From: lan Stokes

Sent: Thursday, December 5, 2019 2:37 PM

To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>; Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jonathan Slason
<Jonathan.Slason@rsginc.com>

Subject: Bike lanes and parking spaces on Winooski Avenue

Hello Bryan, Nicole, and Jonathan,

| hope I'm not too late to express my support for the current plan proposed by the Winooski Avenue
Transportation Study Team.

I'd like to address specifically the question of parking spaces on Winooski Avenue: If the infrastructure
improvements result in more people traveling by bicycle on Winooski Avenue then fewer people will be
driving and wanting to park their cars (parked bikes take up much less

space!)

Personally I'm an example - every week | travel to Old Spokes Home at the north end of the Avenue - by
bicycle, or in winter by mixed-mode (I put my bicycle on the Link Bus). If | didn't use my bike I'd be using
a parking space. Winooski Avenue is a key component of my bike route from the ONE to the Bus Depot,
City Market and other downtown destinations.

The more people travel safely by bicycle the fewer parking spots will be required, along with many other
benefits. The infrastructure improvements under consideration will be an important contribution to
encouraging more bicycle use and making it safer.

Thank you for your consideration and for your efforts to improve safety for all modes along Winooski
Ave.

Sincerely,
lan Stokes
Richmond, VT

From: J. G.

Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2020 2:59 PM
To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>
Subject: Re: no winooski ave

Sir, I am still very concerned about losing the parking places for our tenets. There has never
been, in the apartments' history have these had off-street parking. Tenants have always need
the street. It is imperative to our financial stability to retain them. Is there a way for us to
petition to have the remaining parking be "residential only' ? i NEED to get in front of this and
the city representatives will not visit the site or address my concerns.

Jeff Gilbert



132 n. winooski ave

From: Matthew Vaughan

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2020 11:58 PM

To: Nicole Losch <nlosch@burlingtonvt.gov>; Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>; Maxwell Tracy
<mtracy@burlingtonvt.gov>; bpine@burlingtonvt.gov; Perri Freeman <pfreeman@burlingtonvt.gov>;
miro@burlingtonvt.gov; kpaul@burlingtonvt.gov; Erik Brown Brotz <erik@burlingtontelecom.net>
Subject: Support for bike lanes on Winooski Ave

Dear Winooski Ave study partners and city representatives,

| am writing to express my support for the plan to remove on-street parking to create dedicated bike
lanes on Winooski Ave, as presented at the October 22, 2019 meeting | attended. If anything, this plan
does not go far enough to remove on-street parking and form the backbone of a safe, low-stress,
protected bike lane network as planned in PlanBTV Walk-Bike (adopted by City Council in 2017). | also
support the proposed changes to the downtown section suggested by LocalMotion.

My strong support for bike infrastructure stems from a concern for the safety of my neighbors and my
family. The Winooski Ave study team has developed a reasonable proposal that compromises well on
multiple issues. The proposal can be implemented quickly and inexpensively to remedy a currently
unsafe traffic pattern. | hope you will agree that this public street should be used for moving people
safely, not storing unused private property.

Sincerely,
Matthew Vaughan
36 Walnut St

From: Greg EplerWood

Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2020 4:45 PM

To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>

Subject: Suggestion submission & 3D map problem

Dear Bryan Davis,

I have spent some time looking at the PDF plan for South Winooski between Pearl and King, and have
annotated the Bank and Main Streets intersections on the attached.

I'll try to make the Tuesday meeting; however, would these be too late in the process to be
considered? I've not been able to participate in the previous meetings, and | feel strongly about my two
observations, which I'd like to be heard and discussed.

Also, | find the 3D app not very useful, as the cross streets are not labeled, as far as | can see. If they do
have labels, what do | have to select to see them?



