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RESOLUTION 03-9
ADOPTING THE FY 2003-2004 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

WHEREAS, the projects listed in the FFY 2003 Transportation Improvement Program for
Southeastern Connecticut are consistent with the Long-Range Regional Transportation Plan; and,

WHEREAS, both the Long-Range Regional Transportation Plan and the Transportation
Improvement Program are financially constrained; and,

WHEREAS, both the Long-Range Regional Transportation Plan and the Transportation
Improvement Program have met the public involvement requirements, as required in the Metropolitan
Planning Organizations’s adopted public involvement process for transportation planning; and,

WHEREAS, this resolution is not to be construed as an endorsement or adoption of any listed
project in this plan, rather, it is to be used as a planning document only; and,

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments believes that the best long term
regional traffic solution is not necessarily the least expensive, but that all listed proposals must be evaluated
on all factors, not just fiscal constraint; and ,

WHEREAS, that by agreement between the State and the Metropolitan Planning Organization, the
publicinvolvementactivities carried out in the metropolitan area inresponse to federal metropolitan planning
requirements satisfy the requirements of the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) public
involvement through a public hearing held on May 19, 2003; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments hereby adopts the
Regional Transportation Plan for Southeastern Connecticut, FY 2003-2004.
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The undersigned duly qualified and acting Secretary of the Southeastern Connecticut Council of
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convened meeting of the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments on 18/June 2003.
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1. INTRODUCTION -

" THE PLANNING PROCESS

For the purpose of this document, the process of planning is defined as the rational allocation of

resources to achieve certain specified objectives. . The implication of this definition and, by
“'extension, the purpose of this document, is to 1dent1fy the long range transportatlon needs of the
- -southeast region and to create a general policy gulde for the future allocation of pubhc resources to
; address those needs ‘ . - :

Natronwrde responsrblllty for developlng reglonal transportatlon pollcy under federal gurdehnes is
. vested with the Metropolitan Planning Orgamzatlons (MPOs). In 1973, the Southeastern
Connecticut Regional -Planning Agency (SCRPA) was designated by the Govemor as the
- Metropolitan Planning Organization responsible for the transportatlon planning in the twenty town
Southeastern Connecticut Planning Region. The role of MPO was officially transferred from
SCRPA to the Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments (SCCOG) when the agency
, reorgamzed in 1993. . , .

. InFY 2001 transportatlon planmng responsrblhtres in Connectrcut evolved as a result of state

- legislative action the previous year. P.A. 01-5 created the Transportatron Strategy . Board (TSB) to
. oversee the entire statewide transportatlon plannmg process. This law divided the state into five new
transportation planning regions called Transportatlon Investment Areas (TIAs) Asa result of its
location relative to 1-95 and 1-395, the. Southeastern Connectrcut region 1s m two TIAs ‘the
Southeastern Corridor TIA and the 1-395 Corndor ’I'IA

Clearly, there is ewdence ofthe strong mﬂuence of the regronal MPO-based transportatlon planmng
prrontres in the TIA plans adopted in FY 2002-2003 By their nature, the TIA plans tend to be macro
inscaleas opposed to the MPO plans which, while havmg amacro perspectlve of twenty years, also
_ mcludemanysmallermumcrpal “intersection- type rmprovements By contrast, the smaller projects

contained in the MPO plans will have little impact on the manner in which people and goods are

transported within and through the State and are of less interest to the statewide Transportation
- Strategy Board leen the ﬁscal oversxght responsxbrhty of the TSB and 1ts broader planmng

influence the actual selectlon ofprojects to be 1mplemented through the federal MPO-based process

.. Inaddition to the new TSB-TIA planning structure, the nature of transportation planning has changed
srgmﬁcantly over the past twenty ﬁve Yyears into a process whose obJectlves and goals sometimes
only appear peripherally related to transportatlon For example energy conservatron, air quahty,
. disabled  accessibility . and envuonmental justice have added compléx new dimensions to
*transportation issues. The TranSportatron Equlty Act for the Twenty-Frrst Century (TEA-21) was
signed into law in 1998 and is scheduled for re-authorization in October, 2003. TEA-21 contmued
. changesthat weremadeinthe precedmg F ederal Transponatlon Act governing the wayMetropohtan
Planning Organizations conduct planmng act1v1t1es Likewise, for those areas like Connecticut
which are not in compliance with the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, air quality



mitigation remains one of the key centerpieces of transportation planning. Finally, the Americans
With Disabilities Act (ADA) and more recently the Jobs Access and Reverse Commute Program
impose major new service requirements on public transportation systems in order to serve the needs
of these special populations. For these reasons, this document examines not only the region's
transportation needs but evaluates them against these and other factors of national, state, regional
and local concemn.

