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WOODBURY ROUTE 6 CORRIDOR STUDY STEERING COMMITTEE 
WOODBURY ROUTE 6 PAC (Project Advisory Committee) MEETING 

 

 

 

 

MEETING MINUTES 
Tuesday, August 19, 2025 – 2:00 PM 

Library Gallery - 269 Main Street South, Woodbury, CT 06798  In-Person and Virtual via Zoom 

Woodbury Route 6 Corridor Study 

NVCOG Route 6 Corridor Study Website 

1. Introductions 

 

Call to Order 

 

The meeting was called to order at 2:00 pm.  The meeting is being recorded by NVCOG and 

would be available on the NVCOG project website, with a link on the town’s website. 

 

Committee Attendees 

 

First Selectman Perkinson, Town Planner Agresta, Mary Connolly, Thomas Amatruda, Kathy 

Doyle and Earl Gillette 

 

Committee Absent 

 

DPW Director Lamothe, Judith Kelz, Martin Overton, Anna Hickey 

 

Others Present 

 

NVCOG – Rich Donovan (Transportation Planning Director) and Mark Nielson (Assistant Director) 

AECOM – Casey Hardin and Evan Moorman each via Zoom 

Fire Marshal Janet Morgan and Deputy Chief Dave Lampart 

Public – Several citizens and other interested persons were also present 

 

 

http://www.woodburyct.org/
https://nvcogct.gov/project/current-projects/transportation-planning-studies/woodbury-route-6-corridor-study/
https://nvcogct.gov/project/current-projects/transportation-planning-studies/woodbury-route-6-corridor-study/
https://woodburyct.org/index.asp?SEC=74C3D34F-755E-4699-BC04-CCB2D84CCB3D&Type=B_BASIC
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2. AECOM Presentation and Discussion/Questions 

 

AECOM presented a powerpoint presentation regarding future conditions with a focus on a 

contiguous shared pathway along the heart of the Route 6 corridor, taking comments and 

questions throughout.  The study timeline was briefly reviewed, noting the next PAC and public 

informational meetings would be held October/November timeframe. 

 

A copy of the slide deck and recording of the meeting will be available on the project website 

hosted by NVCOG, also accessible via the Town website. 

 

The study analysis looked at the right-of-way corridor to identify the road and shoulder widths, 

and potential obstructions such as development, steep slopes, utilities and poles, trees, etc., 

which could affect the location (which side of the road), width, construction and alignment of a 

shared use path (sometimes referred to as “side path” being next to the road).  For Woodbury, 

the path volume would not necessitate separating pedestrians from traditional bike lanes.  

Shared use path widths seek a minimum width of 8 feet and as wide as 12 to 14 feet wide 

(ideal).  Comparable walkways in Middlebury and Oxford were shown and discussed.  Two 

locations in Woodbury were highlighted with before and after slides as examples of how a 

shared use path might be proposed, noting width and lane diet. 

 

Several intersections were also reviewed for potential treatments to improve pedestrian safety 

and improve vehicular access to Route 6 (more details and graphics of intersection concepts will 

be provided in the next step). 

 

Members and others present asked several questions and raised discussion items: 

 

• Standards/regulations for E-bike use need to be reviewed in more detail. 

• E-bike conflicts/impacts with both vehicles and pedestrians were high concerns. 

• It was noted that wider path widths can help somewhat with E-bikes. 

• The presented width for a walking path appears to be overly wide for Woodbury and 

concern was it was not consistent with the Historic District or rural town image and 

character. 

• Walking path materials/appearance through Historic District could help soften, as well 

as could vegetation and other measures. 

• Call for a single speed limit through the corridor; however, it was noted that transition 

of a higher speed to a lower speed at gateway locations could have greater positive 

impact on slowing traffic speeds through the main section of the corridor. 

• Concerns about sufficient fire lane access were raised, noting that a minimum lane 

width of 11 feet will be required since Route 6 is a state-highway. 

• Avoiding trees with the shared path was noted; the path would go around significant 

trees. 

• Issues at Flanders Road and Quassuk Road intersections were mentioned; noting these 

could be addressed with gateway treatments. 

https://nvcogct.gov/project/current-projects/transportation-planning-studies/woodbury-route-6-corridor-study/
https://woodburyct.org/index.asp?SEC=74C3D34F-755E-4699-BC04-CCB2D84CCB3D&Type=B_BASIC
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• Turning radii where town roads meet Route 6, was a concern for fire access and large 

trucks; being a state-highway the turning radii will be required to accommodate the 

larger vehicles safely. 

• Winter maintenance of the shared use path was of concern; noting that the town’s 

ordinances already require abutting property owners to remove the snow on the 

sidewalks. 

• Need and design of guardrails was discussed, particularly where located within the 

Historic District. 

• The intersection of Route 6 and Middle Road Turnpike relative to wanting a sidewalk 

crossing was discussed and recommended to be part of this plan so to ease the CTDOT 

path/permitting to construct in the future when ready. 

• Signalization was discussed but noted unlikely to meet the warrant requirements to 

have a signal; could alternatively look at a pedestrian signal but the warrants for that 

may also not be met here. 

 

3. Next Steps / Schedule 

 

AECOM to final report, wrapping up the traffic analysis and presenting traffic intersection 

concepts.  Once the final draft is completed another PAC meeting will be held followed by a 

Public Information Meeting. 

 

4. Adjournment 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 pm. 


