal refer to a host (owner or tenant of the property). Is there a 
specific reason why this bullet refers only to owner-occupied homes, rather than host-occupied? It 
seems exclusionary and out of synch with the sense of the rest. 
 
Your email address: curry.julia@gmail.com 
 

 

From: Kara Greenblott <kgreenblot@aol.com>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 8:49 PM 
To: Meagan Tuttle <mtuttle@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: testimony regarding airbnb / short term rentals in Burlington 

To whom it may concern 

My strong feeling is that airbnb owners should not have to be regulated in the same way that rentals are, 
particularly for those that live in their home and rent out one or two rooms in their house. For me, this is 
crucial income that allows me to pay my mortgage on time, and does not take away from housing 
availability for burlington renters as I would not rent this room out for longer than weekends.  

I also feel that if registration is necessary, a fee should not be attached and owners should not be subject 
to regulations like having to hard-wire smoke alarms and make window sills 'lead' proof the way that I 
have heard that rentals do. Homeowners using airbnb for one or two rooms in their house  may not be 
able to afford these extra costs, which are often  exorbitant for owners who are only using airbnb for 
weekend visitors and not long term renters.  

I also think that in general air bnb should be promoted by the city, instead of penalized with fees as they 
are significantly adding to the burlington tourist economy. Many of our visitors have told me that without 
airbnb they could not afford to travel to places like burlington for a weekend as hotels prices are 
exhorbitant. I myself feel exactly the same way. As a visitor and user of airbnb in other towns (around 
Vermont and New England), i have finally been able to travel on weekends since i CAN afford 
accomodation at airbnb rates. I never used to travel as i couldn't afford hotels and don't like the feeling of 
run down motels which charge about the same price as a nice airbnb home.  



I hope that all possible will be done to keep airbnb owners regulations and fees to an absolute minimum 
and to promote this vital aspect of burlington's economy. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Warm regards, 

Kara Greenblott 

 

 

From: Chris Rivers <criversvt@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 8:48 PM 
To: Meagan Tuttle <mtuttle@burlingtonvt.gov> 
Subject: Joint Committee of the Planning Commission/City Council Ordinance Committee 

Greetings, 

As an owner and airbnb host I'd like to offer a brief opinion.  I don't feel that short term hosts who are 
using a room in their home for airbnb should have to register with the city nor be limited to 30 days a 
year unless an additional unit is provided as a replacement.   I am renting a single room in my home 
-  there is zero impact on available rentals in the area.  

Proposed regulations requiring hosts of short-term rentals to apply for zoning permits and register as a 
rental unit with the Dept. of Permitting and Inspections is too impactful and designed to either  dissuade 
hosts or needlessly collect funds from folks who are helping to maintain their homes while contributing 
to the vibrant tourism of our great city.    

Please continue to refine this proposal and spend more energy on the more important task of preserving 
and expanding permanently affordable housing. 

Thank you, 

Chris Rivers 

Burlington  

 

From: Paul O'Brian <obrian1@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 4:36 PM 
To: Meagan Tuttle <mtuttle@burlingtonvt.gov>; Chip Mason <chip.mason.btv@gmail.com> 
Subject: Short Term Rental Testimony 

Good Afternoon 

I'd like to submit the following for consideration at the tonights Joint Committee of the Planning 
Commission and the CIty Council Ordinance Committee and as testimony for the record in the discussion 
for the proposed regulations on short term rentals in the City. 

 



Dear Burlington City Council 

 I’d like to make a statement for the record and for your consideration as you ponder and discuss the 
proposal on short term rentals in the City of Burlington.  

