
Sections Page User name Comment Comment Type Municipality Response
Chapter 1 2 Darren Schibler 1 Watershed Health chapter actually starts on p. 45, not p. 46. Konveio Staff

Chapter 1 8 Jacki Murphy weird formatting issue due to r/l justification...can spacing be manually adjusted? Konveio Colchester

18 Jacki Murphy delete "in" Konveio Colchester

18 Jacki Murphy remove extra comma? Konveio Colchester

18 Jacki Murphy needs a "but" or some other word here Konveio Colchester

19 Jacki Murphy healthy? Konveio Colchester

19 Jacki Murphy replace of with or? Konveio Colchester

22 Jacki Murphy add "than" Konveio Colchester

23 Jak Tiano This number makes absolutely no sense relative to the housing targets. We're aiming to add 30k+ homes by 2050, and expecting the 

population to increase by 15k from 2020? It seems the justification for keeping this old target is because we haven't seen much growth over 

the past 8 years, and yet we are also acknowledging that the reason we haven't seen growth is because of massive housing and economic 

bottlenecks---which this plan also hopes to ease? The population projection of 183k would be a dramatic slowdown of regional growth, from 

+11%, +7%, +7.5% over the past three decades, down to a sub-3% growth over each of the next three decades. To me, this feels like you're 

reading a significantly housing-constrained slowdown as a signal that population is leveling off, instead of a temporary response to demand 

shock coming out of the pandemic. 

The comment at the bottom about the different methodology of the VHFA study reads to me like CCRPC staff think that the methodology of 

the VHFA report is wrong, and yet there is rapidly growing consensus that their housing demand approach is the necessary path to take. The 

state of Vermont is struggling to survive right now, and every major sector points to housing (and thus, population) growth as the key limiting 

factor, from construction, to health care, to education. If the CCRPC is basing its growth forecasts on outdated models that have kept our 

planning efforts small and constraining, I worry that we're setting ourselves up to fail at our other goals, and will continue to see cost of living 

soar and quality/access to services go down. 2026 is not the time to be conservative about how we imagine the future. 

In a very real sense, the plans we make define the future we find ourselves in. A plan based on this anemic level of growth is a plan that 

*expects* cost of living to keep rising, young people to keep leaving, and a population to stagnate and begin to decline. I don't think that's 

what we should be aiming for.

Konveio Burlington

23 Nolan Rogers So the population in 2025 is 10,000 greater than 10 years ago (Figure 2), but we don't think the population will add another 10,000 for the 

next 25 years? How does that make sense? This would suggest that we should NOT use the 2018 forecasts. 

Konveio Burlington

40 Sylvia pesticide use to control invasives or manage landscapes, Konveio

56 Nolan Rogers This does directly oppose climate goals outline in this same ECOS plan. Konveio Burlington

62 Nolan Rogers Is this map poor quality? It could just be my computer but it may need to be higher definition in a future draft Konveio Burlington

64 Nolan Rogers Formatting/justification edit required for final draft Konveio Burlington

65 Darren Schibler This text is still highlighted Konveio Staff

70 Darren Schibler 2 Planning Practices is Ch. 1, not Ch. 3 Konveio Staff

71 Nolan Rogers Does complete streets need to be defined? Probably not since this is a tool to be used by the planning agencies, but friendly comment in 

case it needs to be defined here or previously or in an appendix. 

Konveio Burlington

71 Leo Part of our housing crisis is municipalities' slow walking or refusing to enact policies that result in more housing being built. This would 

require a significant change in policy, but shifting away from "targets" and towards mandates could do a lot of good.

Konveio

71 Nick Rohn Investing in walkability and bikeability are great for helping ensure areas for growth can grow sustainably, but even in areas of relative 

density, people will need to move great distances. A specific callout for encouraging studies or discussions on light-rail in the context of 

urban growth in city centers, for example, would help create a more grounded, stated goal of transit-oriented development (e.g. reviving the 

beloved Burlington streetcar).

Konveio

71 Nick Rohn It may help to frame as 'reach, or even exceed,' since we've aligned that we're using the 2018 forecasts, and that those forecasts are 

extremely conservative (even slightly worrying) in terms of population growth.