In passing the Clean Air Act Amendments and its subsequent revisions, Congress established a
critical legislative mandate for transportation planning relative to achieving air quality standards.
The passage of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Equity Act (ISTEA) in 1991 and its successor,
TEA-21,in 1998, reflected Congress’s intent to redirect the transportation sector’s efforts to address
improvements in air quality through modifications in the means by which people and goods are
transported. Since the MPO plays a significant role in this process, broad interpretation of this
mandate at the federal and state levels has not only resulted in changes in the transportation related
products we use, it may also change the way many people travel and the decisions enabling those
changes. Connecticut’s own PA 01-5 reinforces this trend largely in recognition of the mablhty of
our present transportatlon system to adequately function into the future.

Air quality-in the northeastern section of the United States is heavily influenced by both fixed and
~mobile sources, each of which are fossil fuel based. The single greatest documented case of
degraded air quality from fixed sources results from pollutant transfer from mid-west electric power
plants which continue to combust coast as a fuel source. In addition, for more than twenty years,
mobile sources have also been recognized as a major cause of air pollution. Each combustion cycle
of an internal combustion engine; using fossil fuel as an energy source, results in trace amounts of
carbon monoxide, nitrous oxide, sulfur dioxide, particulate matter and hydrocarbons which, in the
presence of sunlight, produces ozone. Air quality in cooler climates like the northeast is further
‘compromised during the phase of combustion when engines are cold. Expanded use of the
automobile resulting from sprawl-induced land use tends to defeat the significance of efforts to
reduce the overall number of auto trips. Likewise, energy pricing has had only marginal impact on
reducing trip demand. The net result is that despite a steady annual increase of vehicle miles of
travel, air quality has been stead1ly improving as a result of technological improvements to the
mternal combustion engine and in the formulation of both gasoline and diesel fuel. The exceptions
to this are nitrous oxide (NOX) and sulfur dioxide which are produced mversely to hydrocarbons as
a combustion by-product. These compounds are the precursors of acid rain and thus far appear less
sensitive to the technological 1mprovements to fuel or to the internal combustion engine that have

been so effective in improving air quality in the face of increasing vehicle miles of travel.

Over the long term, low emission hybrid fueled vehicles may eventually replace portions of the
present vehicle fleet. In the short term (20 years), there will continue to be constraints on the degree
to Wthh the transportanon sector will be able to build its way out of highway congestion through
. major capacity expansmns that induce more travel. At the same time, to the extent that congestion

begins to result in economic 1mpacts that go beyond mere inconvenience, the potential for induced
 VMT must be balanced agamst more widespread adverse economic consequences. This, then, is the
" challenge for transportation planning in the first decade of the new millennium and it is a shared
challenge regardless of the planning structure empowered to address it.
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~ Congestion on I-95 stands out in this respect, having gone from a level that was once characterized
as inconvenient to a level that is now widely recognized as jeopardizing economic growth. This
situation is especially apparent seasonally and was highlighted in a 1999 report prepared byMichael
- Gallis sponsored by the Connecticut Institute for the 21* Century Gallis warned that failure to
address key transportatlon issues could render Connecticut an “economic cul-de-sac” and cut it off
from the major surrounding economic markets on which it is dependent. In this context, the question
now becomes whether, under the new TSB structure, Connecticut can add capacity to I-95 or
. attempt to reduce demand, which - it must do in order to maintain its economic viability or whether
‘that action will result in a deterioration of air quality to such an extent that it jeopardizes the
. irnposition of federal sanctions resulting in signiﬁcant financial penalties levied against the State.

A srgmf cant means by which the Federal Transportatron Act contmues to affect the transportatron
* planning process involves the notion of “fiscal constraint”. As a function of the funds available to
" underwrite the cost of many “big ticket” transportation projects, both hlghway and transrt this
" requirement has 'modified the nature of the projects to be formally included in a Reglonal
¢ “Transportation Plan.” Under these planning regulations, the Regional Transportatlon Plan must be
- for a twenty-year period, but it must also be limited to those projects for which there is a reasonable
T expectatxon of funding through an identified source. Since the federal government has become the
= pnmary funding source for most transportation projects, the fiscal constraint rule llmlts the manner
in which communities and regions can use the formal federal transportation planmng process asa
vehicle for the expression of a grand “future vision”. The fiscal constraint rule forces regions and
- the State to look more realistically at available resources and to focus efforts on achievable projects.

In this respect, the Regional Transportation Plan has taken on the character of a ﬁnanc1a1 plan to
*achieve transportation objectives. Consequently, this discussion dernonstrates that the evolutlonary
© ‘nature of new laws, regulations and knowledge strongly emphasizes the need to regularly update
- ‘transportation plans. For this reason, Transportation Plans in the southeastem Connectrcut region

" have been updated annually since 1976

. Subsequent to a public hearing, the revrsed plan will be formally adopted by SCCOG Dunng this
process, the Connecticut Department of Transportation (CONNDOT) will be conductmg air quahty
and cost ‘assessments of potentially high cost, major.infrastructure improvement projects
recommended in the Plan. This is necessary to ensure that regronal plans meet federal conformity
requirements for both clean air and fiscal constraint. In this context, it is unportant to note that
southeastern Connecticut represents arelatively small part of an air quahtyreglon that includes most
of the land area of the state. This means that transportation activities in the southeast region become
part of a larger air quality mathematical model that include transportatlon activities in the Hartford
and New Haven areas as well.