Best,
Greg

Greg EplerWood
369 South Union Street
Burlington, VT 05401

[PROJECT FILE NOTE: GREG’S COMMENTS ARE FOR THE PLAN SUBMITTED BY A CITIZEN GROUP:]






From: Aaron Collette <ACollette@burlingtonvt.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 27, 2020 3:57 PM

To: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>

Cc: Barry Simays <BSimays@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: Winooski Avenue Enhanced Proposal - Fire Comments

Nicole,

Thank you again for reaching out. Here are our comments for the redesign that you send us late last
week. We only saw changes for the section of South Winooski Avenue, were there any changes to the
proposal for North Winooski Avenue? If so, please be sure to include us in that conversation.

Let me know if you need anything else.

Aaron J. Collette, EFO

Deputy Chief of Operations
Burlington Fire Department

Burlington, Vermont 05401



Thank you for allowing the fire department to actively participate in the evaluation of the
alternative proposal [or the Winooski Avenue corridor project. The leadership team here
at Fire had the opportunity to review the alternative proposal (forwarded from your office
via e-mail on Thursday, January 23, 2020). As you know, this corridor is a busy area for
us. As a historical point of reference, the Burlington Fire Department sees approximately
cight thousand emergency responsc unit movements by apparatus housed at Fire Station
One, 136 South Winooski Avenue, each year.

We have several concerns with the new proposal and wish to share them with your office.
We note the updated proposal did not include any design elements for North Winooski
Avenue (north of Pearl Street). In order to provide a methodical response, our concerns
will be addressed from the intersection of Pearl Street at South Winooski Avenue, working
southerly toward Main Street. We will highlight each concern on the map (attached) with
a number to correspond to our comments.

Comments:

1. We support the addition of the bike turning boxes at South Winooski Avenue and
Pearl Street. This helps push the stop line back a bit, alfording our apparatus with
the ability to negotiate the intersection without cars parked into the intersection or
crosswalk.

2. The inclusion of physical barricrs on the proposed median will adversely impact
the navigation of emergency vehicles - this middle lane area is the primary means
for apparatus operators to navigate the vehicles who are complying with 23 V.S.A
1050.

3. The stamped median may posc limited issues for fire - however the addition of the
planters will severely impact the ability for emergency vehicles to navigate South
Winooski Avenue northbound. Most of the time - this center line of the road is the
way the fire department is able to navigate the traffic on this street.

4. The inclusion ol physical barriers to create the protected bike lane prohibits traffic
from pulling to the right to allow emergency vehicles to proceed. In this proposal,



6.

there are numerous locations where physical barriers are present both in the median
and in the curb (protected bike lane). If any barriersare to be used, they should be
low profile and mountable by civilianand emergency vehicles.

In order for fire apparatus to turn right onto Buell Street while traveling northbound
on South Winooski Avenue, our apparatus must utilize the oncoming (southbound)
lane of South Winooski Avenue to navigate the tight corner created by the parking
spaces which line Buell Street. The addition of these physical barriers will prohibit
fire apparatus from accessing this high risk residential neighborhood.

These bump outs (on Bank Street) will prohibit fire apparatus from turning right
onto South Winooski Avenue without entering the northbound lane of fraffic.
Furthermore, the addition of physical barriers, such as planters will physically
prohibit apparatus from making this turn, as we cannot navigate into the northbound
lane if the planters are blocking us.

Some consideration should be made to make this a right turn only exit from City
Market - This is a high source of congestion for the Fire Department during
responses as traffic backs up while waiting for vehicles to try to turn left while
exiting the City Market parking lot. Maybe there is a way to move the Bank Street
traffic light more southerly to include the exit from the City Market lot?

This area is currently used several times a day by GMTA as a drop off and pick up
location for Howard Center Clients with disabilities who are accessing 102 South
Winooski Avenue. The addition of planters would prohibit vehicles from being
able to navigate around these stopped transportation vehicles. We would support
any modification that would allow GMTA or other transport services to move out
of the travel lane to load/unload clients.