Konveio

72 Nolan Rogers Potential formatting/text justification change Konveio Burlington

74 Nick Rohn The focus on zero-emission vehicles and weatherization of homes, which both constructive efforts of reducing FFs, seem lackluster 

compared to the monumental task of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to any non-trivial level. How can this program more generally have 

planners ask wholistic questions about solving the climate crisis (among others) with a greater sense of urgency? For example, I'm not 

seeing any recommendations of how we're reduce FF-using ICE personal vehicles/miles travelled.

Konveio

74 Nolan Rogers 1 Are these less progressive goals than in the 2018 ecos plan? Konveio Burlington

74 Nolan Rogers What happens to decision makers when any of these goals in the plan are not met? Anything? Looking forward to discussion in the meetings. Konveio Burlington

80 Nick Rohn Electric vehicles are insufficient and a stop-gap solution used by the car industry to continue eliciting sales during a declining age. Please 

can we open the conversation to electric light-rail which would be a permanent green solution bringing true Transit-Oriented Development to 

our great state?

Konveio

80 Nick Rohn In 2026 - do we need to say anything about percentage of grid being consumed by data centers? The East coasts' grid is becoming 

increasingly fragile as data centers continue to eat up all available electricity in the areas they're built.

Konveio

80 Leo I'd argue that we shouldn't be encouraging any parking of any kind- greenwashed parking is still parking, and we should be trying to reduce the 

amount of parking in our communities in favor of active and public transportation.

Konveio

80 Nolan Rogers Is this equitable on a cost basis? Understanding that to own/use an EV requires significant money, can we make sure that at least as much 

money is going into mode shifting as is going into electric vehicle incentives?

Konveio Burlington

80 Nolan Rogers From a land use perspective, is incentivizing parking for many of the wealthiest vehicle owners a priority? Is this the best use of that space? Konveio Burlington

80 Nolan Rogers Especially in downtown areas with high value/sqft, maybe we shouldn't be incentivizing people who own vehicles (let alone often the 

wealthiest in that category) at all

Konveio Burlington

81 Leo I'm well aware that this is a political 3rd rail- but nuclear should at least be mentioned as a potential, long-term option. Konveio

81 Jak Tiano For what its worth, I hear more people say "I know other people don't like this but I support it" than I hear people saying "I don't support this". I 

know that there are definitely people out there and that their feelings are strong, but I wonder if we are not collectively staying away from a 

reasonable solution out of fear of conflict with a small group that is just loud.

Konveio Burlington

81 Jak Tiano Especially given the current status of our global transition away from fossil fuels. I think time has run out to be "purists" about nuclear, and 

that rational minds can see that all energy generation options have pros/cons, and that the cons of a slower transition from FF dramatically 

outweigh the cons of bringing more nuclear online (at least, from my perspective).

Konveio Burlington

82 Nolan Rogers 1 Is page 81 supposed to be blank? Konveio Burlington

85 Nolan Rogers 1 Can we add concrete, well-defined goals for ridership as a total percentage and for headways/routes as was done in the 2018 plan? Konveio Burlington

86 Jak Tiano I do not think that roadway capacity expansions should be a part of our regional plan. This entire page is basically outlining a story that says 

"we've become over-reliant on cars for transportation, we are already over capacity, and our infrastructure decisions have been pushing 

more people into SOVs over time", and then with a straight face say that 1) we should focus on expanding intersection capacity to alleviate 

traffic and 2) that this would even help? We've seen this story before countless times around the country, and we know how induced demand 

works. If we speed up intersections, the SOV ratio will continue to go up, and that added capacity will go right back to the same congestion 

equilibrium. Traffic demand grows (and shrinks) until the "friction" hits a balance point, meaning that congestion will be a permanent feature 

of the transportation landscape, and trying to mitigate it is a fools errand. 

