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Greater Hartford Mobility study Staff Review

The Connedticut pepartment of Tmuspurmtion (CTDOT) has released the final
documents for the Greater Hartford Mobility study (GHMS)- This planning and
an array of atives 8 ed

l-'.nn'mnmemal Linknges (PEL) S
ndi\im&inglrnmponn\'\ul\ jasues wi hin the ol

are available at g/ [ha ordmobility.coim /. In addition to
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ps
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considered as @ part of
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a.
the Final PEL Reporty
i endixJ [Hars
W Hoed, Eat Har
Winder, Wess tord, Wind,
b s St
henbary

Appem.hx L out
details and analyzes the alternatives that were €01 dered =
onide Bycle
CROOG staff has eviewied the final doCUTS s and has prepared <ammary documents 1o
assist our member smunicipal jes in nm\erx\anding not only how mcommemialmns % rvide Bicycle Nt rttord Unioe Stag,
within the study could impact individual communities but also how the t\.-commn:ndalim\s ide Bicycle Nep work Serving Elam -
could impact 1€ yegionas & whole. These ‘documents are &5 follows: vk Serving L ..:_:d:“"‘d >
b 4 wwq*‘"-‘“s...
Station

: Table ofall projects from the. im]'l‘l:rm:ll\ ation Plan
f attributes including mode, timeline.
rrespondi

(Appendix L)- Sorteble by @ variety ©f

\nun'lt'lpu\i\)‘. and order of ‘magnitude cost. The

13 is noted for each project for those interested in viewing project detars:

CRCOG staff has questions about the h:r,h\igh\:d cells in this table. These

questions can be found in the list of comments. Jinked below-
i ¢ Proj ysi ); Table of CRCOG staff's assessment of how

e primary long-term pro‘)ec&addcess (ordonot address) the major m issues

and deficiencies jdentified in CRCOG'S M etropolitan Tfanspﬂ!‘la\'\nn Plan (MTP)
as well as pegional pﬁoril'w_'i related 10 sllala'n\ahﬂ'l\y and equity:

. CRCOGS Comments PDE): uestions :\r\dmnlmrnb‘-(mm CRCOG staff
That will be :.nhmiue:\ o CTDOT 2 nd the GHMS. study team for response. NOTE:
If any Commitiee mem ave quntinns or .:mnmmls that they
would like shared with CrpoT, please send them 1@ Anaka Maher at
“mhg:ﬁm-ﬂ"“‘“ by Mareh 4

CRCOG staff will prepare & draft resolution of support for the Greater Hartford Mobility
Study 10 be reviewed BY the Transport ation Committee at its meeting on March 25- This
resolution will be ‘modified as neEC ed based on Committee input and will be brought 1

the Policy Board for action.
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CRCOG Comments & CTDOT Responses

