
CITY OF MONTPELIER 
MONTPELIER, VERMONT 

 

Agenda for City Council Meeting 
City Council Chambers, City Hall 

Wednesday, October 8, 2013 
 

                                                                                     6:30 P.M. 
 

 
1)   Call to Order by the Mayor 

 
2) 14-223. Approval of the Agenda: 

 
 a) Suggested Action:  City Council Members should review and approve 
  the agenda, including having the Mayor, City Councilors and staff  
  identify items to be added under “Other Business”.  
 

3) 14-224. General Business and Appearances 
 

4) 14-225. Consideration of the Consent Agenda: 
 

a) Approve Minutes from the City Council’s September 24th Meeting.    
 

b) Approve Pre-Audit Financial Reports:  June 30,  2014    
 
 c) Accept the bid submitted by Lloyd Franks of Plainfield, Vermont, for 
   Maintenance of Trash, Recycling & Dog Waste Barrels for the Public 
   Works Department, in the estimated annual amount of $18,078.30, 
   with the condition that all material collected be disposed of at the  
   Public Works Garage, and authorize the City Manager to execute the 
   contract documents. 
 
 d) Approval of Payroll and Bills 

 

5) 14-226. Appointment to the Montpelier Housing Authority Board.   
 

a) Each year, one board member’s term expires in October; this year, it is 
  Ed Larson’s. 

 
 b) Staff advertised and received a request for reappointment from Mr. 
  Larson. 
 
 c) Recommendation:   Reappointment of Ed Larson for another 5-year 
  term. 
 



 
 

 

6) 14-227. Parklet Review   
 
 a) Council stated, when they granted permission for parklets, that they 
  would like to have some feedback/review after the parklet(s) were 
  implemented.  

 
   b) Paul Carnahan, Chair of Montpelier Alive’s Design Committee, will be 
   presenting to Council; questionnaire results are attached. 

  
   c) Recommendation:  Receive presentation from Paul Carnahan;  
   opportunity for discussion; possible direction to staff. 

 
7) 14-228. Parking Committee Update 
    
 a) A representative of the Parking Committee will update City Council 
  on:  
 

   1) Reconsideration of State Street Parking Plan   
   2) Coach Parking Success  

  3) Smart Meter Pilot Program 
  4) Winter Parking Ban Pilot 
  5) Coordinating Efforts with Bike and Pedestrian Committee 
 
 b) Recommendation:  Receive update; discussion; direction to Parking 
  Committee/staff. 

 
8) 14-229. Discussion with Member(s) of the School Board regarding the upcoming 
  FY ’16 Budget process. 
 
  a) Recommendation:  Opportunity for discussion; possible direction to 
   staff. 
 
  9) 14-230. Discussion of Recreation Department Management 

 
 a) The City Council has expressed an interest in (1) changing oversight of 
  the Recreation Department from the School Board to the City Council 
  and (2) merging the Recreation Department with the Parks, Cemetery, 
  and the Montpelier Senior Activity Center (MSAC).   
 
 b) Staff will be present to review the advantages and disadvantages of this 
  proposal, the Council’s authority, and a proposed implementation plan 
  for consideration. 
 
 c) Recommendation:  Receive report; discussion; direction to staff. 

 



 
 

 

10) 14-231. Budget Calendar   
 
  a)  This will be an opportunity for staff to discuss with Council the  
   timeline that they are looking at for the FY ’16 Budget process. 
 
  b) Recommendation:  Discussion; direction to staff. 
 

 11) 14-232. Consideration of a funding request to continue a Technical Feasibility  
  Assessment for Parking Structure in downtown Montpelier.   

 
   a) The funding will provide preliminary engineering and site plan  
   feasibility, amount not to exceed $10,000. 

 
   b) Recommendation:  Receive presentation by Planning staff; opportunity 
   for discussion; direction to staff. 
 

12) 14-233. Public Meeting to Discuss Vermont Transportation Alternative Grant  
  Application due October 16, 2014.  

 

13) 14-234. Consideration of a Resolution to Save Antibiotics for Medicine.    
 
  a) This resolution has been presented to Council by Laura Mistretta, a 
   field organizer with Food and Water Watch; a copy of her initial e-mail 
   and the resolution is attached. 
 
  b) Ms. Mistretta attended the September 10th meeting and addressed the 
   Council about her concerns under “General Business and   
   Appearances”. 
   
  c) Following a discussion and opportunity for questions, Council opted 
   to postpone any action until this meeting. 
 
  d) Recommendation:  Further discussion; decide whether or not Council, 
   as a whole, wishes to support this resolution. 
 

 
14) 14-235. Other Business 
  
15) 14-236. Council Reports 

 
16)  14-237. Mayor’s Report 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
 

17)  14-238. Report by the City Clerk 
 

18) 14-239. Status Reports by the City Manager 
 

19) 14-240. Agenda Reports by the City Manager   
 

  

20) Adjournment   
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 CITY OF MONTPELIER 

FY 15 BUDGET SCHEDULE (JULY 1, 2015– JUNE 30, 2016) 

 

City Council Capital Improvements (CIP) Committee Members:  Dona Bate,  Jessica 

Edgerly Walsh,  Justin Turcotte, Planning Commission member TBD, Bill Fraser, Sandy 

Gallup, Todd Law, Tom McArdle, Montpelier Alive Representative 

 

Wednesday, September 10, 2014 

 Capital Improvements (CIP) Committee Meeting – Street Paving Review 

 

Monday, September 15, 2014 

 Community Fund Board Meeting - FY 16 budget process  

 

Friday, September 26, 2014 

 FY 16 budget process and funding letter to Inside Agencies, Boards and Commissions ready for mailing 

 Performance Measurement and Initial Operations Budget Worksheets/Guidelines for Department Heads 

Distributed with Capital Projects & Equipment Request Forms 

 

Wednesday, October 8, 2014 

 Regular Council Meeting-Review Budget Schedule & Process 

 FY 16-FY 20 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and Equipment Requests Due to Finance Department 

(Forms for Capital & Equipment Projects Must be Completed by All Departments and/or Requesting 

Agencies) 

 

Wednesday,  October 15,  2014 

 Department Head Meeting – Budget Update – CIP, Equipment, Staffing  

 

Wednesday, October 22, 2014 

 Regular Council Meeting – – Budget Discussion – Goals and Targets – Community Fund Request 

 

Friday, October 23, 2014 

 Departmental Operating and Budget Requests and Performance Measures Due to Finance including 

changes to the organizational chart and any supporting documents 

 Funding Requests Due from Inside Agencies, Boards and Commissions 

 

Wednesday, October 29 through Friday, October 31, 2014 

 Individual Department Head Budget meetings with City Manager & Finance Director – First Review-

DPW, Police/Parking, Fire, Finance, Planning.  As needed- Parks, Cemetery, CJC, Senior Center, District 

Heat 

 

Wednesday, November 12, 2014 

 Meeting of Capital & Annual Funding Projects Committee at 5:00 PM in the Council Chambers.  

 Regular Council Meeting-Department Presentations – DPW, Fire, Police, Planning 

 

Monday, November 17, 2014 

 First draft of Budget Completed and Presented to City Manager by Finance Director 

 

Wednesday, November 19, 2014 

 Special Council Meeting – Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) Committee Report 

 Budget Update – City Manager progress report 
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Monday, November 24 through Tuesday, November 25, 2014 

 Department Head Budget Meetings with City Manager and Finance Director –as needed 

 

Monday,  December 1, 2014 

 City Manager and Finance Director Finalize Budget and Supporting Documents 

 

Friday , December 5, 2014  

 City Manager Budget Books  in Council Packets 

 

 

Wednesday, December 10, 2014 

 Special Council Meeting – City Manager presents budget  

 

Wednesday, December 17, 2014  

 Regular Council Meeting – Budget process to be determined  

 Discuss Council Plan for Budget Presentation at Public Hearings 

 

Wednesday, January 7, 2015 

 Special  Council Meeting –Recreation Department Budget,  Finalize  and Approve Council’s Budget 

 

Wednesday, January 14, 2015 

 Regular Council Meeting 

 First Public Hearing on Budget and Annual Meeting  

 

Thursday,  January 22, 2015  

 Special Council Meeting -Second and Final Public Hearing on Budget and Annual Meeting Warning 

 Finalize Warning for Annual Meeting 

 Montpelier Community Fund Award Recommendation 
 School Board Budget Presentation at City Council Meeting 

 

Tuesday, March 3, 2015 

 Annual Meeting Day to Vote on Budget and Related Articles 

 



City of Montpelier, Vermont 
"The Smallest Capltel City In the United States" 

Mayor Johtl Hollar WillilllD J. FT1LSeJ 
CityMaD~r 

City CoUJ'lcil: ~bQtpdiu-","QrK 

Tom Golonb., Prellideut 
Thierry Cuedain, Vice Presideut 
DonaS/lte, ParliIlJllCI1ta.ria.n 
Anne W.tlOIl 

Ju.tin TUI'COttc 
Julie. Bdserty Wwb 

September 19,2014 

The Times-Argus: 

Please insert the following ad with other Montpelier notices 00: Tuesday, September 23" . 
Thank youl 

MONTPELIER HOUSING AUTHORITY VACANCY 

The Montpelier City Council is seeking applicants interested in filling an expired term on 
the Montpelier Housing Authority Board; said 5-year term to expire in October, 2019. 
Interested citizens should submit a letter of interest and/or resume to the Office of the City 
Manager, City Hall - 39 Main Street, (or bye-mail to: spjloAYak@montpelier-yl,org) as 
soon as possible and no later than noon on Thursday, October 2n

'. Tbe City Council will 
make this appointment at their October 8'" regularly scheduled meeting; applicants will be 
notified and encouraged to attend. All municipal meetings are accessible to people with 
disabilities and are held in accordance with the public meeting and public records laws. 

William J. Fraser 
City Manager 

sJP 

39 MAIN S'T7lDrr,~. VT056DA (BO~223-9519, FAX 
WWW.~OIfG 

WWW.~OIfG


Sandy Pitonyak 

From: Ed Larson [edlarson@barregranite.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 01,2014 1:48 PM 
To: Sandy Pitonyak 
Subject: Montpelier Housing Authority - Commissioner Appointment 

Sandy: 

Please inform City Council members of my interest to continue serving as Commissioner on the Montpelier Housing 
Authority for another term. I have made a dedicated commitment to do what I can in maintaining a Housing Authority 
that delivers a high level of service to its constituents and is financially sustainable so to be there to serve housing needs 
of our community for years to come. I feel I have made valid contributions during the past 20 years and would like to 
continue in my attentive efforts. Although I have served four terms, I find that we may be entering interesting and 
challenging times during the next five years and would very much want to be involved in working through these issues 
with the Commission. Although I am uncertain, I do anticipate that key staff changes may take place during this next 
term and feel the stability and institutional knowledge I bring will be important as we manage these antiCipated 
transitions. 

I will make an effort to be at the Council meeting on the date they consider this appointment. 

Thank you for the opportunity presented, I remain: 

Truly yours, 

Ed Larson 
7 77 Towne Hill Road 
Montpelier, VT 05602 
802-224-9777 

1 



P a g e  | 1 

 

Minutes of the Montpelier City Council Special Meeting 
September 24, 2014 
City Council Chambers 
 
In attendance: Mayor John Hollar, Councilors Tom Golonka, Justin Turcotte, Dona Bate, Jessica Edgerly 
Walsh and Anne Watson. City Manager William Fraser was in attendance. City Clerk John Odum served 
as Secretary of the meeting.  Councilors Justin Turcotte and Thierry Guerlain were absent. 
 

 
The Mayor called the meeting to order at 6:30 PM. 

14-223. Councilor Bate moved for approval of the agenda and was seconded by Councilor 
Edgerly Walsh. The motion carried unanimously (4-0) at 6:32. 

14-224. Emma Doleny rose to encourage the creation of a shelter for Greyhound bus 
passengers. 

 Bill Merrilees with the Bike Advisory Committee rose to announce a public work session 
on October 2nd at 6:30. 

Laura Mistretta presented a resolution seeking support for a statewide and national ban 
on non-therapeutic uses of antibiotics in livestock production. Elizabeth Parker, Liz Edsel 
and Steve Miracle rose in support of the proposed resolution. The Council took no 
action at this time. 

14-225. Councilor Golonka moved approval of the consent agenda and was seconded by 
Councilor Edgerly Walsh Items d) and e) were pulled at Councilor Watson’s request. The 
motion carried unanimously at 6:53. 

 14-226.  The second reading/public hearing to consider rescinding Chapter 18, Impact Fees, 
Article I. Establishment of Impact Fees of the City’s Code of Ordinances began at 6:54. A 
Council discussion followed, and was joined by Planning Director Michael Miller. 

The Mayor closed the public meeting at 7:12, and Councilor Watson moved the Council 
rescind Code of Ordinances Chapter 18, Impact Fees, Article I., and direct the Planning 
Commission to review the corresponding sections in the zoning regulations. Councilor 
Edgerly Walsh seconded. Motion carried unanimously at 7:13. 

14-227.  The Mayor opened the second reading/public hearing of an amendment to the City’s 
Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Taxation, Article I. General Taxation in the following 
manner: 

Sec. 16-8.  PENALTY FOR DELINQUENCY.  In accordance with the City Charter, 
Title XII, Section 4, a penalty of eight (8%) percent shall be added to the unpaid 
portion of each delinquent installment.  Said penalty shall become part of the 
tax for all purposes and shall be payable to the city sheriff or collector of 
delinquent taxes. As authorized by Title XII(4) of the City Charter, there is 
imposed a penalty equal to five percent (5%) of any tax installment paid within 
five (5) days following a payment date established in Section 16-5, which 
penalty shall increase to eight percent (8%) on and after six (6) days following 
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such installment payment date.  Such penalty shall be deemed a part of a 
delinquent tax payment installment, and may be recovered by any means 
permitted by law. 

 The Mayor closed the public hearing and Councilor Bate moved approval of the 
amendment and was seconded by Councilor Watson. It carried unanimously at 7:14. 

14-228. Mr. Miller remained at the table for a discussion of the proposed city zoning update. 
Councilors asked questions and offered their input. Page and Jed Guertin also rose to 
ask questions and comment. No action was taken. 

14-225. The Mayor took consent agenda items Items d) and e) off the table for discussion and 
consideration while Mr. Miller was at the front table. Councilor Watson moved approval 
of consent agenda items d) and e) and was seconded by Councilor Bate. The motion 
carried unanimously at 7:54. 

The Mayor called for a five minute recess. 

14-230.  Montpelier Alive Director Ashley Witzenberger came forward to discussion the request 
from Montpelier Alive that the City continue the Capital City Cash Flash in early 
December as a one-time Capital City Cash disbursement. Councilors expressed some 
concerns about the program. Page Guertin rose with questions. The Council took no 
action at this time. 

14-229.  Finance Director Sandra Gallup and Fire Chief Bob Gowans came forward to participate 
in the Council’s consideration of authorizing the City Manager to sign a one-year Agency 
Agreement with Credit Associates in Financial Services, Ltd of Rutland, Vermont to 
collect all accounts legally collectable forwarded to CAFS, Ltd  by the City of 
Montpelier’s Fire and Ambulance Department. Councilor Edgerly Walsh moved that the 
City Manager be so authorized, and was seconded by Councilor Watson. The motion 
carried unanimously at 8:24. 

14-231.  The Council received an update on the bike path extension project from Assistant City 
Manager Jessie Baker, and Tom McArdle from the Public Works Department. The Mayor 
also had a question about paving on Gould Hill Road. 

12-231(a). Councilor Edgerly Walsh moved that Councilors Anne Watson and Thierry Guerlain be 
appointed to the Vermont College of Fine Arts/City Work group. Councilor Watson 
seconded. The motion carried unanimously at 8:44. 

14-233.  Councilors Bate and Edgerly Walsh relayed some complaints about potholes and street 
lights. 

14-234. The Mayor reported on attending the Kiwanis Club anniversary event, and the Prevent 
Child Abuse march. 

14-235. The City Clerk noted that early voting for the November General Election was underway. 

14-236. The City Manager had a report on District Heat, a report on upcoming filming of a 
promotional video, and noted his attendance at a recent City manager’s conference, 
and his participation in an anti-drug abuse event. 
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Councilor Watson moved the Council find that premature general knowledge of the city attorney’s 
communication on the Hallsmith v. City of Montpelier, Fraser & Baker would clearly place the City at a 
substantial disadvantage. Councilor Bate seconded, and the motion carried unanimously at 8:48. 

Councilor Watson moved the Council enter into executive session in accordance with Title I, Section 313 
(1) E and F for the purpose of receiving an update on the Hallsmith v. City of Montpelier, Fraser & Baker 
case (and to include the City Manager, Assistant City Manager, and City attorney). Councilor Bate 
seconded and the motion carried unanimously at 8:49. 











































1 October 2014

TO: Montpelier City Council
FROM: Paul Carnahan, Chair, Montpelier Alive Design Committee
RE: Parklet First Year Experience

First Year Experience:

From the perspective of the Montpelier Alive Design Committee, the first parklet
in downtown Montpelier was a successful, although controversial. The hope was that
parklets would “enhance the pedestrian experience of being downtown.”  Having
observed the parklet being used by different types of people at all times of day in a
variety of ways, we believe that the parklet has had a positive impact on downtown
Montpelier.

In order to find out what people thought of the parklet, we conducted an online
survey from July 17 until July 24, 2014. The survey was publicized through Montpelier’s
Front Porch Forum, Montpelier Alive’s Facebook page, and electronic “word of mouth.”
369 people responded to the survey.  Encouragingly, fully 90.6 percent of the respondents
think “that outdoor gathering spaces are an important part of a downtown.” On the
critical question, “Do you think that Montpelier benefits from the current parklet in
downtown,” the respondents were more closely divided: 54.7 percent said yes, 45.3
percent said no, and 8 people skipped the question. If you eliminate the 34 people who
are opposed to all types of outdoor gathering spaces in the downtown, the split of people
who thought that the parklet is beneficial becomes a 60-40.

What did people do in the parklet?  64 percent said that they watched people, 62
talked to friends, and 61 percent said that they ate food that they purchased downtown.
The survey also revealed that 55 percent of the people who responded to the survey
reported that they visited a business before or after their visit to the parklet.

People were eager to tell us what they thought of the parklet in the various
comments sections throughout the survey.  On question number 9, in which we asked,
“Have you experienced any problems related to the current parklet?” only 6 people
reported that they had had problem, but 103 people (30 percent) told us what their
problems were! Many people used this question to report that they didn’t want the parklet
taking up parking places. I have created a word cloud that shows that the word “parking”
was used very often in this comment section.

Even more people took the opportunity to use open-ended question number 10
(“Any additional comments?”) to tell us what they thought about parklets.  245 people
offered comments and 121 skipped this question.  It is very difficult to analyze this many
comments so once again I have provided a word cloud.  Once again the word “parking” is
the most commonly used word, although other neutral or positive words show up more



prominently in the response to this question.  We did not attempt to code the comments
as “positive” or “negative” because there were nine other quantifiable questions before
the comments section. I have enclosed the full text of the comments to questions 9 and 10
for your information.

The impact of the parklet on city services is unknown at this time.  On September
25 I asked four city department heads (Public Works, Police, Planning, Clerk) for their
experiences with the parklet and as of this date, five business days after the question was
sent, none had responded.

Parklet Historical Timeline:

July 18, 2012 Design Committee member Gregg Gossens introduces parklet concept to
City Council and gets positive feedback with a strong preference for
private parklets

April 15, 2013 Meeting with Development Review Board and Design Review
Commission; Gwen Hallsmith argues that parklets should not be part of
the design review process but should be similar to vendor permits

June 12, 2013 City Council approves six spaces for parklets for a two-year pilot project
administered by Montpelier Alive (MA had asked for four spaces)

July 11, 2013 MA picks first three private parklets; none are built due to lack of
approval to serve alcohol

Feb. 19, 2014 City Council waives parking fees for VTC public parklet
May 27, 2014 VTC parklet installed
Sept. 26, 2014 VTC parklet removed

The Future

There is one more year left in the pilot project. In response to feedback on the
color of the benches on the VTC parklet, volunteers repainted them green on August 30;
as far as we know this color will remain for next summer. We have asked VTC to locate
their parklet on Main Street for the summer of 2015. We will be working with them and
the city staff to find a suitable location before spring. The owner of Positive Pie, one of
the three original parklets, has received permission to serve alcohol in his parklet. We are
not sure if he is going to go ahead and build his parklet for the final year of the pilot
project.



Montpelier	Parklet	Public	Survey

1	/	28

90.63% 329

9.37% 34

Q1	Do	you	think	that	outdoor	gathering
spaces	are	an	important	part	of	a

downtown?
Answered:	363	 Skipped:	3

Total 363

Yes

No
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Montpelier	Parklet	Public	Survey

2	/	28

53.74% 194

46.26% 167

Q2	Have	you	ever	sat	in	the	parklet	on
State	Street?