Konveio Burlington



87 Nolan Rogers 1 Is page 86 supposed to be blank? Konveio Burlington

88 Jak Tiano Again, the fact that investing in intersection congestion is number 2 on this list is frustrating and unhelpful. Konveio Burlington

88 Joe Segale Consider adding an action related to improving the resilience of the transportation system to floods and other climate change impacts. Konveio Huntington

88 Jak Tiano I can't find any details on what modeling CCRPC uses for transportation, but I would hope that we are trying to push to more innovative 

understandings of transportation *choice* modeling, using either agent-based models, or some degree of integrated choice and latent 

variable modelling (ICLV) to actually capture the reasons people make transportation mode choices. The transportation story in Chittenden 

County is one of "we need to grow our population, and want to lower the cost of living, and eliminate transportation emissions", and this is 

fundamentally going to require us moving away from a "Predict and Provide" transportation planning approach, where we say "oh more 

people are driving and that's causing intersection congestion so we have to increase intersection capacity", and instead move to a "Decide 

and Provide" strategy that says "the only way we'll meet population, cost of living, and climate targets is if SOV mode share drops to 30% by 

2040, which means transit and active transportation need to be at X%, and we need to model out what frequency/cost/safety improvements 

need to be made for people to make the decision to switch". Fundamentally: if we keep *improving* the movement of cars, trying to make 

them faster and easier to use, this is directly contradictory to the goal of mode share change. Why does SOV use keep going up? Because we 

make cars easier to drive. We are going to eventually have to square up the fact "improving driving conditions" is directly in opposition to the 

goal of "mode share shift", and that without explicitly saying that and choosing the mode share shift goal, we are going to continue to see 

SOV % go up, until road congestion and lack of other mode options choke our housing growth and regional economic targets.

Konveio Burlington

88 Nolan Rogers 1 FY24 study? Do we have the results? Should we update this figure as a goal to maybe double all-time peak ridership by 2030 and then 

quadruple all-time peak ridership by 2050? 2050 is more than 20 years away and we need to have SOME measures of an interim goal

Konveio Burlington

88 Nolan Rogers 1 Seconding Jak's comments here. Why should we be planning to improve congestion issues if our ultimate goal will be to reduce SOV use? We 

need to designate what percentages of the population for required trips will be using what mode, and then design and build to those targets 

instead of just trying to make every mode of transportation "a little less bad" than whatever its current state is. 

Konveio Burlington

89 Nolan Rogers 1 Can we have a goal be having a 100% contiguous protected path network between Burlington, South Burlington, Williston, Essex Junction, 

and Winooski by 2035? I think about how we have zero roads that aren't directly connected to another road, but we have very few protected 

paths and the majority of those protected paths are not connected to other protected paths, especially for using active transportation for 

commuting. We need an i89 and a Williston Rd and a 5 corners for active transportation users instead of just automobiles if we are actually 

going to shift toward active transportation. 

Konveio Burlington

89 Jak Tiano This is not something the CCRPC has any control over, and is a waste of time. Either the economic realities of EVs continue to trend in a 

direction where they become "no-brainers" for the people who are buying a car, or they don't. Spending resources to promote something that 

either already makes financial sense (or doesn't) is not something that feels like a good use of time. Additionally, given Vermont's lack of 

energy generation capacity and our need to shift away from SOVs and reduce VMT, I'd rather see 30 ICE cars shift to 1 ICE bus, than 30 EV 

cars. If the economics make sense for electric transit, that's a cherry on top. Reducing overall energy consumption in the transportation 

sector (instead of just electrifying it) is a much more reasonable approach considering the time-scale and difficulty of bringing new energy 

generation online. 

An additional caveat is that electric micro-mobility is a hugely under explored topic here. There's a vision of distributed micro EV battery 

lockers that allow people to hot swap standardized bike/scooter batteries, and which which can act as decentralized grid storage for 

intermittent renewable energy at night. The next decade, in a best case scenario, is going to need to be one of deep innovation and 

rethinking, and I'm disappointed to see how reserved the plan is. Electric micromobility is perhaps one of the most cost effective and energy 

efficient way to expand mobility access and mode choice, but it requires small changes to infrastructure that are not properly prioritized.

Konveio Burlington

89 Leo I'll reiterate that park and rides don't seem to be the best use of funds, but investing in an actual bike share system, backed by municipalities 

or another segment of government, is essential.

