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Cedo Front Desk

From: richard hillyard <pompeyhccc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, December 10, 2021 11:25 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Cc: Anne Brena; 'diane@thirdsectorassociates.com'
Subject: Input to Ad Hoc Redistricting Committee: Ward 1 Input

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Sources: 
2 x Ward 1 / Ward 8 NPA Meetings 
Ward 1 Front Porch Forum Survey 
3 x Public Meetings 
Miscellaneous email & spoken comments 
 
 
Survey first: 
33 total Ward 1 responses: 
 
~Are you in favor of current Ward/District structure? 
Yes: 7 
No: 19 
 
~If the City continues its current Ward/District structure, should Ward 8 be the Ward that Ward 1 is paired 
with? 
Yes: 12 
No: 14 
 
~Should there be an odd or even number of Councillors? 
Odd: 15 
Even: 3 
Doesn't matter: 13 
 
~How many Councillors should there be? 
This turned out to be too free-form to summarise (be careful what you ask for), but ran the gamut on numbers 
from 8 to 16, plus: 
"15 (2 per Ward plus 1 at large" 
12 "three for each District" 
"I would rely on PAST councilors to advise on what size makes for efficient meetings", say between 10 and 14. 
"Number doesn't matter. Just hate the current ones." 
 
~Should there Be some at-large Councillors to go along with Ward Councillors? 
Love the idea: 6 
It's OK: 7 
Prefer not: 11 
Terrible idea: 7 
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~What role do you expect of your City Councillor? 
Advocate for the needs of your Ward: 14 
Advocate for the needs of the City: 18 
Advocate for the needs of State/National/Global: 0  
 
 
In addition, there were free form comments, which I've included as complete as possible to offer a cross-
section of viewpoints: 
 
"I'd like to know a range of similar-sized cities structure their councils." 
 
"Council should be concerned with Ward/District, City, State issues with bias towards Ward/District". 
 
"Concerned about rental/owners ratio as Landlords are not voting. City needs to figure out how to get more 
ownership to really have representation." 
 
"Deplore the Ward 8 Gerrymander with estimated 90% of residents being 20 - 29, and 99% renters. Prefer 2 
Councillors per Ward and eliminate Districts." 
 
~At large Councillors represent imperfectly, consider how thinly 6 x Chittenden County Senators are spread. 
Representation needs to be at the closest level possible to the people." 
 
"No problem with both District & Ward Councillors. Some people find it taxing for the District Councillors. 
Confusing for residents to know who their advocate and rep is. It's important to have a decision-making body 
that is most representative of the different neighborhoods. Don't know that i Councillor can do that (for a 
District)". 
 
"Get rid of Ward 8." 
 
"City Councillors should advocate for Ward/District/City AND State/National/Global issues." 
 
Paraphrasing here: City Councillors should attend to the needs of the City, not "the needs of sex workers or 
Palestine", when "there is so much work to do in our City". For example: Sidewalks, "unethical landlords", "the 
mess" that is BPD, the "insufficiency of the Code Enforcement Office". But appreciate the attention to Climate 
Change. 
 
"At large Councillors can't begin to campaign across the entire City and have their finger on the pulse of what's 
going on. Each part of the City has unique problems/issues. I like getting to know my Councillors and normally 
they respond when there is a local problem." Separately, this same respondent commented in 1st Public 
Meeting about Ward 8 being "Gerrymandered: What were they thinking?"  
 
"Council should not be about pitting one Ward against the other. I would value drawing lines that (reflect) FPF, 
or what we think of as standard neighborhoods." Councillors shouldn't say they "are representing students, 
the ONE or NNE." 
 
"My choice is for increased focus on Ward specific problems." 
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"Smaller (Wards) will make it easier for CC's to address local needs. At large CC's can have at the "big picture", 
so maybe 12 (Wards) and 3 at-large Councillors?" 
 
 
 
----------------------------------------------------- 
 
 
NPA's and Public Meetings: 
 
~Ward 8: 
*No comment received that is in favour of the current configuration of Ward 8: 
"Gerrymandered" 
Undemocratic to have so few BSD (about 10, at the most?) students represented by 1 1/2 Schools 
Commissioners. 
Undemocratic to selective access to the student population: "UVM restricts access to candidates unaffiliated 
with UVM.". 
"Too much student concentration". 
Wards need "to be reflective of the neighborhoods". 
City is being run by Councillors who are voted in by a "minority of voters", resulting in loss of "trust in 
government". 
Because Ward 8 is so difficult to campaign in, "give consideration to 'operational' viability of each Ward". 
 