As noted above, regional transportatlon plans are mtended to functron for 20-years from thelr date
of adoption.” They may be updated ‘or revised as frequently needed but ata mlmmum be updated
once every three years.. Throughout this ongoing process, the publrc contmues to be regularly
consulted as- specific projects are drawn from the. plan for 1mplementanon "The actual
implementation of projects recommended in the regronal transportation planrequires a parallel but
entirely separate, administrative process which is largely dependent on available federal, state, and,
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in some cases, local funding as well as local political support. The document which summarizes the
actual transportation project implementation process and schedule is called the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP lists those projects drawn from the Regional Transportation
Plan to be implemented over the next three-year period. The TIP is formally updated annually.
However, amendments are made as needed. The TIP provides specific information about the public
funding sources of those projects as well as a schedule for implementation.

Transportation projects which are privately funded fall outside of the purview of the regional
planningand TIP process. However, in some unique cases, public-private funding partnerships may
be created to address regional needs identified in the transportation plan. This becomes especially
important where the issue of fiscal constraint is concerned as public funds become increasingly
scarce and such funding partnerships emerge to fill those voids. However, privately funded
transportation improvements are usually associated with new, large, residential, commercial or
industrial development proposals. Other than new subdivision roads, private transportation
improvements generally follow a completely separate review process overseen exclusively by the
State Traffic Commission (STC). Since the regional transportation planning process is a direct
outgrowth of federal funding activities, the distinction between public and private funding is critical
in differentiating between activities of the STC on the one hand, and the SCCOG functioning as the
MPO on the other. As'major new private development occurs in southeastern Connecticut, the role
of the STC in mitigating safety issues becomes increasingly more important as a factor in
determining transportation system outcomes.

Over the course of the last decade, southeastern Connecticut has been subject to an inordinately large
amount of development and a resultant pressure on its transportation systems. This pressure is
largely the result of major reductions in the defense economy occurring at the same time as an
explosion of Indian gaming and expanding tourism activities. In response to these changing
conditions, CONNDOT and SCCOG have initiated a number of studies to address various
transportation problems. These included two major environmental impact studies: one to examine
the Routes 2/2A/32 corridors and another to examine the completion of Route 11. Likewise, in
response to the growing congestion on I-95, the 1997 Legislature mandated that CONNDOT study
1-95 corridor from Branford to the Rhode Island border and make recommendations for improvement
* by January, 1999. -P.A. 01-5, signed into law in June, 2001, was initially accompanied by a $50
million appropriation for transportation projects that would have an immediate benefit. A portion
of these funds was dedicated to beginning the Environmental Impact Assessment process for
capacity improvements to I-95 from Branford to Rhode Island. Another smaller sum was earmarked
“to conduct a marketmg and feasibility study for expanding bus transit in southeastern Connecticut
to coordinate with passenger, ferry and rail modes entering the region.

_This discussion raises a critical point regarding the limits of the role of SCCOG. SCCOG, as the
MPO, does not have the ability itself to implement its planmng recommendations. As described
above, the 1mplementat10n of publicly-funded transportation improvement projects isan exceedingly
complex activity that depends on the active cooperation of federal, state and local governments as
well as the citizens affected. It is in recognition of these limitations that this plan is being prepared.



I1. BACKGROUND TO THE PLAN
. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

,Hlstoncally, urban and village settlement patterns have been the preferred settings for efficient
~ infrastructure development. But over the last four decades, southeastern Connecticut has been
~ evolving into a highly suburbanized setting.  In a 559 square mile area, there are 20 separate
} mumcxpal govemmental entmes and two federally—recogmzed soverelgn native American nations,

each different from the others in socio-economic character. ‘Supporting these characteristic

differences is the independent power, subject to the General Statutes granted to municipalities, to
zone land and to tax it. Therefore, in understanding the complex relattonshlp between development
. and transportation, each of the 20 mummpalltxes must be viewed as mini, sub-economic systems
. with each using its land resources to compete with the others to attract high quality, tax-generating,
) enterpnses A good tax base is essent1a1 to underwrite the cost of prowdmg : hxgh quahty
: mumelpal services such as schools pohce, and fire protection as well as public health services.
' Consequently, in addition to niew suburban residential developmernt, each municipality has sought
to attract its own mix of commercial and industrial activities that would hélp underwrite a tax burden
~which would otherwise be bomne entlrely by residential property owners. This zoning/land
deveIOpment/property tax cycle has, in turn, created entirely new ‘patterns of travel demand, often
. . unrelated to major existing, urban-based transportation infrastructure. Forthisreason, the traditional
. efﬁmencxes of urbanization, bulltuponthatbasmmﬁ'astructure arerapldlychangmgmConnectlcut
through a uniquely small, municipally-based governmental structure. ‘