I believe there is value to the community in having the ability for people of all walks of life (residents, 
families, relatives, travelers, students, short term workers, commuters, educators, tourists, prospective 
newcomers, etc. etc.) to have the option to live and experience Burlington in a real-life, organic and 
affordable way.  Short term rentals are a way to provide that experience for those families and 
individuals who are looking for a different type of accommodation and experience than that offered by 
traditional hotels, motels and Bed & Breakfasts.  Not only do these short term rentals provide that 
authentic experience in an affordable manner but they also provide a tax revenue to the City and jobs 
for the local economy and neighbors while meeting the growing demands of the tourism industry in 
Burlington.  This is a sustainable resource for our community, our growing tourism and does not require 
further commercial development of hotels.  Short term rentals also provide income and flexibility for 
families who own these homes and spaces who may not otherwise be able to afford that home or may 
have schedules that require them to be away from Burlington for short or extended periods of time. I 
believe that it is fundamentally unfair, and infringement upon property rights and unreasonable to 
remove that source of income and flexibility for families that may rely upon that income and need that 
flexibility due to personal or professional obligations that may require them to be temporarily away 
from the City or need extra income renting rooms out yet still desire to have and own their home in 
Burlington.  Taking away that means of income will place an undue hardship upon not only my family 
but others in Burlington as well and for no justifiable basis.   Taking this approach as a solution to a 
perceived housing crisis in Burlington is ill-advised and has not been proven as an effective means to 
satisfy housing demands.  Building more residential and affordable housing is the answer, not taking 
away from families who own these homes and who rely on this short term approach to meet their 
personal financial needs and situations.  I urge you to research alternative and proven methods to 
providing affordable housing in Burlington. There has been an issue with affordable housing in 
Burlington long before short term rentals were in existence and without truly examining the cause of 
the problem, I fear that taking aim at homeowners who are trying to pay their mortgage by renting out 
rooms or the whole unit while they are away is unjustified. The policy within the proposal places the 
burden of solving the housing issue on the backs of residents that own their homes and have saved to 
buy those homes. This should not be the approach. The policy benefits those that have the financial 
means to own a multi unit property or who can afford a housing replacement fee of over $7000. These 
are families that are renting out their home because they are trying to make ends meet. They don’t have 
the means to solve a housing crisis. They are trying to pay their mortgage in a City with rising tax rates 
and property values.  The options the policy identifies are certainly not low-barrier options to our 
citizens. And certainly a cap of fewer than 30 nights is unreasonable and unachievable given the 
statistics that the City has offered.  At the very least that cap should be increased to 120 as most City’s 
with such ordinances have.  Additionally, the City’s rationale offers no concrete or statistical evidence 
that this approach is a proven one to achieve the goals outlined in the proposal.  In fact, the City has 
anticipated that a third-party will be necessary to provide compliance and monitoring for the very 
situation it will create. More regulations and bureacracy is not what this City needs and this proposal will 
create just that and place another tax burden on our taxpayers.  



We own our home, love our neighborhood. We want the flexibility to rent out rooms in our home or our 
entire house if we are temporarily away for professional reasons. We should not be forced into selling a 
home that we love and having the flexibility to rent out a room or our house at any given time taken 
away.  Taking that away is not the solution to the City’s problem and there is no evidence that this 
approach has worked in any of the cities cited as a reference in the proposal’s FAQs. It is our home. 
Please ask yourself if you would want that to happen to your family? Please take your time with this 
proposal and move forward in a planned and thoughtful manner giving homeowners time to make 
arrangements if necessary and the City to truly consider the proposal. Our livelihood and home depends 
upon that fundamental right of property ownership.  

I look forward to seeing and hearing more dialog from the Council on this matter. 

Thank you 

Paul O’Brian, Esq. 

802-318-8269 

 



Thank you for the opportunity to speak today before this committee.  My name is Rolf Danielson 
and I’ve been an Airbnb host, as well as a superhost, for 5 years, retaining a 5 star rating for 
those 5 years.  From the very beginning I've paid the meals and rooms tax both to the state and to 
the city of Burlington.  I never missed a payment understanding that those tax dollars go directly 
back into the community.

