
                  
 

 

         Neighborhood Planning Assembly  Agenda for the Wards 2 and 3 
     

Thursday April 13, 2017  
 

McClure Multi-Generational Center/Champlain Senior Center, 241 North Winooski Avenue 
 

FREE Community Dinner at 5:30 pm   
 
Facilitators: 

 
6:30 pm - Welcome & Introductions—One Question Survey 
 
6:35 pm - Public Comment - Opportunity for residents to share on any topic or upcoming event 
(please limit any commentary to three minutes) 

6:45 pm  -  NPA 2/3 Steering Committee Election and Updates:  (a) Thank you to departing 
Committee member Fauna   Hurley; (b) Update on the progress of Committee member and new 
Central District (Wards 2 and 3) Ryan McLaren who suffered serious injury last month; and (c) 
election of candidate for NPA 2/3 Steering Committee Vikas Mangipudi, Ward 2. 

6:55 pm  Burlington Opioid Status Police Chief Brandon Del Pozo and Opioid Policy Manager 
Jackie Corbally 

7:25 pm   A Data Portrait of the Old North End and How We Compare with City, State and Nation      
- Rep. Curt McCormack  

7: 45 pm   Parks and Recreation Plan and Status of Multi-Gen Center/Senior 
Programs/Community Dinner  Jesse Bridges, Director of Parks and Recreation  

8:00 pm  Elected/Appointed City Officials (each official six minutes each, including two minutes 
for public questions) 

8:30 pm  Adjourn 

NPA 2/3 Website:  http://wards2and3npa.weebly.com/   Anyone interested in joining our Steering 
Committee are encouraged to attend our monthly meetings.                                                                                                  

Current NPA 2/3 Steering Committee: 
  
Infinite Culcleasure Ward 3 infinite.culcleasure@gmail.com 
Ryan McLaren Ward 3 ryan.d.mclaren@gmail.com 
Barbara McGrew  Ward 3 bmcgrew@aol.com 
Andrew Champagne Ward 2  802-540-0717 
Tony Redington  Ward 2 TonyRVT99@gmail.com   
Patrick Johnson Ward 2 superdogirie@gmail.com  
Amanda Hannaford Ward 3 AmandaHannaford@yahoo.com 
Adrian Pascual  Ward  3  Apascual3435@gmail.com 
 



 
A section of Burlington City Council resolution first adopted in 1982 establishing 
provisions for a Neighborhood Planning Assembly in each City ward.  
 
….Neighborhood Planning Assemblies shall...help provide citizens with information 
 
concerning city programs and activities; help obtain citizen views of city needs;  
 
help provide citizens with the opportunity to  participate in making 
 
recommendations with respect to governmental decisions including the  
 
allocation of revenues.  ...Assemblies shall also be encouraged to provide advice  
 
to the appropriate commission or this council with respect to community 
 
development, housing programs, this City's Comprehensive Plan and its waterfront 
 
planning activities, and the city's budget among other issues.... 
 
Vermont U.S. Senators and Representative  
 

Senator Patrick Leahy 

199 Main Street, 4th Floor, Burlington, VT 05401   802-863-2525 

Website: http://leahy.senate.gov/ 

 

Senator Bernard Sanders 

1 Church Street, Burlington, VT  05401  802-862-0697  

Website: http://sanders.senate.gov/  

 
Congressman Peter Welch  
128 Lakeside Ave. Suite 235. Burlington, VT 05401  802-652-2450 

Website: http://welch.house.gov/  

 
 

 



 

 

Neighborhood Planning Assembly  Agenda for the Wards 2 and 3 

Thursday April 13, 2017 

McClure Multi-Generational Center/Champlain Senior Center, 241 North Winooski 
Avenue 

Draft Minutes 
 

Steering Committee member present: Tony Redington-Ward 2, Andrew Champagne-Ward 2, Patrick 

Johnson-Ward 2, Adrian Pascual-Ward 3, Amanda Hannaford-Ward 3 

Start: 6:40pm 

Public Comment 

Congrats Andrew for winning 

Serril Flask to start petition on Winooski 

Law Suit on BTC 

Thanks to UVM for cleanup project. Also thanks to DPW 

Card for Ryan SC member 3    

Passing around Sticky notes to request topics and questions for SC members to organize future meetings 

 

NPA Elections 

New Ward 2 SC nominated.  