- Energy cost and availability is perhaps the most critical underlymg factor in this complex land -
~ “development and transportatlon equation. The availability of ostensibly low cost energy is an
. essential ingredient in the suburbanization process and helps support the value of marketable,
developable land. Energy, in the form of fuel for automobiles and heating oil for single family
" homes, coupled w1th a reasonably well developed highway network, hasenabled our nation and our
region to achieve a level of personal moblhtyheretofore ummagmed ‘Likewise, it has enabled those
who wish to do so to move farther and farther away from the problems of the inner city in order to
insure the safety and security of their families. While urban issues are widely considered to be the
social driving force behind suburbamzatlon, the achlevement of those social objectives in the form
~ of'suburbanizationis reallybemg enabled by national pOllCleS on energy, transportatlon housingand
is being underwritten by financial lendmg pollcxes ‘which for more than half a century have favored
suburban development With its small town governmental structure based ﬁrmly in the values of
_ home rule, Connecticut typifies the national geo-political environment ‘in which the cycle of
suburbanization has evolved. The cycle ‘begins with the'development of low cost, rural, outlying
~ farm land for low den51ty residential uses. Thisi is followed by the need to support that development

" with both mumc1pal and commercial services.’ In the last steps in the cycle commercial and
industrial uses are attracted to locate in rural settmgs to help offset the tax burden of the residential
property owners. Finally, new jobs are created in outlying areas which reqmre new housing, schools
and mfrastructure

From the earhest lustory of the European settlement of southeastern Connecttcut growth and
- development clustered along rivers and éstuaries due to the inherent difficulty of overland travel.
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Since overland transportation was difficult, these bodies of water provided a fast, convenient means
of travel. For this reason, it is not surprising to find early settlements along the shores of the region.

While native Americans inhabited most of the area known as southeastern Connecticut centuries
before the first European immigration, the earliest non-native, European settlement in Southeastern
Connecticut was about 1645. It was located on the west side of the mouth of the Thames River and
was founded by John Winthrop, Jr. The settlement, ori gmallyknown as “Pequot,” was later renamed
New London. Several years later, the New London settlement was followed by a small settlement
in Stonington, which was then followed by a third settlement located at the head of the Thames
River, named Norwich.

These early 17th Century village settlements were primarily dependent on agriculture. Excess
amounts of produce were shipped to Boston and New York and then bartered for other needed
products. By the tumn of the 18th Century, New London had already become one of the most
important shipping and tradmg centers inthe colony. Duringthe eaxly 18th Century, the foundatlons
of the region's overland transportation system were being laid over what was then known as “paths.”
By the mid-18th Century there followed the creation of a coastal post road for mail delivery.

The industrialization of the 19th Century forever changed Southeastern Connecticut. At the
beginning of the 19th Century, the area was primarily agricultural. However, asa by-product of the
elaborate array of rivers and streams and other water bodies around the region, by the end of the
century, the economic base of southeastern Connecticut would be almost entirely industrial,
dominated by the textile industry.

Early in the 19th Century, the region's inland transportation infrastructure was already well
established. As early as 1792, Congress had authorized a turnpike between Norwich and New
London. During the 19th Century, steam powered vessels dominated shipping and passenger
service, displacing sail power. By 1840, the rudiments of intermodalism were already in evidence
as steamboats arriving at Norwich from New York connected with rail lines to Worcester and
Boston. At the end of the century, the region was extensively covered by rail service.

Events of the 20th Century conspired to alter the well-ordered social and economic stability that was
characterized by the 19th Century mill villages. Domestic and foreign competition resulted in the
eventual decline of the textile industries. Two world wars stimulated the U.S. Government to
underwrite the development of a full-time defense industry in the region dedicated to the production
and support of submarines for the U.S. Navy. Following the Second World War, the construction
of the Interstate Highway System began to exert enormous influence on the location of development
and the diversity of the regional economy. Now, in the first decade of the 21st Century, with the
breakup of the Soviet Union and an end to the Cold War, the once robust market for submarines
has been reduced. With lower demand for submarines, the region is undergoing yet another major
transition, this time toward Indian gaming and tourism as principal industries and employers.

Southeastern Connecticut has undergone many physical and economic changes over the past 350
years. The dramatic reduction of defense-related and manufacturing employment and an equally
dramatic boom in casino-related development and employment are altering, in a fundamental way,
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- the economic geography of southeastern Connecticut. The Mashantucket Pequot Tribal Nation is
‘now the region's single largest employer and they are being closely followed by the Mohegan Tribe.

These specific developments, and those that will likely follow as a result, have profoundly affected
* the perception of transportation needs by the region. In some cases, the capacity of some parts of
.- the'region’s transportation infrastructure has already been exceeded and the region now finds itself
* for the first time contending with the notion of limits on growth in order to preserve its essential
: »character \ : :

POPULATION AND DEVELOPMENT

- The purpose ‘of this section of the plan is to present the key functional premise upon which this

document is built: that, for the most part, settlement patterns dictate travel patterns and travel

demand. The link between land use and transportation and how they interrelate is a fundamental
S element in regional planning because it compels the éxamination of land use patterns as one of the
dnvmg forces for transportauon demand. ‘ :