 
*East District City Councillor Jack Hanson testified that he was against the concept of Districts, even if he was 
"talking himself out of a job":  
The District was too big to adequately campaign, and he was spread too thin to effectively represent 
constituents. 
Equally, it was unfair on residents to have insufficient representation on City Council. 
 
General comments from Ward One'ers at NPA and Public Meetings: 
~In areas with significant student populations, "owner occupiers are inherently under-represented". 
 
~"Against At-Large City Councillors", they are vulnerable to "organized campaign funding" and it would be 
preferable to revert to 2 City Councillors per Ward, possibly 3 in total from the NNE if that was compelled by 
population math. 
 
~Questioning the counting of Students, especially off campus. 
 
 
After that, comment became increasingly repetitive or irrelevant to anything to do with "Redistricting". 
 
 
A lot to digest, but just four or five main themes. 
 
Richard 
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Rama Kocherlakota <ramakocherlakota@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 1:37 PM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: redistricting feedback

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Here is the emailed feedback I've received so far from people in the community about redistricting  
 
From Thomas Hyde (10/1/2021) 
 
The one thing I would like is to just have 8 wards, as we do now, and 
get rid of the Central, East, North, and South super-wards, that were 
just invented so some councilors wouldn't have to run against each other. 
 
If we have to have more than 8 councilors, we could have 2 councilors 
from each ward, or split the wards in half. I'm indifferent about that. 
If having 2 councilors from each ward would make less work for each one, 
it would be good - being a councilor is a lot of thankless, albeit 
important, work. 
 
Tom Hyde 
160 Deforest Road 
 
From Michelle Mraz: (11/4/2021) 
 
My feedback would be to eliminate the Ward/District structure for the City Council. My observation is that Ward 
5 basically has two dedicated councilors (Joan and Chip), and Ward 6 one (Karen). I know we are Joan's 
constituents, but she is very Ward-5-centric and doesn't seem nearly as connected to us as she is to Ward 5, 
where she lives. I don't know if other residents see that in their wards/districts. The concept works theoretically, 
I assume, but in practice, not so much. Without giving the alternative a lot of thought, I would rather see fewer 
wards and two councilors per ward.  
 
From Barbara Headrick 
 
I am writing to you because many of you are on the redistricting committee and I know of Keith’s 
interest in having his street, University Terrace, and the UVM campus south of Main Street becoming 
part of Ward 6 again. 
  
I support eliminating Ward 8.  But please do not draw the new line down the center of South Prospect 
Street.  Instead, absorb University Heights and UVM's south campus into Ward 6 and to offset this 
growth, please move the Ward 5 and 6 boundary line down the middle of Willard Street, which is a 
state highway. Given the character of Willard Street, it would be a better location for a Ward 
boundary.  Please see a marked up Ward districting map below. 
  
The families who live on Robinson Parkway, Henderson Terrace, and the east-side of South Prospect 
Street are one neighborhood with Summit, Maple, Cliff Street, and Overlake Park.  We want to be in 

 You don't often get email from ramakocherlakota@gmail.com. Learn why this is important  
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the same ward with our friends and neighbors on the west side of South Prospect and these other 
similarly residential low density zoned streets. We share common problems and concerns and we 
have a shared perspective on what the solutions should be. It would be unfair to cut the east side of 
South Prospect away from its community with the west side of South Prospect, Summit Street, Cliff 
Street, Overlake Park, Deforest Heights, and Ledge Road. 
  
Our neighborhood concerns are largely center around impacts resulting from traffic, parking, and 
student behaviors related to UVM’s current use and development plans for the Redstone Campus, 
traffic, parking and housing impacts from Champlain College, the clear-cutting of the UVM Alumni 
House at Summit and Maple Street and UVM failing to plant trees that will ever be substantial, the 
traffic impacts resulting from the new rotary design on Shelburne Road, and commuter parking along 
Overlake Park and Maple Street and parts of Summit and South Prospect, and UVM's Redstone bus 
on South Prospect. The voices and votes of those on the east side of South Prospect should not 
become separated from Summit, Cliff, Ledge Road, and the west side of South Prospect as we need 
to stick together to have a collective voice and representation in fighting these specific impacts on our 
neighborhood. 
  