 

BPD-LT Young 

Started in 98 and worked with fleets and foot patrol. There will be heavy foot patrol in summer time. 

Picked Officers that have good personality to help develop relationships in the community. 120 calls a 

day and have 5 or 6 officers working to take these call.  Need to increase staffing.  Matt Young who was 

part of the Street Outreach Team to know people, what the problem was, and to know triggers and to 

set them off. Their basic role is to develop contacts with people and intervene to connect people to 

resources which is not violent. This has saved the Police Department a lot of money and time.        

137employees. 91 sworn uniform. Want to increase to 10more.  In the FY 18 budget there is will be 

money to hire 3 new police but when hire Officer’s will retire out too.  It takes an average of 11 months 

for an Officer to get fully trained.  Day 7:30-5pm, Eve 5-3am, 3-10pm. Zones are ABCDE. These are 

broken up in North End, South, and Central. 

    

 

 



Councilor Update 

Sara Moore-Ward 3: On Safety Commission. Mayor will bring plan to Public Safety Commission. What 

comes out of the Commission will go to Council to be tested.  This is a charter change so this needs to be 

voted on. Another work is assessing where we want to go as a community and Police Department.  

 

Max Tracey-Ward 2: On Monday at Council there will be bike pedestrian masterplan. The plan creates a 

worldwide network for walking and protected biking lanes that is safe and more coherent to get around 

the City. For example, N. Winooski corridor will be on the plan. Looking at how transportation, parking, 

bike uses, demographics and equity will be part the planning process. This will be a public process. There 

is money for this plan from the 5-year Capital Plan budget that was approved by the voters back in 

November.  Optimist that this plan will pass. Meeting is on Board docs on the City Council City website. 

Will bring up Great Streets plan and about College Street connection. May and June City Council 

meetings there will be a public comment hearing section for the upcoming FY City Budget.    

 

           

Representative Curt McCormack 

Curt representative for Wards 2 3 and little of Ward 5 and 6. Presentation on an analysis of relative per 

capita carbon footprint of these ward district. 9 findings.  

-Population per sq. mile found 87 national Ave, VT 68, 4,116 City of Burlington, 400 in our district 

-housing size per person  

-saving and restoring existing building,  

-Home energy consumption looked into natural gas and electricity, VT 121million BTU, 98 is our District 

 -auto ownership, 9% no access National, VT 6.6%, 6-3 31.5%   

-walking to work, 5.7% in VT, 24 in 6-3  

-bike to work, .7% VT in 6-3 9.5% 

-public transit, 1,2 VT and 6-3 7.9% 

-commute by auto solo 

Full research and presentation attached will be on website CurtMcCormick.com 

 

Gary Rogers and Jesse Bridge-Parks 

Approach by Champlain to help continue meals and programs. City worked with United Way to continue 

to meet community needs.  This past fall Champlain seize to exist. This came at a time that City was 

looking at looking at 2nd floor space at St. Joseph for a new community space.  Currently there are AALV, 

Family Room, Robin’s Nest.  CHT bought the building so these orgs can stay. The City does not own 

Multi-Gen it’s CHT.  Want to transition programs to St. Joes. Committed to community aspect and will 

host NPAs for no charge. At St. Joseph there will be full time staff working in the Old North End.  The 

first phase ADA Assessable elevator. July 1 to start lease of St. Joseph (ONE) on 20 Allen St. Plan to keep 

this building till the fall. This has been the plan with Champlain Senior Center with the City to keep the 

meals program open.  The City needs to have more indoor space. Only other rec center is North End. 

None in South.  ONE would be 9 classroom 5k sq. gym. The plan for senior center will have 3 rooms 

dedicated to senior programming. There will be teen and children in the 2nd floor but not in the 3 rooms. 