It is certam]y true that the reverse of this process also occurs wherem maJor new infrastructure
“induces changes in land use. The interstate highway system is perhaps the best modemn example
* where highway infrastructure has been the driving force for non-urban development. To a large
extent, it continues to do so. Lisbon Landing, a 500,000 sq. ft. commercial mall built at Exit 84 off
1-395, is a recent example of this phenomenon. However, the absence of any new major
1nﬁ'ast1"ucture built in southeastern Connecticut in the last four decades suggests thatatleastinrecent |
times, ‘the demand for major transportatlon 1mprovements in th]s region is‘now bemg driven by
- changes in land use. -

o In the preceding section on Historical Perspective, it was noted that until approximately the end of
- World War I1, densely populated urban settlements were the prevailing patterns of development for

"‘a wide range of land uses, including residential, industrial, retail/commercial, as-well -as for
*" recreation and entertainment. The following data in this section will demonstrate that southeastern
" Connecticut evolved its own unique urban settlement pattern around the dominant physical features
. of the Thames River and Long Island Sound. However, since the end of World War 11, .a distinctly
new, non-urban settlement pattern has been emerging. This new land use pattern has greatly altered
~ almost every type of traditional travel pattern, including the home-to-work type trip which in most
" instances defines the major elements of our transportation infrastructure system. In fact, these
. ‘cumulative land use changes have been of such magnitude that, in the relatively short period of time
of only two decades, ‘they appear to be changing the very nature and function of urban areas that
- have existed for several centuries. Urban communities like Norwich and New London, which were,
~ until recently, the center of commerce and industry, are now struggling to sustain themselves.
‘Conversely, rural communities such-as Lisbon, with available land in -close proximity to the
interstate, are now becoming major commercial destinations. Added to these changing land use
patterns are a whole new set of transportation demands created by Indian gaming and tourism. The
" 'net result of all of this change in a very short period of time appears to be a growing public
awareness and concern focused on the future of both transportation and land use.



* Most important is that old or pre-existing transportation infrastructure no longer functions to serve
" a growing portion of this new complex travel demand. The reduction of rail service as the premi: -
vendor for the movement of goods in favor of trucking represents perhaps the best example <.
changes that have taken place in transportation as a result of new, post-war land use patterns.
Likewise, with respect to the movement of people, where once it was possible to offer at least a
portion of theresident population the efficiencies of mass transit, widespread suburban sprawl at this
small, multi-municipal scale, is rapidly exhausting the efficiency for doing so in a traditional fixed-
route format. This is evident with respect to both residential origins and employment destinations
which were both once almost exclusively urban-based and are now no longer exclusively so.

Added to these basic changing travel demand pattemns in southeastern Connecticut is the pressure
now being created by the gaming and tourism industry. In daily traffic terms, the creation of
Foxwoods and Mohegan Sun Casinos and the travel demand that they have generated has been
tantamount to creating two entirely new cities about the size of the City of New London. With the
recent expansion of the Mohegan Sun Resort, future expectations are that the Route 32 corridor will
see significant development and traffic increases in the next several years. Likewise, Norwich is
positioning itself to become a major tourism and transportation hub. A large marine dock was
constructed in the Norwich harbor with potential rail and highway connections to points beyond.
At the same time, New London continues to function as the region’s primary transportation hub with
its confluence of water, rail and highway systems.

From a larger perspective, the impact of these cumulative land use changes on aspects of the lives
of many of the residents of southeastern Connecticut has been profound. While increased mobility
is perhaps the most identifiable requirement of these decentralized land use changes, the benefits of
this semi-rural lifestyle have not come without a price. Some of this price is privately bome while
the rest is publicly shared. The requirement for private transportation, for example, has resulted in
the necessity for virtually every family to have at least one car for each adult licensed driver. The
costs of public services, t0o, have incrementally increased as a function of the inefficiencies of scale
related to the less dense population distribution pattern. Evidence of this trend is in some degree
reflected by increases in costs to local taxpayers to support such municipal services as education,
-.police, fire protection, public health, water supply, waste collection, recreation and highway
maintenance. Yet one of the most ominous, hidden, prices of this low density lifestyle is air
pollution. In a sense, the vagaries of New England weather combined with this new form of low
density development conspire to virtually eliminate walking and biking as suitable modes for all but
recreational purposes. Here again, local zoning and subdivision regulations play a key role. By
creating large-lot residential zones and then segregating commercial, institutional and other uses,
there is no practical travel alternative for most trips except by car. Many subdivision regulations do
not require sidewalks, preferring instead to vest the developer with the responsibility for building
subdivision streets that exceed the existing conditions of many of our state arterial highways.
Likewise, fixed-route transit, once the staple of public transportation, now serves only those few
remaining folks in urban areas whose means or age does not permit private transportation. Emerging
from this pattern of auto-dependence is a renewed appreciation for the value of walking and biking
and for the desire to create pedestrian “trails” to create non-auto connections within our communities
and greenways to protect fragile natural resources.