Answered:	361	 Skipped:	5

Total 361

# If	"yes,"	how	many	times	in	the	past	7	days? Date

1 0 7/24/2014	6:22	PM

2 2 7/24/2014	4:21	PM

3 1 7/24/2014	10:05	AM

4 1 7/24/2014	8:12	AM

5 0 7/24/2014	8:01	AM

6 1 7/23/2014	6:44	PM

7 3 7/23/2014	5:21	PM

8 0 7/23/2014	2:59	PM

9 0 7/23/2014	1:13	PM

10 what	is	the	parklet 7/23/2014	12:36	PM

11 1 7/23/2014	12:04	PM

12 5 7/23/2014	11:51	AM

13 twice 7/23/2014	11:24	AM

14 3 7/23/2014	11:19	AM

15 2 7/23/2014	10:17	AM

16 0 7/23/2014	10:02	AM

17 1 7/23/2014	9:58	AM

18 0 7/23/2014	9:38	AM

19 1 7/23/2014	9:31	AM

20 0 7/23/2014	9:12	AM

21 1 7/23/2014	9:03	AM

22 1 7/23/2014	8:24	AM

23 1 7/23/2014	7:45	AM

24 1 7/23/2014	7:31	AM

25 1 7/23/2014	7:15	AM

26 1 7/23/2014	6:16	AM

27 0 7/23/2014	6:08	AM

28 1 7/23/2014	3:13	AM

29 2 7/23/2014	12:36	AM

30 3 7/22/2014	11:29	PM

31 Once 7/22/2014	11:18	PM

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No



Montpelier	Parklet	Public	Survey
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32 1 7/22/2014	11:09	PM

33 1 7/22/2014	11:08	PM

34 1 7/22/2014	11:06	PM

35 Once 7/22/2014	10:59	PM

36 0 7/22/2014	10:53	PM

37 1 7/22/2014	10:50	PM

38 1 7/22/2014	9:57	PM

39 1 7/22/2014	9:43	PM

40 0 7/22/2014	9:27	PM

41 0 7/22/2014	9:10	PM

42 0 7/22/2014	8:57	PM

43 1 7/22/2014	8:56	PM

44 Once 7/22/2014	8:45	PM

45 0 7/22/2014	8:35	PM

46 None 7/22/2014	8:22	PM

47 1 7/22/2014	7:36	PM

48 0 7/22/2014	6:07	PM

49 1 7/22/2014	6:02	PM

50 1 7/22/2014	4:06	PM

51 I	wouldn't-	the	wooden	benches	look	uncomfortable	and	uninviting. 7/22/2014	2:52	PM

52 2 7/22/2014	12:19	PM

53 1 7/22/2014	12:13	PM

54 3 7/22/2014	10:28	AM

55 4 7/22/2014	9:11	AM

56 1 7/22/2014	7:56	AM

57 2 7/21/2014	11:39	PM

58 0 7/21/2014	10:32	PM

59 3 7/21/2014	8:49	PM

60 0 7/21/2014	8:39	PM

61 1 7/21/2014	7:58	PM

62 0 7/21/2014	2:53	PM

63 0 7/21/2014	2:51	PM

64 1 7/21/2014	2:49	PM

65 3 7/21/2014	2:28	PM

66 0 7/21/2014	2:15	PM

67 1 7/21/2014	2:07	PM

68 0 7/21/2014	1:55	PM

69 1 7/21/2014	1:52	PM

70 1 7/21/2014	1:28	PM

71 2 7/21/2014	1:27	PM

72 None 7/21/2014	1:18	PM

73 1 7/21/2014	12:59	PM

74 0 7/21/2014	12:41	PM

75 1 7/21/2014	12:39	PM

76 0 7/21/2014	12:39	PM

77 2 7/21/2014	12:32	PM

78 None.	Haven't	been	downtown	much	this	week. 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

79 1 7/21/2014	11:59	AM

80 0	-	was	out	of	state 7/21/2014	11:57	AM

81 0 7/21/2014	11:49	AM

82 0 7/21/2014	11:44	AM

83 2 7/21/2014	11:40	AM



Montpelier	Parklet	Public	Survey
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84 1 7/21/2014	11:31	AM

85 1 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

86 0 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

87 unknown 7/21/2014	11:16	AM

88 10 7/21/2014	11:12	AM

89 0 7/21/2014	11:11	AM

90 1 7/21/2014	11:09	AM

91 2 7/21/2014	9:19	AM

92 3 7/21/2014	9:03	AM

93 2 7/21/2014	8:57	AM

94 0 7/21/2014	8:55	AM

95 4 7/21/2014	8:52	AM

96 2 7/21/2014	8:51	AM

97 1 7/21/2014	7:35	AM

98 1 7/20/2014	3:51	PM

99 1 7/20/2014	8:05	AM

100 0 7/19/2014	7:32	PM

101 1 7/19/2014	9:42	AM

102 0 7/18/2014	3:53	PM

103 0 7/18/2014	1:43	PM

104 1 7/18/2014	11:44	AM

105 1 7/18/2014	11:04	AM

106 0 7/18/2014	10:56	AM

107 2 7/18/2014	10:25	AM

108 1 7/18/2014	10:04	AM

109 0 7/18/2014	9:51	AM

110 0 7/18/2014	9:13	AM

111 Once 7/18/2014	8:58	AM

112 1 7/18/2014	8:32	AM

113 0 7/18/2014	8:19	AM

114 1 7/18/2014	7:46	AM

115 3 7/18/2014	3:24	AM

116 3 7/17/2014	11:18	PM

117 7 7/17/2014	11:09	PM

118 1 7/17/2014	10:57	PM

119 2 7/17/2014	10:39	PM

120 0 7/17/2014	10:25	PM

121 0 7/17/2014	10:21	PM

122 2 7/17/2014	10:14	PM

123 2 7/17/2014	9:56	PM

124 1 7/17/2014	9:52	PM

125 2 7/17/2014	9:31	PM

126 0 7/17/2014	9:29	PM

127 1 7/17/2014	9:25	PM

128 0 7/17/2014	9:19	PM

129 1 7/17/2014	9:16	PM

130 1 7/17/2014	9:11	PM

131 1 7/17/2014	9:07	PM

132 2 7/17/2014	9:06	PM

133 1 7/17/2014	9:05	PM

134 2 7/17/2014	8:58	PM

135 2 7/17/2014	8:54	PM
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136 2 7/17/2014	8:53	PM

137 Zero 7/17/2014	8:49	PM

138 0 7/17/2014	8:45	PM

139 0 7/17/2014	8:25	PM

140 1 7/17/2014	8:13	PM

141 1 7/17/2014	7:54	PM

142 1 7/17/2014	7:46	PM

143 2 7/17/2014	7:35	PM

144 0 7/17/2014	7:33	PM

145 1 7/17/2014	7:26	PM

146 1 7/17/2014	7:21	PM

147 1 7/17/2014	7:14	PM

148 1 7/17/2014	7:12	PM

149 0 7/17/2014	6:57	PM

150 2 7/17/2014	6:55	PM

151 1 7/17/2014	6:53	PM

152 0 7/17/2014	6:50	PM

153 3 7/17/2014	6:17	PM

154 0 7/17/2014	6:11	PM

155 0 7/17/2014	6:09	PM

156 1 7/17/2014	6:08	PM

157 2 7/17/2014	6:01	PM

158 1 7/17/2014	5:58	PM

159 1 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

160 None 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

161 3 7/17/2014	5:48	PM

162 0 7/17/2014	5:41	PM

163 1 7/17/2014	5:38	PM
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61.06% 127

62.50% 130

25.96% 54

20.19% 42

4.81% 10

0.48% 1

37.98% 79

64.42% 134

19.23% 40

Q3	What	did	you	do	while	in	the	parklet?
(check	all	that	apply)

Answered:	208	 Skipped:	158

Total	Respondents:	208 	

# Other	(please	specify) Date

1 Read,	ate	food	brought	from	home 7/24/2014	8:01	AM

2 fed	my	baby 7/23/2014	12:04	PM

3 Its	a	great	place	to	write 7/23/2014	9:31	AM

4 Had	a	quick	work	discussion 7/23/2014	7:45	AM

5 read	a	book 7/23/2014	7:15	AM

6 wait	while	family	shops 7/22/2014	11:29	PM

7 Read 7/22/2014	11:18	PM

8 Checked	it	out 7/22/2014	9:56	PM

9 lunch 7/22/2014	9:32	PM

10 Met	about	business! 7/22/2014	9:27	PM

11 Hung	out	with	daughter 7/22/2014	7:54	PM

12 changed	a	diaper	and	my	wife	breast	fed	our	infant. 7/22/2014	7:43	PM

13 Checked	it	out 7/22/2014	6:13	PM

Ate	food
purchased...

Talked	to
friends

Talked	to
strangers

Talked/texted/s
urfed	on...

Played	with
dogs

Played	music

Absorbed	the
sun

Watched	people

Other	(please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Ate	food	purchased	downtown

Talked	to	friends

Talked	to	strangers

Talked/texted/surfed	on	electronic	device

Played	with	dogs

Played	music

Absorbed	the	sun

Watched	people

Other	(please	specify)
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14 I	HOPE	not	"play	music".	Some	businesses	in	the	area	might	be	angry	and	distrubed	(one	example:	my	dentist!). 7/22/2014	2:52	PM

15 conducted	meetings	with	DJ	c lients 7/22/2014	10:28	AM

16 waited	for	my	friend 7/21/2014	12:39	PM

17 was	planning	to	watch	parade 7/21/2014	12:39	PM

18 Did	not	sit	in	the	parklet 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

19 Take	a	break	with	my	kids 7/21/2014	12:09	PM

20 Sat	with	my	baby 7/21/2014	11:59	AM

21 just	to	check	it	out;	didn't	stay	long	enough	to	"do"	anything 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

22 waited	for	friends 7/21/2014	11:12	AM

23 I	chucked	at	the	weird	concept	and	design	and	wondered	why	the	c ity	would	give	up	a	parking	spot	for	this. 7/21/2014	11:11	AM

24 Thought	how	cool	it	is	that	Montpelier	has	a	parklet 7/21/2014	9:03	AM

25 Listened	to	and	tipped	street	music ians 7/21/2014	8:57	AM

26 Never	sat	there 7/21/2014	5:31	AM

27 just	to	check	it	out. 7/19/2014	7:32	PM

28 It's	an	eyesoar! 7/18/2014	9:47	PM

29 N/A 7/17/2014	9:40	PM

30 N/a 7/17/2014	9:18	PM

31 listened	to	music ian 7/17/2014	8:54	PM

32 Have	not	sat	there. 7/17/2014	8:45	PM

33 NA 7/17/2014	8:42	PM

34 Talked	to	enemies 7/17/2014	7:46	PM

35 na 7/17/2014	7:23	PM

36 Kids	c limbed	around	on	parklet 7/17/2014	7:21	PM

37 read	newspaper 7/17/2014	7:12	PM

38 used	broom	and	dustpan	to	sweep	up	rubbish,	thank	you 7/17/2014	6:50	PM

39 Listened	to	street	music ians 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

40 just	to	see	what	it	was 7/17/2014	5:41	PM
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22.45% 55

25.31% 62

52.24% 128

Q4	Did	you	visit	a	business	before	or
after	your	parklet	visit?

Answered:	245	 Skipped:	121

Total 245

# If	"yes,"	what	business	did	you	v isit? Date

1 Thrush 7/24/2014	6:22	PM

2 Capitol	Grounds 7/24/2014	4:21	PM

3 Wilaiwan's 7/24/2014	10:05	AM

4 capitol	grounds 7/24/2014	8:12	AM

5 Will iwan's	for	lunch 7/24/2014	8:01	AM

6 Capital	Grounds 7/23/2014	6:44	PM

7 How	does	my	sitting	in	a	parklet	translate	to	l iking	it	in	the	next	question? 7/23/2014	2:59	PM

8 a	lot	of	different	ones	c lothing	and	food 7/23/2014	1:18	PM

9 Capital	grounds 7/23/2014	1:13	PM

10 salaam,	capitol	grounds 7/23/2014	12:04	PM

11 Chill,	Capitol	Grounds,	Incognito 7/23/2014	11:51	AM

12 Chill,	Woodbury	Toys,	Capital	Grounds 7/23/2014	11:24	AM

13 Woodbury	man	toys,	capitol	grounds,	etc 7/23/2014	11:19	AM

14 restaurants,	other	merchants. 7/23/2014	10:02	AM

15 Capitol	Grounds 7/23/2014	9:58	AM

16 Onion	river	sports 7/23/2014	9:57	AM

17 Asiana	House 7/23/2014	9:38	AM

18 Capital	Coffee	an	Wilaiwan's	Kitchen 7/23/2014	9:31	AM

19 Ice	Cream 7/23/2014	9:03	AM

20 Capitol	Grounds 7/23/2014	8:38	AM

21 Capitol	Grounds 7/23/2014	8:24	AM

22 Capital	Grounds 7/23/2014	7:47	AM

23 Capitol	grounds 7/23/2014	7:45	AM

24 Capitol	Grounds 7/23/2014	7:31	AM

25 Chill 7/23/2014	7:15	AM

26 Chill 7/23/2014	3:13	AM

27 Delish,	post	office 7/23/2014	12:36	AM

28 Chill,	vermont	trading,	capital	grounds 7/22/2014	11:18	PM

Yes

No

If	"yes,"	what
business	did...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No

If	"yes,"	what	business	did	you	visit?
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29 Chil l	Gelato 7/22/2014	11:09	PM

30 Capital	Grounds 7/22/2014	11:08	PM

31 Capitol	Grounds 7/22/2014	11:06	PM

32 Chill 7/22/2014	10:59	PM

33 capitol	grounds 7/22/2014	10:50	PM

34 The	North	Branch	Cafe 7/22/2014	9:43	PM

35 My	friend	bought	something	from	Cap.	Grounds,	though	I	didn't	purchase	anything 7/22/2014	9:27	PM

36 pinkys 7/22/2014	9:23	PM

37 Wiilawans	&	Cap	grounds 7/22/2014	9:10	PM

38 Capitol	Grounds 7/22/2014	8:57	PM

39 Capital	grounds,	Chil l,	Capitol	Kitchen,	Onion	River	Sports 7/22/2014	8:45	PM

40 capitol	grounds 7/22/2014	8:22	PM

41 Positive	Pie 7/22/2014	7:44	PM

42 farmers	market;	chil l ;	Capitol	grounds,	bear	pond	books,	onion	river	sports 7/22/2014	7:43	PM

43 Capital	grounds 7/22/2014	7:36	PM

44 Many 7/22/2014	6:34	PM

45 Capitol	Grounds 7/22/2014	6:07	PM

46 Capitol	Grounds 7/22/2014	5:11	PM

47 Mad	Taco 7/22/2014	4:06	PM

48 two	different	restaurants 7/22/2014	12:19	PM

49 Shaws 7/22/2014	12:13	PM

50 Capitol	Grounds,	Woodbury	Mountain	Toys,	Pinkys,	Buch	Spieler 7/22/2014	10:28	AM

51 capitol	grounds,	knitting	studio 7/22/2014	10:06	AM

52 Capitol	Grounds,	Montpelier	Pharmacy 7/22/2014	9:11	AM

53 positive	pie,	Capitol	Grounds 7/21/2014	11:39	PM

54 Chill 7/21/2014	8:49	PM

55 capitol	Grounds 7/21/2014	8:39	PM

56 Positive	Pie 7/21/2014	2:53	PM

57 Capitol	Grounds	and	North	Branch	Cafe' 7/21/2014	2:07	PM

58 Capitol	Grounds 7/21/2014	1:55	PM

59 Mad	Taco 7/21/2014	1:52	PM

60 Chill 7/21/2014	1:28	PM

61 Pinky's 7/21/2014	1:25	PM

62 Chill 7/21/2014	1:18	PM

63 Chill	Gelato 7/21/2014	12:41	PM

64 Capital	Grounds,	Julio's,	Chil l 7/21/2014	12:39	PM

65 chil l,	mad	taco,	capitol	grounds... 7/21/2014	12:21	PM

66 Mcgil l icutties	before 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

67 Capitol	grounds 7/21/2014	11:57	AM

68 Wilaiwan	Kitchen,	Cool	Jewels 7/21/2014	11:40	AM

69 Capital	Grounds,	Alla	Vida,	Rivendell,	Pinky's 7/21/2014	11:31	AM

70 farmers	market 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

71 Post	Office 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

72 Chill 7/21/2014	11:19	AM

73 capitol	grounds,	asiana	house,	north	branch	wine 7/21/2014	11:12	AM

74 Capital	Grounds 7/21/2014	9:03	AM

75 Capitol	Grounds 7/21/2014	8:57	AM

76 Capital	Grounds 7/21/2014	8:55	AM

77 capital	grounds 7/21/2014	8:52	AM

78 cap.	grounds,	ORS,	aubuchon,	farmers	market,	chil l 7/21/2014	8:32	AM

79 Capitol	Grounds 7/21/2014	7:35	AM

80 Capitol	Grounds 7/20/2014	3:51	PM
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81 sandwich	place 7/20/2014	8:05	AM

82 Woodbury	Mountain	Toys 7/19/2014	3:26	PM

83 Chill,	3	Penny 7/19/2014	9:42	AM

84 Splash 7/18/2014	9:47	PM

85 Capital	Grounds,	and	Market 7/18/2014	1:43	PM

86 Chill	Gelato,	Toy	Store,	capitol	Grounds 7/18/2014	11:44	AM

87 Capital	Grounds 7/18/2014	10:25	AM

88 Positive	Pie 7/18/2014	10:04	AM

89 Village	Pizza	and	Chil l 7/18/2014	9:51	AM

90 chil l,	delish	and	bear	pond	books 7/18/2014	9:36	AM

91 capital	grounds,	farmers	market 7/18/2014	9:13	AM

92 Cocoa	Bean 7/18/2014	7:33	AM

93 Chill;	Positive	Pi 7/17/2014	11:18	PM

94 Capitol	grounds,	subway,	chil l ,	positive	pie. 7/17/2014	11:09	PM

95 cap	coffee 7/17/2014	10:57	PM

96 Wiliawans,	Chil l 7/17/2014	10:39	PM

97 Chill 7/17/2014	10:25	PM

98 Chill	&	Sarducci's 7/17/2014	10:14	PM

99 N/A 7/17/2014	9:40	PM

100 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	9:31	PM

101 Capitol	grounds	and	chil l 7/17/2014	9:29	PM

102 chil l,	but	I	would	have	gone	to	chil l 	with	or	without	the	stupid	parklet, 7/17/2014	9:19	PM

103 Capitol	Grounds,	Positive	Pie 7/17/2014	9:11	PM

104 chil l 7/17/2014	8:54	PM

105 Gelato	place 7/17/2014	8:49	PM

106 Chill 7/17/2014	8:45	PM

107 Chill 7/17/2014	8:28	PM

108 Asian	House	and	Chil l 7/17/2014	8:25	PM

109 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	8:13	PM

110 Capitol	grounds	&	olive	oil	place 7/17/2014	7:46	PM

111 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	7:35	PM

112 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	7:26	PM

113 Chill 7/17/2014	7:21	PM

114 Cap	grounds 7/17/2014	7:14	PM

115 Capital	Grounds	&	book	store 7/17/2014	7:12	PM

116 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	6:53	PM

117 capitol	grounds 7/17/2014	6:50	PM

118 capital	grounds 7/17/2014	6:28	PM

119 Village	Pizz 7/17/2014	6:17	PM

120 alla	vita 7/17/2014	6:11	PM

121 Coffee	shop 7/17/2014	6:08	PM

122 Chill 7/17/2014	6:01	PM

123 Capitol	Grounds,	Positve	Pie	&	Farmers	Market 7/17/2014	5:58	PM

124 Mad	taco 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

125 Chill 7/17/2014	5:48	PM

126 Northfield	savings.	Banking 7/17/2014	5:41	PM

127 Capitol	Grounds 7/17/2014	5:40	PM

128 I	shop	downtown	a	lot,	I	don't	remember	where	I	went 7/17/2014	5:38	PM
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88.95% 314

11.05% 39

Q5	Have	you	ever	seen	other	people
enjoying	the	parklet?

Answered:	353	 Skipped:	13

Total 353

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No
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54.75% 196

45.25% 162

Q6	Do	you	think	that	Montpelier	benefits
from	the	current	parklet	in	downtown?

Answered:	358	 Skipped:	8

Total 358

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No
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46.65% 167

53.35% 191

Q7	Do	you	think	Montpelier	would	benefit
from	more	parklets	downtown?

Answered:	358	 Skipped:	8

Total 358

# If	yes,	how	many	parking	spaces	do	you	think	should	be	used	for	parklets? Date

1 3 7/24/2014	6:22	PM

2 8	for	now.	Then	we'l l	see	how	that	works. 7/24/2014	4:21	PM

3 1 7/24/2014	3:45	PM

4 6 7/24/2014	10:05	AM

5 4 7/24/2014	8:12	AM

6 ? 7/24/2014	8:01	AM

7 4 7/23/2014	6:44	PM

8 4 7/23/2014	6:18	PM

9 6 7/23/2014	5:21	PM

10 6 7/23/2014	4:53	PM

11 6 7/23/2014	1:26	PM

12 Definitely	NOT	no	parking	as	it	is! 7/23/2014	1:19	PM

13 2-3 7/23/2014	12:04	PM

14 maybe	6-8...depends	on	the	location 7/23/2014	11:24	AM

15 10 7/23/2014	10:17	AM

16 3 7/23/2014	9:58	AM

17 6	total 7/23/2014	9:57	AM

18 3 7/23/2014	9:31	AM

19 2 7/23/2014	9:12	AM

20 2-3 7/23/2014	9:03	AM

21 10 7/23/2014	8:38	AM

22 3 7/23/2014	8:24	AM

23 2 7/23/2014	7:47	AM

24 just	a	few 7/23/2014	7:15	AM

25 1 7/23/2014	6:42	AM

26 6 7/23/2014	6:16	AM

27 4 7/23/2014	4:32	AM

28 4 7/23/2014	12:36	AM

29 5 7/22/2014	11:29	PM

30 3 7/22/2014	11:08	PM

31 4 7/22/2014	11:06	PM

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No
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32 Three 7/22/2014	10:59	PM

33 0 7/22/2014	10:53	PM

34 the	one	space	next	to	current	parklet	should	be	used.	then	3	more	elsewhere,	perhaps	on	main. 7/22/2014	10:50	PM

35 absolutely	not 7/22/2014	10:40	PM

36 4 7/22/2014	9:57	PM

37 3 7/22/2014	9:43	PM

38 all	of	the	first	block	of	State	St 7/22/2014	9:32	PM

39 NO	more	than	5–10 7/22/2014	9:27	PM

40 0	Locate	outside	of	poking	spaces 7/22/2014	9:23	PM

41 0-put	them	in	places	where	they	would	not	take	up	parking	space 7/22/2014	9:10	PM

42 6-10 7/22/2014	8:57	PM

43 ?	Not	sure!	1-2	each	block? 7/22/2014	8:45	PM

44 I	dont	know 7/22/2014	8:22	PM

45 4-8 7/22/2014	7:44	PM

46 3 7/22/2014	7:43	PM

47 2-4 7/22/2014	7:20	PM

48 more	benefic ial	than	the	current	parklets,	would	be	bumping	out	the	sidewalk	to	provide	sidewalk	cafe	space.	any	spots	removed
though	should	be	replaced	else	where	in	lots	or	garages.

7/22/2014	6:37	PM

49 Ugly.	Not	nearly	enough	parking	as	it	is! 7/22/2014	6:13	PM

50 3 7/22/2014	5:49	PM

51 6 7/22/2014	12:19	PM

52 6 7/22/2014	12:13	PM

53 all	on	state	between	Main	&	Elm	and	Langdon	St. 7/22/2014	10:28	AM

54 0 7/22/2014	10:26	AM

55 2 7/22/2014	10:06	AM

56 6 7/22/2014	7:56	AM

57 6 7/21/2014	11:39	PM

58 Having	the	parklet	at	the	bridge	makes	sense.	Others	would	not	and	Montpelier	needs	to	figure	out	downtown	parking	first. 7/21/2014	8:49	PM

59 0 7/21/2014	8:39	PM

60 0000000000000 7/21/2014	7:58	PM

61 As	many	as	needed 7/21/2014	2:28	PM

62 6 7/21/2014	1:55	PM

63 1 7/21/2014	1:25	PM

64 Nice	idea	but	don't	think	there's	enough	parking	to	sacrifice 7/21/2014	1:18	PM

65 6 7/21/2014	12:32	PM

66 Not	sure. 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

67 2-3 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

68 6-8 7/21/2014	12:09	PM

69 8 7/21/2014	11:59	AM

70 10 7/21/2014	11:40	AM

71 2 7/21/2014	11:29	AM

72 0 7/21/2014	11:19	AM

73 5-8 7/21/2014	11:14	AM

74 3 7/21/2014	11:12	AM

75 2-3 7/21/2014	11:09	AM

76 6 7/21/2014	9:19	AM

77 2 7/21/2014	9:03	AM

78 6 7/21/2014	8:57	AM

79 2-3 7/21/2014	8:52	AM

80 6 7/21/2014	8:51	AM

81 6 7/21/2014	8:32	AM

82 4 7/20/2014	8:05	AM
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83 12,000 7/19/2014	12:52	PM

84 as	many	as	needed 7/19/2014	9:42	AM

85 2-3 7/19/2014	9:13	AM

86 8-10 7/18/2014	3:01	PM

87 4-6 7/18/2014	1:43	PM

88 1	or	2 7/18/2014	11:44	AM

89 0 7/18/2014	10:42	AM

90 10 7/18/2014	10:25	AM

91 6-8	(3-4	parklets) 7/18/2014	10:04	AM

92 up	to	6 7/18/2014	9:13	AM

93 5 7/18/2014	8:58	AM

94 9 7/18/2014	7:46	AM

95 6 7/17/2014	11:18	PM

96 5 7/17/2014	11:09	PM

97 2-5 7/17/2014	10:39	PM

98 20 7/17/2014	9:56	PM

99 0 7/17/2014	9:40	PM

100 2 7/17/2014	9:31	PM

101 3	maybe	4 7/17/2014	9:29	PM

102 None! 7/17/2014	9:18	PM

103 4 7/17/2014	9:16	PM

104 6 7/17/2014	9:11	PM

105 100 7/17/2014	9:05	PM

106 4	more 7/17/2014	8:53	PM

107 0 7/17/2014	8:42	PM

108 0 7/17/2014	8:42	PM

109 2	to	3 7/17/2014	8:13	PM

110 2-3 7/17/2014	7:54	PM

111 10 7/17/2014	7:46	PM

112 6 7/17/2014	7:26	PM

113 2-4 7/17/2014	7:21	PM

114 None! 7/17/2014	7:11	PM

115 6 7/17/2014	6:57	PM

116 We	need	more	parking!!! 7/17/2014	6:57	PM

117 maybe 7/17/2014	6:55	PM

118 4 7/17/2014	6:50	PM

119 4 7/17/2014	6:11	PM

120 3-5 7/17/2014	6:01	PM

121 All	of	them	on	State	Street	between	Elm	&	Main 7/17/2014	5:58	PM

122 3 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

123 current	=	ok 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

124 3-5 7/17/2014	5:53	PM

125 5% 7/17/2014	5:48	PM

126 0 7/17/2014	5:41	PM

127 6 7/17/2014	5:38	PM
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46.82% 162

53.18% 184

Q8	Do	you	think	businesses	(such	as
restaurants)	should	be	allowed	to	maintain

parklets	for	their	customers?
Answered:	346	 Skipped:	20

Total 346

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer	Choices Responses

Yes

No
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1.71% 6

68.86% 241

29.43% 103

Q9	Have	you	experienced	any	problems
related	to	the	current	parklet?

