IOV SPA0IIY INqN JUOULL3 | Y] LIPUN

2.4m50]2s1p 0} Jo2qns aq dvui puv p403a.4 o17qnd v v paUIVIUIVIL 3G [[14 J1 UO PIPIaoLd UOVULIOfUI LUD PUD J22Ys UI-USIS SIY] Y] 210U ISVI]J

. d - £ . i
OOV hE a0 T XE W ST W0

Y, %O/\V\n_:N 97 YresD ] Cotg7 “U\‘\ TNTY T:.\
LT A%l TR u)iiz D) LRI = T 3}.)314_
g Om ow,mqmu Y;/u Q\&N}\@ J\h~ x:. Tl e Nl E\ ]»J;V U\w_& N ..w
;,!.i, \ \l) ,.7 /\\ A ,._ Vi ,,._._ J/H/,.ﬁ ’
Al R B _.2‘2_“V [od e T Y /A«_ﬂ.\ / (l.\.Alaf&qu“ﬂ oS0
\ , | . P\
TN T 4\«) oSV L Y e O
Nﬂ\lfﬁ— i N\Wﬁm ’ u... .:1;...____ /Tu /’ { . a._ N@ V.; ,,“‘/_w AA b

hbl-c e ti/.z,iyﬁsiﬁ 7
bl-¢/¢2 7+ T Tl &

YISWVO S A s 13

VOWG 190) ,&,s. q

\

it

Vu,\Q\N\V\ o

\:
p\.

L K?\ (G ;‘\J I

298 /7%
LAl ~-CTE CHh =

{\QQ,\\ o/
“A\ﬂVO \\\\ f\\ \v\

hh%-528 |

o\.w\,
,S\ﬁj J‘ﬁjruu \)S.\ 1\ ﬁu \x.\@

T

r 7 )

ﬁf)JZoj / z\,L

\ \:r?S_Q

t P
D) /65 y:rccwua fIi))L I

ISR

“‘“\J\C\)”‘

aavm

# AINOHd

~ \/,\,.A )\L.q;\/ ﬁ,\w\\v\)..a/‘ \P/. 5)..3 .C

+4

$S3¥aav 1ving # N3

133HS NI NSIS ONIL33FIN NOISSININOD

\/DJ,L; /),, ? ,_" r_ Sdé 2

(@3INIYd) - JINYN

/.
10T, -0led

\‘\\ \ \W\J F oo L F
{ f of e~ f
i 4 o



IOV SPA0IIY d1qng JUOULI | dY) JdPUN

2.4ns0]281p 0} J22[qns 2q dvui puv pa032.4 217gnd v SV paUIVIUILI 3G [1M 31 HO papiaodd uonvuLiofur Luv puv 122ys ul-usis s1yj Wy} }ou asvajg

17 s o TGy
~

= \,,f“ v\ w\.v\

WU e > - 5]

\}\ﬁvn\v& FU\VA.V .ﬁ.’“ v ﬁw w
1 & ? 7

cxw\w\ :\r s

| \
w, J h.\\m < + 7T

VYT SRy

| \ T T
2 K 7357 (770 v r\.d\ .w&ﬁﬂ »\\@ ,@_c)\q\ﬂ,ﬂ L 3\?\\7 vméfvf S\\T Qndﬁ\& /

L,

l\ ~

s - { \ D] s W= .mwv,,,,\._ f\_ “au /\v..«.__.(_ : m
S \H [+ SL L e K(_.;\_N\\ > .ut\_,\m\\ \UQf ,\_5\(,\@ \\w o f i
advm # ANOHd SS3™AAQv 1viag (@3IINTI4d) - INVYN

W‘;Sd \%\J\Z \uh 91e

133HS NI NSIS ONILITINI NOISSIININOD



Zoning Permit - COA Level I — Conditions of Approval

ix : b

Nl tellid L s/ 2P #: 17-1157CA Tax ID: 044-4-030-000
. Issue Date: May 24, 2017 Decision: Approved
City of
Burlington, Vermont = _
149 Chureh Street  property Address: 163-165 CHERRY STREET Cieganteq L’ﬁ

Description: Create one bedroom apartment in 3rd floor. Replace exterior door.

Standard Permit Conditions:

1. Other City, State or Federal Permits. The owner is solely responsible for obtaining all other required City,

state and federal approvals. Failure to do so may invalidate this Zoning Permit and result in enforcement
actions. )
Note: All projects receiving a Zoning Permit also require a Construction Permit or written
confirmation that a Construction Permit is not required from Department of Public Works-Inspection
Services Division (DPW-ISD). All construction permits must be closed out by way of approved inspections
by DPW-ISD before issuance of a Unified Certificate of Occupancy (UCO) by the Code Enforcement Office
as per Condition 3, below.

2. Time Limits. This zoning permit shall become invalid unless work or action authorized by the permit is
commenced by May 24, 2018. The owner shall complete the approved project and obtain a UCO (combined
Zoning and Building certificates of occupancy, still applicable even if a zoning or building permit was not
required) by May 24, 2019, or be subject to enforcement actions.

These time limits are binding upon the owner unless one of the following apply: a) longer or shorter time
limits are specifically imposed by a condition of approval; or b) the time limits are tolled by additional state
or federal permitting for the project or by an appeal; or ¢) an extension of time has been granted. An
extension of time must be requested in writing PRIOR to the expiration of the permit. If the owner has
enacted the permit and it lapses, the owner may be responsible to obtain a new zoning permit, if required,
which shall be subject to the current Comprehensive Development Ordinance (CDO).