The bathroom will be open to all generations.  There is more parking and public transportation options.  

Purchased a bus and will do tours with the seniors when ADA elevator. 3rd phase is putting in window 

and carpeting.  Capital Projects coming up-Roosevelt Parks will have full replacement of Basketball Park. 



Add outdoor fountain and walk around. Pomeroy will have new benches and more visibility into the 

playground, landscaping. Doing City wide will be planting tree and flower.  Adding subsistence level 

gardens. McKenzie will plant tree and pollinated too.  

 

Legislation Update 

Brian Cina-6-4 two social justice bill. Race justice 15-member board that looks at race data that looks 5 

data points. Mental health that need to allows LBGTQ to get treatment even if minors.  This came from 

LBGTQ community youth often going without mental health treatment because afraid of talking with 

their parents.  

 

Jill Krowinski-6-3 adjourn 1st week of May. These past weeks passed State Capital Budget that fund a lot 

local program that focused on clean water. House and Judiciary passed Fair and Impartial Bill for racial 

justice board. Passed mental health workers will have workman’s compensation. 

 

Curt McComick-6-3 H411 for VT to adopt Federal level for efficient appliances.  This is the 2nd biggest 

program for reducing carbon foot print.    

 

Meeting End: 8:45pm 

Minutes taken by Phet Keomanyvanh-CEDO 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 
 

 
 

 

STATE OF VERMONT 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

115 STATE STREET 

MONTPELIER, VT 

05633-5201 

 

 

Representative Curt McCormack, Burlington    April, 2017 

 

District 6-3, An Analysis of Relative per capita Carbon Footprint 
 

 

Vermont Legislative House District Chittenden 6-3 is a two-member (two representatives, twice 

as many people) in the Vermont House of Representatives located within the City of Burlington. 

Moving in a counter-clockwise direction on the map, its boundaries are: Manhattan Drive, Pitkin, 

North, North Champlain, Pearl, Battery and Main streets; Lake Champlain; Maple, Willard, 

Main, North Union, North and Willard streets; and the Intervale natural area. The district makes 

up what is called the Old North End and also, Downtown.  

 

Clearly, in a state where the largest city (Burlington) has a population of only 40,000, District 6-

3 is going to be among the most densely populated. Residents of this district are likely to live on 

smaller lots in smaller living space. The residential neighborhood, the Old North End, is adjacent 

to Downtown, located close to services and other daily destinations making walking and biking 

more popular, mass transit more practical and fewer and shorter, car trips. Never-the-less, it may 

surprise readers just how much more energy, space and land-use efficient the residents of District 

6-3 live compared to the rest of the State of Vermont giving them a very low carbon footprint 

compared to most of the rest of the State and the nation. 

 

There is no data collection that compares State legislative districts’ total energy consumption or 

carbon footprint (commercial buildings, homes, transportation) or total environmental impact or 

footprint (energy, water, waste, natural resource consumption). I was however, able to find 

certain statistics that do measure some of these things and other data that when included in 

certain analyses, can be conclusive for comparison purposes. 

 

Fair comparisons were possible for: 

 Land Use and Land Consumption 

 Carbon and Other Air Pollution Footprint, Buildings 

 Carbon and Other Air Pollution Footprint, Transportation 

 

 

Land Use and Land Consumption 

 

 

People per Square Mile 

 

At the basis of energy efficiency regarding where we live, work, study and recreate is how close 

to each-other we are. Eastern American cities, while newer than most of our European 
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counterparts, were built, populated and grew before municipal zoning and the automobile spread 

us and our daily destinations, apart. Density informs all of the nine measurements in this study. 

All other comparisons follow density and are functions of it.  

 

While the density of District 6-3 is extremely high, it makes more sense to use Burlington’s 

density as explained in Methodologies at the end of the study. Four thousand, one hundred and 

sixteen people per square mile (4,116/square mile) live in Burlington. This is far greater than our 

suburban country even with all the major cities pulling that average up. The density of the U.S. is 

87 people per square mile. Due to our post 1950 sprawl development, Vermont is now less dense 

than the nation at 68 (people) per square mile (U.S. Census).   