Answered:	350	 Skipped:	16

Total 350

# If	"yes,"	what	were	they? Date

1 While	walking,	we	just	try	to	get	past	it	as	quickly	as	possible.	If	there	are	people	in	it,	i t	almost	feels	l ike	an	intrusion	to	walk	by	it.
From	a	driving	perspective,	I	am	always	concerned	about	the	extra	activity	around	it	and	the	abil i ty	to	also	keep	track	of	the
crosswalk.

7/24/2014	7:20	PM

2 It’s	an	eyesore	and	takes	up	valuable	parking	space. 7/24/2014	12:48	PM

3 embarrassment. 7/24/2014	10:25	AM

4 It	needs	some	shade!	A	"roof"	over	part	of	it	would	be	a	big	improvement. 7/24/2014	8:01	AM

5 city	doesnt	keep	up	w/	trash	&	cap	ground	customers	fi l l 	cans	rather	tha	take	their	trash	back	in,	then	people	fi l l 	recycle	bins	w/
trash	by	default

7/23/2014	4:53	PM

6 Couldn't	find	a	convenient	parking	space	when	in	a	hurry. 7/23/2014	2:59	PM

7 No	but	I	frequently	see	small	children	hanging	over	the	edge! 7/23/2014	1:19	PM

8 Lack	of	parking,	people	in	street 7/23/2014	1:11	PM

9 THEY	TAKE	UP	PRECIOUS	PARKING 7/23/2014	1:02	PM

10 Less	parking 7/23/2014	12:11	PM

11 less	parking 7/23/2014	11:51	AM

12 less	parking 7/23/2014	11:28	AM

13 Parking	is	an	issue	in	Montpelier,	giving	up	spaces	on	one	of	the	busiest	retail	streets	in	town	is	bad. 7/23/2014	10:17	AM

14 Lack	of	parking	on	the	street 7/23/2014	9:38	AM

15 It	could	use	more	shade.	Its	not	a	great	place	on	a	hot	sunny	day. 7/23/2014	9:31	AM

16 Takes	up	parking	space 7/23/2014	9:08	AM

17 Parking	visibil i ty 7/23/2014	6:38	AM

18 Parking 7/23/2014	6:20	AM

19 trying	to	find	a	parking	space 7/23/2014	1:32	AM

20 Could	not	find	parking	place	during	lunch	hour	to	patronize	restaurant	so	am	now	avoiding	downtown	for	midday	meal. 7/23/2014	12:24	AM

21 there	is	already	too	l ittle	space	to	park	downtown	now,	especially	directly	downtown.	The	location	is	not	good. 7/22/2014	10:53	PM

22 Less	parking 7/22/2014	10:41	PM

23 It	offends	me.	People	don't	use	it	because	there	is	a	perfectly	good	bench	in	the	same	spot. 7/22/2014	10:40	PM

24 It	has	drawn	people	away	from	existing	park	areas	and	because	its	not	assocated	with	a	business	it	has	drawn	people	away	from
other	areas	of	town	and	therefor	hurt	businesses	not	located	in	c lose	proximty	to	this	parklet

7/22/2014	10:04	PM

25 Lost	parking	places 7/22/2014	9:56	PM
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26 It's	kinda	ugly,	guys.	And	it	needs	more	greenery! 7/22/2014	9:27	PM

27 Safety	-	cars	come	very	c lose	to	the	parklet,	the	driving	lane	is	very	narrow.	People	complain	all	the	time	about	the	loss	of	the
parking	spaces.

7/22/2014	9:20	PM

28 Trash,	trashy 7/22/2014	8:56	PM

29 It	takes	away	parking	spots	where	we	already	don't	have	enough. 7/22/2014	8:18	PM

30 People	in	town	afraid	of	change,	stifl ing	the	towns	creativity	and	vibrancy	and	disliking	parklets 7/22/2014	7:54	PM

31 Just	lat	Saturday,	four	older	gentleman,	possibly	under	the	influence,	sat	on	the	sidewalk	side	of	the	parklet.	One	of	them	smoking,
while	all	four	created	a	hosti le	environment	for	others	passing	by	or	using	the	parklet.	This	inc luded	my	wife	and	young	children
while	she	was	trying	to	change	and	feed	our	infant.	This	continued	unti l	well	after	we	left,	not	being	able	to	bear	the	harassing
comments	any	longer.

7/22/2014	7:43	PM

32 deprived	of	parking	space 7/22/2014	6:25	PM

33 Can't	find	parking	and	those	are	valuable	spots 7/22/2014	6:16	PM

34 Parking 7/22/2014	6:13	PM

35 Blocks	the	view	from	the	far	side	of	State	St,	think	more	benches	next	to	the	existing	ones	on	the	bridge	would	be	better.	also	no
shade	in	the	parklet.

7/22/2014	5:11	PM

36 #1:	it's	ugly.	#2:	it	blocks	both	bicycle	and	car	trafffc .	#3:	it	sacrifices	badly	needed	parking	space.	#4:	the	City	Council	and
Montpelier	Alive	did	NOT	take	a	survey	l ike	this	before	deciding	to	spend	tax	payers'	money	on	this	worthless	waist	of	money	(I
WILL	remember	that	when	voting	next	time).	#5:	(possibly	most	important.	actually):	it's	UGLY.

7/22/2014	2:52	PM

37 no	shade,	it	is	often	dirty	and/or	wet 7/22/2014	2:45	PM

38 People	sitting	'up'	on	the	level	where	most	of	us	put	our	food	(gross!);	kids	hanging	over	the	edge	and	out	into	traffic 	(scary!--I	said
something)

7/22/2014	12:19	PM

39 There	are	drug	dealers	hanging	out	there	doing	business	in	plain	sight.	I've	also	seen	some	old	guys	making	offensive	comments
around	tourists	and	small	children	on	the	weekend	during	peak	tourist	traffic .	One	family	of	5	with	an	infant	who	was	being
breastfed	had	to	get	up	and	leave	because	they	were	so	rude.	I	l ike	the	idea	of	a	parklet,	but	I	was	very	surprised	that	in	one
breath,	c itizens	of	Montpelier	are	up	in	arms	over	the	lack	of	parking,	and	in	the	next	breath,	2	parking	spaces	disappear	and	the
two	adjacent	parking	spaces	are	very	difficult	to	get	in	and	out	of.	Further,	the	yellow	paint	is	unsightly.	.

7/22/2014	10:26	AM

40 cars	running	over	the	yellow	bump	boards	before	the	parklet.	once	in	the	car	they	can't	see	it.	attach	some	flags	or	remove	them 7/22/2014	9:11	AM

41 lack	of	parking 7/21/2014	8:50	PM

42 Looks	out	of	place,	especially	on	a	beautiful	and	historic 	bridge. 7/21/2014	8:39	PM

43 Takes	parking	spaces	from	the	already	l imited	numbers 7/21/2014	7:58	PM

44 Smoking,	loitering,	it	takes	up	parking	spaces,	and	it	is	an	eye	sore. 7/21/2014	6:45	PM

45 Customers	have	complained	about	the	parklet	taking	up	parking	spaces. 7/21/2014	4:18	PM

46 blocks	visibil i ty	turning	on	to	State	Street	from	Elm	Street 7/21/2014	3:51	PM

47 Parking	spots	taken 7/21/2014	3:21	PM

48 Could	not	find	parking	space. 7/21/2014	2:53	PM

49 Weird	people 7/21/2014	2:51	PM

50 people	hanging	out	towards	the	road 7/21/2014	12:42	PM

51 Occasional	"spil lover"	into	the	sidewalk.	The	current	parklet	is	across	from	benches,	so	if	there	are	many	people	in	both	areas,	it
becomes	difficult	for	pedestrians	to	pass	through	on	the	sidewalk.

7/21/2014	12:41	PM

52 ive	seen	two	people	hit	the	speed	bump	barriers	very	hard	when	parallel	parking 7/21/2014	12:07	PM

53 Only	that	it's	usually	too	crowded	with	people! 7/21/2014	11:59	AM

54 Concerned	about	the	lack	of	downtown	parking 7/21/2014	11:57	AM

55 I've	sat	there	a	few	times.	In	the	morning,	it	is	great	to	have	a	cup	of	coffee	and	just	relax.	I	tried	to	eat	lunch	there,	but	there	was
a	guy	singing	songs	poorly	and	leering	at	women	as	they	walked	by.	Think	it	might	be	good	if	i t	was	more	of	a	"customers	only"
situation...

7/21/2014	11:49	AM

56 parking 7/21/2014	11:45	AM

57 Montpelier	has	parking	issues	taking	away	parking	spots,	discourages	me	from	going	to	Montpelier.	Parking	garage	is	no	longer
availabel	to	public ,	parklets	taking	up	spaces.	You	need	to	coming	up	with	parking	solutions	before	taking	away	parking.

7/21/2014	11:28	AM

58 It's	ugly	and	awkward.	I	wanted	to	l ike	it,	but	I	did	not. 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

59 Needed	a	parking	spot. 7/21/2014	11:20	AM

60 watching	kids	hang	over	the	sides	on	the	side	of	traffic 	is	a	bit	scary. 7/21/2014	11:12	AM

61 Parking	should	be	a	much	higher	priority 7/21/2014	11:11	AM

62 decreased	parking	space	for	shoppers 7/21/2014	11:05	AM

63 Aesthetics.	The	yellow	paint	doesn't	work	for	me. 7/21/2014	8:57	AM

64 Not	enough	seating	room	when	I	have	wanted	to	use	it. 7/21/2014	8:51	AM

65 Parking 7/21/2014	5:31	AM

66 See	no.10 7/19/2014	7:32	PM

67 it	is	dumb 7/19/2014	12:52	PM
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68 It	took	up	parking	spaces	that	are	already	too	scarce. 7/18/2014	10:55	PM

69 Less	spaces	to	park!!!!!!!! 7/18/2014	9:47	PM

70 Parking!	Please!	Don't	obliterate	more	parking	spaces	in	downtown! 7/18/2014	8:08	PM

71 The	colors	are	super	ugly.	The	yellow	is	bad.	The	browns	are	mismatched	and	bad.	I'm	not	sure	the	overall	design	works	with	the
vernacular	of	our	historic 	downtown.

7/18/2014	1:43	PM

72 incredibly	awkard 7/18/2014	11:04	AM

73 Taking	up	parking. 7/18/2014	10:56	AM

74 Not	finding	a	convenient	parking	place	has	often	been	the	reason	I	do	not	stop	to	shop	in	Montp. 7/18/2014	10:22	AM

75 it	is	a	distraction	to	vehic le	traffic 	and	has	caused	motorists	to	miss	seeing	pedestrians	crossing	the	street 7/18/2014	10:03	AM

76 less	parking	which	is	primary	complaint	of	everyone	visiting	downtown 7/18/2014	9:36	AM

77 Less	parking	spots.	Again. 7/18/2014	9:03	AM

78 It	takes	away	much	needed	parking	spaces 7/18/2014	8:58	AM

79 Loss	of	parking	spots. 7/18/2014	8:19	AM

80 It	is	taking	up	2	parking	spots	downtown	as	well	as	being	an	eyesore	imho 7/18/2014	12:06	AM

81 Two	fewer	parking	spaces. 7/17/2014	10:33	PM

82 Take	up	precious	parking,	not	attractive,	joke	of	passersby 7/17/2014	10:06	PM

83 Parking	shortage 7/17/2014	9:40	PM

84 I	have	witnessed	impatience	among	drivers	trying	to	navigate	around	the	parklet	as	well	as,	drivers	being	distracted	by	the	parklet
in	an	area	where	"jay	walking"	is	common.

7/17/2014	9:38	PM

85 I	love	the	concept,	however	the	design	and	chosen	material	elements	are	not	ascetically	pleasing.	I	think	we	could	build
something	that	reflects	more	accurately	the	architecture	of	Montpelier.

7/17/2014	9:25	PM

86 It	doesn't	fi t	in	with	the	downtown	ambience. 7/17/2014	9:20	PM

87 Impedes	foot	traffic 	and	takes	up	needed	parking	spot.	Plus	I	don't	particularly	care	for	the	colors	or	the	plants	--	it	looks	dried	up. 7/17/2014	9:19	PM

88 No	parking 7/17/2014	9:18	PM

89 Less	parking	spots. 7/17/2014	8:45	PM

90 Less	parking	spaces 7/17/2014	8:45	PM

91 Actually	too	many	people	congregated	around	the	parklet	on	sidewalk... 7/17/2014	8:25	PM

92 It's	an	eyesore. 7/17/2014	8:21	PM

93 Taking	up	needed	parking	to	access	businesses	on	State	Street 7/17/2014	7:51	PM

94 Its	too	hot	--	would	be	better	with	shade.	Also,	the	one	parking	space	between	it	and	the	curb	is	awkward	and	difficult	to	get	in	and
out	of.	Would	have	been	better	nestled	right	up	against	the	curb.

7/17/2014	7:26	PM

95 Sadly,	not	everyone	is	doing	their	part	to	keep	it	c lean.	The	worst	was	the	remnants	of	someone's	afternoon	pizza	party--box,
uneaten	pizza,	cups,	napkins,	etc.

7/17/2014	7:11	PM

96 Loosing	over	$800	in	revenue	per	month	for	two	parking	spaces.	I	do	not	see	how	people	that	are	NOT	in	the	downtown	area
benefit.

7/17/2014	7:07	PM

97 Poor	design...ugly 7/17/2014	6:53	PM

98 lack	of	parking 7/17/2014	6:41	PM

99 less	parking	available	in	town 7/17/2014	6:28	PM

100 Too	Sunny.	Could	use	shade	c loth.. 7/17/2014	6:17	PM

101 two	fewer	parking	spaces	in	an	area	where	I	do	business 7/17/2014	6:16	PM

102 No	problems,	just	don't	l ike	it.	It's	ugly. 7/17/2014	6:12	PM

103 driving	around	trying	to	find	parking 7/17/2014	6:10	PM
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Q10	Any	additional	comments?
Answered:	245	 Skipped:	121

# Responses Date

1 We	feel	strongly	that	there	are	other	ways	to	create	gathering	spaces	within	our	town,	other	than	large,	c lumsy	looking	structures	in
brash,	unnatural	looking	colors	that	are	not	characteristic 	of	our	beautiful	old	town.	We	have	never	used	the	parklet,	as	it	feels	too
uninviting	to	us,	too	stuck	in	the	middle	of	traffic ,	noisy	and	obstructive	feeling.	Why	couldn't	more	be	made	of	the	State	House
Lawn	with	picnic	tables	here	and	there	under	trees	or	simply	additional	benches	in	conversational	positions	in	quiet	corners	of	the
grounds?	There	must	be	other	alternatives	to	the	c luttered	feeling	on	our	sidewalk	as	it	is	now.

7/24/2014	7:20	PM

2 Love	the	parklet!	I	think	it's	beautiful 7/24/2014	6:22	PM

3 I've	seen	parklets	work	in	other	c ities.	Nice	step	toward	making	downtown	more	pedestrian	friendly	and	a	place	where	people	want
to	be.	Should	help	the	vitality	of	downtown	and	hence	the	merchants	there	as	well

7/24/2014	4:21	PM

4 I	love	it!	Not	crazy	about	the	yellow	color	though. 7/24/2014	3:45	PM

5 Some	of	the	wording	of	the	questions	makes	it	difficult	to	answer.	You	should	have	a	“not	sure”	option	for	some	of	the	questions
that	are	yes-no.	In	general,	I	think	the	parklet	is	unattractive.	Unti l	Montpelier	solves	its	parking	problems,	the	parklets	wil l	be	a
hindrance.	Proponents	say	park	elsewhere	and	walk,	but	that’s	not	a	fair	suggestion	for	some	folks,	especially	if	you	are	a	senior
and	dealing	with	health/mobil ity	issues.

7/24/2014	12:48	PM

6 the	Idea	of	a	parklet	is	great.	the	parklet	on	State	street	is	awful.	poorly	planned	and	executed.	HIDEOUS	to	look	at.	it	looks	l ike	a
mcdonald's	parklet.	tacky	tacky	tacky.	greenery,	chairs,	tables,	yes..	but	the	awful	structure	on	state	street....	embarrassing.

7/24/2014	10:25	AM

7 I	know	that	I'm	biased	because	I	l ive	and	work	in	Montpelier	(eg	don't	have	to	deal	with	parking),	but	I'm	a	supporter	of	anything
that	makes	our	downtown	a	more	convivial	place	to	congregate.	I	especially	l ike	that	the	parklet	provides	an	attractive	outdoor
place	to	gather	that	doesn't	require	a	financial	contribution	from	users.	Vive	la	parklet!

7/24/2014	10:05	AM

8 The	park	let	is	an	eyesore,	completely	out	of	character	with	the	historic 	Montpelier	downtown.	The	Rialto	Bridge	was	an	informal
gathering	place	before	this	c lumsy	construction	was	placed	there.	Please	get	it	removed!	And	do	NOT	build	any	more.

7/24/2014	8:22	AM

9 Love	it,	a	great	addition	to	downtown. 7/24/2014	8:12	AM

10 This	survey	is	totally	biased	towards	keeping	and	expanding	the	parklets.	Using	it	to	'prove'	the	merit	of	parklets	would	be	farc ical.
Framed	a	different	way,	you	could	have	asked	if	you	believe	there	is	presently	enough	parking	for	stores	and	whether	having
parking	near	stores	helps	business.	That	approach	would	have	been	equally	invalid	and	gotten	a	completely	different	result.	Try
again

7/24/2014	6:57	AM

11 There	are	never	enough	parking	spots	downtown,	so	why	take	any	away? 7/23/2014	7:47	PM

12 I'm	in	favor	of	anything	that	enhances	the	pedestrian	experience	and	reduces	parking	spaces.	Too	often	attractive	spaces	are
removed	for	parking;	it's	nice	to	see	the	opposite	happening.

7/23/2014	6:55	PM

13 I	love	it 7/23/2014	5:21	PM

14 This	is	not	a	good	survey. 7/23/2014	2:59	PM

15 The	parsley	seems	nice,	I	had	no	idea	what	it	was	at	first.	Montpelier	can't	really	afford	to	give	up	more	parking	for	parklets....what
it	really	needs	is	to	shut	down	a	street	l ike	Church	St	in	Burlington,	not	sure	how	it	would	work	though.

7/23/2014	2:30	PM

16 I	haven't	been	able	to	visit	the	parklet,	only	driven	by	but	when	my	schedule	frees	up,	I	plan	on	visiting	the	parket,	whereas	if	not
for	the	parklet	it	would	be	less	l ikely	I	would	visit	Montpelier.	I	think	the	parklet	is	a	nice	addition	to	the	community	and	I	look
forward	to	enjoying	it	with	my	family.

7/23/2014	1:26	PM

17 The	parklets	should	be	town	maintained	not	business	owner	maintained.	They	are	public 	gathering	spots	and	shouldn't	be
particular	to	aNY	one	business	just	because	that	business	is	c losest	or	because	its	maintained	by	that	owner......

7/23/2014	1:18	PM

18 I	think	this	is	the	worst	idea	in	a	small	town	that	already	has	parking	issues.	Take	up	two	additional	spaces	in	front	of	popular	stores
so	their	customers	can	enjoy	'additional'	outdoor	seating?	No.	Most	have	outdoor	seating,	such	as	Capitol	grounds	and	positive
pie	(coming	up).	I	hope	this	money	is	going	to	build	a	better	and	more	affordable	parking	for	residents	or	tourists	that	already	have
a	headache	from	trying	to	find	a	spot	and	then	pay	for	it.	Not	to	mention	how	many	employees	that	need	to	run	out	to	their	cars
every	2	hours	to	feed	the	meter,	where	are	the	benefits	to	them?

7/23/2014	1:02	PM

19 If	a	parklet	is	an	outdoor	seating	for	restaurants	then	yes	there	should	be	more.	The	biggest	issue	with	Montpelier	is	parking,
therefore,	I	avoid	ar	all	costs.

7/23/2014	12:36	PM

20 I	think	that	downtown	restaurants	lack	places	to	eat	outside.	I	dont	think	that	putting	diners	in	the	street	is	the	solution.	Montpelier
also	lacks	public 	space-	i	dont	know	how	many	other	state	capitols	use	the	statehouse	lawn	as	a	park,	but	we	vermonters	certainly
do!	That	and	the	college	green	are	really	the	only	places	to	hang	out	DT.	Hubbard	is	nice	and	c lose	too!	The	traffic 	in	town	is	a
nightmare	due	to	the	influx	of	commuter	traffic .	I	personally	walk	to	work	so	it's	not	an	issue,	but	on	days	when	i	do	have	to	drive	at
rush	hour	it's	a	mess.	I	think	that	adding	parklets	would	add	to	the	problem.	Parking	is	also	an	issue	downtown-	i	think	that	the
streets	are	crowded	enough	as	it	is!	The	streets	need	to	be	paved	(drive	down	Barre	st	in	the	past	year??)	and	traffic 	and	parking
control	are	issues.	I	think	that	once	we	solve	these	problems	then	we	can	focus	on	recreation.	Turning	left	onoto	Main	street	from
Barre	can	take	l ike	5	minutes	some	days!	Traffic 	backs	up	to	the	church	or	farther	and	people	usually	do	U	turns	to	avoid	it.	The
street	l ight	to	turn	left	on	to	main	(at	the	mobile/	exxon	corner)	is	frequently	broken	and	gets	skipped	in	the	rotation.	Sorry	for	the
rant,	i	hope	it	helps	in	a	small	way	from	a	frustrated	c itizen!

7/23/2014	12:14	PM

21 Summer	is	so	short.	Let's	enjoy	this	and	worry	about	parking	again	in	the	fall. 7/23/2014	11:51	AM

22 I	am	not	in	favor	of	parklets.	I	would	however	support	c losing	state	st	to	vehic le	traffic 	from	Main	to	Elm	either	permanently	or	very
Saturday	a.m.	for	the	market	and	other	events

7/23/2014	11:36	AM

23 Would	l ike	to	see	a	bit	more	effort	go	into	the	construction	of	these.	I	think	they	are	great	to	have	in	the	summer/fall	during	peak
tourist	times.

7/23/2014	11:24	AM

24 A	good	idea	but	congested	enough	in	the	montpelier	area. 7/23/2014	11:16	AM
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25 I	think	it	would	be	an	excellent	idea	and	a	great	benefit	to	the	c ity	if	restaurants	were	able	to	maintain	their	own	parklets	during
business	hours!	I	work	in	town,	so	rarely	have	time	to	stop	and	enjoy	the	one	by	Capital	Grounds	(which	doesn't	allow	food).	I
would	LOVE	to	have	lunch	there	-	it	would	be	a	prime	opportunity	for	a	busy	worker	to	actually	enjoy	that	kind	of	space!

7/23/2014	10:43	AM

26 I	am	not	a	fan	of	the	look	and	feel	of	the	parklet.	The	idea	isn't	so	bad,	but	the	color	and	size	of	the	current	parklet	are	out	of
scale	and	do	not	blend	with	an	otherwise	lovely	downtown.	I	have	not	used	the	parklet	because	I	do	not	want	to	be	"on	display"	to
motorists	and	passers-by.	Simply	adding	some	outdoor	seating,	l ike	that	currently	offered	by	numerous	restaurants,	looks	much
better	and	less	obnoxious.

7/23/2014	10:33	AM

27 I	love	the	idea	of	parklets--but	not	at	the	expense	of	parking. 7/23/2014	10:29	AM

28 Parklets	are	great.	Parking	for	vehic les	should	be	out	of	the	town	center	and	out	of	sight.	Parklets	are	a	piece	of	making	our
downtown	vibrant	and	dynamic.

7/23/2014	10:17	AM

29 Re-open	the	parking	garage	to	the	public ;	c lose	off	State	St	from	Main	to	Elm	(a	la	Church	St.).	I	definitely	felt	the	loss	of	those
two	parking	spaces,	and	there's	no	question	that	parking	is	an	issue,	so	let's	use	the	parking	garage.	make	it	bigger	(taller)	if
necessary.

7/23/2014	10:02	AM

30 Montpelier	needs	more	parking,	not	parklets.	The	one	on	State	Street	does	not	look	l ike	anything	else	in	town.	It's	an	eyesore	&
should	be	taken	away	&	the	parking	spots	be	for	parking.	Montpelier	already	has	plenty	of	green	spaces	for	gatherings.