3. Unified Certificate of Occupancy (UCO): It shall be unlawful to use or occupy (or allow the use or
occupancy of) any land or structure or part thereof which has been created, changed, converted, or wholly or
partly altered or enlarged in its use or structure without a UCO.

If the project is partially completed, meets “prior to issuance of a UCO” conditions of approval, meets all
health and safety standards, and all municipal fees for the project are paid, a Temporary Zoning CO may be
requested and issued. Upon completion of the project, applicant shall request and obtain a Final UCO
from the Code Enforcement Office (located at 645 Pine Street). Additional information on how to request
and obtain this UCO is available at this office. Failure to obtain a certificate of occupancy places the
property in violation of the CDO and is subject to enforcement.

In addition, Failure to obtain a UCO within the time limits above is subject to “after the fact” fees
ranging from $75 - $1500 (in addition to the UCO fee).

4.  Project Modifications. The project shall be completed as shown on the plans, which have been stamped
“approved” and dated by the administrative officer. The project shall not deviate from the approved plans or
conditions of approval without prior written approval from the administrative officer.
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5. Property Inspection. By acceptance of this permit, the owner authorizes City Officials and/or-their
authorized representatives, access to the subject property for the purpose of observing work in progress,
inspecting and/or measuring the property or improvements until such time the project has been issued a Final
UCO.

6.  Completion and Maintenance of Improvements and Landscaping. Owner or successor in interest is
responsible for completing all improvements shown on approved plans. By acceptance of this permit, Owner
agrees to maintain all improvements in a satisfactory condition. Any landscaping installed according to the
approved plan which becomes diseased or dies shall be replaced by similar species and size no later than the
first available planting season.

7. Off-Site Drainage. Issuance of this permit does not authorize the discharge of stormwater runoff or other
surface drainage from the subject premises onto adjoining property or properties including but not limited to
the public Right of Way.

8. Errors. The owner is solely responsible for the accuracy of all information contained in the Zoning Permit
application. Any errors contained therein may invalidate the Zoning Permit and may result in enforcement
action by the City.

9.  Transfer of Ownership. All zoning permits run with the land. In the event of a transfer of ownership,
partial or whole, of the subject premises, the transferee shall become permittee and subject to compliance
with the terms and conditions of this permit.

10.  Violations/Penalties. A violation of any of the conditions of this permit or of any provision of the CDO may
result in enforcement actions, including but not limited to a penalty of up to two hundred dollars ($200) per
day, municipal tickets, and/or additional permitting fees.

11. Incorporation and Reference of All Plans Presented. This approval incorporates by reference all plans
and drawings presented and all verbal representations by the applicant on the subject application to the
extent that they are not in conflict with other stated conditions or regulations.

12. For Properties Involved in Boundary Disputes. Boundary disputes are not within the jurisdiction of the
administrative officer or the Development Review Board. When an application is submitted and the
boundary of the subject property is called into question, the boundary will be determined based upon the best
evidence available, for instance a survey or other official document. If a permit is issued and contrary
evidence is presented to the City after the fact, such as a survey or Superior Court ruling with respect to the
boundary lines, the permit may be amended or revoked by the City.

If the permit is amended or revoked, owner shall bear all costs to remedy the situation, including removal of
the structure(s) if necessary, that is if the structure(s) is/are unable to meet the requirements of the CDO and
receive an amended permit in light of the actual boundary line.

13.  Damage to City Property. The Owner is responsible for any damage to the City of Burlington’s property,
including but not limited to its right-of-way, sewer/water lines, etcetera, that occurs during the site
improvements authorized by this permit. If damage occurs, the Owner shall restore the property to a
condition equal to or better than the condition of the property prior to such damage.

14.  City Rights-of-Way and Ownership. Permit approval does NOT authorize any work to be
undertaken within the public ROW. Any work in the ROW can only occur with prior authorization
by DPW and City Council, as required. Any work or improvements that are taken within the City’s
right of way does not diminish the City’s ownership or authority regarding said right of way.

15. Liquor License Required. An approval of any use that includes the sale of alcoholic beverages is
contingent upon the receipt of a liquor license from the City of Burlington or the State of Vermont,
whichever is applicable.
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Anna Wyner

From: Samuel Hartman <samuelhartman802@ gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 6:02 AM

To: Maxwell Tracy; Jane Knodell; Anna Wyner; Fusion Property Management
Subject: Concern regarding the removal of 10 parking spaces

Good Morning,

My name is Samuel Hartman and | am a tenant at 76 North Union Street. As you are aware, there is a significant lack of
parking for residents currently living on North Union Street, becoming increasingly difficult closer to the intersection
with North Street and starting after the intersection of Pearl Street. While | am an enthusiastic proponent of a more
biker-friendly Burlington, | have grave concern for the removal of any parking spaces in areas with an already difficult
and frustrating lack of parking. Most of the tenants who live in apartments close to the 10 parking spots that are
proposed to be removed already have a difficult time finding parking and are often forced to park far from their
apartment.

It is with my sincerest hope that | ask you to reconsider the removal of these 10 parking spots. The removal of these
spots would significantly harm the livability of many apartment units near this area.