Konveio

89 Jak Tiano There needs to be more attention spent on scaling up regional approaches to "quick build" active transportation infrastructure. Every urban 

region around the world that is making rapid progress on active transportation mode shift is doing so with rapid deployment of network-scale 

"paint and post" infrastructure, which is then upgraded to permanent designs as repaving/utility work makes it cost effective. At least here in 

burlington, our approach of trying to get active transportation improvements through huge, very expensive, many-years-long projects has 

resulted in us dramatically under-delivering on our walk bike plan over the past 10 years. Regional coordination on planning and 

implementation of intermediate infrastructure (which can be reversible and iterated on) through CCRPC should be a top priority for AT 

improvements.

Konveio Burlington

89 Jak Tiano I think there is also a real opportunity to re-think what light rail could enable in terms of population density in our urban core. I think we are to 

focused on the fact that there might not be enough density to fully support the cost of this infrastructure today, while ignoring the long term 

impacts of facilitating population/job growth along corridors. I get the sense that coordinated land-use reform could make a number of 

options viable within the next few decades, especially if we adopt a more aggressive expectation of how urban population growth can 

happen instead of our anemic default expectations. Downtown Burlington out to Taft Corners through Dorset/Market street, Burlington to 

Essex Junction through Winooski, even a line from Burlington down to Shelburne could be the backbone of a complete transformation of 

Shelburne road as a high-density TOD strip that could house tens and tens of thousands of people and jobs by the end of the century. And 

these light rail lines could be prototyped *soon* with extended financial commitments to BRT lines along proposed corridors, using features 

like dedicated bus lanes and signal priority.

Konveio Burlington

89 Leo This is excellent, and a solid commitment to TSP by all involved parties is essential. Maybe consider other priority strategies like bus lanes, 

but this is a huge step in the right direction.

Konveio

89 Leo When you think about it, park and ride for buses doesn't make a lot of sense, since a bus will be slower and less convenient than driving. 

Would they make sense in a context involving rail? Maybe, but in general, the funding could be better utilized to improve actual transit 

service, and the land could be better utilized for dense, transit-oriented development.

Konveio

89 Jak Tiano Seconding the other comment here that Park-and-rides are an outdated idea that do not feel like a good use of time or energy. Our transit 

system needs to be refocused on high-throughput urban service to be cost effective and maximally useful, and park-and-ride lots are the 

complete opposite of a useful land use in that context. Transit systems or most financially sustainable when they are running along high-

value, high-density corridors---they should, by definition, never be running through giant parking lots.

Konveio Burlington

95 Nolan Rogers 1 Is page 96 supposed to be blank? Konveio Burlington

95 Jak Tiano This housing target, taking an average household size of 2.0, would result in population growth in chittenden county of +63k by 2050, which 

works out to an 11% growth rate per-decade for the 2020s, 2030s, and 2040s. I agree that this is a "sane" middle target, but I think that it 

massively underestimates the potential upper bound. Other small, growing metros are hitting rates much higher than this: for example, Sioux 

Falls, SD has seen sustained 25% population growth every decade since 1990. Gallatin County (Bozeman, MO) has seen sustained 30% 

growth rates in the same time. Flagstaff, AZ has seen sustained population growth of 20%. These are all cities/counties of roughly similar 

population categories. If CC has a latent growth rate of 20% per decade, that means we would actually need 61k homes by 2050. If it's 25% 

per decade, it's 80k homes by 2050. At 30%, its 100k homes. If we're serious about increasing housing choice, maintaining high quality 

schools, and tackling affordability challenges, (not to mention our access to nature and relatively stable climate change footing) there's no 

reason to believe that Chittenden County won't continue to grow as a destination for in-migration. I don't think we should plan directly for a 

growth of 100k homes by 2050, but I do think that a plan that doesn't even consider how we might identify what our latent growth capacity is 

is setting us up for a high risk of failure. For example, with a plan that assumes 10% growth per decade, there's an assumption that vacancy 

rates will drop in a sustained way that stabilizes the housing market. But how are we monitoring that information against our expectations? It 

should be possible for us to make a number of hypotheses about what that latent variable is, model out what set of facts would suggest the 

value (housing starts, vacancy rate, etc), and then identify which path we are most likely on. I don't think it's a good idea to bake an 

assumption like this into an 8 year plan, when its possible to do some up-front modeling to let us be more responsive between now and the 

2034 regional plan update.