7/23/2014	9:42	AM

31 I	l ike	the	one	we	have	but	parking	is	already	l imited	and	troublesome	for	people	so	I	wouldn't	want	to	see	additional	parking
sacrificed	for	more	parklets	unless	there	were	alternative	plans	to	increase	parking	for	patrons

7/23/2014	9:41	AM

32 I	think	the	outdoor	spaces	for	gathering	in	and	around	the	c ity	could	be	attained	by	other	means	than	taking	up	valuable	parking
space.	Haw	are	these	parklets	funded	anyways.

7/23/2014	9:38	AM

33 I	l ike	the	plants	on	it.	There	definitely	needs	to	be	more	places	with	plants	downtown.	Maybe	team	up	with	VCIH	about	putting
herbs	in	a	parklet?

7/23/2014	9:31	AM

34 Obviously	parking	is	a	problem,	but	so	are	public 	gathering	spaces.	It	seems	a	good	tradeoff	to	me	if	done	judic iously.	I	don't	think
they	should	be	connected	to	individual	businesses,	because	that	might	give	that	business	an	unfair	advantage,	and	it	would	l imit
the	parklet	to	patrons	of	that	business.	Rather	I	think	they	should	be	public 	spaces	which	would	encourage	people	to	spend	more
time	(and	money)	in	the	downtown	area.

7/23/2014	9:12	AM

35 Waste	of	space,	takes	up	parking	in	already	crowded	downtown	Montpelier 7/23/2014	9:08	AM

36 Parklets	should	be	of	more	durable	materials	and	less	massive	to	not	block	views	of	primary	facades. 7/23/2014	9:03	AM

37 We	love	it.	I	think	that	it's	a	great	addition	to	town.	Middlesex	mom	of	2. 7/23/2014	8:38	AM

38 I	think	that	Montpelier	has	a	ton	of	places	to	enjoy	the	outdoors	already,	from	Hubbard	Park	to	the	State	House	lawn,	to	all	the	tiny
pocket	parks.	The	parklet	(while	nice)	is	overkil l 	in	a	small	town	with	a	parking	problem	and	several	places	to	enjoy	the	outdoors
already	in	place.

7/23/2014	8:22	AM

39 Town	needs	to	concentrate	on	bigger	issues,	parking,	affordable	houses,	keeping	the	youth	(teens,	young	adults	20-35)	invested	in
the	town	for	it	to	grow,	not	making	an	already	beautiful	place	more	beautiful

7/23/2014	7:45	AM

40 I	think	parking	is	so	l imited	in	Montpelier	that	park	lets	taking	up	parking	spaces	is	a	nice	thought,	but	not	effic ient	use	of	space.	I
DO	think	we	need	more	places	to	hang	out,	but	our	streets	are	so,	so	narrow	already.	Also,	we	need	A	DOG	PARK	FOR	GOD
SAKES.

7/23/2014	7:40	AM

41 I	did	see	a	few	people	using	the	State	St	parklet	the	first	week	it	was	installed.	I	have	not	seen	anyone	in	it	since	then. 7/23/2014	7:29	AM

42 I	think	a	covered	roof	for	sun	and	rain	protection	would	be	nice.	Maybe	an	awning	or	sun	shade	c loth	covering. 7/23/2014	7:15	AM

43 Parking	is	l imited	in	this	c ity.	Why	not	transform	other	spaces	into	sitting	space?	The	area	between	Splash	and	the	second	hand
store	would	be	a	great	place	to	start.	Encourage	use	of	space	at	Christ	Church.	How	about	more	permanent	places	to	sit	around
the	State	House	lawn?	All	would	encourage	public 	gathering	without	l imiting	parking.	Also,	I	question	the	safety	of	a	parklet.
Sitting	that	c lose	to	where	people	are	driving	and	parking	makes	me	nervous.

7/23/2014	6:58	AM

44 This	survey	is	a	crock.	It	is	obviously	biased	towards	the	Parklet. 7/23/2014	6:38	AM

45 There	is	not	enough	parking	in	the	c ity	before	the	parklet.	I	have	never	seen	a	person	in	the	parklet	they	do	not	benefit	the	c ity.
We	need	parking!

7/23/2014	6:20	AM

46 current	parklet	works	well	but	is	not	very	aesthetically	pleasing. 7/23/2014	6:16	AM

47 Biggest	issues:	Ugly	color	doesn't	blend	in	to	natural	environment	or	Vermont.	You	can	make	it	visible	for	parking	and	sti l l 	not
make	it	look	l ike	it	was	plopped	here	from	the	Southwest.	Takes	up	yet	another	two	parking	spaces	If	you	want	places	to	sit	in	town,
please	use	the	sidewalk!!	Roads	are	for	transportation.

7/23/2014	6:08	AM

48 a	parklet	for	a	restaurant	would	be	great,	but	the	one	on	state	street	is	just	another	spot	for	youth	+	unsavory	characters	to	hang	out
at.	No	thanks.

7/23/2014	5:51	AM

49 If	you	could	just	detour	the	traffic 	somehow	and	make	another	Church	Street	sort	of	plan,	pedestrian	only	it	would	really	be	the
place!	:))

7/23/2014	5:35	AM

50 Looks	terrible-why	waste	the	few	parking	spaces	you	have?	Tried	to	shop	in	Montpelier	on	acouple	of	Saturdays.	Absolutely	no
parking	anywhere	and	we	left	and	shopped	elsewhere.

7/23/2014	5:27	AM

51 They	add	to	the	relaxed,	cozy	community	feel	of	Montpelier. 7/23/2014	12:36	AM

52 It	looks	ridiculous.	Put	benches	on	the	sidewalk	but	don't	take	up	valuable	parking	spaces	for	this	monstrosity. 7/23/2014	12:24	AM

53 Parking	is	such	an	issue	that	it's	hard	to	justify	more	parklets	but	I	love	the	concept.	This	particular	one	is	not	terribly	pleasing
visually-	not	great	colors.	More	shade	would	also	be	helpful

7/22/2014	11:18	PM

54 Very	unsightly	and	in	the	way.	Would	not	recommend	adding	more. 7/22/2014	11:13	PM

55 The	benefit	of	the	parklet	must	be	assessed	against	the	negatives	of	lost	parking,	and	potential	issues	caused	by	loitering.	So	far
I'm	cautiously	content	with	this	one.	It	was	a	great	place	to	meet	a	friend	for	a	nice	afternoon	snack/chat.

7/22/2014	11:09	PM

56 LOVE	LOVE	LOVE	the	parklet	concept.	Restaurants	should	be	allowed	to	serve 7/22/2014	11:08	PM
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57 I	would	think	figuring	out	a	way	to	have	more	outdoor	seating	without	reducing	parking	would	be	the	goal.	This	is	not	just	for
parking	for	customers	to	be	available,	but	for	deliveries	to	businesses

7/22/2014	10:53	PM

58 As	a	state	employee	concerned	about	the	winter	parking	situation,	I	really	support	the	parklets.	6	parking	spots	wil l	not	make	or
solve	a	parking	problem	(100,in	the	Carr	lot,	on	the	other	hand...)

7/22/2014	10:50	PM

59 Some	more	benches'	flowers	and	no	parklettes	would	be	a	better	idea	while	allowing	More	parking.	I	think	the	current	one	is	ugly. 7/22/2014	10:41	PM

60 It's	an	eyesore--hideous.	Has	absolutely	no	design	or	artistic 	merit.	Why	would	you	do	this	to	our	town?	"Outdoor	gathering	spaces"
are	parks,	benches,	restaurants.	NOT	plywood	monstrosities	in	the	middle	of	the	street.	What	is	wrong	with	you	people?

7/22/2014	10:40	PM

61 Parklets	are	great	and	we	should	have	several	but	they	should	only	be	directly	affi l iated	with	a	business	and	be	for	the	use	of	that
business	only.	The	c ity	itself	has	plenty	of	places	to	sit	outside	and	go	with	a	coffee	or	bag	lunch.	If	we	are	going	to	relinquish
parking	spots	there	should	be	a	direct	economic	benefit	to	a	business	which	in	turn	benefits	our	c ity.	I	do	not	believe	more	people
come	to	Montpelier	because	of	the	parklet	but	more	people	may	come	to	our	c ity	if	they	know	there	are	more	options	to	sit
outside	while	enjoying	a	meal	at	any	one	of	our	many	excellent	dining	options.

7/22/2014	10:04	PM

62 I	love	the	plants	and	awning	for	shade	in	the	parklet.	The	wood	surface	is	getting	worn	and	dirty,	may	need	to	be	reprinted	soon. 7/22/2014	9:57	PM

63 Find	a	way	to	maximize	use	of	the	sidewalks,	not	parking	places. 7/22/2014	9:56	PM

64 It	would	be	great	to	make	the	top	bloc	of	State	St	Pedestrian 7/22/2014	9:32	PM

65 1.	I	would	l ike	the	City	to	address	parking	problems	before	adding	more	Parklets.	2.	This	survey	is	only	looking	for	positive
feedback,	there	are	no	questions	about	the	negative	aspects	of	the	parklet.

7/22/2014	9:20	PM

66 Thanks	for	seeking	public 	input! 7/22/2014	9:10	PM

67 Montpeliet	is	no	a	c ity	in	need	of	artific ial	parks.	Maybe	if	current	sidewalks	were	maintained	or	given	an	overall	town	would	look
nicer	without	having	to	resort	to	artific ial	and	temporary	park	lets.

7/22/2014	8:47	PM

68 I	think	parklets	and	such	are	great.	I	don't	have	any	particular	suggestion	but	just	want	to	keep	it	in	the	consciousness	to	make
inviting	things	for	all	ages	and	social	strata..........

7/22/2014	8:35	PM

69 While	I	answered	yes	to	#5,	I	have	walked	past	the	parklet	@	25	times,	all	different	times,	and	have	seen	people	there	4	times.	Not
a	great	percentage.	It	is	annoying	when	driving	in	town	to	remember	that	since	it	is	there,	that	makes	2	less	spots	to	park	and	when
you	want	to	stop	for	a	quick	cup	of	coffee,	it	becomes	more	of	a	pain.	There	are	plenty	of	outdoor	gathering	spots	in	Montpelier.	I
don't	think	we	need	to	use	up	valuable	parking	to	promote	restaurants	-	they	seem	to	be	plac ing	tables	on	the	sidewalks	just	fine!

7/22/2014	8:23	PM

70 Yay	Montpelier! 7/22/2014	8:22	PM

71 Take	it	away.	We	have	the	Pocket	park	by	Christ	Church.	Maybe	a	few	more	benches	around	downtown	would	be	nice	instead. 7/22/2014	8:18	PM

72 All	parklets	should	be	fully	public ,	not	private	to	a	business.	A	more	attractive	color	scheme	than	the	current	parklet	would	be
nice.

7/22/2014	7:44	PM

73 As	a	family	with	young	children,	we	love	the	parklet	for	outdoor	stops	and	snacks	spots.	Typically	any	benches	are	c laimed	for
long	periods	of	time	on	Saturdays	and	this	provides	another	option	without	having	to	walk	to	the	capital.	More,	please!

7/22/2014	7:43	PM

74 Not	fond	of	it...	The	look	is	quite	unattractive. 7/22/2014	7:21	PM

75 I	think	it's	great	to	have	a	spot	down	town	that	people	can	sit	and	chat	in	and	play	music.	For	all	our	wonderful	big	parks	in
Montpelier,	we've	been	missing	l ittle	urban	parks	in	the	down	town	area.	I've	seen	a	lot	of	people	enjoying	the	current	parklet.	It
would	be	nice	if	the	vacant	lot	on	Main	Street	next	to	the	beauty	products	store	could	be	turned	into	something	similar,	or	space
by	the	river.	I	don't	think	it	necessarily	needs	to	be	in	parking	spaces.

7/22/2014	7:20	PM

76 Love	it. 7/22/2014	7:19	PM

77 Maybe	instead	of	taking	up	valuable	downtown	parking	spaces,	more	benches	and	picnic	table	could	be	placed	in	already
'green'	spaces	around	town.	I	would	much	rather	be	on	the	state	house	lawn	for	example,	rather	than	in	the	middle	of	traffic 	with
all	of	the	car	fumes.

7/22/2014	6:34	PM

78 Finding	a	parking	space	in	Montpelier	is	difficult	enough	without	the	parklet	taking	up	space.	Put	it	on	the	sidewalk	or	projecting
out	over	the	water	but	don't	take	away	parking	space.	Infuriating.

7/22/2014	6:25	PM

79 I	love	outdoor	gathering	spaces	and	outdoor	seating	at	restaurants.	But	I	don't	find	the	parklet	appealing	and	I	have	NEVER	seen
anyone	sitting	in	it.	The	bridge	is	a	good	place	as	it	frames	the	view	o	the	bridge	better	than	a	row	of	cars	does.	But	there's
something	not	right	about	the	set	up	now.	I''m	not	a	design	person	and	can't	characterize	it	more	specifically.

7/22/2014	6:22	PM

80 It's	pretty	ugly,	and	it	would	be	nice	if	i t	offered	more	shade.	But	people	use	it,	that's	good. 7/22/2014	6:14	PM

81 There	has	to	be	a	better	way 7/22/2014	6:13	PM

82 I	think	that	Montpelier's	real	parking	problem	-	the	fact	that	there	are	very	l imited	places	to	park	while	working	without	having	to
feed	a	meter	and	move	the	car	-	is	not	affected	by	the	parklets.	My	only	issue	with	the	parklet	came	after	I	watched	a	man	use	one
of	the	seats	as	a	table	on	which	to	divide	up	the	cans	he	had	picked	from	the	garbage.	This	is	just	the	nature	of	public 	outdoor
spaces,	though.

7/22/2014	6:07	PM

83 My	concern	is	when	it	takes	up	parking	spaces 7/22/2014	5:55	PM

84 A	better	design	might	improve	the	concept,	The	Rialto	Bridge	Parklet	does	not	fit	the	New	England	style	and	is	really	quite	ugly.	I
also	think	unti l	more	parking	is	available,	taking	any	parking	spots	away	is	not	good	for	downtown.

7/22/2014	5:23	PM

85 I	keep	wondering	when	a	car	is	going	to	run	into	the	thing,	and	I	am	concerned	about	the	impact	on	various	business	when	a	few
of	them	can	put	up	a	private	parklet	while	others	can't.	I	don't	really	see	how	parklets	wil l	draw	more	people	to	Montpelier.	The
one	we	have	now	sticks	out	l ike	a	subway	entrance.	There	are	public 	spaces	that	can	be	made	more	inviting.

7/22/2014	5:11	PM

86 See	above	(especially	the	part	about	remembering	when	I	next	vote	for	council	members;	what	a	nerve	not	to	survey	the
community	before	deciding	to	erect	this	monstrosity-	the	least	I	might	have	expected	is	a	l i ttle	good	designing	taste).

7/22/2014	2:52	PM

87 I	love	the	idea	but	I	do	not	think	giving	up	parking	spaces	is	advisable	unti l	we	have	a	more	satisfactory	parking	situation	in	town. 7/22/2014	2:45	PM

88 Not	sure	I	l ike	the	colors;	brown	and	brick	red	wouldn't	c lash	so	much	with	other	colors	in	the	area.	Also,	bullshit	complaints	about
impacts	on	parking	are	just	that.	Bullshit.	encourage	MORE	pedestrian	traffic 	not	less!!

7/22/2014	12:19	PM
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89 SO	needed	in	the	community!	It	is	a	valuable	space	that	is	always	in	use	and	seems	to	create	a	sense	of	community,	a	space	for
conversation,	and	an	overall	positive	vibe	to	the	downtown.	Bring	more	of	these	areas	to	the	town!

7/22/2014	12:13	PM

90 Make	downtown	as	pedestrian	friendly	as	possible	and	people	wil l	come,	even	if	they	have	to	park	a	distance	away. 7/22/2014	10:28	AM

91 The	town	needs	to	purchase	the	space	next	to	Splash	and	add	a	parklet	there,	rather	than	taking	up	valuable	parking. 7/22/2014	10:26	AM

92 Rather	see	a	pedestrian	walkway	between	State	St	and	Langdon	St. 7/22/2014	9:11	AM

93 This	parklet	is	taking	up	2	valuable	parking	spaces.	As	a	business	owner,	my	customers	constantly	complain	about	the	lack	of
parking,	now	2	are	gone	for	the	summer.	I	hear	proponents	of	these	parkets	say	there	is	plenty	of	off	street	parking.	Lets	remember
not	everyone	can	walk	a	1/2	mile	to	shop	downtown.	We	need	all	ages	and	l ifestyles	to	sustain	business.	Lets	stop	with	these
parklets	and	address	the	real	issue,	PARKING!

7/22/2014	8:43	AM

94 It	is	too	bad	the	prototype	wasn't	a	bit	more	attractive.	People	enjoy	it	but	have	pretty	much	all	commented	on	the	design/colors
and	describing	it	as	c lunky,	looking	l ike	a	farmstand,	heavy.	I	think	concept	is	great	and	future	renditions	need	to	have	more
thought	put	into	aesthetics.

7/22/2014	7:56	AM

95 I	love	the	idea	and	I	think	we	need	as	much	outdoor	space	as	possible	given	we	are	huddled	inside	much	of	the	winter,	The	color
scheme	of	the	first	one	doesn't	do	it	for	me,	but	it's	probably	fine	for	others.	ALso,	I	don't	stop	in	Montpelier	much	because	of	the
parking	problem	and	because	walking	far	is	difficult	but	not	quite	handicap	parking	difficult

7/22/2014	7:49	AM

96 sweet	space,	great	idea... 7/22/2014	5:55	AM

97 Do	not	l isten	to	the	naysayers.	There	are	some	people	who	simply	do	not	l ike	change	even	if	i t	is	for	the	better. 7/21/2014	11:39	PM

98 I	know	the	students	worked	very	hard	on	it	but	it's	just	plain	ugly.	It	doesn't	fi t	in	with	the	style	of	the	town.	I	also	think	park	let's
should	be	used	to	expand	outdoor	dining	not	just	sitting	around.

7/21/2014	10:32	PM

99 Montpelier	already	has	l imited	parking	and	should	not	be	taking	away	parking	spaces	with	parklets.	There	are	enough	places	for
people	to	"hang	out"	without	taking	away	already	l imited	parking.

7/21/2014	8:50	PM

100 I	have	heard	complaints	about	the	colors	of	the	parklet	and	the	fact	that	it	takes	up	two	spaces.	I	think	the	parklet	has	brought
good	karma	to	the	bridge	which	had	become	pretty	sketchy.	Overall,	very	positive!

7/21/2014	8:49	PM

101 The	design,color	and	placement	is	off,	Also,	no	way	to	get	out	of	the	sun	or	the	rain.	As	a	visual	person	and	artist,	i t	doesn't	work
for	me	with	the	surroundings.Only	occasionally	see	people	enjoying	the	space	and	I	walk	by	there	everyday.	Also	impacts	the
view	of	the	Rialto	from	the	Langdon	Street	Bridge.	Just	my	opinion	and	I	feel	bad	expressing	this.

7/21/2014	8:39	PM

102 I	think	the	nature	of	the	current	park-let	on	State	Street	is	akin	to	a	barricade.	The	transition	between	the	sidewalk,	and	the	street
travel	lane	is	tenuous.	I	think	that	there	are	l ight	and	simple	solutions,	but	an	effective	model	must	be	generated	for	use	with
businesses,	etc.

7/21/2014	7:33	PM

103 I	don't	l ike	the	park	let	at	all.	It	takes	up	precious	parking	spaces	and	encourages	people	hanging	out	and	smoking.	I	think	it's	ugly.
I	would	never	sit	in	it	and	the	people	who	do	loiter	in	it	are	often	intimidating.

7/21/2014	6:45	PM

104 need	to	be	careful	to	balance	al	fresco	dining	and	community	experience	with	need	for	parking. 7/21/2014	4:20	PM

105 It	would	be	much	better	for	the	c ity	to	have	spaces	l ike	the	parklet	in	areas	that	would	not	cut	into	available	parking	spaces. 7/21/2014	4:18	PM

106 make	use	of	current	green	spaces	or	add	more	benches	and	greenery	on	sidewalks 7/21/2014	3:51	PM

107 Rather	than	parklets,	I	think	more	benches	on	the	existing	sidewalks	and	surrounding	areas	would	work.	The	Rialto	bridge	has
ample	space	for	more	benches.	Our	streets,	however,	do	not	have	ample	parking	spaces	to	take	away.

7/21/2014	2:53	PM

108 More	parkers	for	restaurants	so	people	can	enjoy	eating	and	drinking	outside 7/21/2014	2:28	PM

109 I	believe	that	the	color	and	design	of	the	Parklet	moving	forward	needs	to	be	better	constructed	and	more	attractive.	The	Parklet
concept	is	good	however	we	need	to	maintain,	c lean	and	uti l ize	(rebuild)	our	sidewalk	spaces	for	outdoor	cafe	seating	and
business	merchandising.	Also	better	branding	and	signage	wil l	assist	in	the	look	and	feel	of	the	town.	The	Parklet	concept	is	an
okay	one	but	not	the	solution	to	building	community	and	commerce	into	Montpelier.	How	about	a	Flower	bridge	or	something	a
little	more	creative?	Thank	you!

7/21/2014	2:07	PM

110 Build	it	and	they	wil l	come.	:) 7/21/2014	1:55	PM

111 Until	we	have	more	parking	spaces	for	cars	downtown,	I	think	it	is	best	to	hold	off	on	any	other	parklets.	I	work	at	Artisans	Hand,	and
I	know	our	customers	can	be	frustrated	trying	to	find	a	spot	nearby.	Let's	get	that	parking	garage	built!

7/21/2014	1:52	PM

112 If	you	do	more	of	them	please	make	them	blend	better.	It's	ugly	and	doesn't	fi t	into	the	town. 7/21/2014	1:47	PM

113 I	am	wary	of	taking	up	more	parking	in	Montpelier	given	how	bad	the	parking	situation	can	be,	but	I	think	that	places	to	hang	out
are	essential.	The	court	at	the	Episcopal	church,	the	bench	in	front	of	the	courthouse,	the	statehouse	lawn,	the	l ibrary	lawn,	the
city	hall	steps—all	get	a	lot	of	use.	In	no	way	do	I	think	that	businesses	should	get	to	use	premium	public 	space—i.e.	parking
spaces—for	space	that	is	restric ted	to	their	customers.	It's	public 	space	and	it	should	be	available	to	the	public 	however	it's
structured.

7/21/2014	1:27	PM

114 More	vibrant	community	space.	Montpelier	does	not	have	a	"parking	problem". 7/21/2014	1:25	PM

115 Like	the	idea	but	think	the	esthetics	of	execution	could	be	better.	Should	provide	better	shade. 7/21/2014	1:18	PM

116 if	appears	that	this	survey	is	designed	to	encourage	the	need	for	these	things.	If	Mtp	wants	a	bike	and	walker	friendly	c ity	I	guess	I
wil l	drive	to	another	c ity	to	do	my	shopping.	survey	monkeys	sounds	appropriate

7/21/2014	12:42	PM

117 I	l ike	the	idea	of	parklets	and	I	don't	mind	that	this	particular	one	is	taking	two	parking	spaces.	I	just	don't	think	it's	aesthetically
pleasing.	It	reminds	me	of	something	out	of	the	70s.	It's	not	very	modern	or	vibrant.	Also	wished	there	was	more	of	a	cover	for	rainy
days.

7/21/2014	12:39	PM

118 I	l ike	the	uniqueness	of	only	having	one.	I	think	the	parklet	should	have	its	own	identity	and	market	discount	coupons	for	those
who	us	it.	In	other	words,	you	know	the	local	downtown	deal	of	the	day	if	you	are	sitting	in	it.