 

From 1950 to 1990, 86% of the population increase that took place in Vermont, was in the 

suburbs or exurbs. Only 11% of the increase took place in Vermont cities, towns and village 

centers (Forum on Sprawl-Smart Growth Vermont-Vermont Natural Resources Council). Since 

1990, population numbers decreased and continue to decrease in some of the State’s cities such 

as Rutland. 

 

From 1982 until 1992, just 10 years, the amount of developed land in Vermont increased by 

25.3% while the population increased by only 9.8%. Forty percent of the newly developed land 

had been pasture or cropland. This ratio of land consumption vs. population growth at 2.63 for 

Vermont, presents a greater disparity than both New Hampshire (2.11) and Maine (1.91) during 

the same period (Forum on Sprawl-Smart Growth Vermont-Vermont Natural Resources 

Council). It is also a clear indicator that when we continue to refer to our State as rural we no 

longer mean agricultural but suburban or very suburban as in exurban. 

 

The population of Burlington was dropping as well until the 1990s when it would reverse and see 

small increases in the two censuses since then but at nowhere near the increases of its own 

suburbs, the rest of Chittenden County. The floor space and developed land in District 6-3 

increased slightly over these years. Since 2013, more infill, mostly housing, development has 

occurred adding slightly to the district’s housing and population numbers. Population increased 

more than housing floor space did raising the district’s housing density (fewer square feet per 

person). 

 

Statistics that indicate land consumption include how long we keep, use and occupy existing or 

historical housing. Burlington is one of hundreds of historical American cities making a come 

back in an era that could be called, Back to the City. In so doing, almost no open or farmland is 

consumed. Indeed, more often land is restored as urban infill development and re-development 

often requires the removal of contaminated soils and decrepit buildings as they are replaced or 

saved and restored with more energy efficient, secure and safer buildings. Often, these 

revigorated neighborhoods and commercial centers will see a net increase in trees and parkland 

and provide much needed affordable housing. 

 

Housing Size (Square Feet per Person) 

 

In 1896 residential floor space per person in the U.S. was 400 square feet. Today it is 800 sq. ft., 

twice as much. District 6-3, with a population of 8,682 (2014 Census estimate) occupies 414 sq. 

feet per person of floor space. I was unable to find a source(s) from which to estimate this 

number for the State. Given our tendency to sprawled single-family housing development since 

World War II and otherwise typically American post-war development patterns, there is no 

reason to think that Vermont floor space per person is much lower than that of the nation.    
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Houses Built Before 1940 

 

Restoring and continuing to use, existing in-town buildings vs. constructing new ones in 

undeveloped places saves on all three of the bulleted criteria above. Only 13.5% of the houses in 

the United States today were built before 1940. Twenty-seven point five percent (27.5%) of 

Vermont homes were built before 1940. At 63.2%, the percentage of houses in District 6-3 that 

were built before 1940, is well more than twice that of the State and nearly five times that of the 

nation.  

 

When we consider that the national figure includes large cities and towns and that Vermont’s 

figure includes our historical cities and towns, clearly Vermont has grown in much the same way 

as the nation, mainly by sprawling out and constructing new homes far more than we have 

restored existing, in-town, homes.  

      

Residential Energy Use 

 

The amount of total energy used in Vermont homes was comparable to the District by converting 

electricity, home heating oil and natural gas into Btus (British Thermal Units) – see 

methodology, below. This comparison is for home building energy only, commercial buildings 

and transportation are not included in this analysis. The average Vermont household energy 

consumption is 121,306,400 Btus per year. This is 24% greater than District 6-3’s consumption, 

which is 98,032,704 Btus.   

 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) study: Location Efficiency and Housing Type, 

estimates that the total energy consumption is as much as 50% less per household if the house is 

in-town vs. out-of-town. This comparison considers only transportation. Other savings of in-

town housing would only increase this tremendous energy advantage such as relative smaller 

size of housing units and the sharing of walls and ceiling/floors of apartments, “row” and “town” 

houses. 