)

Over the course of the last four decades, the twenty towns in southeastern Connecticut have
undergone some major land use and lifestyle changes. As of this writing, there does not appear to
be any significant abatement of this development explosion away from our traditional urban centers,
especially of the résidential and commercial type. It is a trend that when combined with changes in
the economy of the region, continues to burden the ability to meet travel demand. This raises a
rather fundamental question. Is there an answer to this changing land use and transportatlon pattern
that will not require some significant changes in either lifestyle or a major investment in
transportation infrastructure? Perhaps not.

Figure 1 presents populatlon growth from 1960 to 2000. It shows that the actual net population
increase (in-, versus out-migration, births vs. deaths) in southeastern Connectlcut hasbeenless than
1% per year, or about 36% between 1960 and 2000. In the last decade, this historically low growth
rate was reduced even further to less than .1%/year. The largest population Shlﬁ has occurred in
what has now become "suburban” towns, whereas towns once con51dered rural” are now rapidly
becommg suburbamzed ~ -

Followmg tlns changmg populatlon trend from urban to rural, Figures 2 and 3 graphically depict
changes in the pattern of development between 1962 and 2000. The pattern of low density
residential development is readily identifiable ‘as suburban sprawl occurs on large lots with no
sewers. Under this characteristic, on-site utility development pattern, concern for water quality
becomes critically important espemal]y since there is considerable risk that over-development will
require installation of high-cost, municipal sewage treatment systems. Consequently, the corollary
to a market desire for rural, low densxty resxdentlal development is an equally strong public ethic
of “sewer avmdance :

Fi gure 4 graphically shows changes in the amount of land developed durmg this same 30-year time
period. Between 1960 and 1990, the total amount of developed land was only 20.5%. But within
the last decade, with only .9% population growth, these data show the rate and scale at which
* sprawl is occurring in southeastern Connecticut resulting in an additional 4.5% of the region’s total
land mass being developed. :

Figure 5 highlights the growth of three types of developed land uses. These data show that while
the amount of land devoted to residential, commercial and industrial uses have all increased, by far
the greatest amount of land development in southeastern Connecticut has been dedicated to
residential use. In this case, as Figures 2, 3 and 4 demonstrate, the majority of this new residential
development is widely scattered.

Figure 6 integrates population data shown in Figure 1 with land development data shown in Figure
4. From this, a new dimension of this sprawl pattern emerges. The picture is one of profound
regional density reduction where development has occurred. The data confirm that 40 years of
municipal zoning and subdivision activity, supported by financial lending institutional practices, has
encouraged mostly large-lot residential development. ‘When these municipal regulatory practices
are coupled with low population growth and smaller household size, the result has been ameasurable
reduction in regional population density in relation to total developed land. The order of magnitude
of this reduced density is more than half, from 3,826 people per developed acre to 1,734. These
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figures depict the quality of life/lifestyle conditions sought and defended by so many people in
southeastern Connecticut, living in the state with the highest per-capita income and in the county
which once had the highest per-capita defense expenditure in the nation. It is a quality of life built
primarily on the large lot, single-family dwelling.

Figure 7 was developed to display the location of the region's most significant non-residential traffic
generators, both in terms of employment and attractions. Table 1, which accompanies Figure 8, lists
the major traffic generators . While Figure 8 shows us that the urban core generally remains the area
of largest traffic generation, it also tells us that there is a rapidly growing seepage of large traffic
generators being located outside the urban core. Although Crystal Mall, Foxwoods Casino, and
Mohegan Sun represent perhaps the biggest examples of major traffic generators that have located
outside the urban core, other smaller commercial traffic generators are emerging all along state
highways in every town in the region. The strip-commercial activity along West Main Street in
Norwich is one example. Cross Roads Mall in Waterford offers another example while Coogan
Boulevard in Mystic offers yet another. Finally, with the opening of more than 500,000 sq. ft. of
new commercial development in Lisbon in 2001 and the former Norwich Hospital site in Preston
being evaluated for redevelopment, the pattern of extra-urban commercial development is very well
established.

Earlier in this decade, state legislation enabling the creation of the rural Eastern Connecticut
Enterprise Corridor Zone acted to institutionalize commercial and industrial suburbanization at a
new rural level. The Enterprise Zone was created to enable the towns of Sprague, Lisbon, Griswold,
Plainfield, Killingly, Putnam, Sterling and Thompson to attract “their share” of commercial and
industrial activity away from the urban core. While the underlying legislative purpose was simply
to help these communities build non-residential tax base, this was accomplished by attracting
development and employment activities, such as Lisbon Landing, away from the urban core. The
long term effects of this legislation is to accelerate the trend of sprawl development so that smaller
towns do, in fact, get “their fair share” of tax base .