N e Aok
I thank you for your consideration. Frecens 6?’ =9
. \

‘\;\COKC g /-\W\V\-N

Tov e s

Sincerely,

Samuel Hartman
SamuelHartman802@gmail.com
(802) 324-9195




Anna Wyner

From: Eli G <e.gitels@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 9:54 PM
To: Maxwell Tracy; Jane Knodell

Cc: Anna Wyner

Subject: City of burlington parking plans

Dear Councilors,

My name is Eli Gitelman and I live at 76 North Union Apt 2. Currently at 76 N. Union we are struggling to find
a parking solution that ensures a parking situation that works harmoniously for all the tenants. Currently that
does not exist because there is not ample room on the driveway for 1 car from 6 of the apartments and 2 cars
from 80 N. Union. Apartments 7 & 8 of 76 N. Union already have offsite parking due to this problem. Thus,
we, the tenants of 76 and 80 N. Union, rely heavily on the 10 parking spaces this plan intends to remove. If you
are to remove these 10 parking spaces know that you are heavily impacting the livelihood of many of
Burlington's citizens. It is already a struggle to often find parking on North Union, the removal of those 10 spots
would be catastrophic to our ability to park what I consider a reasonable distance from our home. It is also not
Just us you effect. If the tenants at 76 and 80 North Union are forced to park on the surrounding streets we
would then be forcing our problem onto our neighbors which in turn means this plan will create a systemic
problem throughout the neighborhood. Please do not enact this plan.

Sincerely,
Eli Gitelman



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 4:32 PM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: ONE Wiggle - N Union

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner .

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: jj vandette [mailto:iivandette@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 15, 2017 8:25 AM

To: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>
Subject: ONE Wiggle - N Union

Hello!

I live in the Old North End and 1 fully support the ONE Wiggle project in its entirety! More specifically, I'm a
homeowner on N Union St, and I am very pleased that the Wiggle will be so close to my house! Losing a few
parking spots will have a negative impact on my guests parking experience, but the net positive that will come
from this bike infrastructure is much more important!

I would love to join the conversation in-person on July 19th, but I am currently visiting Portland, OR. The
biking experience in this town is amazing, and while Burlington has a lot to be proud of, we have a lot to aspire
to when it comes to bike infrastructure!

Thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

JJ (Joseph) Vandette

173 N Union St

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 5:03 PM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: ONE Greenway/Wiggle

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: Damon Lane [mailto:damon.andrew.lane@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 15, 2017 12:01 PM

To: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: Fwd: ONE Greenway/Wiggle

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: "Damon Lane" <damon.andrew.lane@gmail.com>

Date: Jul 14,2017 9:28 AM

Subject: ONE Greenway/Wiggle

To: "Nicole Losch" <nlosch@ci.burlington.vt.us>, <cspencer@burlingtonvt.gov>
Cc:

Hi Nicole and Chapin,

I heard the DPW Commission will be discussing this on the 19th. Unfortunately I will be out of town then but
wanted to write to support the ONE Greenway/Wiggle as a resident of Peru St, where I live in a four-unit
building and rent the other three apartments. I use a part of the wiggle in my current commute, a different part
when I go for a run, and used to use almost the whole thing when I commuted to UVM. I have noticed the light
traffic and that cyclists often use it. Not necessarily aggressive or experienced cyclists, but more casual cyclists
who apparently prefer winding through quiet streets over straight, busy streets.

As a landlord who lives on-site, I have seen how various tenants use or don't use the on-street parking over my
9 years here. And how some people are flexible and feel that downtown parking is a shared resource and they

- won't always get to park right in front of their house. | have seen others who feel entitled to park directly in
front of their house. Yesterday, I noticed the on-street parking on North Union relatively full while around the
corner on Grant, it was relatively empty. Perhaps a solution to the loss of parking on North Union is to make
those neighboring properties eligible for Grant street resident-only parking.

Urban parking is shared. Parking on public roads is a secondary use after transportation. In this location, a

- block from the urban core, it makes sense to me to improve non-motorized transportation and shift a small
percentage of the on-street parking off of the route.

| Best regards,



Damon

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Date: July 17,2017

To: Members of the Public Works Commission
From: Jane Knodell, Central District City Council
Re: Old North End Greenway

| am submitting these comments in writing, as | am unable to attend the July 19 Public Works
Commission meeting.

| am writing as a councilor who recently voted in support of the PlanBTV WalkBike Master Plan.
| support the direction that this Plan proposes. Now that we are in the implementation phase,
we are reminded once again that “the devil is in the details.” The Commission has a very
important role in ensuring that as we make these changes, we do not impose excessive or
undue costs on some members of our community. We need to judiciously weigh the benefits
and the costs. | want to raise two issues here: parking and safety.

Parking

The original plan for the Oid North End Greenway called for the loss of 10 parking spaces on
North Union between Grant and Loomis, and 3 spaces on North Champlain between Sherman
and Peru. | have checked with residents and business owners on North Champlain, and have
heard no concerns about the loss of these spaces. My comments here focus on North Union.

I want to commend the Commission for not voting at the June meeting, waiting to review the
Google survey results, and creating additional opportunity for affected members of our
community to weigh in. Councilors Tracy and | have received emails from residents,
homeowners, and apartment owners expressing their concern. We have also received emails
from constituents and others who are strong supporters of these changes.

As you know, the Google survey results show that, indeed, residents in that area are very
concerned about the loss of parking in an area where parking is already in short supply. It has to
be acknowledged that the feedback from people who live in that neighborhood to the removal
of 10 parking spaces is strongly negative. (A minor point: a survey respondent on Hickok Street
is described as “outside the project area.” | beg to differ: people on Hickok Street and other
nearby streets ARE part of the project area as the demand for parking will be pushed onto
nearby streets.)

The report says that so long as more than 10 bicyclists use the Greenway on a given day, the
benefits to these individuals outweighs the cost to the 10 people who lost access to parking
close to their homes. | fundamentally disagree with this calculus, which vastly undervalues the
loss to residents who will have to park farther away from their homes, sometimes late at night,
walk further distances with children, groceries, and so forth. | would like to see Public Works
staff and Commission come up with a better way of acknowledging and evaluating the very real
costs imposed on some members of our community associated with these changes to our
streets.