Like the rest of the city, we are also seeing speeding, crime, vandalism, student noise, deteriorating 
properties due to bad landlords and students who don’t care about their house or neighborhood, city 
code enforcement leniency,  City Hall’s push to make things easier and cheaper for developers and 
the Planning Departments aggressive zoning rewriting to fill in Residential Low Density (and RM and 
RH) neighborhoods with greater density, and DPW’s push to fill our streets with commuters’ and other 
non-residents’ parked cars.  These issues are ones that all Wards are fighting.  Families who live on 
the east side of South Prospect and its side streets should not be divided from the rest of our Ward 6 
community to fight these impacts in our neighborhood because each neighborhood has particular 
variations. 
  
Nor should the east side of South Prospect be cut off from Summit, Cliff and Ledge in order to 
be included in a new ward that consists of streets from Ward 1 or Ward 8.  Ward 1’s focus is on 
the parking and traffic impacts due to the hospital and UVM, the Lake Monsters stadium, lots of multi-
unit residences, lots of off-campus students who have taken over what use to be single family homes, 
commercial activity along Colchester Avenue, and noise from the hospital and the helicopter pad at 
the intersection of Main and East Avenue.   Ward 1 is also keeping an eye on what UVM has planned 
for Trinity Campus,  Centennial Field, and the Sisters of Mercy convent. These three locations might 
increase on-campus student housing at UVM and Ward 1’s population.  If these projects happen, they 
will consume a lot of Ward 1 city councilors' attention.   
  
The Ward 1 city councilors, or a newly designed Ward 8 representative will not have the 
bandwidth, the shared culture, the clout at City Hall or an alignment and sense of loyalty to 
Ward 6’s priorities and value system to effectively help residents along the east side of South 
Prospect fight UVM and the city in imposing their density and parking agenda on us.  The 
residents along the east side of South Prospect and its side streets will lose our voice and city council 
effectiveness if we are taken out of Ward 6. 
  
Provided below is a map that I’ve marked up to redraw Ward lines. Please see below and let me 
know what you think. 
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 Ward 8 is eliminated by absorbing University Heights and the UVM campus south of Main 
Street into Ward 6. 

  

  
  
 The northern wing of Ward 8 can be reassigned to Wards 2 and 3. 
  

  
  
 Ward 5 is enlarged by moving the boundary line to Willard Street.  This reduces the size of 

Ward 6 along its southern boundary 
  in order to offset an increase from absorbing UVM’s south campus into Ward 6. 
  

  
  
 Cambrian Rise (740 residents) and lands to its south should be re-assigned to Ward 7 and this 

will solve Ward 7’s shortage of 
  residents.  
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 Ward 2 might be expanded to include the north side of Riverside Avenue.  The shape of Ward 

2 will be leggy because of the Intervale 
  and not because of  gerrymandering.  It’s good to include Riverside Avenue because of the 

traffic impacts onto Riverside from North Willard Street.  If Ward 2 needs to be blockier, then 
consider adding in the area that is hatched in blue.  

  

  
  
 Ward 1 will be close to ideal after Ward 8 is eliminated and Wards 5, 6, and 3 are reconfigured 

as described above. 
  

  
  

 If Ward 3 needs to be larger in order to balance with the new size of Wards 5 and 6, then 
extend  Ward 3 north to North Willard 

  and Main Street. This is in lieu of having Ward 2 extended further south. 

  

  
I also agree that the Districts should be eliminated. 
  
Please, I am asking that you consider the above appeal and to lobby to keep the east side of South 
Prospect with the west side of South Prospect, Summit Street, Cliff Street, Overlake Park, Deforest 
Road and Ledge Road and the northern half of Maple Street -- all in the same Ward.   
  
In order to accomplish this along with other goals of the committee,  I would be very grateful if you 
could get the redistricting committee to use the enclosed map as one of several starting points for 
tweaking as needed. 
  
Last, if you are willing, I’d really appreciate hearing your thoughts / feedback regarding the marked up 
map.    
  