Another indicator which showcases the dominant low density suburban lifestyle that characterizes
southeastern Connecticut is depicted in Table 2. This Connecticut Department of Motor Vehicle
data compares changes in vehicle registrations (ownership) in the population 18 years old and older
from 1980 to 2000. Comparable data from 1980-1990 established a baseline trend in each town in
the region. The 2000 data continue the upward growth trend in every town in the region except East
Lyme and Montville. One important cautionary note with respect to interpreting this data involves
vehicles used for other than residential purposes. That is, this data represents all vehicles, including
commercial, industrial/agricultural vehicles, that are registered in each town in southeastern
Connecticut. However, while the addition of commercial and industrial vehicle registrations do
modify the data interpretation somewhat, over time the simple dominance of vehicles in private
ownership establishes a clear relationship between vehicle ownership and suburbanization. These
data tell us that one of the biggest private costs of living in southeastern Connecticut is the need for
each resident over 18 years of age to have access to a vehicle. Regionally, the data show that the
ratio of registered vehicles/population more than 18 years of age was 1.1 in 2000, up from 1.01 in
1990. However, the extreme range of this data, especially between urban and rural communities,
enhances the understanding that one of the basic costs of the suburban lifestyle is auto ownership.
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TABLE 1

SIGNIFICANT REGIONAL TRAFFIC GENERATORS

LRGN D BN~

Foxwoods Resort and Casino
Mohegan Sun Casino

Crystal Mall

New London Mall

Pfizer, Inc., New London
Norwich, West Main Street
Electric Boat/Pfizer

-U.S. Submarine Base

Mystic Aquarium/Seaport
Connecticut College/Coast Guard Academy
Northeast Utilities/Millstone
Norwich Industrial Park

Cross Roads Mall

Lisbon Landing

Rocky Neck State Park (Seasonal)
Ocean Beach Park (Seasonal)
William W. Backus Hospital
Lawrence and Memorial Hospital
Mystic Business Park

Groton Commercial

West Mystic
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TABLE 2

VEHICLE OWNERSHIP, 1980, 1990, AND 2000
Southeastern Connecticut Planning Region -

s A Es 990 e R R IR Change

- . - — ” - In Ratio -

o Reg. Vehs. | Popl> 18 | Veh/Pop> 18 - | Reg Vehs. - Popl.>18 | Veh/Pop> 18~ Reg. Vehs, Popl.>18 | Veh/Pop>18 90-00 °

URBAN TOWNS: . . ’ » 2, - - .

Groton - . 22,584 | 29,607 0.76 27,161 | - 34,107 0.80 . 26,571 29,993 0.89 0.09
New London . 13,561 22,640 0.60 14,998 2772 | " 0.66 15,205 19,814 0.77 . 0.11
Norwich - 23306 |~ 58034 0.83 27,174 .| 28,406 0.96 27,857 27412 1.02 .0.06
Urban Totals: o 59.451° | 80,281 0.74 69333 | 85285 0.81° 69,633 77,219 10.90 0.09
SUBURBAN TOWNS: : Ll ) ‘ - ' -
Colchester” g 5,669 -5,419- 1.05 9,897 8,115 1.22 13,366 10,209 131 - 0.09
East Lyme ™ 10,331 §. 9,809 1.05. 13,004 | - 11,991 1.09: 14,899 14,149 1.0 -0.04
Griswold - 6099 | 6318 0.97 " 7,643 7,583 1.01 9,320 8,034 1.16 0.15
Ledyard 9048 | 9,070 1.00 11,996.| 10,695 1.12 13212 10,532 125 “0.13
Lisbon © 2555 | 12257 113 - 3418 2830 | 121 . 3811 3,010 127 - | 0.6
Montville . . 11,589 11,336 1.02 - S147210] 12621 1.17 15,752 14,160 100 20.06

Preston . 3439 | 73528 0.97 4200 3,967 1.06' 4,801 3,639 132 0.26
Sprague 2,194 12,106 1.04 2,682 2,208 1.21 2,863 2,199 130" 0.09
Stonington - 12,009 | ‘12,114 0.9 L 15,316 13,489 1,14 18357 | 14,022 131 0,17
Waterford ) 14,936 13,353 1.12 - 117,890 14,448 1.24 . '-;|9,36|' 14,967 1.29 - 0.05
Suburban Totals:- ° 71872 |. 75,310 1.03 100,857 | 87,947 1.15 115,742 94,921 122 | o7
RURAL TOWNS: C - : - A :
Bozrah 742 | 1400 117 2597 | = i,762 147 > | . 3,45- 1,804 174 0.27
Franklin 1,657 | - 1,128 1.47 - 2,193 1,369 160 | 23m- | 1392 1.70 - " 0.10
No. Stonington 3349 | 28870 116 _ 4,531 3,564 1.27 5161 | 3736 1.58 - 0.11
Salem 1,866 | 1604 | 116 - | 3143 2,345 1.34 3925 2,722 144 0.10
Voluntown 1,360 |- 1,181 L1S . 2279 1,541 1.48 211 - 1,857 " 1.50 £ 0.02

Rural Totals: - 9974 | 8,291 120 14,743 10,581 '1.39 - 17379 11,511 1.51 . 0.1

REGIONAL TOTALS: - 147,297 | 163,882 0.90 184,933 | 183,813 1.01 £202,754 .| 183,651 110 - | 009 -

Source: U.S. Census, 2000; Ct.DMV




In this instance, the rm'al commumtxes of Franklin, Voluntown and Bozrah stand out in that in these
_towns there are about 1.64 registered vehicles for every person 18 years old and over, up from 1.4
ten years ago. This compares with a ratio of .9 for the three urban communities of Norwich, New

London and Groton, up from 811 in 1990. New London, the most densely populated community in

the region, had only .77 registered vehicles for each person 18 years old and over. Yet even in New

London, the growth in the last decade of registered vehicles from a 1990 ratio of .66 is noteworthy

It should be noted, in this regard, that New London has the lowest per capita income in the region

and this factor may also be influencing the number of registered vehicles.