Clearly, the original plan has to be adjusted. | am glad to see that staff has generated some
alternatives for the Commission to consider. (I think it is disingenuous, though, to present North
Street and Pearl Street as alternatives, as the sheer number of lost parking spaces makes these
alternatives non-starters.) Staff recommends Alternative 8, which removes the 10 spaces on
North Union but then restores 13 spaces within a 2-3 block radius of this stretch of North
Union. | commend staff on their good work to offset the loss of parking by identifying these
opportunities to restore parking spaces in the general area.

If the Commission agrees that on balance Alternative 8 offers the best option (and | agree it is
better than the original plan), | suggest that you:

e Seek input from residents in the affected area on this solution before adopting it;

e Keep Alternative 6 alive as a long-term way to balance the costs and benefits from the
Greenway;

e Monitor the use of the Greenway, particularly in the winter, when the cost associated
with the loss of proximite parking is greater. If usage is light, reconsider Alternative 4
(the seasonal Greenway idea).

Safety

I am trying to understand how the Loomis-North Union-Grant Street stretch of this Greenway is
safe. A person on a bike on Loomis, headed west, will have to cross one-way northbound car
traffic on North Union to get to the proposed southbound segment of the bike path. Similarly, a
person on a bike on Grant Street, headed east, will have to cross one-way northbound car
traffic on North Union to get to the northbound segment of the bike path.

How will this comingling of cars and bikes be made safe? Presumably, the person on the bike
whether headed west or east, will have to stop at North Union and wait for a safe break in the
car traffic. Since they will almost always have to stop their bikes anyway, would it be reasonable
to have westbound bicyclists cross in the crosswalk on foot and walk their bikes a short distance
on the sidewalk (southbound on North Union) to resume their trip on the Greenway? This
solution (which I'm sure has some problems | have not considered, but am throwing it out there
anyway) would not require the removal of any parking spaces at all, and, combined with the
restoration of parking spaces identified in Alternative 8, would be a true win-win for all.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 10:16 AM
To: Anna Wyner
Subject: FW: Greenwya in Old North End

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt. gov/DPW

From: Phil Hammerslough [mailto:phil.hammerslough@me.com)
Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 10:51 PM

To: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>

Cc: Chapin Spencer <cspencer@burlingtonvi.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Greenwya in Old North End

HiNicole, Please share this with the board.best,Phil Hammerslough
Sent from a mobile device. Apologies for brevity and typos.
Begin forwarded message:
From: Phil Hammerslough <phil.hammerslough@me.com>
Date: July 17,2017 at 10:01:04 AM EDT

To: Jason Van Driesche <jason@localmotion.org>
Subject: Greenwya in Old North End

Dear Jason & Local Motion,

As a property owner, landlord, and one of the founders of ISGOOD, (Isham Street Gardening
and Other Optimistic Dongs), I strongly support the Greenways route through the Old North
end. Here are some of my reasons:

1. It calms traffic in neighborhoods making our roads safer for walkers, bicycles and people
of all ages.

2. It makes our streets more of a public space rather than just another road for the sole use
of automobiles

3. It brings people together by making our roads public spaces where children can play in
the streets .

4. Tt makes our neighborhoods saer by having more eyes on the street

5. Green Streets make our neighborhoods friendlier and more conducive to neighborhood
building such as creating green space gardening by reducing noisy and polluting traffic

6. Greenways, like bike paths increase property values.

7. Greenways promote people walking to local businesses, restaurants and cafes



All of the above points help make our city a better place to live for people of all ages, as well as
attracting businesses and employment.

Best,

Phil Hammerslough
Bicycle/Pedestrian Instigator
Founding member of ISGOOD

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 11:41 AM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: ONE Greenway phone call

Anna, here is some additional feedback on the Greenway and related concerns:

July 18, 2017
Maxine Holmes
23 Converse Court

Resident for 50 years, parking has been challenging for many years — not enough parking for residents - 2’
driveway encroachment has helped a lot

ONE Greenway concern for residents having to park far away and walk alone at night — seems unsafe

Glad to hear Loomis won’t be one-way with Greenway — heads east by turning from Hickok to isham to Loomis
to Mansfield because turning left onto Pearl Street is very difficult — suggests adding a signal at Greene / Pearl
Adding parking near City Market driveway will make visibility difficult — already is difficult — suggests signal or
stop sign for City Market driveway

Downtown parking is too expensive so sometimes people need to park in the neighborhoods to get to work
Resident parking may be needed in their neighborhood but having neighbors complete the petition would be
difficult

May come to Commission meeting to speak as well

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 1:59 PM

To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: I support the Old North End Wiggle!

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: Kate Spence [mailto:Kate Spence@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 12:11 PM

To: Robert Alberry <ralberrv@burlingtonvt.gov>; Tiki-Jon Archambeau <tarchambeau@ burlingtonvt.gov>; Christopher
Gillman <cgillman@burlingtonvi.gov>; Justine Sears <jsears@burlingtonvt.gov>; Solveig Overby
<soverby@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jeffrey Padgett <jpadgett@burlingtonvt.gov>; James Barr <jbarr@burlingtonvt.gov>;
Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: | support the Old North End Wiggle!

Hello all,

I live in the ONE and work at UVM. | would LOVE a quiet route to ride to work. While | highly value green
transportation alternatives, | am not a super confident biker on city streets, and a route such as the one being
contemplated would make a huge difference in my comfort with riding to work.