Konveio Burlington



98 Jak Tiano These ownership numbers don't make any sense to me in the context of the other targets. Targeting 66% ownership (~20,900 units) would 

mean that basically every single unit in an ADU, Mobile Home, SFH, Duplex, and all multi-family buildings up to 19 units would have to be 

owner occupied. Either that, *or* we expect a significant portion of "large apartment buildings" (multi-unit 20+) to be condos, which outside 

of like South Florida, is just not a thing in today's market. Even still, there's ~12,000 units (more than half of the 20,900 total owned units 

target) that would have to be condoized in 3-19 unit buildings. I also don't understand how we expect the 4BR/5BR split to materialize in this 

building mix, because I expect units of that size to be incredibly rare in anything larger than a duplex, and the 4BR+5BR total is 66% of those 

categories combined, meaning a huge percentage of SFH/Duplex construction would be 4BR+, which also seems unlikely. 

Overall, I'm having a hard time understanding how all of these targets can work together, because it seems like they work in opposition to 

each other.

Konveio Burlington

102 Nolan Rogers 1 Page 101 doesn't seem to exist in this document, at least when viewed on Chrome android mobile. It's just blank Konveio Burlington

105 Nolan Rogers 1 Page 106 is also blank Konveio Burlington

110 Nolan Rogers 1 Page 111 is also blank Konveio Burlington

115 Nolan Rogers 1 Page 116 is also blank, at least on chrome android mobile. Not sure why so many pages are blank. Konveio Burlington

133 Leo What about waste-to-energy? Contemporary plants like Amager Bakke in Copenhagen are actually quite clean, would have a smaller 

footprint than a landfill, and would also provide electricity to the county.

Konveio

133 Emma Vaughn This links to the old ECOS Map Viewer; the correct link should be: 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/dc2bddef75314e69bdc17d3690e47cd3/ -- this will be updated in the next iteration.

Konveio Staff

141 Emma Vaughn This links to the old ECOS Map Viewer; the correct link should be: 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/dc2bddef75314e69bdc17d3690e47cd3/ -- this will be updated in the next iteration.

Konveio Staff

141 Emma Vaughn This links to the old ECOS Map Viewer; the correct link should be: 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/dc2bddef75314e69bdc17d3690e47cd3/ -- this will be updated in the next iteration.

Konveio Staff

142 Nolan Rogers 1 Page 141 is also blank. Unfortunately that so many pages are blank and un-commentable Konveio Burlington

Executive Summary2 Sylvia Be careful. Humans and institutions live in relationship with the natural landscape. We do not create it. We deeply affect the environment in 

which we live and work. 

Konveio

Executive Summary3 Sylvia restraining and reducing use of pesticides in golf courses, farms and landscaping Konveio

Executive Summary3 Sylvia by replacing pesticide use with bio-intensive integrated pest management rather than pesticides, which move offsite and contaminate 

waters of the state. 

Konveio

Supplement 4 188 Cheryl A segment of my neighborhood was developed 2015-2020-ish and I researched their sales prices were $422K- $1M.  The developer 

destroyed prime forested lands, parts of a deer wintering area and Class II and Class III wetlands and violated stormwater permit conditions 

in order to build these McMansions on tree-bereft vast green yards.  Give us a break- these prices do not represent the environmental costs 

we have to pay, do not represent what is being cranked out here locally.   (Wondering are you including dilapidated "fixer-uppers" to lower the 

median $?)  We bought our home in 2003 for nearly 1/2 the price and the quality/ longevity of its structure and stability within its environs is 

far better in comparison to the new builds.  Someone is raking in major $s off of selling what I call lemons: homes on properties that are going 

to experience extreme soil erosion because they were once forested, on soils that are not supportive of grass lawn, that now require tons of 

fertilizer to maintain green lawns and (if ever discontinued or if weather conditions change), soil erosion and stormwater will become 

unmanageable.  But they've sold us on "it's good for the economy and we're fulfilling "affordable housing" stock -because these wealthy 

landowners can manipulate (via the white male buddy network and the current drive to build, build, build) the local governing system so that 

it passively allows any building to occur- even where it should not take place.  We all see this and know this to be true.  

Konveio Essex

Supplement 4 191 Cheryl How is it we are paying more than 30% of our household incomes on housing?  Could it be that our gazillion financial institutions within a 

square mile of our Town of Essex are performing predatory lending practices on Essex Town residents?  A question CCRPC could look into.  