The inclusion of physical barriersto create the protected bike lane prohibits traffic
from pulling to the right to allow emergency vehicles to proceed. We see
significant problems with the inclusion of the protected bike lane on the curb side
of the strect and the inclusion of planters in the median — especially here in front of
Fire Station One. The proposal does not appear to take into consideration the high
volume of traffic that is ofien stopped in front of the fire station, especially during
the afternoon rush hour. If any barriers are to be used, they should be low profile
and mountable by civilian and emergency vehicles.

. These bump outs will inhibit the ladder truck housed at Fire Station One from

turning right down Main Street off’ South Winooski or right onto South Winooski
from Main Street, Planters at this corner (South Winooski and Main) further
obstruct our apparatus from turning this often tight and congested corner.

BFD — Winooski Avenue 2






From: Kirsten Merriman Shapiro <kmerrimanshapiro@getahome.org>
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2020 6:45 PM

To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>

Subject: Winooski Avenue Corridor Study

Hi, Bryan

Thanks for speaking with me earlier today regarding the Purpose and Need Statement for the project
and forwarding the links - Section 1 of the FINAL Existing Conditions Report (August 6, 2019) » includes
the corridor vision, as does each public and PAC presentation, including the Meeting Presentation »
from the November public meeting (see slides 5-7). | do not see any explicit reference to
undergrounding of utilities, which will likely pose a problem for any of the long-term undergrounding
referenced in the implementation plan to be cost shared by federal funding.

Please include the following as Champlain Housing Trusts’ concerns about the removal of on-street
parking particularly in the segment between Pearl Street and Riverside Avenue along the corridor to the
email comments received. The comments were submitted at the November 13, 2019 meeting but
show up in meeting notes not in any of the links under public comments from that evening.

It appears that in the short term that the implementation plan will remove about % of the on street
parking between Pearl Street and Riverside Avenue along the corridor. This is of great concern not only
for the businesses along this portion of the corridor that have struggled for many years to become
stable and successful, but also for residents.

Champlain Housing Trusts’ Concerns re: Winooski Avenue Corridor Study
Since the early 1990’s, CHT has made significant community investments in the Greater
Archibald Intervale Neighborhood, which includes North Winooski Avenue. The
Foodshelf (now Feeding Chittenden), Legal Aid, the Multi- Gen Center (now Children’s
Space and Outright), Thelma Maple Coop, the Bright Street Coop, the Bus Barns, George
Little Park, Pathways, and numerous other rental and homeownership properties on
Winooski Ave were all initiated by CHT as community investments. We are likely the
largest single land and property owner on the street.

Over time, others have followed and the street is now transformed with restaurants,
retail and neighborhood and regional services, a pretty eclectic mix that serves the
neighborhood as well as people who travel a distance.

There is no public parking available other than on street parking. Only two or three
properties have spaces available for visitors. The reduction of on street parking without
significant off street public parking options will have a negative impact on non-profits



and business along this part of the corridor. The table below expresses the walking
distances between locations and public parking opportunities existing in the downtown
as no large public parking opportunities exist in the old north end outside of the
downtown garages.

Complete Streets requires the balancing the right of way for all modes of
transportation. The plans for the section of Winooski Avenue north of North Street
espoused in the near term improvements in the Winooski Avenue Corridor Study does
not do that. The current off —street public parking presents challenges for folks with
mobility impairments, children and everyone in the winter.

Origination Location Off-street Public Parking Walking times
Locations

Community Health Center at Church Street Marketplace ~19 minutes

Riverside and Winooski Avenues | Garage

Community Health Center at Lakeview Garage ~22 minutes

Riverside and Winooski Avenues

Drifter’s Café and Bar at Church Street Marketplace ~9 minutes

Winooski Avenue and North Garage

Street

Drifter’s Café and Bar at Lakeview Garage ~14 minutes

Winooski Avenue and North

Street

An article by the DC Policy Center “The demographics of walking and biking to work tell
yet another story of gentrification” found that “Policies that promote walking, biking,
and living near public transit do not offer relief from these trends, as the most
economically vulnerable residents of the city live too far from their places of work to
walk or bike.” And “that transit-oriented development programs can create social
inequities and increase the pace of gentrification.....”
https://www.dcpolicycenter.org/publications/the-demographics-of-walking-and-biking-to-work/
. This is one of numerous other articles about class, race and gentrification that should
give planners pause before pursuing this concept.

