Report of Meeting for the July 29, 2008 Stakeholder Meeting
1. Examples of Merritt Parkway interchange Improvements
Mr. Steve Ulman of Purcell Associates presented a graphic of two Merritt Parkway Interchanges that have been improved in the past.
· Interchange 41 - Route 15 Ramps at Route 33 and Interchange 42 - Route 15 Ramps at Route 57 were presented

· Improvements incorporated adding acceleration and deceleration lanes at each entrance and exit ramp on the Parkway. Acceleration and deceleration lanes at both locations were approximately 500’+/- with 300’ tapers at the begin and end of each ramp.

· Bridges at both locations were widened to accommodate the additional lanes. 

Accident Data between January 1, 2004 and September 30, 2007, a period of 3 years-9 months, was also presented 
· Interchange 41 - Route 15 Ramps at Route 33, 104 Accidents reported or 2.31 per month

· Interchange 42 - Route 15 Ramps at Route 57, 96 Accidents reported or 2.13 per month

Mr. Ulman noted that the accident rate as presented at the July 16 meeting at  Interchange 40- Route 15 Ramps at Main Avenue had a rate of 3.67 per month,
· The Route 15 and 111 interchange (Single Point Urban Interchange) was also shown as an example of improvements that have been made to the parkway.  It was agreed this type of improvement wouldn’t be appropriate at Main Avenue.

· There were several comments questioning how the accident rate at I-95 interchanges compared with Interchanges 40, 41 and 42.  It was commented that I-95 and the Merritt parkway are not comparable roadways geometrically and in the type of traffic they carry, therefore their accident history wouldn’t be similar.
· Future traffic projections for the year 2030 were again questioned, more public transportation options etc. may be available.  Mr. Ulman explained even if the volumes don’t meet the projections there are many factors that contribute to accidents in addition to high volumes including speed and geometry of the roadway.
· A question was posed if time of day was a factor to when accidents occurred at Interchange 40, Mr. Ulman reviewed the traffic data and commented that the highest percentage of accidents occurred between 6pm and 7pm the hour between 4pm and 5pm the next highest.  These periods occur in the afternoon peak drive time.

· A comment from a stakeholder was made that the cost of construction per reduction in the number of accidents appears to be high and maybe the construction dollars for this project could be better spent.  MrUlman responded that the accidents on the Parkway are only a portion of the accidents that occur at Interchange 40, Main Avenue is also a high accident site.  The project isn’t only to reduce accidents at this location but to complete the connectivity between Routes 7 and 15. 
· A question was posed regarding the accident data at the existing half clover leaf on northbound Route 7.  The interchange has a frontage road that is separated from mainline traffic; therefore the weaving happens in a low speed environment.  This location doesn’t appear to be a high accident location.  It was questioned if frontage roads could be incorporated into a clover leave on the parkway, it was commented that they could but the parkway would then be approximately 8 lanes wide plus shoulders.  It was agreed that this wasn’t appropriate for the parkway. 
2. Review of Project Alternates
Mr. Jeff Koerner of Purcell Associates continued the presentation started at the July 16 meeting to review alternates that have been studied for the proposed interchanges. Alternates 8 thru 18 were discussed.

· Alternates 8 is an alternate developed by the MPC which doesn’t accommodate all ramp movements or provide adequate acceleration or deceleration lanes

· Alternates 9 and 17 are preliminary alternates of a cloverleaf configuration of the Route 15 and 7 interchange. These alternates which were developed in an effort to accommodate the cloverleaf concept that was put forth by the MPC in Alternate 18 – MPC “Ultimate Option”.  These alternates were revised and presented as the Modified Cloverleaf with Alternate D-1 or D-2 
· Alternates 10, 11, 13 and 14 were developed to modify the original design and realign the Ramps north of Route 15 to avoid a building proposed on the old Caldor parking lot.  These alternates were developed and advanced to become Alternate 12A.  
· Alternate 15 was developed as a combination a cloverleaf and Alternate 12A.  The Route 15 and 7 ramps north of the parkway are a partial cloverleaf while the ramps south of the parkway are similar to Alternate 12A.  It was noted that the long parallel ramps of Alt 12 A were not aesthetically appealing.
· Additional alternates were presented that the DOT is currently reviewing.  The Michigan Alternate and Modified Michigan were schematically presented but need further review to determine if they may be feasible.  It was commented that the long ramps of the Michigan Alternate fit into the existing landscape along Route 7.

· The comment was made the DOT needed to consider alternates that did not fragment the landscape leaving larger green spaces.  The proposed alternate would need to incorporate a complete landscaping plan.

2. Public Q/A
· State Rep. Toni Boucher made a general comment that all alternates considered needed to be sensitive to the Parkway

· A general comment was made that it was important for new bridges to be at the same elevation as the Parkway.
· A question was asked if the Clover Leaf was still a valid alternative, Mr. Harley responded that it is still a viable alternate but CDOT is working to develop additional alternates that will be more viable than the Clover Leaf.

 The next stakeholder meeting is scheduled for September 16, 2008 at 7:00pm at Norwalk City Hall.  