 

“In this comparison, the most effective way to reduce energy consumption is to locate homes of 

all types in areas where households could replace some automobile use with transit use, leading 

to reductions of 39 to 50 percent in household energy use.”  

– EPA, Location Efficiency and Housing Type 

 

 

Transportation 

 

 

No Automobile in Household 

 

Thanks to the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey, household data collection 

that includes much relevant data, some of it broken down to State Legislative districts a la, 

District 6-3, transportation comparisons were possible. 

 

Nearly one-third, 31.5% of the households in District 6-3 have no automobile. Nine percent (9%) 

of U.S. households have no automobile and in Vermont the percentage is only 6.6%. More 

Vermont households have at least one automobile, which is below the national average. 

 



 4 

 

Walking to Work 

 

No doubt related, if not correlated to, the great disparity in above mentioned automobile 

ownership, would be the percentage of work commutes accomplished on foot. Twenty four 

percent (24%) of District 6-3 workers walk to work whereas, only 5.7% of Vermonters and 2.8% 

of Americans accomplish this task in this most basic, energy efficient and healthy manner. This 

is mainly because people in District 6-3 live closer to where they work and because many of 

them manage to live and operate in the Car World without one. 

 

Bicycling to Work 

 

The Census had bicycling to work data for the country and also by State. The U.S. average is 

0.6% (workers who bike to work). The State of Vermont at 0.7%, is just above that. I was able to 

back into an estimate for District 6-3 of 9.5%, nearly 14 times greater than that of the State. 

 

Taking Public Transit to Work 

 

Few commuters take public transit to work. Even with cities like New York pulling the average 

up, the national average is 5.1%, Vermont (with District 6-3 and the rest of Burlington bringing 

the average up slightly), is a dismal 1.2%. A more encouraging 7.9% of District 6-3 commuters 

take the bus. 

 

Driving to Work Solo 

 

Most U.S. and Vermont work commutes are by automobile, driver only, no other passengers. In 

the U.S., 76.4% of workers drive to work alone. Vermont, at 74.5%, is right, once again, does 

not stand out. However, only 44% of District 6-3 commuters commute this way.  

 

 

Summary 

 

 U.S. Vermont District 6-3 

Residential Buildings    
People per square mile (# of people) 87 68 > 4,116 (Burl.) 

Housing size (square feet/person) 800  414 
Housing Built Before 1940 (%) 13.5 27.5 63.2 

Home Building Energy (million btu)  121.3 98 (Burl.) 
Transportation    

No Automobile in Household (%) 9 6.6 31.5 

Walk to Work (%) 2.8 5.7 24 
Bicycle to Work (%) 0.6 0.7 9.5 

Public Transit to Work (%) 5.1 1.2 7.9 
Commute to Work by Car Solo (%) 76.4 74.5 44 
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Methodologies 
 
Residential Buildings: 
 
People per square mile 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Burlington, as opposed to District 6-3, was used for comparison to the rest of the State 
and country since there are no large parks, farm or open land within the boundaries of 
District 6-3. The district does however, border the Intervale – open to the public for a 
number of activities including recreation and farming. A measurement of people per 
square mile of only the district would make the district appear more densely populated 
(13,227 people/square mile) than it is in reality since residents have ready access to the 
Intervale and Waterfront Park. A more accurate density for the district would be to take 
the entire City, which includes the Intervale as well as large parks, ball fields, college 
campuses and the waterfront. Burlington’s density is 4,116 people/square mile, which 
makes sense since larger more densely populated cities can be twice as dense as that 
such as Washington, DC, at 9,857 people/square mile.     
 
Housing Built Before 1940 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
This data was available on the Census Bureau’s American Community Survey including 
State legislative districts such as District 6-3. 
 