7/21/2014	12:39	PM

119 I	haven't	heard	anyone	except	the	mayor	and	c ity	manager	say	they're	a	good	idea. 7/21/2014	12:36	PM

120 I	find	the	parklet	ridiculous	considering	the	lack	of	parking	in	montpelier. 7/21/2014	12:25	PM
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121 It's	unfortunate	that	Montpelier	has	so	l ittle	access	to	the	rivers	that	run	through	it.	The	State	Street	bridge	with	this	parklet	on	it	is
pretty	much	the	only	spot	IN	town	where	one	can	sit	and	enjoy	the	river.	I	presume	the	1	Taylor	Street	project	wil l	increase	river
access	but	would	l ike	to	see	this	increased	elsewhere.	The	Peace	Park	off	the	current	bike	path	has	l imited	visibil i ty	of	a	pretty
nice	section	of	river.	I've	seen	recently	that	some	of	the	screening	foliage	has	been	cut	back.	Would	be	nice	to	see	a	portage
point	at	this	park	and	at	the	small	park	across	the	river	under	the	I89	overpass	to	compliment	the	river	access	at	1	Taylor	Street.
Up	river	from	town,	along	Barre	St.	where	the	new	bike	path	wil l	go,	there	is	a	nice	stretch	of	grass	below	Sabin's	Pasture	that
extends	from	the	road	by	the	old	Ibey's	repair	shop	to	the	river.	This	can	be	seen	from	DJ's	Convenience	on	River	St.	Has	anyone
ever	considered	pushing	to	turn	this	into	a	park	with	river	access?	It's	too	bad	the	existing	bike	path	along	Stonecutter's	Way
couldn't	have	been	placed	across	the	street	along	the	riverbank.	Or	that	when	the	Main	Street	bridge	by	Sarducci's	Restaurant
was	constructed,	no	thought	was	given	to	incorporate	in	a	plaza	space	with	seating	and	greenery	over	the	river.	In	old	pic tures	or
Montpelier,	it	appears	there	was	once	a	mill	building	that	spanned	the	river	there	and	the	concrete	foundation	remains.	I'm	not
an	engineer,	but	it	seems	like	widening	the	bridge	wouldn't	have	been	too	much	more	of	an	expense	for	the	additional	pedestrian
space	and	river	access	it	would	provide.

7/21/2014	12:24	PM

122 Love	it,	and	would	love	to	see	more	of	them...	give	three	penny	a	space	so	they	can	have	some	outdoor	seating! 7/21/2014	12:21	PM

123 We	really	l ike	it!	It's	cute	and	pleasant	and	there	are	too	few	spots	to	sit	downtown.	I'm	assuming	it	wil l 	be	removed	for	the	season
in	the	winter.	Can't	imagine	using	it	much	then.	Great	location	where	one	can	also	look	at	the	river.

7/21/2014	12:13	PM

124 I	think	the	parklet	now	in	place	is	ugly	and	it	distracts	from	the	streetscape.	I'd	much	rather	see	sidewalk	seating,	rather	than	these
parking-space	destroyers.	Very	bad	idea,	very	poorly	executed.

7/21/2014	12:13	PM

125 There	is	very	l imited	outdoor	seating	in	Mtplr.	I	would	l ike	to	see	3	Penny,	Mad	Taco	and	others	without	outdoor	seating	have	it. 7/21/2014	12:13	PM

126 It's	fantastic ! 7/21/2014	12:09	PM

127 I	l ike	the	partnership	and	that	it	was	student	designed.	I	also	l ike	to	see	Montpeleir	Alive	advocating	for	innovation	and	thinking
about	our	downtown	in	different	ways.	That	said,	this	has	fallen	a	bit	flat	for	me.	I'd	rather	see	such	a	parklet	ideas	implemented	in
non	parking	spaces.

7/21/2014	12:07	PM

128 While	I	have	enjoyed	the	new	parklet,	I	think	that	due	to	the	current	lack	of	parking	available	downtown	Montpelier	doesn't	need
more	parklets.

7/21/2014	11:57	AM

129 Get	rid	of	it. 7/21/2014	11:45	AM

130 Don't	love	the	color,	needs	more	shade 7/21/2014	11:40	AM

131 Public 	parklets	yes,	private	parklets	no.	If	any,	there	should	be	one	more	public 	on	Main	St	but	that's	it. 7/21/2014	11:31	AM

132 I	think	the	parklets	are	a	good	idea!	I	just	don't	l ike	the	color	of	it	very	much. 7/21/2014	11:29	AM

133 I	think	Montpelier	definitely	needs	welcoming,	casual,	outdoor	gathering	spaces	downtown.	But	this	takes	up	valuable	parking
spaces,	is	not	attractive,	and	the	yellow	is	hideous.

7/21/2014	11:27	AM

134 Downtown	parking	is	too	scarce	to	be	using	premium	spots	for	parklets. 7/21/2014	11:24	AM

135 I	think	the	yellow	color	of	the	benches	is	ugly	and	makes	it	look	very	industrial	:(	But	the	flowers	are	really	nice	if	they	are
maintained!

7/21/2014	11:19	AM

136 I	am	a	Montpelier	resident.	I	do	think	that	Montpelier	benefits	from	downtown	outdoor	gathering	spaces,	but	I	am	concerned
about	two	things:	Taking	away	parking	spaces,	which	are	in	short	supply	already;	and	the	potential	of	providing	more	seating	to
restaurants	at	taxpayer	expense.	If	restaurants	want	more	seating,	that	is	their	issue	to	deal	with.	I	do	NOT	think	we	should	take
away	parking	spaces	to	provide	more	seating	to	restaurants.

7/21/2014	11:19	AM

137 I	think	Montpelier	is	too	small	for	this	kind	of	thing.	Sure,	its	sweet,	but	we	already	have	so	many	spots	to	sit	(benches,	parks,	grassy
spots...)	that	it	just	isn't	necessary.

7/21/2014	11:16	AM

138 The	parklet	is	awesome!	I'd	love	to	see	more,	inc luding	restaurant	spaces. 7/21/2014	11:14	AM

139 we	need	more	open	spaces	for	quality	of	l i fe	in	Montpelier,	enough	with	parking	spaces	taking	prime	real	estate.	open	up	spaces
near	the	rivers	so	people	can	see	the	hidden	beauty	in	our	capital.

7/21/2014	11:12	AM

140 It's	c lear	that	the	questions	here	are	designed	to	i l l ic it	a	pro-parklet	response.	And,	we	have	gathering	spaces	already,	inc luding
the	State	House	lawn.

7/21/2014	11:11	AM

141 Love	the	idea.	Overall	design,	while	functional,	isn't	very	appealing.	Color	choices	left	a	lot	to	be	desired! 7/21/2014	11:09	AM

142 Why	can't	the	c ity	uti l ize	the	empty	space	next	to	Splash?	This	way	parking	spaces	wouldn't	be	sacrificed. 7/21/2014	11:05	AM

143 I	think	as	a	pedestrian	friendly	c ity	we	need	more	pedestrian	friendly	spots	to	hang	out.	There	are	very	few	places	to	sit	and	enjoy
a	take	out	meal	or	drink	and	parklets	provide	more	seating.	I	love	that	businesses	are	so	eager	to	help	care	for	the	parklet	as	well.	It
nurtures	community!!!

7/21/2014	9:03	AM

144 Q7	is	a	bit	ambiguous.	I	think	a	total	of	three	parklets	in	scattered	locations	would	be	plenty.	Six	parking	spaces	total.	The
availabil i ty	of	the	parklet	keeps	groups	of	people	from	obstructing	the	sidewalk.

7/21/2014	8:57	AM

145 People	seem	to	l ike	the	parklet	and	when	ever	I	see	people	using	it	they	are	smiling.	The	parklet	itself	is	lower	quality	than	I	had
hoped	but	is	a	positive	addition	to	Downtown	Montpelier.

7/21/2014	8:55	AM

146 Love	it.	Would	l ike	to	see	one	for	a	restaurant. 7/21/2014	7:35	AM

147 Should	be	on	the	sidewalk	rather	than	take	parking	space 7/21/2014	5:31	AM

148 The	parklet	is	lovely,	but	not	worth	the	sacrifice	of	the	parking	spaces.	More	parklets,	sacrific ing	more	parking	spaces,	would	be	an
absurd	failure	of	priorities	for	what	Montpelier	actually	needs.

7/20/2014	3:51	PM

149 I'd	prefer	a	different	color	scheme.	I	was	a	skeptic 	at	first,	but	glad	to	see	that	the	parklet	works	great.	I	don't	know	whether
restaurants	should	be	allowed	to	maintain	their	own	parklets.	I'd	l ike	to	hear	the	argument.	We	desperately	need	parking	relief
down	town.

7/20/2014	8:05	AM

150 I	appreciate	the	effort,	but	I	don't	l ike	the	parklet,	and	never	have.	I	love	Montpelier,	and	I	think	the	parklet	detracts	from	the
historical	beauty	of	State	St.	It	saddens	me	when	I	see	it-	i t	looks	garish.	I	sat	in	it	as	a	curiosity,	and	believe	providing	more
benches	and	flowers	in	planters	would	provide	the	ambiance	without	looking	so	crowded	and	taking	away	parking.	Truly,	it
cheapens	downtown	and	is	an	unsightly	behemoth.	Please,	please	reconsider-	or	at	least	put	it	elsewhere.	I	am	an	artist	and	have
often	sketched	people	relaxing	and	playing	music	on	the	bench	by	the	bridge.	I	no	longer	want	to	paint	this	locale	anymore.

7/19/2014	7:32	PM
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151 I	think	the	parklet	is	a	fine	idea,	but	pales	when	executed	in	the	middle	of	a	busy	street. 7/19/2014	3:26	PM

152 Glad	to	have	the	parklet	this	summer	and	hope	to	have	more	in	the	future!	Monptelier	lacks	enough	outdoor	seating	at	our
restaurants.

7/19/2014	9:42	AM

153 They	are	a	wonderful	idea.	But	we	do,	in	general,	have	a	shortage	of	parking	downtown.	I	would	l ike	to	see	the	idea	expanded
when	we	get	more	parking	e.g.	the	council 's	proposal	by	the	police	department

7/19/2014	9:13	AM

154 Parklets	are	a	good	idea	but	they	shouldn't	be	on	State	or	Main	Street.	How	about	c losing	down	part	of	Langdon	Street? 7/18/2014	10:55	PM

155 This	is	not	Burlington,	where	you	can	c lose	off	a	street	and	have	it	work!	These	park	lets	are	to	bulky	and	ugly	looking.	Get	rid	of
them.

7/18/2014	9:47	PM

156 See	above.	The	parklet	is	an	annoyance. 7/18/2014	8:08	PM

157 Would	be	nice	to	invest	in	long	term	outdoor	areas,	instead	of	short	term	projects	which	are	in	confl ic t	with	the	solving	the	parking
problems.	Long	term	projects	should	be	making	c ity	hall	plaza	more	functional	and	how	to	European	style	beer	gardens	along	the
banks	of	the	north	branch.

7/18/2014	3:53	PM

158 It's	ugly. 7/18/2014	3:06	PM

159 Parklets	are	great!	We	need	to	return	our	streets	to	the	people.	Vibrant	downtowns	have	vibrant	public 	realms,	with	outdoor	seating
and	dining,	street	trees,	pedestrian	scaled	l ighting	and	banners,	public 	art,	and	landscaping.	Downtowns	are	for	people	not
parking!

7/18/2014	3:01	PM

160 it	is	in	the	wrong	place	and	colors	are	awful 7/18/2014	2:09	PM

161 20	years	of	talk	about	a	parking	crisis.	At	this	point	lets	give	up	trying	to	fix,	and	make	microparks	in	the	heart	of	downtown. 7/18/2014	1:43	PM

162 Love	the	parklets,	but	am	always	worried	about	parking	issues	in	Montpelier--every	space	taken	away	by	a	parklet	is	one	less	space
to	park.	:(

7/18/2014	11:44	AM

163 Putting	a	few	additional	benches	on	the	bridge	would	make	more	sense	than	the	parklet.	It	was	uncomfortable,	lacked	shade,	and
took	away	valuable	parking.	Totally	sil ly.

7/18/2014	10:56	AM

164 I	don't	use	the	parklet	now,	but	if	businesses	were	allowed	to	maintain	parklets	to	provide	outdoor	drinking	and	dining	opportunities
which	are	in	short	supply	here	I'd	love	it

7/18/2014	10:50	AM

165 I	think	that	nice	benches	l ike	the	ones	on	the	bridge	are	more	suitable. 7/18/2014	10:46	AM

166 I	am	in	favor	of	parklets	but	do	not	think	we	should	loose	parking.	While	I	now	live	and	work	in	town,	I	remember	the	challenges	of
Montpelier	and	used	to	shop	at	stores	on	the	B&M	road	or	at	the	mall	because	I	knew	I	would	not	find	parking.	More	parklets	in	the
commercial	areas	are	great,	but	only	if	parking	is	created	on	a	one	for	one	basis	to	replace	the	parking	lost	to	parklets.

7/18/2014	10:42	AM

167 It's	cute	and	all,	but	if	you	want	to	create	outdoor	gathering	space,	why	not	work	on	a	short	term	usage	of	the	Vermont	Country
Store	property-	people	gather	there	ALL	the	time.	Why	not	a	parklet	there	unti l	i t's	sold?

7/18/2014	10:35	AM

168 Montpelier	should	be	pedestrian	only	downtown	anyway-let's	encourage	people	to	walk	around	their	community--not	drive	through
it!

7/18/2014	10:25	AM

169 How	about	hanging	it	off	the	other	side	of	the	bridge?	Keep	pursuing	the	idea	of	a	water	view	seating	area.	Save	those	precious
parking	places.	Also	forget	the	smart	meters.	Seems	quite	unfriendly	and	expensive	to	replace	our	current	meters.

7/18/2014	10:22	AM

170 I	l ike	having	the	current	parklet	but	parking	is	a	problem	downtown	as	it	is	and	would	worry	about	losing	more	parking. 7/18/2014	9:51	AM

171 More	outdoor	seating	and	places	to	enjoy	food	purchased	downtown	would	be	nice	and	a	relaxing	way	to	spend	time	in	the
center.	I've	found	on	numerous	occaisions	here	with	my	son	that	we	grab	a	bite	to	eat	but	have	no	place	to	go	other	than	all	the
way	to	state	house.	I'd	love	to	see	more	sidewalk	seating	or	outdoor	casual	space	at	the	restaraunts.	I	do	hate	to	see	lots	more
parking	taken	up	though

7/18/2014	9:36	AM

172 It	was	a	good	idea,	but	I	don't	think	it	worked	out	well	in	reality.	The	current	parklet	is	not	very	attractive,	and	has	no	shade,	which
is	definitely	a	necessity.	If	restaurants	want	to	have	a	parklet,	I	think	they	should	be	allowed,	but	I	don't	see	the	appeal	of	eating	a
meal	right	next	to	traffic .	I	think	the	priorities	should	be	keeping	the	farmers	market	downtown,	and	occasional	festivals	with	street
c losures.	I	don't	see	the	loss	of	a	few	parking	spaces	as	a	big	deal.

7/18/2014	9:33	AM

173 Really?	Let's	add	parking,	not	continue	to	take	it	away! 7/18/2014	9:03	AM

174 These	parklets	are	a	waste.	There	are	plenty	of	spots	to	sit	and	enjoy	the	outdoors.	A	ridiculous	waste	of	parking	spaces.	A
dangerous	idea.

7/18/2014	8:58	AM

175 It	is	pretty	darn	ugly.	That	is	my	main	complaint	but	I	support	the	idea	of	parklets	in	general. 7/18/2014	8:58	AM

176 bad	idea.	doesn't	fi t	with	surroundings.	out	of	place.	potential	for	confl ic t	with	vehic les,	kids	leaning	out	towards	street.	better
solution	would	be	a	permanent	"bump-out"	that	c learly	defines	what	is	road	and	what	is	pedestrian	space.

7/18/2014	8:32	AM

177 I	love	the	concept,	but	this	parklet	is	UGLY.	The	colors	and	style	don't	mix	with	the	downtown	at	all.	It	feels	l ike	it	was	designed	for
a	different	place	and	delivered	to	Montpelier	by	accident.

7/18/2014	8:01	AM

178 First	of	all,	I	strongly	oppose	private	businesses	having	park	lets,	Montpelier	is	not	Philadelphia,	San	Francisco,	or	some	other
concrete	jungle.	It	has	four	blocks	on	two	streets	in	the	business	distric t	and	already	has	ample	outdoor	spaces	in	which	to	enjoy
the	sun.	Part	of	the	attraction	of	Montpelier	is	its	quaintness,	a	throwback	to	an	older	time.	Trying	to	wedge	in	modern	urban
amenities	damages,	rather	than	enhances,	the	look	and	feel	of	what	makes	the	downtown	special.	A	vibrant	and	walkable
downtown	would	be	enhanced	far	more	by	somehow	controll ing	the	increasing	encroachment	of	sidewalk	space	by	merchandise
racks,	tables	and	chairs,	and	especially	sandwich	board	signs.	Montpelier	needs	to	focus	on	its	being	the	nation's	smallest	capital,
the	"only	one	without	a	McDonald's."	It	is	never	going	to	be	a	big	c ity	(and	should	be	thankful	for	that),	and	attempts	to	bring
things	l ike	parklets	into	its	l i ttle	downtown	are	unnecessary	and	look	out	of	proportion	and	a	bit	si l ly.

7/18/2014	3:24	AM

179 put	it	in	a	place	where	there	is	not	seating	or	shelter	already…	it	doesn't	address	a	need	where	it	is.	Langdon,	North	Barre	st,	@
Elm	&	Vine

7/17/2014	10:57	PM

180 Not	sure	on	#8 7/17/2014	10:39	PM

181 I	am	a	senior	c itizen	who	only	goes	downtown	when	absolutely	necessary	due	to	lack	of	parking.	When	I	was	younger	walking
everywhere	was	not	the	problem	it	is	for	me	now.	Good	luck	in	keeping	more	old	people	out	of	the	downtown	area!

7/17/2014	10:33	PM
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182 I	think	we	need	to	solve	our	parking	problems	first.	In	addition	the	design/colors	seem	out	of	place. 7/17/2014	10:25	PM

183 Before	we	devote	any	resources	to	parklets,	we	need	to	address	the	parking	crisis,	preferably	by	developing	reliable	public
transportation	in	addition	to	more	parking	space.

7/17/2014	10:21	PM

184 Question	8	is	difficult.	I	do	not	support	the	privatization	of	public 	space,	but	I	do	think	that	businesses	should	be	allowed	to	rent
public 	space.	It	would	be	nice	if	they	wanted	to	put	parklets	out	front...as	long	as	they	are	not	privatizing	the	space.

7/17/2014	9:56	PM

185 The	parklet	concept	is	a	good	one,	though	the	parklet	on	the	Bridge	is	really	unattractive.	The	yellow	is	hideous	and	makes	it	look
like	a	construction	zone.	Something	with	more	greenery	and	bits	of	nature	would	be	much	more	attractive.

7/17/2014	9:54	PM

186 I	think	this	is	an	unnecessary	and	ineffic ient	use	of	space.	Why	not	c lose	State	St	from	Main	St	to	Elm	to	traffic 	and	make	1	large,
community	wide	walking,	sitting,	visiting	space	rather	than	these	isolated	l ittle	Chicklets	of	"park	lets"

7/17/2014	9:43	PM

187 The	parklets	need	to	be	in	areas	other	than	parking	spaces.	Like	in	front	of	City	Hall,	the	empty	lot	next	to	Splash,	in	front	of	the
court	house?	It	was	too	hard	to	find	a	place	to	park	in	the	first	place.	Businesses	should	be	able	to	have	them	on	the	sidewalk	w/	a
walk-thru.	The	parklets	need	to	be	natural,	blending	colors	-	unlike	the	orange	the	current	one	is.	And	local/counrty/natural	plants
instead	of	the	"funky"	ones	there.	Thanks	for	asking.

7/17/2014	9:40	PM

188 I	think	that	it	is	an	eyesore.	I	can't	imagine	wishing	to	sit	above	the	hot	pavement	breathing	car	fumes.	Moreover,	it	is	a	l iabil i ty	to
our	c ity--I	hate	to	imagine	the	size	of	the	lawsuit	that	could	arise	from	a	car	accident	that	involved	injuries	or	fatalities.	The
structure	puts	unarmoured	people	in	the	street	where	cars	are	bunching	up	while	trying	to	get	around	cars	that	are	trying	to	park.	It
looks	l ike	an	accident	waiting	to	happen.	If	the	businesses	are	so	hot	on	having	outdoor	space,	but	some	patio-l ike	arrangement	in
the	empty	lot	on	Main	St.	The	businesses	can	rent	the	empty	lot	from	Jacobs.

7/17/2014	9:38	PM

189 A	Japanese-style	park-let	would	be	cool. 7/17/2014	9:31	PM

190 I	think	it's	great	to	try	new	things	and	see	how	they	work	rather	than	not	trying	at	all 7/17/2014	9:29	PM

191 phase	1	-	move	on	to	phase	2	-	but	get	it	right	as	you	won't	get	too	many	more	chances... 7/17/2014	9:25	PM

192 Current	parklet	is	visually	jarring	and	out	or	sync	with	downtown	Montpelier. 7/17/2014	9:20	PM

193 Montpelier	is	not	Burlington	--	we	do	not	have	enough	space	in	the	business	distric t	as	it	is	without	parklets.	If	you	want	a
gathering	place,	have	the	c ity	buy	the	vacant	lot	next	to	Charlie	O's	and	make	a	parklet.	I	do	not	think	the	existing	parklet	is	an
enhancement	and	more	of	them	would	only	take	up	need	parking	spaces.	This	survey	is	biased	(big	surprise!).	Re	#5:	Yes,	I	have
seen	people	sitting	in	the	parklet	but	I	can't	be	sure	they	are	enjoying	it.	The	question	presumes	that	if	someone	is	sitting	there,
s/he	is	enjoying	it	which	is	not	necessarily	true.	This	survey	is	basically	a	sham	so	you	can	massage	the	biased	data	gathered	to
justify	parklets.

7/17/2014	9:19	PM

194 Not	a	fan	of	your	parklet,	sorry! 7/17/2014	9:18	PM

195 Parklets	are	an	interesting	idea,	and	are	well	suited	to	the	large	c ities	where	they	are	used	[Chicago,	San	Francisco,	etc.]	While
the	existing	parklet	is	attractive,	it	is	not	a	good	use	of	the	public 	space	which	is	best	used	for	parking.

7/17/2014	9:07	PM

196 Disgusting	color	paint	it	"	barn	board"	or	weather	it	The	yellow	is	fine.	Nice	design.	Seats	could	be	washed	Maybe	once	a
week..great	place	to	stop.	67	year	old	lady

7/17/2014	9:06	PM

197 More	parklets	AND	more	parking!	Undo	the	past	decade	of	privatizing	much	of	the	public 	parking	behind	downtown	buildings.
Lawyers	can	walk	to	their	offices	from	elsewhere.	Parking	for	patrons	and	more	parklets	for	prosperity!

7/17/2014	9:05	PM

198 I	think	this	is	headed	in	the	right	direction	but	it	is	not	a	good	permanent	solution.	I	know	it	is	radical	but	the	long	term	vision
should	be	c losing	State	St.	between	Elm	and	Main	to	ALL	traffic 	from	0700	to	2400.	Then	only	open	to	deliveries,	maintenance,
tenants,	business	owners,	etc..	The	traffic 	issues	can	be	worked	out.	OR	make	the	zone	behind	the	buildings	with	the	new	bridge
over	the	North	branch	and	inc luding	the	RR	bridge	a	beautiful	pedestrian	mall	a	la	European	style.	THIS	would	be	an
INCREDIBLE	draw	for	locals	and	tourists	alike.

7/17/2014	8:58	PM

199 more	public 	commons	is	a	great	way	to	build	a	strong	community	and	support	local	business.	some	parking	needs	to	be	available
though	of	course,	but	not	much.	downtown	should	be	more	pedestrian	friendly	and	encourage	foot	traffic ,	not	car	traffic 	that	just
zooms	by	without	buying.	love	it!

7/17/2014	8:54	PM

200 People	wil l	grumble	about	the	loss	of	parking..	meh.	We	need	I	vibrancy,	not	cars 7/17/2014	8:53	PM

201 We	can't	afford	our	current	infrastructure	yet	we	are	adding	more?	Also	parking	is	already	an	issue	this	adds	to	the	problem.	The
structure	doesn't	fi t	in	with	the	architecture	downtown	at	all.

7/17/2014	8:50	PM

202 There	was	a	bench	on	the	bridge	which	seemed	fine.	There	are	many	outdoor	tables	with	seating	while	enjoying	food	or	drink
purchased.	We	need	the	parking	and	there	is	lots	of	space	on	the	Statehouse	lawn.

7/17/2014	8:45	PM

203 Parklets	for	restaurants	would	mean	patrons	sitting	in	exhaust	fumes.	Outdoor	seating,	next	to	the	building,	would	be	suitable	for
restaurants.	Don't	l ike	the	idea	of	using	the	street.	Pedestrian	traffic 	would	interfere	with	servers.