This evening I’d like to talk about why regulated whole unit short term rentals deserve a place in 
our community.  I’d like to talk about how a regulated short term rental presence not only 
benefits guests and hosts but also benefits the Burlington community at large.  

Today’s travelers are looking for unique experiences.  A recent study by Morgan Stanley showed 
that the number one reason after price why Airbnb travelers use the service was for the 
“authentic experience.”  These travelers are looking for something different than the traditional 
“cookie cutter” hotel or motel.  They are looking for thoughtfully designed spaces; they are 
looking for a “craft” experience.  These are the same travelers who come to Burlington to 
experience local beer, local cheese, and all of the other local foods of which Vermont as well as 
Burlington is ever increasingly known for.  Many of today’s travelers are looking to experience 
Burlington in a way that they couldn’t if they were to stay at a Hilton, a Marriott, or a Holiday 
Inn.  The same Morgan Stanley study showed that 25% of leisure travelers used Airbnb in 2017 
up from 12% in 2015 showing a steady increase in use as more and more individuals became 
aware of the benefits of the service.

For this reason I feel that it is beneficial to the Burlington community at large to incorporate 
short term rentals into the framework of our city.  On a recent trip with my fiancé rather than 
choosing the city we wanted to stay in we chose the region we wanted to visit.  We then looked 
at Airbnb’s in the region and chose the city based off of the Airbnb we liked.  I feel that today’s 
travelers are increasingly choosing similarly.  They will choose a city or a town with the 
accommodation they like.  Tourism is the second largest industry in Burlington.  Many local 
businesses rely on this industry to be profitable.  It is imperative for Burlington to remain 
relevant by offering travelers the option of short term rentals lest they choose another town in the 
region (such as Stowe) and spend their money at the local establishments there.

Another reason why I feel that it’s important to have a healthy regulated short term presence in 
Burlington is that unlike traditional hotels with large outside investors the money generated from 
short term rentals generally stays in the community.

With this all said I do recognize that there is a cost to doing short term rentals when a room or a 
unit is taken off of the housing market.  I recognize that the task at hand is in finding the balance 
between the cost and the aforementioned benefits of short term rentals.  For this reason I do not 
oppose a reasonable fee for removing a housing unit off of the market because it benefits the 
community at large by placing those funds into an affordable housing trust, and that it might 
limit operating a short term rental to only those individuals who are serious about offering a 
quality experience. 

I oppose making it mandatory for an individual to live in the building as I see it unnecessary for 
a successful operation of a short term rental and that it unfairly precludes some individuals from 



entering or remaining in the market.  For instance a couple (or individual) may be forced to 
decide not to start a family or to have additional children if it meant losing their income from 
being a host because their expanding family couldn’t fit into an apartment or an individual with 
an existing or new disability couldn’t manage to be in an apartment.

What I suggest is to make whole unit short term rentals a conditional use in residential zones and 
impose a reasonable impact fee that doesn’t unfairly benefit wealthy investors with the 
expectation that these regulations would be revisited in the future to see if they are working and 
need to be broadened or tightened.

As a footnote I wanted to mention that I attended a round table meeting put forth by the Vermont 
State Senate at the Holiday Inn last week on affordable housing.  The talk focused around lack of 
new housing development as the main cause for the high cost of housing.  The reason given for 
lack of new development was onerous zoning laws.  The reason why I mention this is to help the 
conversation focus on a win win situation that benefits our whole community.  

I sometimes feel that hosts are unfairly grouped in with large land owners and investors.  From 
the other hosts I’ve met I can confidently say that we are not the “big fish”, we are typically 
middle income individuals and families looking to afford a living in the Burlington.  As a fellow 
host mentioned short term rental’s did not create the housing shortage in Vermont.  If all of the 
short term rentals were put back into the housing market it seems unlikely that that would 
drastically change the cost of housing in Burlington.  It would though, drastically alter our 
individual ability to afford a living for ourselves and for our families in the community.