Greater Hartford Mobility Study

MPO COG COMMENTS

Item# | MPO COG | Project/Program/General Comment GEDOT et for CTDOT response
response
“Main Street Complete Streets, East Hartford" was developed in response in a request from the
The "Main Street Complete Streets, East Hanford® project (Eardy Action) sppears in the :;;wmmﬂm‘rﬁlnd Appendix .\ The Deparinents. FDU Is sdmiisturing fiie project snd
i SO0 Main Street Complete Stroets, [P ; ’,'é’::’;x but “n:‘F‘;’d‘;z“"" J &::‘“s',“m:" 2‘_‘:{"'}.;":: i) ““"f‘m:‘: "Complete Ped..., Main Street, East Hartford” refors 1o the segment of Main Streel west of Route 5,
East Hartfora ::":m uwnl‘:‘w d b J. m'l ; 9 joar if thi N :‘"' bined which becomas Ellington Road. This section on Main Street does not have sidewalks despite
pleman and Appendx J, 5 LNCHr N NS 10 0 SO [Opect O WEs: OOm reasonable transit ridership. It is about 5 o 1 mile north of the limits for Main Street - Complete
weith the Complele Streets lem ISwets.
Station Parking Redevelopment to| Appencix J notes. that this Earfy Action item was “combined with the Bus alternative.” I's unclear]
2 CRCOG Further Support TOD hich project hi s ederen Plesta clarty " ;TN: refers lo Support for TOD (Radl and Bus) listed in the Bus Alternatives.
The impiementation Plan notes that CRCOG is the Sponsor for "Reconfigure Off-Street Parking” in
3 CRCOG Reconfigure Off-Street Parking |Hartford. This appears o be an emror and should be correcled to the City of Hartford to align with Noted.
J
R ol Traflc Calmy This Early Acton ftem is listed in the Implementation Plan but does not appear in Appendix J. R
4 CRCOG o alblintirsy o would be helphi 1o have more details about this project or clarification if it appears as a subset of This recommendalion was inadvertently omitted from Appendix J.
diffarent project in Appendix J
Roiks 8715 (Badtn T Bike | W0 Were surprised that this project from Appendix J was not included in the implementation Pian
5 CRCOG el pe;esmn F"ﬂ"’“ﬁu’s Please confirm if this was an emor or supply rabionale for its exclusion. CRCOG is pursuing a This recommendation was inadvertently omitied from the Implementation Plan
RAISE Planning Grant for this project with the suppor of CTDOT.
It would be very helplul to have a clearer understanding of the relationship between the projects
in Appendix J and the projects included in the Implementation Pian. Please provide a list
8 CRCOG General of all projects from Appendix J and their cutcome (included for implementation, excluded This will be provided
combined with another project, alc.). It will be important for our municipalities 10 understand not]
only what projects are included for them bul also which are not being moved ferward (and why)
The names, the projects included, the interdependencies between projects, and the study areas of
the four core components (City Link Wesl, City Link Easl, River Gateway, Founders Galeway)
¥ CRCOG Gunacal change between Appendix J and the PEL Report. Clarity and consistency in what ks included in the| [Pl b preskind.
four core components would be helpful
The capital costs of each of the four core projects should be shown, with a breakdown of what
8 CRCOG General portion of costs go o the individual projecs. |Programs overiap and costs are most accurately represented in overall figure
Appendix J should contain & clear listing of numerical performance measures (costs and benefits) The model wasn't run for each project in Appendix J. The GHMS team will work to summarize
9 CRCOG General of each project such as: Level of Service, VHT. VMT, and ROW acreage. Recommend a table| |programmatic KPis from Appendix K in a more comprehensive manner 1o provide a more quantitiave|
format, similar to the attached document, even if performance measures are qualitative. assessment of the recommendations.
The potential benefits 1o regional rail service that could be seen by adding double tracking through
10 CRCOG Hartford Rail Viaduct Realignment |Hartford seem 1o be und in the study it would be beneficial 1o | This is consistent with feedback received at the East Hartford public meeting. We can strategically
andior Reco emphasize and expand upon the benefits that this project could have for regional rail. Addtionally, |revise the report and Appendiix J to strengthen discussion of these.
it should be labelied clearly as a part of City Link West in Appendix J.
In Appendix J the "I-84/1-91 Inferchange Relocation Project” is identified on page cadil with the note
that “This alternative has been further divided into City Link, City Link Easl. and |-84/Route 2
" P . with indep t detaled * However there does not |
1 GRooG 847181 Interchange Relocalion | .. 13 be additional detail on the interchange under any of these categories. it would be helpful 1o, (T weill b provicied i Appranide. J
have more details about this project and on what configurations are being considered for this
e Jtorchange. — et 4
CTrastrak realignment is mentioned and included in mockup lllustrations alongside the lowering of |
84 and the realignment of the Hartford Rail Viaduct. However. the alignment is inconsistent] |
12 CRCOG ity Link West between the mockup images on pages 36-37 and 62-63 in the PEL Report and there is no detail on, Clarification on the disposition of CTfastrak will be added in Appendix J, with additional reference in
v what options were explored for this potential realignment in Appendix J: Altematives Screening. |the report and Appendix L.
for CTfastrak should be detalled in the documents, particularly in
Appendx J.
Mockup images in the PEL Report for Walnut Street (pg 42-43), and Albany Avenue (pg 44-45) do
not include bicycle facilties. and the Bulkeley Bridge (pg 46-47) appears to show an on-street.
13 CRCOG City Link East unprotected bicydle facility, If this represents the actual recommendation, provide details on why as | The: renderings. will be revised lo meot the recommendations of the CRCOG CS plan
it seems 10 be contrary to CRCOG's Complete Streets Plan and the study goal to “provide mulli-
modal choices for safe and reliable transportation” (PEL Report. pg 26)
Draft images in the PEL Report and Appendix J show the |-01 cap as approximately 1 mile long.
starting just south of the Whitehead Highway and extending north to the Riverside Park Overpass
u CRCOG Cap 161, Harthord We ask that in the upcoming NEPA phase o not limil the extent of the capping o these boundaries, Nciad
and to E!EE EIMER\ fora Nger cap on §.01
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Independent Elements
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GHMS Alignment with MTP Goals
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( City Link East ) 1-91/Route 2 Direct Connection R[]}
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( City Link East ) 1-91/Route 2 Direct Connection ~S900M
_ Moderate Benefit Neutral