7/17/2014	8:45	PM

204 i	walk	by	the	parklet	every	day.	i	have	noticed	no-one	sits	in	it.	people	lounge	against	the	bridge,	sit	in	the	park	bench	on	the
bridge,	sit	on	the	bridge,	but	no-one	uses	the	fac il i ty.	i	also	notice	no-one	parks	there.

7/17/2014	8:42	PM

205 I	l ive	and	work	in	Montpelier,	so	the	loss	of	parking	spaces	in	town	didn't	affect	me	personally,	but	I	hear	people	complain	enough
about	the	parking,	that	I	think	it's	a	bad	idea	to	put	a	parklet	in	parking	spaces.

7/17/2014	8:42	PM

206 Prefer	sidewalk-level	space	that's	more	a	part	of	the	surroundings. 7/17/2014	8:34	PM

207 Could	use	more	of	a	roof	for	rain.	I	work	in	an	office	near	the	parklet,	it's	been	a	nice	addition	though	I	do	feel	the	loss	of	even
those	couple	parking	spaces	.	.	.so	I'm	hesitant	about	additional	parklets.	I'd	support	as	long	as	they	were	for	all	-	not	taking	parking
spaces	if	they're	an	extension	of	specific 	businesses.

7/17/2014	8:28	PM

208 I	enjoy	the	many	small	green	park	spaces	we	have	in	town	and	do	not	think	we	need	to	take	up	parking	spaces	especially	for	retail
establishments'	usage.

7/17/2014	8:25	PM

209 More	park	benches	would	be	a	far	better	way	to	create	community. 7/17/2014	8:21	PM

210 Visited	Montreal	lately,	stayed	in	the	Verdun	neighborhood.	It	was	full	of	parlets!	They	have	really	embraced	the	concert	there.
We	must	stop	catering	to	cars	over	people	and	spots	for	leisure,	conversation,	spontaneous	meetings.	Love	the	parklet!

7/17/2014	8:13	PM

211 A	great	addition	to	downtown.	Makes	Montpelier	a	friendlier	c ity. 7/17/2014	8:13	PM

212 State	st	from	Main	to	Elm	should	be	c losed	off	from	traffic . 7/17/2014	7:54	PM
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213 I	think	there	are	plenty	of	other	places	to	sit	and	visit	or	have	lunch	outside	without	taking	up	parking	spaces	and	who	wants	to	sit
out	in	the	street	when	there	are	many	"green"	places	available

7/17/2014	7:51	PM

214 I	never	park	downtown	(l ive	&	work	w/in	walking	distance)	so	I	don't	care	if	parking	disappears.	I	have	to	admit	I	was	skeptical	and	I
sti l l 	think	it's	kind	of	ugly	(garish	colors--would	benefit	from	some	potted	plants).	But	I	had	a	nice	time	hanging	out	there	yesterday.

7/17/2014	7:46	PM

215 The	parklet	is	ugly	and	uncomfortable.	It	doesn't	fi t	with	downtown	Montpelier. 7/17/2014	7:36	PM

216 The	current	parklet	is	too	gawdy,	looks	uncomfortable,	and	takes	up	precious	parking	spots.	Have	tables	on	the	sidewalks. 7/17/2014	7:34	PM

217 I	walk	by	the	parklet	daily,	even	though	I've	only	sat	in	it	once.	I've	seen	children	leaning	over	edges	-	could	be	very	dangerous.
Even	though	there	is	a	"no	smoking"	symbol,	I	have	seen	people	smoking	on	several	occasions.	We	need	the	parking	spaces	for
merchants.	I	would	rather	see	more	benches	placed	around	downtown.	I	would	l ike	to	see	a	l ittle	mini	park	in	the	vacant	lot	next
to	Charlie	O's.

7/17/2014	7:33	PM

218 I	think	its	ugly.	In	a	town	that	constantly	squalks	about	lack	of	parking,	why	have	this? 7/17/2014	7:23	PM

219 I	love	it	and	think	it	has	been	a	great	addition	to	downtown. 7/17/2014	7:21	PM

220 The	present	structure	is	ugly,	and	steals	2	parking	places.	What	good	is	it?	There	is	a	perfectly	nice	wooden	bench	within	4	feet.
Is	this	worth	the	intrusion	and	visual	blight?	A	solution	without	a	problem.

7/17/2014	7:19	PM

221 1	may	be	enough	-	parking	is	so	tight	downtown	&	frequently	the	parklet	is	not	used.	However,	more	outdoor	seating	at	restaurants
would	be	welcome

7/17/2014	7:14	PM

222 More	than	2	of	these	is	too	many.	I'd	rather	see	the	canti levered	walkway	and	public 	seating	between	State	&	Langdon	over	the
N.	Branch	on	the	Capital	Grounds	side	revisited.	Another	awesome	idea	that	died	in	Montpelier.	I	was	not	that	impressed	with	the
design	of	the	current	parklet.	Number	8	is	a	strong	no!	1	or	2	in	the	summer,	open	to	all,	not	a	"buy	something	or	leave"	space.	It's
on	public 	space.	Local	businesses	rent	or	own	what	they	currently	have	and	knew	that	was	what	they	got	from	the	get	go.	Julio's
and	the	l ike	pay	more	rent,	I'm	sure,	to	have	their	outside	space.	Would	it	be	fare	to	give	up	public 	space	to	some	business	for
free?	I	might	agree	if	they	payed	the	c ity	perhaps	15	times	the	Meter	revenue.

7/17/2014	7:12	PM

223 There's	a	wonderful	gathering	place	right	across	the	street--the	courtyard	at	the	Episcopal	Church.	We	have	a	parking	shortage
that	is	only	exacerbated	by	losing	parking	places	to	parklets.	I	haven't	been	a	fan	of	the	idea	and	the	one	that's	on	State	Street
has	only	served	to	convince	me	that	there	is	no	place	for	this	on	Montpelier's	narrow,	crowded	streets.	I'm	not	even	comfortable
driving	by	it.	And,	unfortunately,	the	design	of	this	one	really	doesn't	work,	especially	that	awful	yellow.	Sorry	to	be	a	grump	about
this	but	I	think	it's	a	terrible	idea.

7/17/2014	7:11	PM

224 My	answer	to	#8	(above)	is	"maybe."	If	restaurants	want	to	pay	the	revenue	from	the	parking	meters	and	have	outdoor	seating,	then
I	think	that	would	be	alright.	Otherwise,	I	think	parklets	just	take	up	space	(e.g.	they	would	just	be	more	display	space	for	a	store,
which	doesn't	seem	worth	giving	up	parking	spaces	for).	In	general,	parking	is	scarce	yet	vital	to	all	businesses,	so	a	random
gathering	space	at	a	parklet	doesn't	seem	like	the	priority.	Add	more	benches	downtown	if	you	want.	Actually,	I'd	rather	sit	on	a
bench	on	the	sidewalk	than	a	bench	in	a	parklet.	Also,	there	ARE	nice	spaces	by	the	Episcopal	church,	City	Center,	l ibrary	and
City	Hall	to	sit.	So,	I	could	see	value	in	outdoor	seating	for	restaurants	who	are	wil l ing	to	pay.	Otherwise,	I	vote	to	keep	the	parking
spaces	and	add	benches	to	sidewalks.	Thanks	for	asking!

7/17/2014	7:09	PM

225 See	above. 7/17/2014	7:07	PM

226 Businesses	can	uti l ize	sidewalk	space	for	outside	seating.	Sitting	in	the	street,	taking	up	parking	spaces,	breathing	fumes	while
traffic 	loudly	moves	by	is	of	no	value	to	downtown.

7/17/2014	7:06	PM

227 we	have	lots	of	outdoor	spaces	in	Montpelier	-	don't	believe	these	are	necessary 7/17/2014	6:59	PM

228 I	understand	the	reason	for	the	yellow	paint,	making	it	visible	to	cars,	but	I	don't	think	it's	attractive. 7/17/2014	6:57	PM

229 Taking	parking	spaces	for	places	for	people	to	sit	and	inhale	exhaust	is	really	not	good.	Montpelier	has	a	parkiing	problem	and
needs	more	parking	spaces.	There	is	a	park	on	Elm	St.,	Hubbard	Park,	a	nice	l ibrary	lawn,	benches	downtown...come	on...the	tax
payers	are	really	getting	fed	up	with	this!	Fix	the	roads,	add	more	parking	and	don't	skew	surveys!	I	do	think	that	gathering	places
downtown	are	good	but	not	parklets.	I'm	getting	sick	of	having	to	hear	friends	from	other	towns	laugh	about	how	messed	up
Montpelier	is	with	their	priorities!

7/17/2014	6:57	PM

230 The	current	parklet	is	a	lovely	design.	Esp	for	kids.	However	a	different	color	than	yellow	would	look	nicer... 7/17/2014	6:55	PM

231 great	beginning--I	hope 7/17/2014	6:50	PM

232 Montpelier	needs	to	resolve	the	parking	shortage	before	dedicating	any	of	the	previous	few	spots	we	have	to	parklets.	We	have
several	spaces	that	can	be	used	for	similar	purpose	(Christmas	Church,	City	Hall,	the	State	House	lawn,	the	l ibrary).

7/17/2014	6:41	PM

233 Get	rid	of	it. 7/17/2014	6:16	PM

234 Address	the	parking	issues	first,	then	consider	testing	the	idea	of	parklets.	The	church,	City	Hall,	and	the	Statehouse	all	provide
downtown	outdoor	gathering	spaces.

7/17/2014	6:15	PM

235 I	love	downtown	Montpelier	and	would	l ike	to	see	more	tables	outside	but	near	the	business,	not	so	c lose	to	street	traffic 7/17/2014	6:14	PM

236 I	really	don't	see	the	need	for	them	and	they	take	up	parking	spaces.	There	are	plenty	of	opportunities	to	sit	in	the	downtown.
More	park	benches	would	be	just	as	effective

7/17/2014	6:13	PM

237 I'm	not	interested	in	sitting	in	the	street	and	breathing	the	car	fumes.	I	certainly	don't	want	to	eat	in	the	street.	The	Julio's	dining
area	is	fine,	because	it's	away	from	the	street	and	roped	off.

7/17/2014	6:12	PM

238 While	I	appreciate	the	work	and	contributions	of	the	VTC	students,	I	don't	l ike	the	design.	The	style	and	color	choice	doesn't	work
in	relation	to	the	bridge	or	nearby	buildings.	I'm	not	a	traditionalist	and	don't	object	on	that	basis---in	fact,	if	i t	was	an	innovative,
unusual	or	artist-created	design,	it	might	appeal	to	me.	For	something	l ike	this	that	gets	so	much	exposure,	it	would	have	been
better	to	get	more	public 	input	and	also	wd	have	made	more	sense	in	the	long	run	to	go	with	a	pro	--	architect	and/or	artist.	Wish	I
could	be	enthusiastic ...

7/17/2014	6:10	PM

239 Get	it	out	of	downtown!	Stop	dedicating	valuable	space	to	parklets/green	space/feel	good	projects	and	GET	SERIOUS	ABOUT
DOWN	TOWN	PARKING!!	It	is	unbelievable	how	negligent	the	c ity	has	been	in	resloving	this	issue.	Goes	all	the	way	back	to	-	and
before-	the	c ity/	state	committee	led	by	John	Anderson.	Il luzi	ended	up	taking	the	money	back	and	spending	it	on	something
else.	I	can't	wait	to	leave	this	way	too	expensive	c ity.

7/17/2014	6:10	PM

240 This	one	is	very	nice,	and	in	a	good	location.	I	would	be	adamantly	opposed	to	seeing	them	proliferate.	We	need	the	parking
more	than	the	amenity	of	a	parklet.

7/17/2014	6:08	PM
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241 I	think	that	the	parklet	is	a	great	addition	to	our	downtown.	Continuing	to	add	more	parklets	along	State	Street	would	be	good.	But
ultimately	I	feel	that	the	best	opportunity	to	create	a	more	vibrant	downtown	is	to	semi-permanently	c lose	State	Street	between
Elm	&	Main	Street	each	summer.

7/17/2014	5:58	PM

242 parking	is	at	a	minimum	so	I	wouldn't	want	businesses	to	overtake	the	parking	just	because	they	have	deeper	wallets.	I	also
wouldn't	want	to	be	solic ited	by	advertising	or	sales.	I	just	enjoy	the	atmosphere	and	relaxed	nature	of	it.

7/17/2014	5:53	PM

243 I	would	rather	see	the	c ity	work	on	fixing	the	streets	in	montp.	then	haing	parklets 7/17/2014	5:41	PM

244 It's	great	that	someone	thought	to	provide	a	squeegee	so	you	can	help	dry	off	the	seating	after	a	rain. 7/17/2014	5:40	PM

245 we	love	the	new	parklet!	I	think	1	or	2	more	would	be	awesome	if	the	community	as	a	whole	wil l	support	it. 7/17/2014	5:38	PM
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88.95% 314

11.05% 39

Q5	Have	you	ever	seen	other	people
enjoying	the	parklet?

Answered:	353	 Skipped:	13

Total 353

Yes

No
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54.75% 196

45.25% 162

Q6	Do	you	think	that	Montpelier	benefits
from	the	current	parklet	in	downtown?

Answered:	358	 Skipped:	8

Total 358

Yes

No
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46.65% 167

53.35% 191

Q7	Do	you	think	Montpelier	would	benefit
from	more	parklets	downtown?

Answered:	358	 Skipped:	8

Total 358

Yes

No
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46.82% 162

53.18% 184

Q8	Do	you	think	businesses	(such	as
restaurants)	should	be	allowed	to	maintain

parklets	for	their	customers?
Answered:	346	 Skipped:	20

Total 346

Yes

No
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1.71% 6

68.86% 241

29.43% 103

Q9	Have	you	experienced	any	problems
related	to	the	current	parklet?

Answered:	350	 Skipped:	16

Total 350

Yes

No

If	"yes,"	what
were	they?
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Q10	Any	additional	comments?
Answered:	245	 Skipped:	121
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- The Smallest Capital City in the United States - 

Mayor John Hollar William Fraser 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Mayor Hollar and City Council Members 
From: William Fraser, City Manager 

Jessie Baker, Assistant City Manager 
Re: Recreation Center Management and Transition 
Date: October 3, 2014 

The City Council has expressed an interest in (1) changing oversight of the Recreation 
Department from the School Board to the City Council and (2) merging the Recreation 
Department with the Parks, Cemetery, and the Montpelier Senior Activity Center (MSAC.)  Our 
recommendation is that one should not be done without the other.  There is no benefit to taking 
over Recreation if future merging is not the goal.  Below we outline the advantages and 
disadvantages of this proposal, the Council’s authority, and a proposed implementation plan for 
consideration. 

Consideration of City Management of the Recreation Department 

Advantages to the Recreation Department being under the City: 

 By moving Recreation Department under the City it provides a real opportunity to work
toward a comprehensive community services department with improved alignment,
communication and opportunity to share resources with Parks, Cemetery, and the MSAC.

 City government is structured to work with multiple types of departments; the School
department has a huge responsibility with education which must be its primary focus.

 Allows for the alignment of all components of the Municipal Tax Rate under the City
Council and all components of the Education Tax Rate under the School Board.

Disadvantages to the Recreation Department being under the City: 

 The Recreation Department uses School facilities regularly for programming and for
distribution of information.  The School Department relies on Recreation for management
and maintenance of fields and gyms.  This relationship will continue under either
scenario.  Splitting from the School could potentially create more difficult or distant
communication and coordination.
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 For facilities that are shared between the School and Recreation, there are opportunities 
to apply the education funding formula to these costs thereby increasing reimbursement 
to the District.  If this management is moved under the City, new procedures will need to 
be put in place to officially transfer these funds that many be time intensive for both City 
and School finance teams.   

 The Recreation building at 55 Barre Street is in need of infrastructure improvements.  
With the transition to City management, these costs would be built into the City’s capital 
plan and would be managed through the City’s limited resources.   

 The system works now.  The City has plenty to do without adding another department.  
Each organization is geared for its current capacity.   

 
It is our recommendation that the Council only consider the transition of the Recreation 
Department to City oversight if the long-term plan is full integration of Recreation, Parks, 
Cemetery, and the MSAC into a comprehensive community services department with both 
programming and facilities maintenance functions.  Details of what this department could look 
like are outlined in the October 18, 2013 memorandum.   
 
City Council Authority 
 
It is clear from the City’s Charter that the Council has the authority to determine how the 
Recreation Department is managed.   
 
The City Charter specifically references the management of a Recreation Department and 
Recreation Board.  The Charter gives the Council authority to manage this through the City 
processes or delegate this to the School Board.  Specifically it states:  
 

§ 807.  RECREATION GOVERNANCE 
(a)  The City may establish, maintain, and conduct a system of public recreation 

including playgrounds; may set apart for such use any land or buildings owned or leased 
by the City; may acquire land, buildings, and recreational facilities by gift or purchase, 
may issue bonds therefore as provided by law and equip and conduct the same; may 
employ a Director of Recreation and other employees as necessary; and may expend funds 
for the aforesaid purposes. 

(b)  The City Council may conduct the same through a Department of Recreation.  
Alternately, the Council may delegate the conduct thereof to a Recreation Board created 
by the Council, or to the School Board, or to any other appropriate existing board or 
commission. 

(c)  If the City Council chooses to appoint a Recreation Board, it shall consist of five 
members appointed by the Council for three-year terms.  The Recreation Board shall 
perform such planning functions and duties as may be required by the Council, this 
chapter, ordinances, or applicable State laws. 

(d)  The Recreation Board budget shall be an integral part of the City budget and under 
the control of the City or its designee. 

§ 808.  [Repealed.] 
 
Further the Charter contemplates the appointment of a Recreation Director by the City Manager: 
 

§ 1007.  APPOINTMENTS 
(a)  Except for those appointments made by the City Council as provided for in this 

chapter, the City Manager shall appoint and remove all City employees, including 
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…..Recreation Director… and all other officers and employees as may be required by 
general law of the State, by this chapter, or by the City Council.   

 
The Charter further differentiates between the Council’s authority to buy/sell/lease/own property 
and the school board’s authority for “exclusive management and control” of school property.   
Therefore once the Recreation Department and associated building is under the control of the 
City Council, the real property associated will fall under not only the authority to 
buy/sell/lease/and own but also manage and control the location at 55 Barre Street.  Any 
decisions with regard to the long term fate of that building will rest finally with the City Council. 
 
Implementation Plan 
 
If the City Council votes to support (1) the transition of oversight of the Recreation Department 
to the City Council and (2) the future merging of the Recreation Department with the Parks, 
Cemetery, and the MSAC, we recommend the following implementation plan and associated 
timeline.  
 

1) The current Recreation Department budget has been approved by the School Board and 
voters through June 30, 2015.  This includes assumptions on salaries and benefits, 
allocation of the Recreation Director’s time and revenue collections and operations.   We 
recommend proceeding through the steps outlined below toward an orderly and efficient 
transition of the Recreation Department to City management on July 1, 2015.   
 

2) If the Council votes to adopt this transition plan and the long-term goal of integrating the 
four departments on October 8, 2014, the City Manager’s Office will request time with 
the Recreation Board, School Board, and Superintendent’s Office to outline this 
implementation plan, hear concerns, and receive needed legislative support to proceed 
with this implementation plan.  If amenable, the City Manager’s Office will seek each 
Board’s support for a resolution affirming the body’s commitment to this transition.  This 
will take place in October and November 2014. 
 

3) Upon receiving support for this transition plan, the City Manager’s Office will come back 
to the Council prior to January 1, 2015 to ask for a formal vote to assume responsibility 
for the Recreation Department effective July 1, 2015.  Any changes to this 
implementation plan recommended by the Recreation Board or School Board will be 
shared with the City Council at that time. 
 

4) The Superintendent will retain his present role in managing the Recreation Director 
through June 30, 2015.  The Superintendent, City Manager and Recreation Director will 
work jointly to resolve any issues which may arise and that may have an impact beyond 
June 30, 2015. Beginning July 1, 2015 the City will fully assume all management duties 
currently performed by the Superintendent.   
 

5) All present Recreation employees will remain in their present positions with no 
immediate change in their employment status, compensation or benefits.  During this 
transition period, the Recreation Director and the Superintendent will keep the Manager’s 
Office informed as to any personnel decisions made that may impact staffing starting 
July 1, 2015.   To the extent that there are unanticipated staffing or compensation 
changes made, the City Manager will have authority over these decisions as of January 1, 
2015.  Effective July 1, 2015 all employees will need to be brought into the city’s 
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compensation and benefit structure. 
 

6) The FY16 (July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016) Recreation Department budget will be 
presented to the City Council by the City Manager as part of the municipal budget 
process.  The School Board will have no formal role in this budget consideration.   
 

7) The improvement needs of the Recreation Department will be built into the FY16 Capital 
Budget.  The Superintendent, Recreation Director, and Manager’s Office will meet and 
outline these needs in advance of presenting this budget to the City Council. 

 
8) The School Department will retain financial services for the Recreation Department 

(payables, receivables, payroll, benefits, etc.) throughout FY15.  During the months of 
October, November, and December 2014 City Finance staff will meet with Recreation 
staff to understanding current processes and assess Finance capacity to support these 
efforts.  If additional support resources are needed to support the addition of this 
Department, those will be built into the FY16 budget.  Additionally, in March, April, and 
May 2015, Finance staff will meet with Recreation staff to train them in municipal 
finance processes.   Effective July 1, 2015 all financial processing will be transitioned to 
the City’s Finance Department.    
 

9) The School Department Information Technology staff will continue support services to 
the Recreation Department throughout FY15.  Effective July 1, 2015 all IT support to the 
Recreation Department will be provided by City staff.  To the extent that technology 
decisions are made between January 1, 2015 and June 30, 2015 that may affect service 
provision or have budget implications beyond June 30, 2015, the City will be kept 
informed.   
 

10) The Recreation Department currently provides a certain level of service to the School 
Department to maintain school grounds maintenance and schedule school facilities.  
During the third quarter of FY15 (January, February, and March 2015) the 
Superintendent, Recreation Director, and City Manager’s Office will put into place a plan 
for maintaining these services through the City managed Recreation Department for 
implementation on July 1, 2015. 

 
11) In May of 2015 the City Council will be asked to specifically vote to adopt all existing 

policies, procedures and rule subject, of course, to possible future review and amendment 
of the Recreation Department.  At this time, the City Manager’s Office may ask the 
Council to specifically review existing policies and procedures to better meet the needs 
of City management.   
 

12) During the implementation period and after the transition, opportunities will be sought to 
merge or integrate services between Recreation, Parks, Cemetery, and the MSAC.  To 
this end, effective July 1, 2015 these four Department Heads will make up the Montpelier 
Community Services Department reporting to the Assistant City Manager.  The 
following areas for integration will be explored:  ground and facilities maintenance, 
technology use, communications and scheduling, shared staff resources and space, and 
community and grant application partnerships.   

 
This plan was developed based on a review of the documentation and meetings with the 
Superintendent of Schools and Recreation Director.  We believe that we are in agreement on the 
issues enumerated above.  We respectfully request that the Council specifically vote to adopt 
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this transition plan and work toward the development of an integrated Montpelier 
Community Services Department.  The City will work cooperatively with the School Board, 
Superintendent, Recreation Director and Advisory Board to assure continuity of programming, 
consistent and fair treatment of employees and logical decision making during this transition. 
 
 
Additional background materials provided:   
 

 October 18, 2013 memo from the Manager to the Council 
 October 19, 2012 memo from the Manager and Superintendent to the Council 
 FY15 budget detail 
 Summary of last five years of Annual Report submissions from the Recreation 

Department 
 By-laws of the Recreation Board 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To:  Mayor Hollar & City Council Members 
From:  William Fraser, City Manager 
  Jessie Baker, Assistant City Manager 
Re:  Recreation Transition Feasibility Study 
Date:  October 18, 2013 
 
On October 24, 2012, the City Council approved the following motion: 
 

That the City Manager develop a preliminary feasibility study with a due date of the second City 
Council meeting in March with the goal of actively considering the transition of the recreation 
department to the city budget in order to achieve efficiencies with Parks, Cemetery, Trees, and possibly 
the Justice Center.  (http://www.montpelier-
vt.org/upload/groups/314/files/october_24_2012.pdf)  

 
Upon review of the functioning of multiple City and School departments we provide this 
preliminary feasibility study.  We apologize for not meeting the March deadline but you find this 
information helpful.   
 