As a side note why not require UVM, the largest landowner in Burlington, to take responsibility 
for the community and their student body by moving undergraduate housing on campus.  This 
would increase housing stock downtown and vicinity, have a positive impact on our 
neighborhoods by reducing noise from parties, and help monitor prevalent substance abuse.

Again thank you for the opportunity to weigh in on this matter.

Benefits of Short Term Rentals (STR)


• STRs do not impact their neighborhood negatively

• STRs are often better maintained than many rentals (in particular college rentals)

• STR guests are conscious of their environment producing less noise disturbance than a 

typical college rental

• STR guests often travel together in a single car whereas roommates often individually 

own their own cars

• Travelers are increasingly desiring the authentic experience that STRs offer, that a traditional  

hotel or motel doesn’t offer

• STRs fit in with the Vermont brand


• Money generated from short term rentals stays in the community unlike large hotel chains 
which typically have outside investors


• STRs allow hosts to afford living in the community whether or not the STR is their primary 
residence




Suggestions


• Place a cap on the number of whole unit STRs one individual can operate to 3 units in 
residential zones (Why should larger landowners be able to profit more off of whole unit STRs 
just because their building has more units?)


• Whole unit STRs in mixed use zones should be treated as hotels

• Allow for non primary residence whole unit STRs to include individuals with circumstances 

where apartment living doesn’t make sense, i.e. growing families, a disability 

• Establish an impact fee with a different fee for:


• primary residence STRs

• non primary residence STRs


• Place a citywide cap on the number of whole unit STRs in residential zones (it doesn’t make 
sense to cap mixed use zones, as hotels and motels are not precluded from listing their 
rooms on Airbnb)


• revisit cap annually to see if it should be expanded





Gene Bergman’s Jan. 14, 2020 Testimony to the Joint Committee on TDM 

1. I want to thank the Planning staff for making the change to the threshold for TDM (line 406 
– 409).  I believe it matches the need and the opportunity we have before us. 

2. The changes to the record keeping provision (line 423 -426) and definition of the 
Guaranteed Ride Home (lines 427 – 439), as requested, clarifies these requirements as well. 

3. I have said at these meetings that we have to be bold in all these provisions.  The GMT 
transit pass requirement (line 441) does not match this need.  Indeed, CATMA members 
can get25% subsidies if they buy them in bulk.  The elimination of parking frees up 
significant funds for developers at the onset of the development and is a continuous savings 
throughout the life of the development (no maintenance, no monitoring, no enforcement, 
etc.) but the transportation needs of residents and business occupants are not lessened.  
This is why I believe that to make the subsidy meaningful the minimum subsidy should be 
50%. 

4. The reference to the Bicycle Parking requirements is good.  However, I previously pointed 
out an issue with those requirements: the bike parking requirements are not triggered by 
changes in a structure that are less than a 25% increase or decrease of the gross floor area, 
seating capacity, or number of dwelling units.  As my previous note stated, for TDM 
required in the downtown and transit corridors we should eliminate this threshold in order 
to maximize bike parking facilities.  This can be done by stating that “for purposes of this 
TDM requirement, bicycle requirements apply to all changes to a structure that require a 
zoning permit.”  See lines 427-428. 

5. Bicycle fleets should be required to be part of these TDM requirements.  I’d recommend 1 
bike/10 units or a 25% discount with an existing bike sharing service being offered in the 
city.  This should be added to the required strategies regardless of parking being available 
on—site by creating a new (iii) at line 448 and moving down and renumbering the existing 
(iii) to (iv.) 

6. With regard to the unbundling of parking, there seems to be no good reason not to 
unbundle parking for affordable housing.  If there is not a good reason, this should be 
changed.  See line 450. 

7. The requirement for car-share and carpool is not clear: are they required or not? See lines 
462-470.  I believe car-share should be required and that that more incentives are needed 
for car-share and suggest a subsidy of 25%, similar to what CATMA  gives for the GMT 
subsidies. 
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