Also can you please tell me why the parking management plan was not completed as part of this study?

Also is there any off-street public parking adjacent to the north end of the corridor that could be used
for public parking or construction of public parking ?

Please confirm final numbers for parking to be retained and parking to be removed in the segment
between Pearl Street and Riverside Avenue.



Thanks -kms

Kirsten Merriman Shapiro
Project Development Specialist
Champlain Housing Trust

(802) 861-7308 direct

(802) 862-6244 main

88 King Street

Burlington, Vermont 05401

From: Erik Hoekstra <ehoekstra@redstonevt.com>

Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 12:36 PM

To: Jack Hanson <jhanson@burlingtonvt.gov>; Maxwell Tracy <mtracy@burlingtonvt.gov>; Franklin
Paulino <fpaulino@burlingtonvt.gov>

Cc: Nicole Losch <NLosch@burlingtonvt.gov>; Joan Shannon <jshannon@burlingtonvt.gov>; Perri
Freeman <pfreeman@burlingtonvt.gov>; Adam Roof <ARoof@burlingtonvt.gov>; Ali Dieng
<adieng@burlingtonvt.gov>; Karen Paul <kpaul@burlingtonvt.gov>; Chip Mason
<cmason@burlingtonvt.gov>; Kurt Wright <kwright@burlingtonvt.gov>; Brian Pine
<bpine@burlingtonvt.gov>; Sharon Bushor <sbushor@burlingtonvt.gov>; Phillip Peterson
<ppeterson@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: TEUC - Winooski Avenue Resolution

Importance: High

TEUC Members and others-

| will be unable to attend the TEUC meeting this evening due to family obligations. | write today to
respectfully request that the language of the proposed resolution for the potential changes to the
Winooski Avenue corridor be modified. The resolution is drafted in a way that calls for a Parking
Management Plan to be completed in 2020, but presupposes that the results of the Parking
Management Plan will support removal of nearly half of the existing on-street parking on the entire
stretch of North Winooski Avenue from Riverside to Pearl Street in 2021. Constituents in this part of the
city are incredibly concerned about the potential loss of on-street parking, a resource that residents,
businesses, non-profit organizations and visitors have come to rely on. While the Parking Management
Plan may be adequate to address the significant concerns of constituents in the North Winooski Avenue
corridor, assuming that it will be sufficient at this stage is premature. My suggestion is that language is
added to the resolution calling for the Parking Management Plan to be evaluated and vetted with
additional public participation prior to any removal of on-street parking in the corridor.

Thank you for your consideration. -Erik

Erik J. Hoekstra | Managing Partner | Redstone

Mailing Address | P.O. Box 790 | Burlington, VT 05402
Physical Address | 100 Bank Street | Suite 200 | Burlington, VT
P. 802.658.7400 | F. 802.860.3594 | M. 802.363.5165



www.redstonevt.com | ehoekstra@redstonevt.com

From: Alex Bunten <alexb@bbavt.org>
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2020 12:48 PM
To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>

Cc: Jeff Nick <jeff@jeffnick.com>

Subject: New design ideas —

Hi Bryan,

Below are some comments from the Chair of the Church Street Marketplace, Jeff Nick, about the new
design ideas related to Main to Pearl. Please enter them into the public input process. Feel free to reach
out to Jeff directly if you have any comment about his concerns (CC'd).

See you this evening.
Alex

A few months ago the Marketplace commission voted to oppose the proposed changes to South
Winooski Ave.. The link below brings you to a more detailed plan of the proposed changes between
Main St. and Pearl St.

Given the current traffic counts on South Winooski Ave. and Main St. | can assure you that this plan is
completely unworkable and would be a disaster for Church St., surrounding businesses, visitors,
shoppers and residents alike.

