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Just got out of a productive meeting among selectboard members Susan Shashok and Laura 
Asermily, Chief of Police Hanley, Randy Kritkausky, Claire Tebbs, and myself. Chief Hanley opened 
by expressing his support for cycling -- he is a cyclist himself, as well as the father and grandfather of 
cyclists. There is agreement on most of the ordinance, so we focused our discussion on two main 
areas of Section 301 and Article IV of the proposed new bike ordinance for Middlebury that concern 
Chief Hanley:  
a) whether there should be any areas of town that are pedestrian-only, and if so, where/when 
b) language surrounding cyclists taking the lane and how far right they must ride 
 
We agreed that there was more talking (and walking) to do, so we agreed with Susan that Sept 22 is 
too soon to put the bike ordinance on the selectboard meeting agenda, so, with apologies for the 
false alarm in my last email...there will NOT be a public hearing on the bike ordinance on 9/22. 
We'll presumably be back on the agenda in October but feel that it is more important to give our 
discussions the time they need, rather than rush ahead. Our next steps are as follows:  

 on Sept 25 we will take a walking tour of downtown Middlebury with Chief Hanley to further 
discuss the notion of a pedestrian-only zone. We are advocating for as small a zone as 
possible, and preferring to rely on a more active sharing of responsibility for the safety of all 
users by way of some version of the rules we've already draft (everyone yields to pedestrians 
in all instances, dismounting where congested, warning of overtaking before doing so, etc.). 
We prefer these rules, in part, because this is what we want cylists anywhere and everywhere 
to be doing for the safety of all. Because of the busy nature of downtown, our rules would 
inherently lead to walking of bikes in the downtown area, but would do so only when and 
where it makes safety sense in context, rather than by decree. We'll continue to discuss this 
and think doing so while actually navigating the streetscape, rather than sitting in a conference 
room, will help. 

 Chief Hanley has agreed to share with us a next draft of Section 301 language that he feels he 
could support. He supports cyclists taking the full lane in some cases, but there was some 
disagreement about where this is allowed and where it is not. He was also concerned about 
cyclists being empowered to swerve quickly and unexpectedly into the lane of traffic when 
avoiding hazards. I'm confident that among the group we can work out language that does 
allows cyclists to avoid hazards, and to do so in a way that does not enable unpredictable and 
unsafe swerving. As to the lane-taking, we'll (re)consult state law and adjust language 
accordingly. 

After these two events happen, the process of discussing and revising will continue, and ... we'll keep 
you posted!  
Very best, 
Molly 
 
Molly Robinson 