Thanks very much,
Kate Spence

999-7787
Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 3:39 PM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: Old North End "Wiggle"

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: mary manghis [mailto:mmanghis@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 2:57 PM

To: Robert Alberry <ratberry@burlingtonvt.gov>; Tiki-lon Archambeau <tarchambeau@ burlingionvi.gov>; Christopher
Gillman <cgillman@burlingtonvt.gov>; Justine Sears <jsears@burlingtonvt.gov>; Solveig Overby
<soverbv@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jeffrey Padgett <jpadgeti@ burlingtonvt.gov>; James Barr <jbarr@ burlingtonvt.gov>;
Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: Old North End "Wiggle"

To Burlington Public Works Commission

I am writing in support of the proposed bike route going through the Old North End. As a resident of an
adjoining street (Murray St), this route would be a much safer alternative to the busy streets that are currently
used to make the east-west crossing of the city. I often travel through many of the dangerous intersections (ex.
Pearl & Elmwood, Elmwood & Grant, etc.) that this route would bypass or provide safer amenities to.

I have seen this sort of "wiggle" used in other cities to great advantage. The improvements to the route would
also enhance the adjoining neighborhoods by slowing traffic and making the streets more friendly to children,
pedestrians and residents in general.

I cannot make the meeting tomorrow evening but would greatly encourage the commission to let this project
proceed. I look forward to the outcome of tomorrow's meeting.

Thanks for your time and consideration.

Mary Manghis

28 Murray St

Burlington

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 3:41 PM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: Support for "Wiggle"
Attachments: IMG_0445 jpg

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: TONY Redington [mailto:tonvrvt99@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 2:45 PM
Subject: Fwd: Support for "Wiggle"

FYI

—————————— Forwarded message ----------

From: TONY Redington <tonyrvt99@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Jul 18, 2017 at 2:36 PM

Subject: Support for "Wiggle"

To:

Good Day DPW Commissioners:

Am writing because a conflict does not allow me to personally attend your meeting tomorrow evening and just
wish to add my voice in support of the basic wiggle corridor improvement.

Am a regular user of the section between Battery Park and North Willard. Sherman/N
Champlain/Peru/Elmwood/Grant/N Union/Loomis features fairly low vehicle traffic traffic as a good part of it
is local street along with some collector.

Please be aware the wiggle as proposed does little to address difficult intersections--particularly
Elmwood/Grant and Elmwood/Peru, Grant/N Winooski, Grant/N. Union and N Union/Loomis.

Some of these are naturals for a mini roundabout which would for the first time offer some safety and comfort
for all modes; As you are well aware, N Union is problematic as the narrow 25 feet curb-to-curb cannot host
cycle track, parking and anything more than an unsatisfactory 9 foot wide vehicle travelway--some day those
cars gotta go, at least a one way cycle track added or maybe a two-way bikeway plus one lane traffic.

As you are well aware, there is little to offer a cyclist or pedestrian looking for safe travel in the current DPW
annual work program. Right now we have to wait until 2020 for the first safe intersection outside the



Marketplace at the "intersection of death" (the "rotary" roundabout), and who knows when some some
significant cycle track will connect two locations with trip potential.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Yours truly,

Tony Redington
20 N Winooski Ave
Burlington

cc Walk Bike Council Steering Committee
Councilors Jane Knodell and Max Tracy

PS While not trying to belabor a point, have attached a photo taken yesterday from the Middlebury Planning
Department window at the new Municipal Building. Too bad we cannot look out the DPW Conference Room
window and see the same after just spending a half million on an ugly, poorly performing in all areas traffic
signal!

Champlain Parbwap: Stopl Re-Evalvate! Be-lnagine!
Fine Kfrver

Coalition: RHDSy/www. facebook.com/eroups/861721857283979/2inviter_id=842495720&is new user=0wss.

Safelneers Burlingtos.com
TonyRVT.blogspot.com ¢ TonyRVT60

Champlain Parkway: Stop! Re-Evaluate! Re-Imagine!
Pine Street

Codlition: hitps://www.facebook.com/eroups/861721857283979/2inviter id=842495720&is new user=0(www.

SafeStreets Burlington.com
TonyRVT.blogspot.com @TonyRVT60

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 3:42 PM

To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: resident support for Old North End "Wiggle”

Attachments: ONE Wiggle list of endorsers.pdf; ONE wiggle -- map of endorsers.pdf

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: Jason Van Driesche [mailto:iason@localmotion.org]

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 3:12 PM

To: Robert Alberry <ralberrv@burlingtonvt.gov>; Tiki-Jon Archambeau <tarchambeau@burlingtonvt.gov>; Christopher
Gillman <cgillman@burlingtonvt.gov>; Justine Sears <jsears@burlingtonvt.gov>; Solveig Overby
<soverby@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jeffrey Padgett <jpadgett@burlingtonvt.gov>; James Barr <jbarr@burlingtonvt.gov>

Cc: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>; Maxwell Tracy <mtracy@burlingtonvt.gov>; Brian Lowe
<brian@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: resident support for Old North End "Wiggle"

Dear Public Works Commission members,

I am writing to you in advance of Wednesday's meeting to share with you evidence of support for the Old North
End Wiggle, which is on your agenda for consideration and a vote. Attached you will find the following
documents:

o A list of 149 people who endorsed the Wiggle project through Local Motion's website. The
document includes the name of each endorser and the comment (if any) that each person submitted with
their endorsement. It also includes the text that was presented to potential endorsers for their
consideration, which highlights the fact that creation of the Wiggle necessitates the removal of 13 on-
street parking spaces.

o A map showing where Wiggle endorsers live. Ofthe 149 endorsers, 127 (85%) are Burlington
residents, and 86 (58%) live within a four-block radius of the Wiggle.