Briefly here are my initial concerns:

e Currently South Winooski Ave. supports two (2) lanes of traffic in both directions and already
has traffic backup at peak times. | have seen traffic backup all the way between Bank St. and the
Fire Station

¢ Narrowing and eliminating traffic lanes will naturally cause traffic to back up more often and to
a greater degree.

e Restricting left hand turns onto Bank St. will disrupt shoppers from accessing parking garages
especially when the Marketplace garage is full.

e With access to Bank St. eliminated, north bound traffic turning left onto Cherry will increase.
However this plan only always for 70 feet for left hand turning traffic onto Cherry St. which will
cause instant gridlock especially when narrow lanes, snowy weather, trucks and buses are taken
into account.



e Bus stops will either have to be moved off South Winooski Ave. or traffic will back up
significantly without the ability to travelling around the stopped bus.

e Restricting access to City Market will cause significant traffic backups.

e  Currently the SST vans double park in front of the Howard Center south of City Market. This
practice will need to stop or cause severe traffic backups.

e The “bump-outs” will restrict truck turning movements again causing traffic to back up.

e Eliminating the right hand turn lane on Main St. will cause traffic to backup Main St..

And finally, the city does not have the capacity to maintain 40 planters.

Jeff Nick

Church Street Marketplace Commission, Chair
29 Church Street

Burlington, VT 05401

802-876-6923

jeff@jeffnick.com

From: Matt Walker

Sent: Friday, January 31, 2020 10:56 AM
To: Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>
Subject: Burlington parking plans

Hi Bryan,

I am sure you have gotten hundreds of emails like this one but as an employee at the Community Health
Center | just wanted to echo the concerns with the parking proposal. If we were to lose free parking
spots in the vicinity by our building that would have a negative effect on both our staff and

patients. Thank you for listening.

Matt Walker

From: Jason Van Driesche

Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2020 10:31 AM

To: Miro Weinberger <miro@burlingtonvt.gov>; Chapin Spencer <cspencer@burlingtonvt.gov>; Max
Tracy <mtracy@burlingtonvt.gov>

Cc: Jack Hanson <jhanson@burlingtonvt.gov>; Franklin Paulino <fpaulino@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jordan
Redell <jredell@burlingtonvt.gov>; Steven Locke <slocke@burlingtonvt.gov>; Erik Brown Brotz
<erik@burlingtontelecom.net>; Allegra Williams <allegra442 @gmail.com>; Laura Jacoby
<laura@oldspokeshome.com>; Liam Griffin <liamgriffin@me.com>; Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>;



Jonathan Slason <Jonathan.Slason@rsginc.com>
Subject: update re conversation with Fire Chief about Winooski Ave

Miro, Chapin, and Max,

I'm writing you with an update on my conversation with Chief Locke (along with the deputy chief and
the fire marshal) about the proposal for an "enhanced" 5-lane configuration for Winooski Avenue
through downtown. It was a very productive conversation, and | think we have a way forward that
significantly improves bike safety over the current version of the preferred alternative while allowing for
emergency vehicle access.

The key thing | learned in the meeting was that, while the fire department is strongly opposed to
anything vertical in the median, they have no problem with vertical protection for the bike lanes (i.e,
bollards). In this context, | then proposed and Chief Locke said he had no issue with the following:

¢ The exact same "enhanced" design that what we submitted, but...
e No planters in the 6' median, wherever it occurs -- just red-painted asphalt (stamped with a
brick pattern, if that is possible).

While this offers reduced protection for people crossing mid-block on foot, it still is better than the 10'-
10'-10' three lane configuration (in that the 6' median is space between travel lanes, not a travel lane).

(And when the street is repaved in 2 years, the stamped asphalt median could be replaced with a raised
concrete median, so long as it was mountable. The chief said he would be fine with that. And at that
point, the bike lanes could be raised as well, with a similar mountable design.)

We are pleased and excited to have found a way to preserve much of the value of the proposal that we
submitted, while honoring the need for emergency access on this key downtown street. We hope that
this is useful for you as you move forward on refining the design.