Housing Size 
Source: U.S. Census and Burlington City Assessor’s Office 

1. The sum of all the residential square footage on the City Assessor’s parcel maps 
that are located within the boundaries of District 6-3 + 

2. The sum of the portion of parcel maps that are located on or overlap the District 
boundary. 

3. Of the, upwards of, 20 land use types found on the Assessor’s Bankers and 
Tradesmen Report, all those that include any residential parcels, (single-family, 
multi-family, apartments, condominiums, buildings that include both residential 
and commercial) and were inside of the district as determined by steps 1. and 2. 
above were made into one Excel list. The sum of this list was 3,684,770 square 
feet.  

 
Since the assessor’s maps were more up to date (2016) than the Census population 
estimates (2014), the parcel maps included several large apartment houses that were 
opened before the last assessment and therefore on the list, but after the last census. 
With the help of the property owners and tenants of three of the larger new buildings, I 
added to the 2014 Census estimate their estimate totaling 220 people: 
8,682 (2014 Census) + 220 = 8,902 people 
 
8,902 (pop) / 3,684,770 (total residential square feet) = 414 square feet per person 
 
Residential Building Energy 
Sources: Vermont Department of Public Service; Green Mountain Power Inc.; Vermont 
Association of Home Heating Dealers; Vermont Gas Systems Inc.; Burlington Electric 
Department 
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1 gallon fuel oil = 138,200 Btu 
1 million cubic feet natural gas = 1,000,000 Btu 
1 kilowatthour electricity = 3,412 Btu 
 
Between these three energy sources, home heating, water heating, cooking, clothes 
drying, lighting and plug load (the many things that are pulled into electrical outlets) are 
accounted for. Solar water heating and solar (photo voltaic) electrical systems and wood 
space heating and wood water heating are inherently accounted for as they lower the 
amount of oil, gas or electricity used by those with them as does conservation and 
efficiency.     
  
Transportation: 
 
No Automobile in Household; Walk to Work; Public Transit to Work and Drive 
Automobile to Work Solo 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau had data on the nation, Vermont and District 6-3 for all of 
these transportation modes. 
 
Bicycle to Work 
The Census had data for all of the commute to work modes above. It had bicycle to 
work data for the nation and for the State but not for Legislative districts. To estimate 
the percentage of those who commute by bicycle in District 6-3, I added all of the 
commute to work data, (all the other modes that the Census did have) added a figure 
for “other” based on the State and the nation’s “other” figure; subtracted the sum from 
100 (%) and assumed that the balance, 9.5%, must have commuted by bicycle since all 
other modes: walking, public transit, working at home, driving alone, driving in car-pool, 
van-pool, were included. 
 
 
 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

STATE OF VERMONT 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

115 STATE STREET 

MONTPELIER, VT 

05633-5201 

 

Rep. Curt McCormack  

District 6-3, An Analysis of Relative per capita Carbon Footprint, Summary 

April, 2017  

 

A letter to the editor from a State Senator decried the “leveling of the ridge-tops of the Northeast 

Kingdom so that Chittenden County could have electricity”. He was writing about large wind 

turbines. A State Representative from Rutland County introduced legislation that would require 

the installation of wind turbines on the shores of Lake Champlain at Burlington, implying that 

Burlington wanted wind development but not in its own backyard.  

 

Several (not all) Vermont environmental groups campaigned for Burlington to change its zoning 

to accommodate the Town Center Mall project even though three of the stories of the tallest two 

buildings proposed were parking garages because we “need to densify”. Recently, another State 

Senator, whose large district contains not one of Vermont’s nine cities, extolled the need to 

densify our development and that downtown Burlington was the place to do it. 

 

Downtown and the Old North End neighborhoods of Burlington make up my district (Chittenden 

6-3). It is already the most densely populated district in the State. It is already the most dense 

commercial district. Average residential consumption of electricity in Burlington is 31% less 

than the State’s average. Adjacent to District 6-3 lies the largest power plant in the state, the 

McNeil biomass plant. While I think it’s beautiful as I do solar collectors, bicycles, sailboats and 

large wind turbines, some of my constituents may not. Some look right down on McNeil from 

their windows. Those that close can hear it. The plant adds a little to our particulate air pollution 

although nowhere near as much as the tens of thousands of cars and trucks driving into and 

around Burlington from points outside of the City everyday (63% of those who work in 

Burlington live outside of the City, most commuting by themselves in their automobiles).  
 