Brief History 
 
The organizational relationship between the Recreation Department, the School Department, and 
City government has been the topic of discussion for several years.  Specifically the following 
references to the organizational structure have been put forth: 
 
In the 2011 Matrix report as the following recommendation was made:  

Consolidate the Montpelier Senior Activity Center and the Recreation Department (currently under 
the School Board) into a Community Services Department reporting to the Assistant City Manager. 
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(http://www.montpelier-vt.org/upload/groups/327/files/matrix_-_final_report_-
_june_2011_6-8-11.pdf)  

 
On February 3, 2012 the City Manager presented information to the Council on a potential 
transition of the Recreation Department to the City including the relevant sections of the Charter, 
several organizational structures, and potential transition issues.   
 
The October 2012 Citizen Budget Review Committee Final Report presented information on the 
Recreation Department, comparing its functioning to Departments in other similar cities, and 
made the recommendation to continue discussion around the organizational structure (linked here:  
http://www.montpelier-vt.org/).   
 
On October 19, 2012 the Superintendent and City Manager presented a report to Council 
providing analysis of the recreation department spending and administration.  This report states 
that operationally either structure works and there are current systems in place to ensure 
communication and management.  It goes on to state that if it is desired to move forward with an 
organizational change, the recommendation would be to place “the Recreation Department under 
the City to create full administrative flexibility for implementing that change.”  However this would 
require significant work with an unclear long-term advantage.     
 
Findings Based on Discussions with Current Directors 
 
As a result of the recent efforts with the current directors to actively consider the transition of the 
Recreation Department to the City budget in order to achieve efficiencies several points have been 
highlighted:   
 

 The Recreation Department must work closely with the Schools and the City. A transition 
to City management would still require close workings with the School.  

 Financial processing, budgetary support, and employee maintenance is currently provided to 
the Recreation Department by the School Administration.  If transitioned to the City there 
would be a significant impact on the administrative team in Finance that may require 
additional resources.  It is unlikely that the School Department would be able to transfer 
financial administrative support to the City to cover this need.  Additionally, there are 
several high priority Finance initiatives on the horizon that must be prioritized.  Resources 
may not be available to successfully accomplish these priorities as well as take on the new 
financial and budgetary processing associated with at transition of Recreation to the City 
budget in the near-term.  Other Finance priorities include: 

o Implementing a new water and sewer billing system by November 2014. 
o Initiating the new district heat billing system for a full launch in October or 

November 2014. 
o Managing the FY14 audit from October to December 2014. 
o Developing the FY16 budget from October 2014 to January 2015.  

 While efficiencies may be seen in more shared resources (i.e. additional administrative 
assistance to Parks and Cemeteries), such a transition is not likely to result in cost savings.  

 A transition of the Recreation Department to the City would include significant work 
resulting in uncertain financial rewards.  
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 Each of these Departments has knowledgeable and experienced Department Heads in place. 
Further consideration of staffing changes may be most appropriately considered as part of 
long-term succession planning.  

 The daily functioning and operations of the Recreation Department is most similar to the 
functioning and operations of the Montpelier Senior Activity Center. Moving forward, 
consideration should be given to the possibility of combining these units to provide life-
cycle support and services to residents of Montpelier of all ages, therefore achieving some 
administrative and organizational efficiency.  

 The Recreation, Parks, and Cemetery staff all see it as core to their day-to-day efforts to do 
ground, trail, and park maintenance. Significant staff time is spent on these efforts and each 
unit maintains their own machinery to do this work. Currently, each unit has responsibility 
for maintaining specific areas of the city based on history. While staff does communicate 
about maintenance and share resources at times, there is no one in the city who has 
comprehensive responsibility or oversight for all of the City’s buildings, grounds, parks, and 
assets. It is worth exploring if, and how, the City wants to prioritize ground and facility 
management, especially considering recent efforts around the Capital Improvement Plan 
and preventive maintenance. A consideration of these questions should be taken into 
consideration as staffing is reviewed. 

 Given the uncertainty of the FY15 budget process, we are uncertain what our administrative 
capacity is to support the Recreation Department within City operations.   

 
Feasibility of Creating a Municipally Managed Community Services Department 
 
We find that it is feasible to transition the Recreation Department to the City budget in order to 
achieve efficiencies with Parks, Cemetery, Trees, the Senior Center, and possibly the Community 
Justice Center.  However, there are both organizational and operational steps that would need to be 
taken to achieve this transition and it is anticipated that while good coordination would continue, 
financial savings would not be realized immediately.  Additionally, given the uncertainty of the 
FY15 budget process and the potential lack of availability of resources at City Hall to provide the 
financial oversight needed, it is not advisable to make any change until more is known about the 
FY15 budget and available resources.  Finally, given the expertise that exists within the current staff, 
it is recommended that a transition with current staff not include the elimination of any positions 
but rather the increased coordination and the long-term planning for reorganization as positions 
become vacant.  Below we outline the current budget and staffing levels, a potential mid-term 
transition plan, and a long-term vision that would be built over the next decade with staffing 
changes.   
 
The ideas presented below are shared for discussion and planning purposes only.  If the policy 
decision is made to move in the direction of transitioning Recreation to City management and the 
creation of a Community Services Bureau, additionally conversations would be needed with the 
Recreation Commission, other Commissions and Advisory Groups, existing staff, and other 
purveyors of best practices in the fields of community services and building and grounds 
maintenance to establish specific staffing and programming models.   
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Suggested Timeline (This timeline assumes the City Council votes to ask City staff to continue to explore the 
possibility of moving the Recreation Department to the City.) 
 

 November 2013 to February 2014 – City concentrates on the development of the FY15 
budget and explores the possibility of transitioning financial administrative support from 
the School budget to the City budget.  The City observes the Recreation budget process. 

 March to June 2014 – Given the final FY15 budget, the City will complete an analysis of 
the capacity of the Finance team to support the transition of the Recreation Department to 
the City.   If there is capacity, the rest of the plan will proceed.   

 July 2014 to December 2014 – During this time, the City will work with the Recreation 
Commission, the Cemetery Commission, the Parks Commission, the Tree Board, and the 
Montpelier Senior Activity Center Advisory Board to explore, build support for future 
consolidation and integration, and take action if needed.  Also during this time, Finance 
will implement the new water and sewer billing system and fully implement billing for 
District Heat Montpelier.  Finally, during the FY16 budget process, the Recreation budget 
will be developed in conjunction with the City and we will explore the possibility of moving 
additional Finance resources to the City to support this change.    

 January 2015 to July 2015– Commission actions will be taken if necessary.  Transition 
plans will be made to administratively move the Recreation Department to City oversight.  
Transition meetings between the Assistant City Manager and the relevant Department 
Heads will commence.   

 July 2015 – With the FY16 budget, the Recreation Department transitions to City 
management and the Community Services Bureau under the Assistant City Manager is 
established.   
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Current Budget and Staffing Levels 
 
Department Funding 

Source 
 FY14 Budget   FY 14 Non-Tax 

Revenues  
 % of 
budget 
that is 
non-tax 
revenue  

 FTEs   Other Resources  Oversight 

Cemetery City 
appropriations, 
revenues, 
Endowment 
Fund 

 $       218,834   $         122,270  56% 1.67 8 to 10 inmates 
with Guard (a 
foreman)/5 days a 
week from 9 to 
1:30/ for 28 weeks 

Cemetery 
Commission 

Parks City 
appropriations, 
grants, revenues 

 $       173,389   $           18,000  10% 1.16 AmeriCorps, Vista, 
Volunteers 

Parks Commission 

Recreation Appropriations, 
revenue 

 $       819,301   $         244,071  30% 6.50 Volunteers Recreation 
Department 
Advisory Board 

Trees City 
appropriations 

 $         37,794   $                   -    0% 0.47 Volunteers Tree Board 

Senior 
Center 

City 
appropriations, 
revenues 

 $       302,995   $         145,520  48% 2.40   Volunteers  MSAC Advisory 
Board 

        

TOTAL    $    1,552,313   $         529,861  34% 12.20     
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Under the current staffing model, Departments work independently and coordinate when 
possible.  Each has a director, works with volunteers and other types of staff (i.e. Department of 
Corrections work crews), and each manage their own budget.  Additionally, each unit has specific 
skill sets unique to their functioning for example expertise in burials, trail maintenance, working 
with seniors or working with youth.   
 
Short Term Transitional Staffing Proposal 

 
Note:  Maintains current staffing level of 12.20 FTEs and approximately $1.5M annual budget. 
 
By transitioning the Recreation Department under City control and establishing a Community 
Services Bureau under the Assistant City Manager, better coordination could be achieved between 
the Senior Center, Cemetery, Parks and Trees, and Recreation.  This may also result in the 
improved ability to share resources specifically equipment, grant writing skills, and scheduling 
software and practices.  Additionally, the ability to cross-promote programming and opportunities 
would be improved.   
 
The development of this Community Services Bureau does present challenges.  Financial oversight 
and processing tasks currently provided by the School Department for the Recreation Department 
would transfer to the City with potentially no additional staffing resources.  The broader 
coordination of a Community Services Bureau would take up management time that could, 
therefore, not be directed to other City priorities.  And the Recreation Department would still 
maintain significant responsibilities with the School Department to schedule and maintain school 
spaces that would require increased coordination including how to share staff between the City 
and School.   
 
To complete this transition the following steps would be needed: 

 Staff would need to meet with the Recreation Commission to discuss the transition. 
 An agreement would need to be reached between the City and School to transition the 

Recreation Department to the City. 
 Financial and human resources processes would need to be established between the 

Recreation Department and City. 



 

7 
 

 Management directives and processes would need to be put in place to facilitate 
information sharing and improved coordination between these Departments. 

 
Long Term Proposal 

 
 
Notes:  Staffing level at 10.5 with 4 seasonal employees.  Budget would be determined as the City 
got closer to the operational date. 
 
A move to this staffing model would require consolidation of current directors that would be 
achieved over time through attrition.  Current directors have unique experience and skill sets that 
should be shared and capitalized upon while they are employed by the City.  Over the next several 
years the Community Services Bureau and the existing directors would work to start sharing staff, 
resources, and responsibilities to get to the staffing model outlined above.  Through attrition, staff 
will be hired to fit the staffing model above. 
 
This model will enable the City to provide life-cycle services to clients of the Senior Center and the 
Recreation Department.  Additionally, this staffing model supports the idea that the programming 
efforts of the Senior Center, Recreation, and Parks Departments are similar and the maintenance 
and improvement efforts of Cemeteries, Parks, and Recreation are similar.  Under this model 
programming in the Parks and for youth, adults, and seniors would fall under the purview of the 
Community Services Director.  Responsibly for park, trail, cemetery, green space and ground 
maintenance would fall under the purview of the Buildings and Grounds Director.  This position 
would also support the implementation of the facility portion of the Capital Improvement Plan.  It 
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is possible that this position would report to the Department of Public Works director to allow for 
resource and equipment sharing.     
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MEMORANDUM 

To:  Mayor Hollar & City Council Members 
  School Board Members 
  Recreation Committee Members 
 
From:  William Fraser, City Manager 
  Dr. Brian Ricca, Superintendent of Schools 
 
Re:  Recreation Department 

Date:  October 19, 2012 

The City Manager and Superintendent of Schools were asked on February 22nd to prepare a 
report which analyzed certain aspects of the Recreation Department and offered suggestions for 
its future operations.  This report was requested for July 1st, we apologize for the tardiness of its 
submission.  

An analysis of recreation department spending including personnel and service costs 
provided by the recreation department to the school system, the city – including the senior 
center, and non government entities such as the Mountaineers.  This shall include: 

1.  An identification of education vs. general fund benefits for taxpayers. 

Attached worksheets indicate that the Recreation Department expends $70,413 in general 
fund money for the behalf of the School Department and Education Fund.   Conversely, 
the School Department provides $70,419 Education Fund money and in kind value for 
the operation of the Recreation Department. 

2. The identification of recreation department and school budget transfers and a 
policy for including such transfers in budgets. 

Each year accompanying the Montpelier Public Schools, the Superintendent of Schools 
will reconcile Recreation Department funds and School funds in the same manner as the 
attachments.  The attachments document that there is a relatively small amount of 
discrepancy between the work that is done for the Schools by the Recreation Department 
and the work that is done for the Recreation Department by the Schools.  The School 
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Department auditors (Fothergill, Segale, and Valley) consider the current accounting 
system to be appropriate and reasonable.   

3. A method for assuring Montpelier tax dollars supporting recreation activities do not 
subsidize non residents. 

The Recreation Board and Department annually review resident versus non-resident 
participation.   This use is taken into consideration when setting programming fees. 

An evaluation of the benefits of retaining the current system of oversight versus the 
transfer of the recreation department to the supervision of the city manager.  Such 
evaluation shall include an assessment of the issues of personnel management, program 
management and ability to deliver services and the relative benefits of an association 
between the recreation and school functions versus those derived from an association 
between recreation, parks, senior center and other city functions. 

Supervision:   The Superintendent of Schools supervises the Director of the Recreation 
Department like every other District Level employee.  There are weekly meetings throughout the 
year.  The Director of the Recreation Department sets goals annually with the Superintendent of 
Schools and is evaluated based on those goals.  In terms of the budget, the Recreation 
Department Board creates a budget that is evaluated by the Superintendent of Schools and the 
Business Manager, in consultation with the City.  For example, the City asked the Recreation 
Department to lower the allocation for FY13 and that was done.  That process included meetings 
with the Director of the Recreation, the Superintendent of Schools, and the Business Manager.   

The City Manager uses a very similar system for supervising municipal departments.   From a 
daily operational standpoint, there is no specific structural advantage for having the Rec 
Department supervised by either the Manager or the Superintendent. 

Personnel Management:  Neither the City nor the School present a particular advantage with 
regard to personnel management.  Both organizations have established policies, procedures and 
personnel structures.   Recreation Department employees presently fall under School Department 
benefit plans - a transition to the City would require a transition plan for these employees, similar 
to the system used for the Senior Center. 

Program management and ability to deliver services and the relative benefits of an association 
between the recreation and school functions versus those derived from an association between 
recreation, parks, senior center and other city functions: 

Advantages to the Recreation Department being under the city: 

 Improved alignment, communication and opportunity to share resources with other 
similar city departments. 
 

 City government is structured to work with multiple types of departments; the School 
department has a huge responsibility with education which must be its primary focus.  
Recreation is not a natural fit. 

 
 Better accounting of costs and fund transfers between the general fund and education 

fund.  Rec department expenses for things like field maintenance, gym management and 
the like appropriately assigned to the school budget could result in a “better deal” for 
local taxpayers. 
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 Aligning all components of the Municipal Tax Rate under the City Council and all 

components of the Education Tax Rate under the School Board. 
 
Advantages to the Recreation Department remaining with the School Board: 
 

 System works now.  City has plenty to do without adding another department.  Each 
organization is geared for its current capacity. 
 

 Rec Department uses School facilities regularly for programming and for distribution of 
information.  School Dept relies on Rec for management/maintenance of fields and gyms.  
This relationship should continue under either scenario.  Splitting from the School could 
potentially create more difficult or distant communication and coordination. 
 

The recreation board be immediately expanded to include a city council representative, 
appointed by the city council; and school board representative appointed by the school 
board.  Further, terms and procedures for filling vacancies, including the requirement that 
all vacancies be advertised by the recreation board and approved by the city council. 

The City Charter states the following: 

Section 7.  Recreation. 
 

(1)    The city may establish, maintain and conduct a system of public recreation including 
playgrounds; may set apart for such use any other land or buildings owned or leased by it; may 
acquire land, buildings and recreational facilities by gift or purchase, and may issue bonds therefore 
as provided by law and equip and conduct the same; may employ a director of recreation and 
assistant; and may expend funds for the aforesaid purposes. 
 

(2) The legislative body may conduct the same through a department or bureau of 
recreation; or may delegate the conduct thereof to a recreational board created by them, or to a 
school board or to any other appropriate existing board or commission. 
 

(3) The recreation board of the City of Montpelier shall consist of five (5) members 
appointed by the legislative body for three-year (3) terms, or in the case of a commission, elected at 
large at the annual meeting of the city.  The recreation board shall perform such planning functions 
and duties as may be required by the legislative body, charter, ordinances, or applicable state laws. 
 

(4) The recreation board budget shall be an integral part and under the control of the 
legislative body. 
 

The charter clearly allows the council to establish a recreation board or delegate the operation of 
the department to the school or “any other appropriate existing board or commission”.   
Interestingly, the charter then specifies the size of the recreation board at 5 members – which is 
in conflict with the current 7 member committee.   There appears no reason why a council 
member and/or school board member could not be part of the 5 member board nor why they 
could not attend as ex officio members in addition to the 5 members.   A strict reading of the 
charter would seem to require an amendment if the board were to be formally expanded.    
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Recommendation: 

A significant structural and organizational change has been suggested by the Matrix report where 
several community service departments become administratively aligned with their related 
citizen boards consolidated.   Specifically, the Recreation, Parks, Trees, Cemetery, Senior Center 
and possibly Community Justice Center operations could be combined into one Community 
Services Department with one Community Services Board replacing the six boards and 
committees which currently exist and possibly under one department head.   This change, or 
something similar, will require charter amendments.    Enacting this change will require a lot of 
work and a lot of communication with multiple boards and constituent groups.    

If a substantive organizational change with serious commitment to proceeding is desired, then we 
recommend placing the Recreation Department under the City to create full administrative 
flexibility for implementing that change.    

The current operating system includes a Department Head, Professional Chief Administrator, 
independent Recreation Board and an elected body providing general oversight.  If this system 
remains there appears to be no obvious advantage to placing the Recreation Department under 
either the city or school department as that structure can be mirrored under either organization. 

The Recreation Department and School Department rely on each other significantly.   However 
the Recreation Department also works cooperatively and communicated relatively well with 
other city departments.   If the desire is to keep the operating structure of the Recreation 
Department and the other departments basically the same, we recommend keeping the 
Recreation Department under the School Department’s supervision seeing no compelling case 
for administrative change. 

Attachments: 

Council direction from February 22, 2012 

School Board proposal for Rec Dept governance, February 2012 

City Manager’s memo to Rec Committee, February 3, 2012 

Superintendent’s analysis of School and Rec costs 

Draft of possible Community Service Department structure 
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pathways in Hubbard Park. In addition, Board member 
John Akielaszek has drafted a response plan and pre-
sented it to City Council with a recommendation that 
funding be set aside each year anticipating the need to 
remove trees as they are infested. Work will continue in 
2014 refining and implementing the plan.

• Grants: The City, mainly through the efforts of the Board 
member John Akielaszek, received a $500 grant from 
Vermont Urban and Community Forestry Program to 
develop and implement a plan to deal with the Emerald 
Ash Borer.

Planning for the future:
• We will continue planting trees in neighborhoods.
• We will continue to improve the use of the nursery as a 

way to grown high-quality trees at a lower cost.
• We will continue to work with DPW to improve the 

viability of downtown street trees, including possible test-
ing of new designs for planting areas and better coordina-
tion with them on city projects.

• We hope to increase the use of lower cost wood/metal 
tree guards as a way of reducing costs.

• We will continue to educate community members of all 
ages as to the importance of Montpelier’s trees and how 
they can better care for those on their property.

We appreciate the continued support we have from the citizens 
of Montpelier as well as the City Council and city government. 
Located as we are in the middle of the Green Mountain forest, 
it is easy to take our urban forest for granted. Many passersby 
express their appreciation while we are doing our work on the 
streets. Together we’ve made a difference that can be seen all 
around the city.

Montpelier Recreation Department
The Montpelier Recreation Department is proud of its service 
to the City of Montpelier and its citizens.  As we look back on 
2013, the Montpelier Recreation Department continues to 
make strides towards the future.  

This year our Dog River Field was back in use after being re-
stored.  It received a lot of use from adult softball as well as high 
school soccer and other groups using the field.  This facility was 
missed after the floods of 2011.  

The shelter, in its second summer, was well used for birthday 
parties, family reunions, school reunions, and picnics for fami-
lies.  Day camp and other summer groups have benefitted from 
the shelter as well.  The use of this facility has proven to be a 
fantastic addition to our facilities.  

Our Capital Kids Summer Day Camp program enjoyed its sec-
ond summer in the new picnic shelter.  The shelter allowed 

our program to do more activities that were not possible un-
der a tent.  Our numbers for this program continue to increase.  
The partnership with the Summer Lunch Program was once 
again very successful.  Everybody enrolled can participate in 
the lunch program that is offered at camp and eligible partici-
pants can receive a free lunch to help provide a well-rounded 
Day Camp experience.  Our Vacation Break Day Camps con-
tinue to be a successful.     

The Recreation Department’s overall attendance increased in 
2013.  Our program that saw the largest increase in numbers 
was our tennis programs.  With the help of our new instructor, 
Scott Barker, promotions for the programs were very success-
ful.  Many of our special events also saw higher numbers of par-
ticipation.  Baseball, Basketball, and Fall Soccer saw a modest 
increase over last year’s participation.    

The Recreation Department offered many new activities in-
cluding: Youth Adventure Camp, Fishing Camp, Sports 
Camps, and many other activities that draw people to partici-
pate.  We also offered several after school classes: Fall Tennis 
Lessons, Zumba, Young Rembrandts Drawing, and Crafty Crit-
ters were among some of the programs.  Many adult programs 
have encouraged more adult participation in our programs as 
well.  Programs including Ballroom and Scottish Dance, yoga, 
dodgeball, and fitness hooping are just a few of the adult pro-
grams we offer.  

We conducted our annual special events with more partici-
pants than past years.    They consisted of:  Father/Daughter 
Valentines Dance, Mother/Son Bowling, Halloween Party, 
Easter Egg Hunt, Touch a Truck, and State Street Slam at the 
Recreation Field. 

At the swimming pool, we continue to enjoy our Summer Bar-
becues, Pizza Night, Moonlight Swim, Family Fun Day, and 
many other special events.  The weather improved as the sum-
mer went on and over 11,000 people visited the pool.  

Our lifeguards this year were trained by Red Cross.   Audits 
we received from Red Cross confirmed excellent guard perfor-
mance and safety standards.  

Many of our programs rely on volunteers in order to help them 
run smoothly.  We are very fortunate to have such a high num-
ber of very qualified and experienced volunteers.  The Recre-
ation Department Staff would like to express our gratitude to 
all our volunteers.   Opportunities we provide would not be 
possible without the help, support, and commitment of volun-
teers and supporting organizations.  

We enjoy looking back over the past year at our accomplish-
ments, but are always seeking new ways to serving the com-
munity’s needs.  We hope that you will take advantage of your 
Recreation Department in 2014.  We are here to help you find 
“constructive use for your leisure time”.
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Recreation Advisory Board Members:
James Surwilo, Chair
Karlynn Koenemann
Ena Backus
Brian Murphy
Courtney Parento
Sue Aldrich, School Board Representative
Tom Golonka, City Council Representative
Beth McGuire, Student Representative

If you know of a program you would like to see offered, know 
of an instructor to teach a class for us, or if you have any ques-
tions, please call us at 225-8699 or stop by our office at of 55 
Barre Street.

Don’t forget to check us out on the web at: www.montpelier-
rec.org.

“Serving our community since 1945”
Arne McMullen, Director of Recreation
Jenny Bartlett, Program Coordinator/Pool Manager
Penny Dowen, Administrative Assistant
Norma Maurice, Administrative Assistant
Rick Lachapelle, Maintenance Forman
Mike Healy, Maintenance 
Carl Nunn, Maintenance, ½ year

Below is the Proposed FY 15 Budget for the Montpelier Recreation Department.  The Recreation Appropriation will be level funded.  
Thank you and we look forward to serving our community.