Richard, please, can you share this email with Anne Brena as I don't have her email address and it 
would be good for her to have this email as she is representing ward 8 on the redistricting committee, 
  
Thank you very much for your time and consideration! 
Barbara 
 
From Lea Terhune (in response to above) 
 
I attend a lot of City meetings, and it is astonishing how much time councilors put in. Since prior 
redistricting, City has added another Standing Committee and another City Dept. If the number 
of councilors is reduced, the workload is increased, what they can accomplish is decreased, and 
potential candidates may be discouraged from running for office. 3 councilors per district or ward 
increases the potential for diversity, and lighter workload means people who are working or 
raising a family do not have to devote that astonishing number of hours that I referred to above. 
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I just reviewed the meeting tape and the audio is louder, but no clearer than when it was live 
streamed. With power point on-screen, virtual participants can't see who is speaking, and the 
ragged audio coupled with some people mumbling makes the discussion hard/impossible to 
follow. When women are speaking, their voices come across clearly. RBJ on Zoom also clear, 
both video and audio. 
 
Suggest subsequent meetings put the Committee members on Zoom so we can see and hear 
you clearly, your name and ward can be shown, and you can see if participants raise their hands 
or have a question. 
 

From Barbara Headrick (12/6/2021) 
 

 

Rama, 
I would like to make sure that the consultants learn that Robinson Parkway remains in Ward 6 with the 
residents that live south of Mable Street — this includes cliff st, over lake, deforest rd. 
I am concerned that some people (particularly NNE Ad hoc reps) will suggest including part of South Prospect 
south of Main Street and Robinson Parkway in a modified version of Ward 8 that includes areas on the south 
side of Main St.   
  
Main Street is not a residential street. It is mostly rental Multi units rented by students. 
  
 It is very unappealing to me and my neighbors to be parsed off of Ward 6 and placed in a revised Ward 8 that 
doesn’t have a majority of other single family homes with single family occupancy and with the same family 
oriented and neighborhood quality of life concerns and values as those commonly held in our neighborhood.  
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Cedo Front Desk

From: richard hillyard <pompeyhccc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 11:20 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Cc: Anne Brena
Subject: Fw: 3.54% (Ward 1 input)

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
And here's another, deploring the pointlessness of Ward 8 as illustrated by Tuesday's election turn-out (Ward 
1 not much better of course). 
 
Thanks, 
Richard 
 

From: Jonathan Chapple-Sokol <chapplesokol.npasc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 6:54 AM 
To: Anne Breña <anne.brena@gmail.com>; richard hillyard <pompeyhccc@hotmail.com>; Keith Pillsbury 
<kpillsbury7@gmail.com> 
Subject: 3.54%  
  
What will it take to put Ward 8 to rest? 
 
Can this be entered, somehow in the redistricting committee's portfolio? 
 
Thanks, 
Jonathan 
 

 You don't often get email from pompeyhccc@hotmail.com. Learn why this is important  
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Anne Breña <anne.brena@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 7:47 PM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Cc: Richard Hillyard
Subject: public comment to submit from the redistricting committee.

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
This comment was submitted to me, as the Ward 8 redistricting representative. Please include for city council to 
review.   
Anne Breña 
 
 
Hello, 
I attended the redistricting meeting on 12/6/2021.  
There was a comment made from a person who did not want any of the residents on South Prospect St, Summit 
St, Robinson Parkway, Henderson Terrace, etc to become part of Ward 8 as was the original plan back when 
the last redistricting was completed. Her reason was because Ward 8 is mostly students and their voices would 
not be heard as permanent residents. 
 
I live in Ward 8 and have lived here for over 25 years, and this is exactly what happened when Ward 2 became 
Ward 8. When we were Ward 2, there was a balance of students and permanent residents. Ward 8 has very few 
permanent residents now and I feel we no longer have a voice. When you have a ward of mostly students, the 
permanent residents are significantly outnumbered; and left with the outcomes that the students voted for. The 
students are transient. and after they vote, they then leave 3-6 months later. 
   
