Putnam Bridge Multimodal Trail Connections

Feasibility Study




Presentation Outline

» Study Overview

» Planning & Design Goals

» Preliminary & Favorable
Alternatives

» What Happens Next?
» What about Funding?

» Comments & Questions




Study Overview

» Background
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Study Overview

» Study Process

Data Collection &
Research

Study Activities

* Review pedestrian, bicycle, and
transit facilities and services

* Review available plans, studies,
and mapping

* Conduct field visits to study area

* |dentify environmental, utility, and
other physical constraints
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Stakeholder Involvement

* Advisory Committee Meeting
* |nformational Webinar

Alternatives Development &
Evaluation

Study Activities

Develop planning and design goals
Develop conceptual design
parameters

Develop and assess preliminary
path alternatives

Refine alternatives and identify

preferred alternatives

Recommendations &
Documentation

Study Activities

* Finalize preferred alternatives based
on stakeholder/community input

¢ Develop implementation and
funding recommendations

* Prepare Draft Report of
Recommendations for public review

* Prepare Final Report

Late-2012 to Early-2013
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Stakeholder Involvement

* Advisory Committee Meetings
* Public Meeting

&
b s
A

Early-2013 to Mid-2013

Stakeholder Involvement

* Advisory Committee Meeting
* Public Review of Draft Report

Mid-2013 to Late-2013

» Stakeholder Involvement is Key




Study Overview

» What is a Shared Use Path?

o Bikeway separated from motor vehicle traffic by open space or barrier
o Used by pedestrians, bicyclists, skaters, joggers, wheelchair users, others

o Designed for two-way travel
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Planning & Designh Goals

» Maximize Transportation & Recreational Utility

o Promote year-round use for variety of users
o Provide: Accessibility, connectivity, reliability, user comfort & security

» Minimize Impacts

» Facilitate Implementation

o Build community & agency support for path connections
o Address: Stakeholder needs/priorities, funding challenges




Preliminary Alternatives Summary

» General Characteristics
o Wethersfield Terminus: Great Meadow Road
o Glastonbury Terminus: Naubuc Avenue
o Closely follow Route 3 corridor

o Cross Keeney Cove at Route 3 crossing
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Wethersfield Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
o Four alternatives considered
o All connect bridge walkway to Great Meadow Road intersection
o Main variables: Grades & potential impacts
o Other considerations: Parking
o Cost Range: $350 k to $600 k
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Wethersfield Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
o Four alternatives considered
o All connect bridge walkway to Great Meadow Road intersection
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Wethersfield Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
o Four alternatives considered
o All connect bridge walkway to Great Meadow Road intersection
o Main variables: Grades & potential impacts
o Other considerations: Parking
o Cost Range: $350 k to $600 k
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Wethersfield Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative Summary
o Length: 650 ft
o Maximum Grade: 5%
o Environmental Impacts: None
o Estimated Cost: $600 k
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Wethersfield Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative | Conceptual Rendering

Intersection
Improvements




Wethersfield Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative Summary
o Length: 650 ft
o Maximum Grade: 5%
o Environmental Impacts: None
o Estimated Cost: $600 k

Potential Future
River Access




Glastonbury Alternatives
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» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
Six alternatives considered
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(@)

All connect bridge walkway to Naubuc Avenue

(@)

Main variables: Separation, flood potential, impacts, cost

Other considerations: Naubuc Avenue Improvements
Cost Range: $2 mto $3.9 m
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Glastonbury Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary

Route 3

/ Northbound

Concrete Barrier
with Fence

Alternative 1




Glastonbury Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
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Glastonbury Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary

Route 3
Northbound
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Glastonbury Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary

Route 3

/ Northbound
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Glastonbury Alternatives

» Preliminary Alternatives Summary
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Glastonbury Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative Summary
o Location: South side
o Length: 4,100 ft
o Maximum Grade: 5%
o Separation: 20— 50 ft (29 ft average)
o Environmental Impacts: Minimized
o Estimated Cost: $2.6 m
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Alternative 6 | Cut into Embankment




Glastonbury Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative Summary
o Location: South side
o Length: 4,100 ft
o Maximum Grade: 5%
o Separation: 20— 50 ft (29 ft average)
o Environmental Impacts: Minimized
o Estimated Cost: $2.6 m

Route 3

/ Northbound

Alternative 6 | On New Embankment




Glastonbury Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative | Conceptual Renderings




Glastonbury Alternatives

» Favorable Alternative | Conceptual Renderings
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What Happens Next?

» Complete Study Timeline

Complete
Feasibility Study

o Draft Report for
Public review — Fall 2013

o Final Report — End of 2013 Y Program/Initiate

2015

Project(s)
» Next Steps

o Project champions
needed to move forward

Secure Funding

Design Paths &

Obtain Permits

Construct Paths Approximately
3 years

Open for Use




What about Funding?

» Traditional Federal/State Funding Sources

(@)

(@)

(@)

(@)

(@)

Federal: STP-Urban & Transportation Alternatives Programs

State: Recreational Trails Program, STEAP Grants

Competitive selection process

Town participation: Typically up to 20% for construction

Combined funding is possible

» Alternative Funding Sources

o

Private donations
(individuals, corporations, foundations)

Local business sponsorships (products/services)
Local fundraisers

Community volunteer groups for maintenance
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Comments & Questions

» What are Your Needs, Priorities, Concerns?

Putnam Bridge

Talk to Us Abo t Your_“ Multimodal Trail Connections

Feasibility Study

Putnam Bridge Multimodal Trail Connections F

Comment Form

ate

The Connecticut Department of Transportation s interested in your comments on the Putnam Bridge Multimodal Trail
Eonnections Feasitilty Study.

Flease complete this sell-addressed form (please print clearly), and leave it with 3 study member this evening, or mai by
July 14, 2013 [First-class postage requirec)

Name, Address
igh: (pfease select one}
Newspaper Advertisement Westing Fiyer Friends Neighbors/\Ward-of-mouth
Newspaper Article web site Gther,

Comments: (please print cleariy}

...Priorities

..Concerns o PR

Comment Forms:
Submit by July 12, 2013




hank You...

» For Additional Information:

- David Head, CTDOT
David.Head@ct.gov
(860) 594-2149

- Jeff Parker, CHA

jparker@chacompanies.com
(860) 257-4557

» Web Page

- www.ct.gov/dot

Search “Putnam Trail Study”

About Us Contact Us
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Pulsliic
Meeting

Meetings:

Public Meeting (June 18 _2013)
2ating £l

Dater June 18, 2013
Time: 6:30 pm Open House
00 pm Presentation
Place: Riverfront Community Center
300 Welles Street, Glastonbury, CT

Advisory Committee Meeting #3 (May 29, 2013)
Agenda
Revised Alternatives
nb

3 d wfoe le and pecestrian
Minutes - Coming Soon Bouse 3 Putnam Bridge wasway rom

Advisory Committee Meeting #2 (April 4. 2013)
Agends

Riverfrint Commursty Center
Glastonbury Preliminary Alternatives 300 Welles St Glastonbury, CT
Minutes

Advisory Committes Mesting #1 (Janusry 31, 2013)