FY 15 Recreation Department Budget

Account Description
Proposed Bud-

get FY 14
Proposed Bud-

get FY 15
Difference % Change

06-1570 Administration 287,933 295,048 7,115 2.47%

06-1571 75,341 71,955 -3,386 -4.49%

06-1572 Recreation Outdoor 323,374 329,517 6,143 1.90%

06-1573 Swimming Pool 120,763 120,763 0 0.00%

06-1574 1,000 1,000 0 0.00%

06  2600 0 0 0

06  5001 10,890 10,890 0 0.00%

Totals 819,301 829,173 9,872 1.20%

FY 15 Recreation Department Revenue

Account Description Budget FY14 Proposed Bud-
get FY15

Difference % Change

06-1000 575,230 575,230 0 0.00%

06-2700 Season Passes - Swim Pool 19,500 19,500 0 0.00%

06-2701 Season Passes - Rec. Center 600 600 0 0.00%

06-2720 Daily Adm. Fees - Swim Pool 9,500 9,500 0 0.00%

06-2721 Daily Adm. Fees - Rec. Center 2,800 2,800 0 0.00%

06-2730 Program Fees - Swim Pool 7,500 8,000 500 6.67%

06-2731 Program Fees - Rec. Center 40,588 40,588 0 0.00%

06-2732 Program Fees - Outdoor Fac. 106,130 115,502 9,372 8.83%

06-2740 Concessions - Swim Pool 7,800 7,800 0 0.00%

06-2751 Rentals - Rec. Center 7,000 7,500 500 7.14%

06-2752 Rentals - Outdoor Fac. 8,000 8,000 0 0.00%

06-2798 Ski & Skate Sales 9,000 8,500 -500 -5.56%

06-2990 Miscellaneous Revenue 7,000 7,000 0 0.00%

06-5900 Rec. Fund Balance 18,653 18,653 0 0.00%

Totals 819,301 829,173 9,872 1.20%
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Market to share tree info and engage market goers.

The Board once again achieved Tree City USA status this year 
for the eighth time, an important recognition that will allow 
easier access to Federal and State matching grant funds. Thank 
you board member, Abby Colihan, for ensuring we continue to 
receive this recognition. 

Mazer Grant Funding for trees

With Mazer funding, the Tree Board purchased 15 small trees 
(Ashworth burr oak, burr oak, hazelberts, black walnut, and 
Amer. chestnut) which were planted in the Tree Nursery.  Two 
larger trees have been purchased for planting downtown.  These 
will not be planted until spring 2012. 

In 2000, the Board established a tree nursery at North Branch 
Nature Center (NBNC) on Elm Street where we have raised a 
variety of trees that have been planted throughout the city. The 
Board continues to tend young saplings which will be planted 
in City neighborhoods in the coming years. 

Our downtown trees are subject to a variety of abuses that 
attribute to decline and necessitate replacement. Some tree 
decline can be attributed to limited tree root growing space 
and harsh winter conditions. In other cases, tree decline can be 
attributed to human causes such as de-icing products, tobacco 
waste, animal excrement, lawn mower damage, bicycle parking, 
and vandalism. This year replacement trees were planted on 
Main Street in front of the City Center and on State Street in 
front of Delish.

Geoff Beyer and the Tree Board secured a grant from American 
Forests.  This will cover some larger sized tree plantings 
downtown as well as some plantings in residential areas.  

 The Tree Board appreciates the tremendous support and 
cooperation we’ve enjoyed over the past year; in particular, 
Geoff Beyer, Montpelier Tree Warden and Parks Department 
Director and his Parks Crew. 

Volunteers are also always welcome for short or long-term 
projects. Regular meetings are scheduled the first Thursday 
of each month at 5:30PM in the Memorial Room and all 
community members are welcome to attend. If you have any 
questions about your trees or their care, please do not hesitate 
to call us. We stand ready to assist in whatever ways we are able.

 Wendy Blakeman and Clare Rock, Co-chairs

Montpelier Recreation
Department
The Montpelier Recreation Department is proud of its service 
to the City of Montpelier and its citizens.  With free time so 
important to everyone’s lives, the citizens of Montpelier have 
recognized the need for a strong recreation program.  These 
programs are not only for children, but also for all ages and abil-
ity levels.

In 2011, the Recreation Department ran its yearly programs; 
Youth Soccer, Youth Basketball, Youth Baseball, Capital Kids 
Summer Day Camp and Capital Kids Vacation Day Camps, 
Swimming and Tennis Lessons, Baby Sitting Classes, Hunter 
Safety, Yoga, Sugarbush Sunday Ski Program, Scottish Country 
Dancing and more.  We also ran our Special Events including 
the Rotten Sneaker Contest, Family Fun Day at the pool, during 
the July 3rd celebration, Father/Daughter Valentines Dance, 
Mother/Son Bowling, Ski & Skate Sale, Halloween Party, Eas-
ter Egg Hunt and more.  

The Recreation Department is always looking for new ways to 
provide “constructive use of leisure time”.  New programs this 
past year consisted of Adult Kickboxing, Adult Cricket, Zumba, 
Adult Drawing, Adult Sunday Basketball, Girls on the Run and 
Fitness Hooping just to name a few.  

The Montpelier Swimming Pool once again had a successful 
summer.  Special events at the Pool were well attended.  We had 
a Bar-b-que night, a Pizza Night and our Ice Cream Social.  Oth-
er activities at the pool were swimming lessons, tiny tot lessons, 
lifesaving classes, moonlight swim and swim team.  Thanks to 
all of our very qualified pool staff for a terrific and accident free 
summer.

Once again, our outdoor facilities saw constant use.  The Tennis 
Courts, Outdoor Basketball Courts, and our Skate Park were 
very popular.  Our athletic fields were very busy with the loss 
of Dog River this year.  We plan to get that fixed this year to 
be ready for the 2013 outdoor season.  Weather conditions for 
ice-skating at the pool did not cooperate this year.  When condi-
tions cooperate, there is free skating from 9:00 AM to 9:00 PM.

The Vermont Mountaineers had another successful season this 
year.   The baseball camps also continue to be very popular.  The 
Montpelier Recreation Department is proud to be able to play 
a role in providing the field and maintenance support that is 
needed to make this program successful. Our maintenance staff 
does a great job at keeping this field looking it’s best.  With the 
addition of a new double batting cage and Little League back-
stop, baseball/softball opportunities are growing in our city.  
This truly is a great opportunity for summer time activity in our 
great city.

Many of our programs rely on volunteers in order to make them 
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run smoother.  We at the Recreation Department would like to 
express our gratitude to these many, committed people.  With-
out dedicated people and organizations like the VFW, many of 
our programs would be impossible to run with the staff alone.   
Along with the volunteers, the cooperation among school and 
city departments helps us to run some of our programs with 
the sharing of equipment and facilities, which help keep costs 
down.    

We hope that you will take advantage of your Recreation De-
partment in 2012.  We are here to help you find “constructive 
use for your leisure time”.

If you know of a program you would like to see offered, know of 
an instructor to teach a class for us, or if you have any questions, 
please call us at 225-8699 or stop by our office at of 55 Barre 
Street.

Don’t forget to check us out on the web at  www.montpelierrec.
org

We are truly one of Montpelier’s best keep secrets.  

Account Description Budget FY12
Proposed

Budget FY 13 Difference % Change
06-1570 Administration 296,888 297,944 1,056 0.36%
06-1571 Recreation Indoor 71,191 75,341 4,150 5.83%
06-1572 Recreation Outdoor 320,202 314,508 -5,694 -1.78%
06-1573 Swimming Pool 122,497 122,763 266 0.22%
06-1574 Indoor Skating 2,027 2,027 0 0.00%

Fund Balance 25,256 3,000 -22,256 -88.12%
Totals 838,061 815,583 -22,478 -2.68%

Account Description Budget FY12
Proposed

Budget FY 13 Difference % Change
06-1000 Rec Appropriation 605,230 575,230 -30,000 -4.96%
06-2700 Season Passes - Swim Pool 19,000 19,000 0 0.00%
06-2701 Season Passes - Rec. Center 600 600 0 0.00%
06-2720 Daily Adm. Fees - Swim Pool 9,000 9,000 0 0.00%
06-2721 Daily Adm. Fees - Rec. Center 2,800 2,800 0 0.00%
06-2730 Program Fees - Swim Pool 6,500 7,000 500 7.69%
06-2731 Program Fees - Rec. Center 38,000 38,000 0 0.00%
06-2732 Program Fees - Outdoor Fac. 95,025 103,496 8,471 8.91%
06-2740 Concessions - Swim Pool 7,600 7,600 0 0.00%
06-2741 Concessions - Rec. Center 100 100 0 0.00%
06-2751 Rentals - Rec. Center 6,500 7,000 500 7.69%
06-2752 Rentals - Outdoor Fac. 8,000 8,000 0 0.00%
06-2798 Ski & Skate Sales 7,450 8,500 1,050 14.09%
06-2990 Miscellaneous Revenue 7,000 7,000 0 0.00%
06-5900 Rec. Fund Balance 25,256 22,257 -2,999 -11.87%

Totals 838,061 815,583 -22,478 -2.68%

FY13 Recreation Department Budget

FY13 Recreation Department Revenue

Below is the Proposed FY 13 Budget for the Montpelier Recreation Department.  The Recreation Appropriation 
will be decreased $30,000.00 dollars. Thank you and we look forward to serving our community.

ARNE MCMULLEN, Director of Recreation
JENNY BARTLETT, Program Coordinator/Pool Director
JUDY COLOMBO, Administrative Secretary
NORMA MAURICE, Office Assistant
RICK LACHAPELLE, Maintenance Forman
MIKE HEALY, Maintenance Worker   
JESSICA SMITH, Capital Kids Day Camp Director

RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS:
James Surwilo, Chair
Bill Brooks
Karlynn Koenemann
Brian Murphy
Courtney Parento
Sue Aldrich-School Board Representative



Montpelier 2011 / Annual Report / 48

The Tree Board appreciates the tremendous support and 
cooperation we’ve enjoyed over the past year; in particular, 
Geoff Beyer, Montpelier Tree Warden and Parks Department 
Director and his Parks Crew.  Also thanks to Sandy Gallup, 
Tom McArdle and Christine Joyal for help fulfilling the grant 
requirements.

Volunteers are also always welcome for short or long-term 
projects. Regular meetings are scheduled the first Thursday 
of each month at 5:30pm and all community members are 
welcome to attend. If you have any questions about your trees 
or their care, please do not hesitate to call us. We stand ready to 
assist in whatever ways we are able.

 WENDY BLAKEMAN, Montpelier Tree Board
 CLARE ROCK, Montpelier Tree Board

Montpelier Recreation
Department
As we look back on 2010, the Montpelier Recreation 
Department made more strides towards the future.  This year 
saw the replacement of the Pool Filters, Painting the Pool 
House and Light Poles, and replacement of the Wooden Foot 
Bridge by the pool.   We have been very fortunate to accomplish 
so many projects that needed to be done.  

Our Capital Kids Summer Day Camp program continues to 
increase.  This past summer, our Licensed Day Camp Program 
benefited from its partnership with the Summer Lunch 
Program.  Everybody enrolled could participate in the lunch 
program that is offered at camp and eligible participants can 
receive a free lunch to help provide a well-rounded Day Camp 
experience.  Our Vacation Break Day Camps offered during 
February and April school vacations were also successful.  

The Recreation Department’s overall attendance increased in 
2010.  Many programs saw higher numbers.  Tennis Lessons, 
Swimming Lessons, Hunter Safety, Boater Safety, Soccer Camp, 
Parent /Child Archery, and our Ballroom Dance Classes.   
Baseball, Basketball, Fall Soccer, maintained close to the same 
numbers as last year.

The Recreation Department offered many new activities 
including Badminton, Knitting, Fall Hike to Camel’s Hump, 
West African Dance, Adult Cooking, and Adult Kickball just 
to name a few.  We are starting to see more adults participate 
in our programs.  We also offered several after school classes. 
Hip Hop Dance, Young Rembrandts Drawing, and Babysitting 
were among some of the programs we offered.    

We conducted our annual special events with more participants 
than past years.    They consisted of:  Father/Daughter Valentines 
Dance, Mother/Son Bowling, Ski & Skate Sale, Halloween 

party, Easter Egg Hunt, Touch a Truck, and our Skating Party 
at the Pool.  

At the swimming pool, we continue to enjoy our Summer 
Barbecues, Moonlight Swim, Family Fun Day, and many 
other special events.  A special thanks to our pool staff for an 
enjoyable summer at the pool.  The weather was challenging 
and we still had over 8,000 people visit the pool.  It proved to 
be a busy summer.

Our association with Ellis and Associates Lifeguard Training 
has continued to be very successful.  We feel that we have one of 
the top groups of lifeguards anywhere and our audits continue 
to back this up with the highest possible grades on a continual 
basis.

Many of our programs rely on volunteers in order to make 
them run smoothly.  We are very fortunate to have such a high 
number of very qualified and experienced volunteers.  We, at 
the Recreation Department, would like to express our gratitude 
to all our volunteers.   Without our volunteers, and supporting 
organizations, many of our programs would be impossible to 
run.  Along with the volunteers, our Recreation Staff does a 
great job keeping programs and facilities running smoothly.  

We enjoy looking back over the past year at our accomplish-
ments, but are always looking forward to serving the communi-
ties needs better.  As 2011 approaches, we have a vision of ex-
panding even more of our programs.  We hope that each of you 
will be able to take part in as many of our programs as possible.  

If you know of a program you would like to see offered, know of 
an instructor to teach a class for us, would like to serve on the 
Advisory Board or if you have any questions, please call us at 
225-8699 or stop by our office at 55 Barre Street.

Don’t forget to check us out on the web at www.montpelierrec.org

We are truly one of Montpelier’s best kept secrets.

 ARNE MCMULLEN, Director of Recreation
 JENNY BARTLETT, Program Coordinator/Pool Director
 JUDY COLOMBO, Administrative Secretary
 NORMA MAURICE, Office Assistant
 RICK LACHAPELLE, Maintenance Forman
 MIKE HEALY, Maintenance Worker
 JESSICA SMITH, Capital Kids Day Camp Director

RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS:

 Ben Palkowski, Chair
 Bill Brooks Karlynn Koenemann
 Brian Murphy Courtney Parento
 James Surwilo
 Steve Robinson – School Board Representative
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Below is the Proposed FY 12 Budget for the Montpelier Recreation Department.  The Recreation Appropriation will be level 
funded.  Thank you and we look forward to serving our community.

Account Description Budget FY11
Proposed 

Budget FY 12 Difference % Change
06-1570 Administration 285,842 296,888 11,046 3.86%
06-1571 Recreation Indoor 67,066 71,191 4,125 6.15%
06-1572 Recreation Outdoor 332,425 320,202 -12,223 -3.68%
06-1573 Swimming Pool 125,538 122,497 -3,041 -2.42%
06-1574 Indoor Skating 1,934 2,027 93 4.81%

Fund Balance 0 25,256 25,256 100.00%
Totals 812,805 838,061 25,256 3.11%

Account Description   Budget FY11
Proposed  

Budget FY12 Difference % Change
06-1000 Rec Appropriation 605,230 605,230 0 0.00%
06-2700 Season Passes - Swim Pool 19,000 19,000 0 0.00%
06-2701 Season Passes - Rec. Center 600 600 0 0.00%
06-2720 Daily Adm. Fees - Swim Pool 9,000 9,000 0 0.00%
06-2721 Daily Adm. Fees - Rec. Center 2,800 2,800 0 0.00%
06-2730 Program Fees - Swim Pool 6,500 6,500 0 0.00%
06-2731 Program Fees - Rec. Center 38,000 38,000 0 0.00%
06-2732 Program Fees - Outdoor Fac. 95,025 95,025 0 0.00%
06-2740 Concessions - Swim Pool 7,600 7,600 0 0.00%
06-2741 Concessions - Rec. Center 100 100 0 0.00%
06-2751 Rentals - Rec. Center 6,500 6,500 0 0.00%
06-2752 Rentals - Outdoor Fac. 8,000 8,000 0 0.00%
06-2798 Ski & Skate Sales 7,450 7,450 0 0.00%
06-2990 Miscellaneous Revenue 7,000 7,000 0 0.00%
06-5900 Rec. Fund Balance 0 25,256 25,256 100.00%

Totals 812,805 838,061 25,256 3.11%

FY12 Recreation Department Budget

FY12 Recreation Department Revenue

Photo courtesy of Roger Crowley











Hi Sandy, 
 
I had a request from Councilor Turcotte to submit a summary of the federal 
legislation the antibiotics resolution advocates for, to be included in the agenda.  
Can you include the following in next week's agenda notes? 
 
Thanks, 
Laura Mistretta 
 
 
Preventing Antibiotic Resistance Act of 2013 (PARA) - Amends the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require an applicant for approval of a new animal drug to 
demonstrate that there is a reasonable certainty of no harm to human health due to 
the development of antimicrobial resistance attributable to the nontherapeutic use of 
the drug. 
 
PARA prohibits the administration of a medically important antimicrobial (including 
by means of animal feed) to a food-producing animal for nonroutine disease control 
unless there is a significant risk that a disease or infection present on the premises will 
be transmitted to the food-producing animal.  
 
Defines “medically important antimicrobial” as a drug intended for use in food-
producing animals and composed wholly or partly of: (1) any kind of specified 
antibiotics, including penicillin and tetracycline; or (2) a drug from an antimicrobial 
class that is listed on the World Health Organization’s list of critically important 
antimicrobials. 
 
Read the bill in its entirety here:  
http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve/?File_id=9e4fb788-
a775-4758-8945-5216fd726069 

http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve/?File_id=9e4fb788-a775-4758-8945-5216fd726069
http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve/?File_id=9e4fb788-a775-4758-8945-5216fd726069


Sandy Pitonyak 

From: Laura Mistretta [Iimistretta@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2014 12:48 PM 
To: Sandy Pitonyak 
Subject: City Council Resolution proposal 
Attachments: AB resolution Jan 2014.docx 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Flagged 

Hi Sandy, 

I am trying you from my personal account as well in case this works better for some reason. 

As I said my name is Laura Mistretta and I am a field organizer with Food and Water Watch working on our 
campaign to Save Antibiotics for Medicine. 

Right now, 80% of antibiotics in the US are used on factory farms mostly to boost profits and compensate for 
filthy living conditions for the animals. The American Medical Association and World Health Organization 
agree: these practices threaten everyone's health and are contributing to a public health crisis where 2 million 
Americans contract antibiotic resistant infections a year. 

We need to act now to make sure that the next time our friends, family members, or one of us gets sick, the 
antibiotics they receive will work. 

The good news is that we can create a world where we can count on medicine working, and where our farms 
are safe and healthy. So far, the FDA and Congress have failed to act on this issue, so we're building a 
groundswell of public support here in Montpelier and asking City Council to pass a resolution calling on the 
Vermont Congressional delegation to support federal legislation to stop the overuse of antibiotics on factory 
farms. 

We've seen a lot of public support for this, and have collected nearly 300 petitions in the Montpelier area in 
just two weeks. We have also spoken to three city council members directly who have all expressed interest 
in the resolution . 

As requested a copy of the resolution is attached. We would like to see this added to the Sept 24 City Council 
agenda. 

Feel free to contact me with any questions via email or at (646) 5300448. 

1 



RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS, eighty percent of the antibiotics sold in the United States are used in 
livestock production, and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention has reported 
that most of those antibiotics are used irresponsibly; and 

WHEREAS, low doses of antibiotics are routinely fed to livestock for growth promotion 
and disease prevention to compensate for crowded, unsanitary conditions, in a practice 
known as "nontherapeutic use"; and 

WHEREAS, "nontherapeutic use" creates ideal conditions for the development of 
antibiotic resistant bacteria; and 

WHEREAS, antibiotic resistant bacteria on livestock operations are known to spread to 
retail meat, farmers and farmworkers, and rural environments; and 

WHEREAS, antibiotic resistance in pathogens due to nontherapeutic use of antibiotics in 
livestock production has been a public health concern since the 1960s; and 

WHEREAS, antibiotic resistant bacteria have been the cause of several foodborne illness 
outbreaks, including a 20 II outbreak of antibiotic resistant Salmonella in ground turkey 
that sickened 136 people, hospitalized 37, and killed one and lead to the third largest 
meat recall in the USDA's records and a 2013 outbreak of antibiotic resistant Salmonella 
in chicken that sickened 416 people and hospitalized 162; 

WHEREAS, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention reported that at least two 
million Americans suffer from antibiotic resistant bacterial infections each year and 
twenty-three thousand Americans die from those infections; and 

WHEREAS, the medical and social costs of antibiotic-resistance infections in just one 
hospital for one year have been estimated to be between $13 million and $18 million; and 

WHEREAS, the federal government has limited nontherapeutic uses of two classes of 
antibiotics, but otherwise largely relied on voluntary guidance to attempt to reduce 
overuse of antibiotics in livestock production, despite regular acknowledgements that 
nontherapeutic use and the development of antibiotic resistant bacteria poses a significant 
public health threat; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that on the day of_. _2014, 
Montpelier supports a statewide and national ban on nontherapeutic uses of antibiotics in 
livestock production; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Montpelier supports the Prevention of Antibiotic 
Resistance Act (PARA S. 1256) and the Preservation of Antibiotics for Medical 
Treatment Act (P AMT A H.R. 1150). 



--

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Montpelier will send a letter to Vennont's 
Congressional delegation calling for a ban on the nontherapeutic use of antibiotics in 
livestock agriculture and their support for P ARAJPAMTA. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND EFFECTIVE on this day of ,2014. 
~-

ATTEST: 

Mayor 

Council President 



.TO: 

CITY of MONTPELIER 
DEPARTMENT of PUBLIC WORKS 

MEMORANDUM 

William J. Fraser, ICMA-CM, City Manager 

FROM: Todd C. Law, PE, Director ~ 
DATE: October 1, 2014 

SUBJECT: Trash & ·Recycling Barrels Maintenance Contract Award 

On October 1, 2014, we opened the single bid received for maintenance of Trash 
Barrels, Recycling Barrels and Dog Waste Barrels (Hubbard Park and Stone Cutters 
Way) for the Department of Public Works. Bid documents were sent to four vendors. 
The only bid was submitted by Lloyd Franks of Plainfield, VT, our current vendor, 
with whom we have had an excellent working relationship since 1993. 

Based on estimated quantities, ttie estimated price per year as bid for disposal of 
trash and recycling at the DPW Garage is $18,070.30. The amount budgeted for this 
item in FY 2015 is $16,000. 

Attached is the bid tabulation. I request that you seek Council authorization on the 
next available Consent Agenda to sign the contract with Lloyd Franks, suggested 
wording as follows: 

To accept the bid submitted by Lloyd Franks of Plainfield, Vermont, for 
Maintenance of Trash, Recycling & Dog Waste Barrels for the Public Works 
Department, in the estimated annual amount of $18,078.30, with the condition 
that all material collected be disposed of at the Public Works Garage, and to 
authorize the City Manager execute the contract documents. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

attachment 
c: Brian Tuttle, Street Supervisor 

1:\DPW\ STREETS\ Trash Barrels award memo FY2015.docx 



1:\DPW\STREETS\Trash Barrels Bid Tab FY 2015.xls 

CITY OF MONTPELIER, Vermont 
Department of Public Works 

I 
~- -

Maintenance of Trash & Recycling Barrels 
-

October 1, 2014- June 30, 2015 

I 
Bid Opening: October 1, 2014@ 11:00 am 

J 
~ . - ·-

Appropriation #105100.56.00.5 Lloyd Franks 
Budget: $16,000 Plainfield, VT 

I 
I Unit Total Extended 

Item Description Price Price Price 
1 Dumping Trash Barrels during Summer 

-
months, twice each week: Price per barrel $ 3.75 $187.50 $9,750.00 --
(50+/- barrels x 52 pickups) -- ~ 

I --
2 Dumping Recycling Barrels during Summer 

months, once each week: Price per barrel $ 3.75 $45.00 $1,170.00 
~ 

(12+/- barrels x 26 pickups) 

I 
--r-- --· -- -·- - - . -+ - - -1- - - --

-
3 Dumping Trash Barrels, Winter months, I 

once each week: Price per barrel 
--1-

$ $94.05 $2,445.30 ~§_ 
--

4.95 - . -
(19 barrels+/- x 26 pickups) 

1- --

. - - I - - - - - - -
·-- --

1- $ ---
4 Dumping upon Special Request: 15.00 $150.00 $150.00 

Price per barrel (10+/-) 
1- I 1--. 

--

' + ·-- ---+-- ----
I I I -

5 Dumping Dog Waste Barrels during Summer:+ $ 4.25 I $55.25 $2,873.00 
months, twice each week: Price per barrel -1-

-·- -·--
I 

$65.00-
1- -

6 Dumping Dog Waste Barrels during Winter $ 5.00 $1,690.00 

-- months, once each week: Price per barrel 
1- --I - - -

- 1- --- - - ---- - - --
TOTAL CONTRACT BID AMOUNT -- $18,078.30 

--
I 

• 

10/1/2014 
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