* Reduce Freeway * Reduce Fatalities * Increase Truck
Congestion « Improved Airport Parking/Facilities
* Truck Bottleneck at I- Roadway Access
84/1-91

Greater Hartford Mobility Study
MPO COG COMMENTS

Item # | Project/Program/General |Comment CTDOT response

The names, the projects included, the
interdependencies between projects, and the
study areas of the four core components (City
Link West, City Link East, River Gateway,
Founders Gateway) change between Appendix
J and the PEL Report. Clarity and consistency
in what is included in the four core components
would be helpful.

7 General This will be provided.

Negative Impact
* Reduce GHG Emissions
* Reconnect Communities

* Mitigate Environmental
Impacts

* Expansion/Improvements to
Sidewalks and Bicycle
Facilities

* Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure







( City Link East ) 1-84/1-91 Interchange Relocation
_ Moderate Benefit Neutral Negative Impact

* Reduce Freeway * Reduce Fatalities * Enhance Crosstown Bus * Reconnect Communities
Congestion *  Signal and Sign Service * Reduce GHG Emissions

* Truck Bottleneck at I- Improvements * Need for Expanded Service  Mitigate Environmental
84/1-91 Span, Frequency, and Impacts

. . . Coverage
Update Aging Bridge & . _ +  Focused Improvements in
Infrastructure * Opportunities for Flexible Priority Corridors

Service

* Increase Truck
Parking/Facilities

* Expansion/Improvements to
Bike/Ped Facilities

* Close Gaps in Bike/Ped

Infrastructure : e Y o A
Greater Hartford Mobility Study R gy, 4 et frerrr
MPO COG COMMENTS iy - e

Item # | Project/Program/General |Comment CTDOT response

In Appendix J the "|-84/1-91 Interchange
Relocation Project” is identified on page cxiii
with the note that "This alternative has been
further divided into City Link, City Link East, and
|-84/Route 2 Interchange Improvements, with
1 1-84/1-91 Interchange Relocation |independent detailed documentation." However |This will be provided via Appendix J.
there does not seem to be additional detail on
the interchange under any of these categories.
It would be helpful to have more details about
this project and on what configurations are
being considered for this interchange.




City Link East ) Bulkeley Bridge Conversion JR¥i\'Es 2.5M)

Bulkeley Bridge -
'

The re-purposing of the Bulkeley Bridge and relocation | " =

of the interchange creates opportunity for improved o & )

riverfront access. The revised bridge would be designed | ] . -1 ]

to have improved pedestrian and bicyclist facilities and a ‘ : : ——— m——— L

dedicated transit facility

Wow e =

Potential i T
e Riverfront Boulevard —

Pedestrian Crossings SRS Potential Development Opportunity
L & " - due to Interchange Relocation

=N T L,

Potential CTfastrak
Guideway Extension




( City Link East ) Bulkeley Bridge Conversion Ryl Es 2.5M)

* Update Aging Bridge
Infrastructure

Reconnect Communities

Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure

Focused Improvements in
Transit Priority Corridors

Enhance Crosstown Bus
Service

Need for expanded
Service Span, Frequency,
and Coverage of Transit

Reduce Fatalities

Signal and Sign
Improvements

Expansion/Improvements
to Sidewalks and
Bicycle Facilities

Item #

* Reduce Freeway
Congestion

* Opportunities for Flexible
Service

e Reduce GHG Emissions

Project/Program/General

Greater Hartford Mobility Study
MPO COG COMMENTS

Comment

Neutral

CTDOT response

Truck Bottleneck
at 1-84/1-91

Mitigate Environmental
Impacts

Bulkeley Bridge

City Link East

Mockup images in the PEL Report for Walnut
Street (pg 42-43), and Albany Avenue (pg 44-
45) do not include bicycle facilities, and the
Bulkeley Bridge (pg 46-47) appears to show an
on-street, unprotected bicycle facility. If this
represents the actual recommendation, provide
details on why as it seems to be contrary to
CRCOG's Complete Streets Plan and the study
goal to "provide multi-modal choices for safe
and reliable transportation” (PEL Report, pg
26).