I am open to the idea of having 7 wards with 2 councilors each, making each ward balanced. 
If we continue with 8 Wards, Ward 8 boundary lines need to be redrawn, with fairness and balance in mind. 
Ward 8, if it remains, should include sections/streets that are currently in Ward 1 and Ward 6 that border Ward 
8 (Summit, South Prospect, Robinson Parkway, North Prospect, Brooks Ave., Henry St.,etc.) to include more 
permanent residents. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabrielle Sealy 
Ward 8 

 You don't often get email from anne.brena@gmail.com. Learn why this is important  
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Gabe arnold <djrisevt@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 5:42 PM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: Redistricting

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hello, 
 
I'm not sure if I'll be able to make any of the sessions, but I'd like to provide some input. I think one of the 
problems with our current City Council structure is that there are no councilors that are looking out for the 
good of the whole city and answering to constituents across the whole city. Councilors outside my 
ward/district really don't care about what I have to say, though their decisions impact me and the whole city. 
They prioritize issues of their own district over the good of the city. I think it's important to maintain some 
level of ward/district councilors because they can advocate for more hyper-local issues specific to a ward 
population, but I think we should replace some of them with at-large councilors. A 50/50 split of ward/district 
councilors vs. at-large councilors seems appropriate.  
 
I know there has been some study of district vs. at-large models, and there is some perspective that a district 
approach can give a voice to under-represented populations, when they are concentrated in one area. But 
that's not the case here in Burlington. You're probably already familiar, but here are a few references.  
 
Thanks, 
Gabe Arnold 
974 Pine St.  
 
https://www.cityofws.org/DocumentCenter/View/13991/Cities-101---District-v-At-Large-Elections---National-
League-of-Cities-pdf  

Cities 101 -- At-Large and District Elections 
Cities 101 -- At-Large and District Elections December 14, 2016Background Background The form of 
municipal elections varies from city to city, with three common variations: 

www.cityofws.org 

 
 https://www.jstor.org/stable/25193833 
 

 You don't often get email from djrisevt@hotmail.com. Learn why this is important  
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The Context Matters: The Effects of Single-Member versus At-Large 
Districts on City Council Diversity - JSTOR 
THE CONTEXT MATTERS 555 improve on previous research by taking into account the large number of 
cities with no female or minority coun cilors, allowing us to make more precise predictions. 

www.jstor.org 

 



District Builder data for:   East-side of South Prospect, Robinson Parkway and 
Henderson Terrace 

BAD SCENARIO #1 

  

Light Pink area:    275 Residents on Robinson Parkway, Henderson Terrace and University 
Heights.  Those living on University Heights are mostly students.  Those living on Robinson 
Parkway, Henderson Terrace, and the east-side of South Prospect are mostly long-term 
residents. 

Dark Pink Area: 1247 UVM students living on-campus: UVM Living Learning Center dorms, 
Athletic Campus dorms, Redstone Campus dorms that are not south of the Redstone Green. 

 275 long-term residents is too few from which to find a willing city councilor 
 The combined light and dark pink area is 80% college students.  This would be creating 

another gerrymandered ward. 

College students don’t make good city councilors because most have very limited career, 
family, and tax-paying experiences.  A robust set of life experiences is needed to make well-
reasoned decisions that have significant impacts on all constituents.  I’ve observed college age 
officials not anticipating all of the impacts of their well-intentioned ideas.  Long-term residents’ 
well-being should not be in the hands of too young to be experienced city councilors who are 
myopic in their decision making.  The new wards need to be large enough to have a large pool 
of long-term residents from which to find city councilors and other city committee 
representatives. 



BAD SCENARIO #2  -   If we incorporate more census blocks further south, there is 
an even larger disparity between the number of students and long-term 
residents.   

This is not a good solution. 

  

There are about 4,500 UVM students in dorms on the Athletic Campus, Living Learning Center 
Campus and Redstone Campus. 

 In comparison, about 200 long-term residents live on Robinson Parkway and Henderson 
Terrace.  

Two hundred long-term residents is too small a pool from which to find a reasonably good city 
councilor.  Most people don’t want the job. 

To blend a small residential neighborhood into an on-campus area that is primarily freshman 
and sophomore college students would greatly weaken the voices of the 200 long-term 
residents because there would be too few long-term residents in the ward to have effective 
leverage in influencing UVM  and city decisions. 

 

 



BAD SCENARIO #3  --  Champlain College dorms housing 590 Champlain College 
students are included when two blocks down the hill from South Prospect are in 
same ward. And only 300 more long-term residents are included.  The two pink 
areas represents 2,000 students and 500 long-term residents.  There would be 3X 
as many college students as long-term residents.  This is not good. 

 

  

A pool of 500 long-term residents s is too small a pool of long-term residents from which to 
find people to run for city council and various municipal decision-making committees. 

