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1. Opening of Meeting
Introductions
2. Project Goals and Scope
Review
3. Presentation of Roadway
Intersection Improvements
a. Corridor Level Concept
Quick Overview)
b. Spot Improvements
(Greater Detall)
4. Feedback, Questions, and
Suggestions

5 N ext Ste pS Intersection of Judson Avenue & Route 6, Looking Southeast from Judson Avenue
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Opening of Meeting

First Colonial Settlers in 1673

Town of Woodbury

Introductions

Barbara Perkinson, Paul Zulpa ey
y'\ N V O G First S(eFI)ea(;tt\;voman Flrs(tpfgé?a(z[{)nan A_COM
NVCOG Team Consultant Team (AECOM)

A

Rich Donovan Mark Nielsen Eyitayo Olaleye Casey Hardin, PE Ashley Berthaume, Evan Moorman, AICP
Project Manager / Assistant Director Transportation Project Manager IMSA |l Traffic Lead Bike/Ped Lead, Outreach
Transportation Planning Planner I
Director
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Project Goals & Scope Review

Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons (RRFB) and Marked Crosswalk South of Mountain Road / Judson Avenue
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Study Area Map

Woodbury-
Southbury
Town Boundary
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Advisory Committees (TAC
PAC)

Project Management
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1.) Public Outreach &
Engagement

2.) Data Collection &
Analysis of Existing
Conditions

3.) Future Conditions

4.) Concept Development &
Analysis

5.) Final Report &
Implementation Plan



Presentation of Roadway & Intersection
Improvements

Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons (RRFB) and Marked Crosswalk South of Mountain Road / Judson Avenue

=—NVCOG




A
Initial Concepts &

Cross-Sections

A The feasibility of accommodating a shanese path was evaluated based
on a detailed analysis of topographical conditions, spatial availability,
physical constraints such as the presence of utility poles, and the
Integration with existing infrastructure and connectivity to adjacent

facilities. , —
A Ashared use pathsometimes also calledsidepathwhen running [221Ay3 b2NIK 2y w2dii$ ¢ ySFNI YAyYS3
. : : 2025)
parallel to a roadway, accommodates pedestrians, bicyclists, and others
(in a shared space or through separated spaces for bicyclists and N
. A Additionally, the Woodbury Plan of
pedestrians). c _ 4 Devel 5OCD
o The shared use path was chosen because this facility type most completely ons.ervatlon .an eve opment ( _ )
. . . . mentions the importance of improving
separates users from drivers, which is appropriate for a large arterial _ _
roadway bicyclist safety and comfort on Route 6.

o Relatively high traffic volumes (and speeds, especially outside the Town
Center) can make eroad bicycling uncomfortable.
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Initial Concepts 0
Shared Use Path

A The FHWA uses traffic metrics and posted speeds to assess where

different types of bicycle facilities are needed.

Preferred Bikeway Types for Urban Core, Suburban, and Rural Town Contexts
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FHWA Guidance on Recommended Bicycling Facilities from the FHWA

[221AY3 b2NIK 2y w2dziS c¢cX ySIFEN YAy3
2025)

A Actual bidirectional Annual Average Daily Traffic
(AADT) is generally 8,000 and over, but in some
locations, is higher (bidirectional).

A As most of the corridor is within a Rural Town
Context (left chart), the shared use path facility is
the most appropriate for most of the corridor.

A Another reason for the selection of shared use
paths is regional consistency with surrounding

shared use paths (existing and planned).
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Shared Use Path

Design Principles

Al aKENBR dzaS$S LI GK OFy «
constrained, for short distances) to-d2n Q
(ideal).

o Paths can include a stripedidch center line
stripe; usually this is not necessary. This is not
recommended in the project area.

o0 Widths above do not include shoulders/clear

space.

ol 2NAT 2y Gt aSLINYaGAzy 27

o Shared use paths can be elevated to increase
visibility when crossing roadways.

Image of Shared Use Path running parallel to a roadway, froréthall Town and Rural Design Guide: Facilities for Walking and
Biking FHWA and Alta Planning, 2016
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https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/small_towns/fhwahep17024_lg.pdf
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/small_towns/fhwahep17024_lg.pdf
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A Other strategic intersection improvements.
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A
General Shared Use

Path Concept
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along the eastern side of the roadway in the
southern portion of the town, extending from
UKS 222R0dNNE tfl+FOS k
to the intersection of Hollow Road, Doolittle Hill &
Road, Main Street, and Park Road.
A North of this intersection, the sharegse path is "
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-/~ Crossing Area near Hollow | | \
. Road,-Doolittle Hill Road, / \

-~ 7 Main Street, and Park Road A\
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=

planned to transition to the western side of the
roadway to optimize connectivity and
accessibility for the central section of the town.
A Major urban design improvements near Hollow
Park.
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/ Source: Connecticut Crash Data Repository
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Right of Way Dimensions
(2 Sample Locations)

Location 1 (Between Sherman Hill Road & Old Sherman Holl Road
(at Dollar General Storeg Shared Use Path on East Side) of Street

Feature Existing Future
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NB travel lane N N HOP k N N K 7SN
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Location 2 (Between Highway 317 (Sycamore Avenue) and
Mountain Roadg Shared Use Path on West Side of Street)

Feature Existing Future
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Right of Way

Future Conditiong; Looking Northward

Existing Conditiong Looking Northward

Concepts

Location 1:Existing Condition
near the Dollar General (north of
Sherman Hill Road and the
existing bridge)

A Wide ROW on west side but
telephone poles may make path
construction on west side
difficult.

A East side has an existing slope.
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Existing Conditiong Looking Northward Future Conditions; Looking Northward

Ay
Right of Way

Concepts

Location 2:Existing Condition
near Drakeley Real Estate (just
north of the intersection with

317).

A Narrow sidewalks and limited
parkway space on east side of the
road in sections.

A Wide ROW on west (left) side.
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Where Should the

Path Begin and End?

A On its southern sid¢he exact terminus of the proposed e’ B ety
FIOAEtAGE A& LINRPLRASR T2N) 2 P RO woodbury @2y Al yiA
Restaurant. (A gt O
o The Southbury Plan of Conservation and Development 1

notes that the bike laneare not recommende@n Route 6 in =

Southbury. N
o On the northern endhe shared use path should extend to ,'Residemial\‘
Flanders Road to serve dense housing developments on (concentratiol
Quassulkoad However, Middle Road Turnpike could serve as ‘\ ," Cland |
an interim northern end point, as that would allow access to == Rci':l]ders Northern Terminus
Nonnewaug High Schoohn RFFB would help people cross at Mmiddle Road
Middle Road Turnpike. Complete access to Nonnewaug High "Mk %/;,)e
School would depend upon sidewalk installation on Middle q"%’?.
Road Turnpike. o
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