The renderings will be revised to meet 8
the recommendations of the CRCOG | s
CS plan.

Negative Impact
* N/A

Fe
|

Potential
Riverfront Boulevard
i Potontial Developmant Opportunity

duo to Intarchange Rolocation

I I




( Founders Gateway ) I-84/Route 2 Interchange Improvements
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( Founders Gateway ) I-84/Route 2 Interchange Improvements

* Reconnect Communities

* Reduce Freeway Congestion

* Enhance Crosstown Bus
Service

Reduce Fatalities
Update Aging Bridge
Infrastructure

Focused Improvements in
Transit Priority Corridors

Truck Bottleneck at

1-84/1-91

Signal and Sign Improvements
Expansion/Improvements

to Sidewalks and Bicycle
Facilities

Neutral

Need for expanded
Service Span, Frequency, and
Coverage of Transit

Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure

Reduce GHG Emissions
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Negative Impact

* Mitigate Environmental
Impacts




~S4B — 6B (Full City Link West))
Old North Cemetery .

I-84 Hartford — Lowered Highway

City Link West )

Albany Ave
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( City Link West) I-84 Hartford — Lowered Highway R : N1 : XMIRa AR West))

Substantial Benefit Moderate Benefit Neutral Negative Impact
* Update Aging Bridge * Reduce Fatalities * Reduce GHG Emissions * N/A
Infrastructure * Improve Regional Rail « Mitigate Environmental
* Reconnect Communities Connectivity Impacts
* Close Gaps in Bicycle and * Opportunities for
Pedestrian Infrastructure Flexible Service
* Reduce Freeway * Truck Bottleneck at
Congestion 1-84/1-91
. . . Greater Hartford Mobility Study
* Enhance Crosstown Bus * Freight Rail Facility MPO COG COMMENTS
Service Constraints Item # | Project/Program/General |Comment CTDOT response
® Need for expandEd Service CTfastrak realignment is mentioned and
Span, Frequency, and IOHEHR O L2 AR TR TR AT e

Hartford Rail Viaduct. However, the alignment is
inconsistent between the mockup images on
12 City Link West pages 36-37 and 62-63 in the PEL Report and

Coverage of Transit

Clarification on the disposition of
CTfastrak will be added in Appendix J,

*  Focused Im prove ments in there is no detail on what options were explored :;?:;sgﬂilieference In the;report
. . . . for this potential realignment in Appendix J: )
Tra nS|t Prlorlty CO rri dO rs Alternatives Screening. Alternatives for
A . CTfastrak realignment should be detailed in the
L4 S|gn a | an d S|gn documents, particularly in Appendix J.

Improvements

P & | Old North Cemetery

* Expansion/Improvements s

to Sidewalks and Bicycle T g e
Facilities \ s
T e ey e 1

Pope Park 1-84 Lowered Highway
: \ o
Re-Align and/or Reconstruct
Rail Viaduct and Union Station




( City Link West ) Hartford Rail Viaduct Realighment/Reconstruction Reyl:EN: XN (Keirani West))

Potential CTfastrak Bushnell Park

Below Ground 1-84 s

3
Potential - . egnae .
: e E Station Parking y ;
Potential Cap over P ——
-84 and Hartford Line \ \ y —
—— - | L P . "-\__,\ "
Potential Har\lfor}\ ot A " ’
v Line Relocation = B | R, !
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Potential New S ~
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(City Link West) Hartford Rail Viaduct Realignment/Reconstruction

Substantial Benefit

Improve Regional Rail
Connectivity

Freight Rail Facility
Constraints

Need for expanded Service
Span, Frequency, and
Coverage of Transit

Focused Improvements in
Transit Priority Corridors

Reduce GHG Emissions

Greater Hartford Mobility Study v d
MPO COG COMMENTS ¢

Moderate Benefit

Reconstruction

Update Aging Bridge .
Infrastructure

Reduce Freeway Congestion

Opportunities for Flexible
Service

Signal and Sign Improvements

Expansion/Improvements to
Sidewalks and Bicycle
Facilities

Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure

ltem# | Project/Program/General |Comment
The potential benefits to regional rail service
that could be seen by adding double tracking
Hartford Rail Viaduct Phrough Hartford seem to be under-emphas!zed
: in the study documents. It would be beneficial to
10 Realignment and/or

emphasize and expand upon the benefits that
this project could have for regional rail.
Additionally, it should be labelled clearly as a
part of City Link West in Appendix J.