Therefore, the entire light pink area needs to remain within Ward 6.  From Ward 6 there is a 
larger pool of long-term residents from which to find people to run for office. 

 

 

  



Proposed Map:  Barbara’s Version #4 

 

• Wards 4 and 7 are kept intact. 
 

• East-side of South Prospect, Robinson Parkway and Henderson Terrace remain with Ward 6. 
 

• Eliminates Ward 8.  Assigns University Heights to Ward 1.  Expand Ward 1 to include some 
Ward 6 Census blocks that directly face Main Street. 



Barbara’s Version #4 

• Ward 7 wraps along Winooski River and includes properties on the both side of 
Riverside Avenue.  

• These properties back up against a large ravine so they are not being 
separated from their neighbors.  

• This solves the problem of Ward 7 having too few residents and Ward 1 having 
too many.  If we elect two city councilors per ward, the two Ward 7 councilors 
could split the workload by north and south areas. 

 



Barbara’s Version #4: 

• All seven Wards are closely balanced .   Envision 2 councilors per ward. 

• The smallest ward, Ward #5, will have 6,201 adults.  This is just 3% shy of ideal 
(6,391). 

• The largest ward , Ward #1, will have 6,566 adults. This is just 3% above ideal. 
 

• District Builder link:  https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/c4a0e0e9-4f99-
4392-8417-401af439dcbd 

 

Total equals Census total of 44,743. 

https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/c4a0e0e9-4f99-4392-8417-401af439dcbd
https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/c4a0e0e9-4f99-4392-8417-401af439dcbd


Barbara’s Version #4: 

• Ward 4 extends south to include Perkins Pier and lakeside bike path. 

• Ward 3 extends south to include the barge canal and the businesses 
developing along Pine Street. 

• Ward 2 extends south to Main Street 

• Ward 5 and 6 have minor adjustments to keep all wards balanced. 

 



Barbara’s Version #4: 

• Ward 1 picks up some of the Census blocks that face the south side of Main 
Street. This makes sense because some leaders in Ward 1 wants UVM 
student housing built along Main Street instead of on the Trinity Campus, 
Centennial Field, and at Sisters of Mercy Convent on Mansfield Avenue. 
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Cedo Front Desk

From: richard hillyard <pompeyhccc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 11:18 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Cc: Anne Brena
Subject: Fw: Recommendations for redistricting and restructuring Burlington's City Council

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hi Bridget, 
 
Along the lines of Anne's message forwarded to her (and now you) from a Ward 8 resident, I'm sending a few 
from Ward 1/Ward 8 residents. 
This is from Ward 1. 
 
Richard 
 

From: Tom <tomderenthal@burlingtontelecom.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 1:19 PM 
To: 'Richard Hillyard' <pompeyhccc@hotmail.com>; 'Anne Breña' <anne.brena@gmail.com> 
Subject: Recommendations for redistricting and restructuring Burlington's City Council  
  
  
Hi Richard and Ann 
  
I’m writing to get my view on redistricting and restructuring on the record. 
  
First, get rid of districts. I don’t feel I’m better represented with a ward and a district councilor.  
In addition, my district councilor feels he has more residents to represent without more voting power.  
  
Second, reduce the number of wards from 8 to 4, each with 3 councilors. These could be formed using the existing 4 
districts [as a starting point]. Boundaries would be created to [as much as possible] keep neighborhoods whole while 
meeting population requirements. Fewer wards have an advantage of giving every resident 3 councilors looking out for 
their interests or to contact with an issue or opinion.         
  
Third, do away with the staggered election cycle, i.e. elect all 12 councilors every 2 years. It’s the practice used by the 
Vermont house and senate. And incumbents have an overwhelming reelection rate so Council turnover will continue to 
be low.  
  
Fourth, institute term limits. IMO, no one should be a counselor for more than 25 years. I don’t think serving that long is 
a common occurrence, but long time councilors can become stodgy and inflexible. 
  
Fifth, implement a mandatory retirement age. Everyone slows down as they get older and being an engaged and 
effective councilor requires a fair amount of energy. My recommendation is to make 75 years old the maximum age a 
councilor can serve.     
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Sixth, start a study group to assess the workload of Council and make recommendations how the time and attention of 
these part time public servants can be best used. There may be some time consuming responsibilities that are better 
handled by the Mayor and administration.  However, one possible outcome could be to free Council time by offloading 
work to newly hired staff [that report directly to Council].  
  