Many of these supporters will be at Wednesday's meeting. You have likely already heard by email from a
number of others. As you can see, there is strong local support for this project.

This is the first of many projects where, in order to create a truly bikeable city, there will be trade-offs and hard
decisions to be made. On behalf of these 149 individuals—as well as the many, many more people who have
expressed their support for better biking in Burlington through the development of PlanBTV Walk-Bike—we
call on you to support the Wiggle and allow it to move forward.

Thank you.



Best,
Jason

I check my email twice a day, at noon and at 4 PM. If you need to reach me urgently, please contact me at the
mobile number below. Thank you.

Jason Van Driesche

Interim Executive Director
Local Motion
1 Steele St., Burlington, VT 05401

o: 802-861-2700 ext. 109
m: 802-735-7271

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.
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BTV Bike Network: Old North End Wiggle

We, the undersigned, call on the City of Burlington to fully build the Old North End Greenway—also known as the "Wiggle'—to
provide a safe, easy-to-navigate east-west route on quiet streets through the Old North End. We understand that the project will
result in the removal of 10 on-street parking spaces on Union Street between Loomis and Grant as well as 3 spaces on
Champlain Street, and we feel that this loss of parking is reasonable and appropriate. We ask the City to complete this important
project in 2017.

In 2018, we ask that the City identify and implement opportunities for additional "neighborhood greenway" routes on low-volume,
traffic-calmed streets across the Old North End.

Total endorsements: 149

[ I S B O R S R

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

. Cameron Keitel

. John Leddy

Name Comment

. Christine Hill

. Manya Gordon
. Mellisa Cain

. Glenn McRae
. Gil Livingston

. Don Welch

| appreciate Burlington's commitment to safe biking, walking, and other non-motorized forms of transit.
Connecting the city in such a way is vital.

. Heather Danis

The addition of this on Street bike infrastructure will bring more use and value to our transportation system
than 10 -13 publicly funded parking spaces clogging our streets.

Sean Melinn

Chris Bullard ~ Excellent idea

John Ware

Chris Chappa Christopher Chappa

Kerry Swift This is my route to UVM! Would love to see it bike safe!
Siobhan

"Donegan
16.
17.

Kevin Kelley
Mary Manghis
Margaret

| totally, support this bike route. Get the bikes onto the street and off the sidewalks in a safe way.
Sherman

Lisa Hughes
Adam Wager

Francesca
Werenko

Margaret
Turvey

Matthew
Vaughan

Thora
Chadwick

Sharon Panitch T.his is badly needed! There is no §afe ro‘ute_ right now betwgen the east QNE and the waterfro?t, which
discourages many people from using their bikes as alternative transportation. | fully endorse this project.

Stephen Bailey

Linda Bowden

Sam Standard

Daniel Scheidt

Nicky Kumerow

Kathlin Bibens

Damon Lane Ilive on Peru St and support slower travel, more bikes, and stormwater features on these streets!
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As well as making Burlington more bikeable, this will improve the flow of traific on busy streets such as

33. JuliaC
ulla Lurry Pearl and North by drawing bikes away from them.

Denying bicycle facilities to allow for on-street parking (aka dormant vehicles) is counter productive, our city
needs to continue to grow and prosper- but we cannot do so on the reliance of vehicles- there are already
far too many parking and driving on our streets. Lets encourage people of all ages and abilities to seek
alternative methods for short trips, let's build more bicycle facilities.

35. Ryan Freebern
36. Erin O'Neill

37. Ali Kenney

38. Andrew Frost
39. Torin La Liberte
40. Alicia Taylor
41. Mack Roark

34. Kara Yelinek

I'll continue to wish we had a North St. bike lane option...and/or Pearl St. | realize with the businesses and
42. Jean Waltz residents “needing” parking, the idea of this route has been disputed and dismissed, but | foresee many
people still using these streets for their commute via bike, as it is a logical
43. Luke Knisley
44. Rachel Weston
45. Scarlett
Duncan
46. t/luacrlgyCIine- Please don't let cars continue to trump bike safety. Please pass and develop "The Wiggle!"
Bethany
" Whitaker
48. Jeff Weeks
49. Bill Fox
50. Paul Bierman Please do this for the safety of cyclists, especially young ones. Going east/west on Pearl is too dangerous.
51. Paul Bierman Please do this for the safety of cyclists, especially young ones. Going east/west on Pearl is too dangerous.
Mary Beth
McNulty
Christopher-
Aaron Felker

47 More biking helps everyone!

52. Currently | have to bike on the sidewalks with my kids because the traffic in the ONE isn't safe for them.

53.

54. Adam Maxwell Let's wiggle!
55. Amy Demarest

Whitney

Feininger

57. Margaret Paul

56.

Carol
%8. Yablonsky

. I'd also love to see north st made safer for bikers since | use it every day! Perhaps sidewalk, bike lane,
59. lan Pfeiffer . . . .

parked cars, then traffic?? Seen it work in other cities.