~S4B — 6B (Full City Link West))

Neutral

Mitigate Environmental
Impacts

CTDOT response

This is consistent with feedback
received at the East Hartford public
meeting. We can strategically revise the
report and Appendix J to strengthen
discussion of these.

Negative Impact

e Reconnect Communities




( River Gateway) Cap I-91, Hartford  JRICIERTY)

CONNECTICUT RIVER
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( River Gateway) Cap I-91, Hartford  JRICIERTY)
_ Moderate Benefit Neutral Negative Impact

* Reconnect Communities * Enhance Crosstown Bus * Reduce Fatalities * Mitigate Environmental
Service « Update Aging Bridge Impacts
* Need for expanded Service Infrastructure
Span, Frequency, and » Reduce Freeway Congestion

Coverage of Transit
* Truck Bottleneck at 1-84/1-91

* Opportunities for Flexible o
* Reduce GHG Emissions

Service

* Focused Improvements in
Transit Priority Corridors

 Signal and Sign Improvements ATSAG [ ] S

-~ I-91 CAP LOCATION #i& /%

* Expansion/Improvements to
Sidewalks and Bicycle
Facilities

* Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure

Greater Hartford Mobility Study
MPO COG COMMENTS

ltem # | Project/Program/General |Comment CTDOT response

K

Draft images in the PEL Report and Appendix J
show the 1-91 cap as approximately 1 mile long,
starting just south of the Whitehead Highway
and extending north to the Riverside Park
Overpass. We ask that in the upcoming NEPA
phase to not limit the extent of the capping to
these boundaries and to explore potential for a

longer cap on |-91.

14 Cap 1-91, Hartford Noted.




( River Gateway) New Connecticut River Bridge ~$250M — 1B)

New Bridge Between

Hartford/East Hartford :




( River Gateway) New Connecticut River Bridge ~$250M — 1B)

* Reconnect Communities

* Close Gaps in Bicycle and
Pedestrian Infrastructure

* Update Aging Bridge
Infrastructure
* Expansion/Improvements

to Sidewalks and Bicycle
Facilities

Reduce Fatalities
Reduce Freeway Congestion

Enhance Crosstown Bus
Service

Need for expanded Service
Span, Frequency, and
Coverage of Transit

Opportunities for Flexible
Service

Signal and Sign Improvements

Neutral Negative Impact
* Focused Improvements in * Mitigate Environmental
Transit Priority Corridors Impacts

* Truck Bottleneck at 1-84/1-91
* Last Mile Freight Connections
* Reduce GHG Emissions
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( River Gateway) Relocate Whitehead Highway ReFIVES 100M)
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( River Gateway) Relocate Whitehead Highway ReFIVES 100M)
_ Moderate Benefit Neutral Negative Impact

* N/A * Reduce Fatalities * Update Aging Bridge * N/A
«  Signal and Sign Infrastructure
Improvements * Reduce Freeway Congestion
* Expansion/Improvements * Enhance Crosstown Bus
to Sidewalks and Bicycle Service
Facilities + Need for expanded Service
* Close Gaps in Bicycle and Span, Frequency, and
Pedestrian Infrastructure Coverage of Transit
* Reconnect * Opportunities for Flexible
Communities Service

* Focused Improvements in
Transit Priority Corridors

* Reduce GHG Emissions
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Next Steps for Major Components

CRCOG Coordination with Hartford and East Hartford
* CRCOG April TC Meeting: Draft Resolution of Support
* CRCOG May Policy Board Meeting: Resolution of Support

* Pace of project advancements will depend on discretionary funding awards.
Discretionary funding already sought for the three Independent Elements

* River Gateway: CTDOT awarded $2M from Reconnecting Communities Grant for
preliminary engineering, environmental documentation, and public outreach

* Route 2/1-91 Direct Connection: Is currently envisioned to be the element advanced first
of those that do not receive discretionary funding