  
Tom D.  
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 10:48 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: Fwd: Ad-Hoc Committee on Redistricting Survey

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hello CEDO Front Desk Team,  
Greg Shepler here, Ward 5 rep for the Redistricting Committee.  Bridget suggested emailing public comments 
from our ward members to this email so they can be shared with the entire Redistricting Committee & become 
part of the public record as we move toward summarizing public comments during our meeting on Wed., Dec. 
15.  In some cases, the comments are part of a longer thread.  I think just the top comments are relevant to the 
summation process but whatever is easier.   
Thanks for helping to organize this info. 
carry on, 
gs 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Dery <joedery@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Dec 13, 2021 at 12:24 PM 
Subject: Re: Ad-Hoc Committee on Redistricting Survey 
To: Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com> 
Cc: Kolby LaMarche <kolbylamarche@gmail.com> 
 

Greg and Kolby (reply is just to you) 
Thanks for sharing the form link; in retrospect I see it went out to FPF on Friday from CEDO.  I had a failure of 
imagination when I was searching for it in my email history.  
 
I have some thoughts that you might forgive me for sharing; I don't know who produced the form, and if they'd 
be still willing or able to make adjustments especially given that it has already gone live. 
 
First, I was surprised to see that petitions, term limits, campaign spending, and recall would be in scope.  Maybe 
that just shows how little effort I have made to get involved (sorry!).  Are these just additional topics the CC 
wanted to get feedback on, or are they a direct part of this process?  If not I suggest that these be addressed in a 
separate survey; keeping it more narrow will optimize feedback on the central issues. 
 
As Winifred and/or David Don commented, I see that a lot of background information is presented in the 
form.  That is probably generally a good thing.  But it isn't presented inline with the questions, which would 
make it easier to consume.  I think it might be possible, though perhaps tedious, to organize the form so for each 
point there was a paragraph of explanation and then the question.  Though if some of the peripheral topics were 
able to be dropped out, this probably would not seem so important. 

As for the 'explanation' content itself, the general goal of a pollster (ideally) would be to define the terms used 
in the questions in a simple way, perhaps with some nod to the implications (eg, Ward 8), but to avoid 
introducing any bias. 
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It might suffice to say that Ward 8 is the least compact ward, some of the other commentary in that section to 
me seems editorial. 
The 'ward compactness explained' graphic would make more sense to me if it reflected the decreasing land area 
covered by each technique from left to right (in other words, if each of the 3 was the same geographic scale). 
 
Thank you for your service on this Committee, please believe that my goal is to maximize the value you get 
from this, rather than attacking the author, which for all I know, might be one of you! 
Joe Dery 
 
On Sun, Dec 12, 2021 at 12:58 PM Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com> wrote: 
Joe,  
The link to the survey can be found here: https://forms.gle/GCopnzMzNZyizEdw9   
Sorry for my delayed response.  There should be additional info in the FPF posting soon. 
 
carry on, 
gs 
 
On Sat, Dec 11, 2021 at 4:54 PM Joe Dery <joedery@gmail.com> wrote: 
I apologize, replying to fix Kolby's address. 
 
On Sat, Dec 11, 2021 at 4:52 PM Joe Dery <joedery@gmail.com> wrote: 
David or Winifred (I think I have that right!, FPF always says Winifred) 
Could you provide the URL (link) for the ReDistricting Survey site you commented on in a recent FPF post? 
 
Thank you! 
Joe Dery 
160 Ferguson and/or Ward 5 NPA SC 
 
PS the folks on CC are our ward 5 redistricting reps 
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 10:49 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: Fwd: Redistricting Listening Sessions: Public Meeting #2

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hello CEDO Front Desk Team,  
Greg Shepler here, Ward 5 rep for the Redistricting Committee.  Bridget suggested emailing public comments 
from our ward members to this email so they can be shared with the entire Redistricting Committee & become 
part of the public record as we move toward summarizing public comments during our meeting on Wed., Dec. 
15.  In some cases, the comments are part of a longer thread.  I think just the top comments are relevant to the 
summation process but whatever is easier.   
Thanks for helping to organize this info. 
carry on, 
gs 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Almy Landauer <almy.landauer@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Nov 15, 2021 at 6:08 PM 
Subject: Re: Redistricting Listening Sessions: Public Meeting #2 
To: <gregoryshepler@gmail.com> 
 
 
 
The City would be better run and we’d ALL be better represented with less infighting, more cooperation and 
most importantly, counselors who would be forced to consider the impact of their actions and decisions on all 
residents and areas, not just their Ward, if we had counselors all At-Large.   
 