60. Janine Jacobs

61. Daniel Brown Parked metal boxes are not part of a livable city!

62. Sophie Cassel

63. Austin Smith  More bicycles, less cars, less need for parking.

64, Amber Pollak-
bruce

Charlie
65.
Quavelin

66. Linda Sukop
67. Tom Bisson This is really needed. Thanks for pushing for it.
68. Stephen Furkay

Doug

69. .
Viehmann

70. Louis deRosset

71. Kate Stormfield We desperately need safe and designated bicycle routes through Burlington! Please support this plan.

72. Kate Stormfield We desperately need safe and designated bicycle routes through Burlington! Please support this plan.
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73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79

Sonia DeYoung

Drew Pollak-
Bruce

Erik Brotz
Eric Stormfieid
| am happy to endorse this, but my only concern around the loss of parking spots is making sure that
Shay Totten people with mobility issues - seniors and the disabled in particular - are not impacted by the street parking
space losses. Has there been an analysis to factor that in?
Nate Marshall
Marika Massey-

" Bierman

80.
81.

82.

83.

84.

85,
86.
87.
88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93

Matthew Minor

Martha Hull

Phil

Hammerslough

Scott Connolly

| live in Bilodeau, off East Ave, and regularly use Loomis to get back from downtown (we're senior citizens
and the gentle slope is great), but getting from Church to S Union to get over to Loomis is dangerous!
Especially at night. This Wiggle would provide us with a safe, calm route for biking downtown and back. We
are not students. This would benefit so many Hill residents!

Jeanne Keller

Cindy Cook
Merrick Gillies
Susan Ames
Patricia Seelan
peg boyle
single

Charlotte Norris

Gwendolyn

Looks like a great plan!
Causer 9 P

Ben Emery Safe
Sam

" Damphousse

94.
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.

100.

101.
102.
103.
104.

105.

106.
107.
108.
109.
110.

111

Cindy Wolkin
David Felson
Alice Murphy
Jeremy Bull
Sharyl Green
Lisa Lax

Jonathan
Chapple-Sokol

David Amato  Support biking!
Zak

Emily Vayda

Sarah Wittman

Susan
Eisenstadt

Melissa Seib
Tom Buck Fully in agreement!
Kit Andrews
Rachel Jolly

Make 'livable city’ more than a platitude!

Nancy Hellen  Safe biking options are important for our communities.
Phyllis

" BristowJohnson

112.
113.
114.

Dale Azaria
Molly Langan  This is so needed! Thank you for pursuing it.
Kiera Sauter
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115. Andy Sebranek

116. Emma Cook
Sarah Camille As a daily bicycle commuter who lives in the O.N.E. | am one hundred percent in favor of anything that will

117. Wilson make travel by bicycle safer and more accessible. This will also reduce congestion from vehicular traffic,
which | hope everyone can agree is a good thing for the neighborhood!

Sophia

Donforth

119. Elizabeth Dyer

Arthur
120, Chukhman

121. Dory Cooper
122, Gabe Jackson
123. Talon Drown

124, David . | have reason to visit the ONE often and would like a quiet, safe way to navigate east-west.
Jacobowitz

125. Tyler Van Liew

Susan
126.
Wertheimer

118.

Free street parking is waste of taxpayer investment and should be changed to transit use. This parking is
economic waste. Let the private-sector build parking on private land if there's demand for parking.

128. Mike Wierzbicki

129, Colin Burch

130. Christine Staats

131. Brian Perkins

132. Ronald Meunier

133. Dana Lutters

134. Jj Vandette This is an awesome project!
135. John Oliver | support!!
136. Holly Pedrini

137. Andy Murphy

138. Wayne Senville

127. Paco Defrancis

139. Maea Brandt  The Wiggle is an important addition to amenities Burlington can offer its citizens and students.

Bethany
Whitaker

141. Greg Fanslow
142. Greg Hancock
143. Kari Hancock

140.

144. Skye Ellicock As a bi'king family living in the eastern part of the O.N.E., we would truly love a safer way to bike to the
lake, friends' houses, etc.

145. Lyn Severance

146. Don Schramm

147. Brian Tremback

148. Daniel Albert

149. Mark Hall
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July 18, 2017

Dear DPW Commissioners,
RE: Removal of 10 Parking Spaces on N. Union Street for Bike Lane
BACKGROUND

My partner, Laura Waters, and | own the building at 67 N. Union Street. We apologize for entering this
conversation at what may seem like the 11" hour, but unfortunately we were not made aware of this proposal
until we received a mailing that was sent out on June 30™. Apparently, there were mailings and flyers
distributed on May 17" and June 12th, but for some reason, we, as property owners, were not included in those
efforts. As a result we were unaware of the June 20" meeting and were unable to participate in the early stages
of this planning process.

Just to be clear, we are avid bicyclists and strong proponents of creating improved cycling corridors within our
city. | have been involved in discussions regarding the removal of cars from our city streets since the mid 70’s
and would love to see Burlington’s streets cleared of parked cars. | can imagine how much more open and
livable our neighborhoods would be without all the parked cars, but they are our current reality. Until we
develop alternate transportation systems and lifestyles car-centric living is all of our reality and removing 10
parking spaces from a densely populated residential area will create hardship and less safety for the residents
who are impacted by the removed parking.

Over many, many years North Union Street has been developed as a high density housing area. The housing is
very well maintained and provides high quality housing to young professionals and students. Between Grant
and Loomis Streets alone, there are approximately 50 apartment units and more than 100 bedrooms
surrounded by already limited parking (including Grant Street which is Resident Only Parking).

COMMENTS & DISCUSSION OF PROPOSALS

I requested and received a copy of the Commission Packet from Chapin last Friday. We have had an opportunity
to review the materials and would like to address the following:

1. We recognize that there has been significant review and planning that has gone into this proposal, and
while we support the development of the ONE Greenway, we strongly urge the Commission to not
adopt the recommendation to remove vehicle parking between Grant and Loomis Streets, at least not at
this time. We believe that there are opportunities for alternate designs that can support the
development of the ONE Greenway without displacing this parking. We hope that the Commission will
consider postponing approval of this plan to provide time for those of us who have not yet had the
opportunity to participate to do so; to provide for the needs of the affected residents; and to encourage
staff to revisit and develop alternate proposals that support the ONE Greenway.