Best,
Jason

From: Aaron Collette <ACollette@burlingtonvt.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2020 9:07 AM

To: jvandriesche@gmail.com

Cc: Miro Weinberger <miro@burlingtonvt.gov>; Chapin Spencer <cspencer@burlingtonvt.gov>; Maxwell
Tracy <mtracy@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jack Hanson <jhanson@burlingtonvt.gov>; Franklin Paulino
<fpaulino@burlingtonvt.gov>; Jordan Redell <jredell@burlingtonvt.gov>; Steven Locke
<slocke@burlingtonvt.gov>; erik@burlingtontelecom.net; allegra442 @gmail.com;
laura@oldspokeshome.com; liamfriffin@me.com; Bryan Davis <bdavis@ccrpcvt.org>;
johnathan.Slason@rsginc.com; Barry Simays <BSimays@burlingtonvt.gov>

Subject: Clarity on Burlington Fire Department input for Winooski Avenue



Jason,

Good morning.

Chief Locke, Fire Marshal Simays, and | reviewed the e-mail which you sent on Sunday, February 9, 2020
to the above group. We wanted to provide a level of clarity from our perspective of Friday’s

meeting. You may find our response in the attached letter.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron J. Collette, EFO

Deputy Chief of Operations

Burlington Fire Department

Burlington, Vermont o5401



Thank you for meeting with Chief Locke, Fire Marshal Simays, and myself last Friday to discuss
the proposed Winooski Avenue confliguration. We appreciate the time that you and Connor gave
to us to allow us to explain some of the challenges with ensuring emergency vehicle access
across our City,

Chief Locke forwarded my office a copy of an e-mail that you drafted on Sunday regarding our
mecting and asked that [ review it. While there are items that are accurate, such as the Fire
Department strongly opposing anything vertical in the median, there are inaccuracies that should
be addressed.

Qur first point of clarity, is the Fire Department does not support the “exact” same “enhanced”
design that was submitted. If you remember correctly we have serious concerns about the center
turning lane configuration along South Winooski Avenue. We are concerned that without the
inclusion of traffic preemption (signal controls) and modification of the lengths of the center
turning lane configuration, traffic flow will impact [irc department access. We expressed our
concern with the proposed bollard spacing on the protected bike lanes in the “enhanced” design,
that traffic sitting in que will not have an area to pull to the right to allow emergency vehicles to
pass on the left. The “enhanced” design appears to have bollard spacing around fifteen feet
apart. This will not accommeodate the large amount of commercial vehicle traffic (delivery
trucks) that frequent the street, [ believe that you said the bollard spacing was supposed to be
thirty feet, which is not reflected in the “enhanced” design.

Additionally, the Fire Department does not support any median divider that would not be
mountable by emergency vehicles. As we shared in our discussion on Friday, the Fire
Department utilizes the center of the roadway as our primary travel lane while responding to
emergencies. This allows traffic to pull to the right of their lane to allow us to pass.

We would further like to clarify, that we are not in favor of vertical bollards as the preferred
method of providing protection to the dedicated bike lane. 1 felt we were more supportive of



your suggestion (as referenced in your email) that the bike lane be a raised lane toward the
greenbelt that featured a mountable curb that deters drivers [rom driving on that lane. We cited
the potential damage that vertical bollards cause to vehicles that come in contact with them and
the public hesitation to pull to the right to allow emergency vehicles to pass, given the tight
spacing between the bollards.

Finally, we want to share that, while we may not have specifically addressed intersection bump
outs in our meeting on Friday, we have opposition to the current configuration of bump out
design that were included in the “enhanced” design. These concerns relate to the ability for our
larger fire apparatus to navigate the corners.

We remain committed to public, pedestrian, and bicycle safety and look forward to working with
the City design team as the project moves forward, ensuring that our concerns are accurately
represented from our perspective.

Sincerely,

/
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y. /A
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Adfron J. Qolletic
Deputy Chief of Operations
Burlington Fire Department