Barring that, I’d like to see is doing away with at large counselors like we have for the South End. If all the 
other wards have their own, we should too.  
 
 
 
Almy Landauer 
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 10:52 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: Fwd: Redistricting Listening Sessions: 3rd Public Meeting

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hello CEDO Front Desk Team,  
Greg Shepler here, Ward 5 rep for the Redistricting Committee.  Bridget suggested emailing public comments 
from our ward members to this email so they can be shared with the entire Redistricting Committee & become 
part of the public record as we move toward summarizing public comments during our meeting on Wed., Dec. 
15.  In some cases, the comments are part of a longer thread.  I think just the top comments are relevant to the 
summation process but whatever is easier.   
Thanks for helping to organize this info. 
carry on, 
gs 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Samuel Beall <samuel.beall@gmail.com> 
Date: Fri, Dec 3, 2021 at 5:08 PM 
Subject: Re: Redistricting Listening Sessions: 3rd Public Meeting 
To: <gregoryshepler@gmail.com> 
 

Hi Greg,  
 
Thank you for taking the time to serve on this redistricting committee. I'd love to understand better what is 
being proposed. Are there proposed maps available that I could look at to better understand what folks are 
thinking? Right now I'm at a loss to know how to engage with the process as I don't see anything in your FPF 
post that helps me understand what the committee is considering. 
 
thanks! 
 
Sam Beall 
Flynn Ave 
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Cedo Front Desk

From: Gregory Shepler <gregoryshepler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 10:50 AM
To: Cedo Front Desk
Subject: Fwd: Redistricting Comments

[ WARNING ]: This email was sent from someone outside of the City of Burlington. 

 
Hello CEDO Front Desk Team,  
Greg Shepler here, Ward 5 rep for the Redistricting Committee.  Bridget suggested emailing public comments 
from our ward members to this email so they can be shared with the entire Redistricting Committee & become 
part of the public record as we move toward summarizing public comments during our meeting on Wed., Dec. 
15.  In some cases, the comments are part of a longer thread.  I think just the top comments are relevant to the 
summation process but whatever is easier.   
Thanks for helping to organize this info. 
carry on, 
gs 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Monica Koskiniemi <monicaregina13@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Dec 6, 2021 at 2:36 PM 
Subject: Redistricting Comments 
To: <gregoryshepler@gmail.com>, <kolbylamarch@gmail.com> 
 

Hi Gregory and Kolby,  
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my comments on this matter.  
 
Regarding the redistricting of Burlington, after reviewing the presentation materials and also a brief history of 
the Burlington redistricting through the years I have formed the following opinions.  
 
I think that a simplification of the city council would be best. A reduction of wards would create a council that 
not only represented its constituents better but also one that would be more efficient and effective at moving 
forward on matters of all kinds. 
 
I propose that we look at reducing Burlington into maybe three wards and have three at large city councillors. 
We would also keep our districts and those city councillors for a more regional perspective on issues. With this 
reduction of city councillors, it would mean that voters have more influence over city matters with more 
simplified representation. Rather than what we have now which is a diluted and divided council where us 
citizens feel like we are powerless in making changes in this city. I as a voter only have influence over two of 
our twelve city councillors. How disheartening and frustrating is this?! I find this ward takes to complaining 
about issues a lot in hopes of other city councillors hearing us, but in reality they could care less about what we 
have to say, as they don't represent us. Also on the flip side we as citizens would be more connected to each 
other if there were a larger wards. I as a southender am less invested in what happens on campus or downtown 
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per say, but if I were combined with that area of the city I would feel the desire to be more informed and 
considerate of those issues that affect my fellow citizens.  
 
I would love to see a city that represents its people better and where people really feel their votes matter over 
city issues. I would also love to see a city council that was more efficient, be it for or against whatever I feel.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Please let me know if there is a better way to share these thoughts so they actually make it to be considered. 
Thanks again. 
 
- Monica Koskiniemi, Pine Street Burlington 
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