2. The 27 Google survey results that were discovered after the June 2017 meeting clearly indicate the
concerns, including safety, which the affected residents have with regard to the loss of parking in this
very congested neighborhood. Out of the over 34 responses included in the DPW packet, only 4
responses were positive and none were from residents who live in the impacted area. Also note that
the negative responses are not against the ONE but rather only reacting to the loss of critical parking.

3. Alternatives 3 & 4 in the report - Creating a 2 way protected bike lane and/or reconstructing the curb
line are discussed as possibilities but are rejected either because they are “Outside the scope of a Quick
Build Project” or part of the long term vision for the area. While we support the development of the
One Greenway our hope is that the city does not take away parking for the sake of expediency or cost.
This decision has a major impact on residents’ lives and should only be implemented if there are no
viable alternatives. This is not a last resort situation and | will outline but a few possible alternate
solutions that support both the One Greenway and the neighborhood it goes through.

4. Alternative 6 in the report - While reconstruction of curb lines is not within the “Quick Build”
framework, this option should be considered as part of the planning for this bikeway. With thisin mind,
a short term compromise solution that works until curbing work can be implemented can help move this
project forward positively.

5. Alternative 7 in the report - Shared parking arrangements are a great option but off street parking
spaces in this neighborhood are also very limited and unless the city is prepared to allow greater lot
coverage there is no room for additional off street parking. Additionally, creating new off street parking
will contribute as much or more storm water runoff as widening the street would.

6. Alternative 8 in the report - Other parking opportunities have been identified by staff. This is fantastic!
Parking is sorely needed and if there is the opportunity to implement the One Greenway AND add some
parking that is a WIN WIN instead of a WIN LOOSE. Please act on this opportunity.

ALTERNATE PROPOSALS
Alternatives not discussed in the packet:

a. Have the west bound bike lane on Loomis Street {the Downhill Path) turn left on Green St, right
on Hickock Place, and then right on North Union St. This would enable the One Greenway to
utilize the existing north bound bike lane on N. Union St and eliminate the need for any counter
flow travel. While this adds approximately 600 feet of additional travel to the path, both Green
St and Hickock Pl are lightly traveled residential streets and are very pleasant to bike on. See

map below.
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Alternate west bound bike path utilizing existing N Union St bike lane.

b. Between Grant and Loomis merge the north bound vehicle and bike lanes to provide room for
the south bound bike lane. Merged bike travel exists effectively in the north bound travel lane
of Pine St., one of the busiest streets in Burlington. Below are 3 possible configurations that
could accomplish this. If properly marked it could also be a traffic calming feature on the street.
This option could be implemented as a short term solution which would fit within the “Quick
Build” framework and allow the project to move ahead while the long term issues mentioned
above are addressed and worked out.

L
N. Union St looking north at Grant St. Travel and Bike lanes share north corridor {like Pine St.) to Loomis. Parking provides a buffer
between south bound cyclists and north bound traffic.
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N. Union St looking north at Grant St. Travel and Bike fanes share north corridor {like Pine St.} to Loomis. South bound cyclists adjacent to
north bound traffic.

N. Union St looking north at Grant St. Parking moved to the East side of N Union providing traffic calming. Travel and Bike lanes share
north corridor (like Pine St.) to Loomis. South bound cyclists adjacent to north bound traffic.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we urge the Commission to postpone final approval of the recommendation to remove 10 parking
spaces on N. Union Street and encourage staff to work with the neighbors directly impacted by this parking loss

to try to develop a mutually acceptable bikeway solution.
Thank you for your consideration,

Lawrence Smith and Laura Waters
67 N. Union Street



Anna Wyner

From: Nicole Losch

Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2017 12:44 PM
To: Anna Wyner

Subject: FW: O.N.E. "Wiggle"!

For the project file.

Nicole Losch, PTP

Senior Transportation Planner

ph 802.865.5833 :: f 802.863.0466 :: nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov
645 Pine Street Suite A, Burlington VT 05401 ::
www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

From: Amy Cudney [mailto:amyc@gearx.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 9:55 PM

To: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>; James Barr <jbarr@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jeffrey Padgett
<jpadgett@burlingtonvt.gov>; Solveig Overby <soverbv@burlingtonvi.gov>; Justine Sears <jsears@burlingtonvt.gov>;
Christopher Gillman <cgiliman@burlingtonvt.gov>; Tiki-Jon Archambeau <tarchambeau@ burlingtonvt.gov>; Robert
Alberry <ralberrv@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: O.N.E. "Wiggle"!

Dear members of the Public Works Commission,

I am sorry I will not be able to join you Wednesday, July 19th to share my excitement about the proposed
O.N.E. "Wiggle."

[ live in the O.N.E. on Walnut Street and so appreciate that this bike route will therefore allow me and my
children to have a safer way to bike either to Battery Park (for concerts or Beansies!) or up the hill toward UVM
(or the very fun playground at Mater Christi).

When biking alone, my kids still often opt to ride on the sidewalk in many parts of the city due to their
uncertainty about whether cars will welcome them on the road.

I am delighted by each new section of bike path we carve out of our busy city streets.

Thanks in advance for your support of this terrific little piece of bike thoughtfulness.

Yours,

Amy Cudney

116 Walnut Street

802-865-7667

Please note that this communication and any response to it will be maintained as a public record and may be
subject to disclosure under the Vermont Public Records Act.