Those bank and credit union mortgage calculators don't seem to be working quite like they used to a few decades ago... or we wouldn't be 

seeing  >30%, me thinks.

Konveio Essex

Supplement 4 193 Cheryl Is it any wonder?  We know that our racist, oppressive systems have created the situation where Black families have less generational wealth 

and couldn't afford the down payment plus mortgage payments for $400K plus house.  So let's keep on building houses that are out of their 

price range because our developers can.  And let's pretend that they are building houses that are $400K plus and meet our criteria as 

"affordable housing".  Yippee yeah, HOME Act is coming to its fruition, just as its sponsors want  it to.  Ask the guy who bought a $950K house 

built on a 13% slope with a serpentine twist at the bottom of his driveway, sloped so all of his driveway salt treatment drains into the 

Winooski River, along with the phosphorus from the fertilizer he'll have to treat his yard forever or will have to address soil erosion issues 

because his developers clear cut all the trees off of his nutrient-poor soils on his property.  This is how we do it here in the Green Mountains 

of Vermont.

Konveio Essex

Supplement 4 194 Cheryl I choose not to be insured.  What your dollars go towards are not worth  it.  I wouldn't want my son, nor even a pet, to have to suffer as I did  

under their "care".  I know from my patient advocacy work that I am not alone in thinking this way- that far too many of us are being medically-

harmed, medically- neglected or un-alived under the "care" of these "health professionals" in our US health system.  Patient Safety data warn 

us we are in a crisis and this country is not aware nor engaged- we're no where near getting us out.  If you want Quality Patient Care, look 

elsewhere, not here.  Hold out until this country takes on its responsibility to provide the American Public full funding for its general Welfare 

(Article 1 Section 8, US Constitution). 

Konveio Essex

Supplement 5 6 Cheryl Essex Town is a transportation island.  When I am without a car during weekdays, work hours my son has our family car.  I walk to most of the 

stores I need to go to or I do not go out to shop and spend money at all.  I do not understand how a nation so wealthy has so little funds 

invested in mass transportation.  You guys have never been to a large city like Boston or NYC or overseas.  Sen. Sanders and Leahy could 

bring home the F35s but could they bring home sufficient federal dollars to meet our transportation needs?  Why isn't anyone at the Local, 

Regional and State levels speaking up, writing Congress to crack open our federal purse?  We're in a time of multiple economic crises!  

Where do our politicians think we would get the $s we need to meet rural Vermonters', elderly Vermonters', folks with disabilities', school 

kids', working folks', etc. needs?  where are our leaders?  

Konveio Essex

Supplement 5 9 Cheryl Efficiency is not the problem.  I want my bus drivers and their supervisors well paid and well staffed.  They deserve it.  Any more efficient with 

the schedules and no town would have a route.  Any more efficient with buses completing their route and we all would miss our bus because 

we arrived as they were taking off.   What we NEED is more federal dollars coming into our state of Vermont, directed to Public Services like 

mass transportation, our trains and bussing.

Konveio Essex

Supplement 5 11 Cheryl In the Town of Essex, we are looking at developers who are applying to build homes only 260' behind a gas station where the homeowners will 

be exposed to toxic fumes like benzene on a constant basis, on land that has a high water table and was classified as wetlands and on other 

land where there is an ongoing landslide, a common occurrence on our sandy, steep slopes.  Smart growth to me means that: our 

governments value human life enough to approve of builds that have minimal risk of harm, our governments prioritize the well-being, safety 

and health of Vermonters, we take serious the threat of changing weather patterns that will cause flooding and erosion of our lands, and we 

aim to preserve the sustainable, natural state of our environment and our irreplaceable natural resources.  Unfortunately, we are not 

observing these things.  We are seeing a race to the highest prices they can charge for a house, a total disregard for town subdivision and 

zoning regulations and a mad-man rush to develop on any unstable land - to get that dollar bill.  

Konveio Essex

Supplement 5 11 Cheryl I thought I read this past year our state population decreased.  This information was left out.  It would be nice to include our most recent 

trends that is not COVID -driven.

Konveio Essex