District 6-3 is as far from the NIMBY syndrome as a community can be. Indeed, and most 

ironically and most unfairly, we suffer more of the negative side of the American (and Vermont) 

automobile life-style than most of the rest of Vermont does and we contribute less to the 

negatives as this research illustrates.  

 

The environmental groups mentioned above, were telling this district, of all places, that we need 

to densify more than we already have; that we need to build to heights (14 stories) greater than a 

majority of the district wants to. In just the past two years, in three different projects, 96 new 

housing units have been constructed within two blocks of each-other in the middle of the Old 

North End residential neighborhood. The three buildings have 24, 28 and 44 apartments and at 

three, four and five stories high, they tower over the neighboring houses. At a district average of 

only 414 square feet per person of living floor space, the district is twice as dense as the national 

average. At 4,116 people per square mile, Burlington’s density is exceedingly greater than the 

State at 68 or the nation at 87. 



 

We substantially reduce the benefit of making our cities and town centers denser when we then 

pile more cars into the same area. And ironically, most of these cars do not come from those who 

live in this density but rather, come, especially in Vermont, from very, very not dense areas. 

 

I would challenge any Vermont environmental group to compare it’s own membership’s carbon 

footprint to that of the people who live in District 6-3. I wonder how their members would feel 

about 14 story buildings in THEIR neighborhoods - three of those stories, entirely parking decks. 

We (environmental legislators and professional advocates) spend so much time in the Legislature 

working on technical fixes to mitigate the damages of our extravagant, wasteful energy use. 

Environmental groups should look TO District 6-3 to learn about and try to replicate, real 

efficiency, in amounts that actually make a difference, far greater than knit-picking at the edges, 

instead of telling us we need to provide more parking for those who want to drive their cars into 

our downtown from other (far less densely populated) areas. 

 

Personally, I don’t mind 14 story buildings but when I learned that three of the stories in the 

Town Center would be parking decks in our downtown that already has 8,000 parking places, 

more than a third of which are unoccupied during peak parking hours, I made my support of the 

project contingent on the proposed parking decks coming out. I pleaded with the most vocal 

environmental group to do the same. I voted the same as a majority of my district did, for the TIF 

(Tax Incremental Financing) authorization and against the zoning change. A majority of the 

District, where the project is located, voted that way on November 8th. 

 

We do not need and we certainly do not want, more cars in our downtown. We want people in 

our downtown. We need bike tracks and lanes, better sidewalks and bus service and we need 

those who advocate for the environment to start using them. We need to work for a future of 

electrified bus, trolley, light rail and commuter trains. We will never see these things actually 

become the centerpiece of our transportation if we continue to make them adjuncts to the 

automobile. They have learned this in the more progressive cities in Europe and to a lesser 

extent, the U.S. Lets become one of those cities that we now only read about. 

 

This study documents measurable differences in housing density and size, electricity and heating 

consumption and five transportation modal choices. Of course, one would think that town-living 

is going to be more efficient but to the extent this analysis shows may surprise most readers. I 

could not be more proud to live in and to represent, such a place.    

 
Summary  

 U.S. Vermont District 6-3 

Residential Buildings    

People per square mile (# of people) 87 68 > 4,116 (Burl.) 

Housing size (square feet/person) 800 NA 414 

Housing Built Before 1940 (%) 13.5 27.5 63.2 

Home Building Energy (million btu)  121.3 98 (Burl.) 

Transportation    

No Automobile in Household (%) 9 6.6 31.5 

Walk to Work (%) 2.8 5.7 24 

Bicycle to Work (%) 0.6 0.7 9.5 

Public Transit to Work (%) 5.1 1.2 7.9 

Commute to Work by Car Solo (%) 76.4 74.5 44 
 

 