A comparison of these ratlos reveals several things: First, in the ex1st1ng suburban and’ emerging ..
suburban (rural) commumtles, there is a higher likelihood of younger, two-worker households, each
needing theirown pnvate transportation as opposed to the urban centers with more households with
retirees. But at its core, the data’ reﬂect the need for a “back up” vehicle in the suburban and rural
communities in the event that a pnmary vehicle is incapacitated. Overall, these data collectlvely
emphasize that the region continues to increase its dependence on private vehicles as the primary -
* form of personal transportation. This trend is evident even in the urbanized towns where, with
perhaps the exception of New London, public transportation has not been able to make any
significant impact on personal vehicle ownership. Finally, there appears to be no meaningful
relationship between income and the patterns of vehicle ownership at the municipal level. This
means that the pattern of vehicle ownership is driven by the suburban life-style, not necessanly the -
variations in income level that accompany it.

Table 3 contains vehicle availability by town, by occupied housing unit. Thistable furtherreinforces
the strong relationship between suburbanization and vehicle ownership seenin Table 2. Inaddition, -
it enhances that picture by documenting the number of households with no vehicle available. The -
most noteworthy example of this, indicator is New London, which recorded 19% of its occupied
housing units with no vehicle available, down from 22% in 1990. This continued level of “transit-
dependence” can be compared, with all of the rural communities, which as a group have only 2%
of the occupied housing units without any vehicles available, and all of the suburban communities,

- which have a total of 3.7% with no cars available. These are trends that have remained virtually
‘unchanged since 1990.

Table 3 indicates that most occupied housing units in the region have two or more cars available.
Again, the universality of this pattern has significant negative implications for regional transit if for
no other reason than it indicates the enormously high level of private investment that most of the
. region's households have in personal vehicles as a necessary by-product of this low density suburban
lifestyle. Furthermore, the fact that almost one-third of the rural residences and more than 20% of
the suburban residences have three or more cars available underscores and reinforces the historical
trend toward personal transportation and highway utilization.

_Table 4 expands the basic picture of vehicle availability into areas of vehicle utilization for
- commuting purposes. Table 4 reveals that almost 81% of the regional population 16 years old and
" older who commuted to work in 2000 did so by driving alone. This represents a 6% increase from
'1990. In the suburban and rural communities, the data reveal that more than 85% of these
commuters drive alone, an increase of 4% over 1990. As a corollary, use of public transportation
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Southeastern Connecticut Plann

, TABLE3 -~ -
‘YVEHICLE AVAILABILITY, 2000 - -

s 4

ing Region -

Total Occupied | OHUW/No | ' | onuw/1 | | OHUw/2 - loruwa+ | |
Housing Units | CarAvail | % ' | Car Avail % ] Cars Avail % CarsAvaill | %
URBAN TOWNS: ' .
Groton 15.476 188 | 77 6008 | 388 6,449 | 417 18311 118
New Iondon . 10,181 1961 | 193 4610 | 453 2012 | 286 698 | 69
Norwich 15.001 1.930 | 128 _ 5990 ] 397 5230 | 347 1941 | 129
| Urhan Totals: - 40,748 5079 | 125 16,608 | 408 14,501 | 35.8 4,470 1 11.0
SUBURBAN TOWNS: ‘ - | ' “ :
Colchester 5225 168 | 32" 1284 | 246 2450 | 469 1323 | 253
‘East Lyme. 6308 26| 36 1.806 | 286 3001 | 476 1275 | 202
Griswold 4,194 176 | 42’ 1320 | 31§ 1759 | 419 939 | 224
Ledyard 5.283 131] 25 1237' 234 26771 507 1238 | 234
Lishon 1.525 13| 22 380 | 255 719 | 471 384 | 252
‘Montville 6.426 208 32 1961 | 305 2934 | 457 1323 | 206
Preston 1.837 651 3.5 52871 287 834 | 454 410 | 223
Sprague L111 - 53] 48 334 | 301 500 | 458 215 194
Stonington 1,665 366 | 48 2716 | 354 3321 ] 433 1262} 165
‘Waterford 7,542 03] a0 | 2123 | 28.1 3.643 | 483 1473 | 195
| Suhurhan Totals: 47116 1,729 37 13,698 | 29.1 21,847 | 464 9,842 ] 209
RURAL TOWNS: ~ | ' o -
Bozrah 883 20] 23 239 | 271 381 | 431 243 ] 275
Franklin 637 261 38 1231 179 300 | 450 229 | 333
‘No. Stonington 1.833 131 07 . 449 | 245 _ 80t | 437 570 | 311
Salem 1358 8] 28 | 2171 160 610 | 449 493 | 1363
Voluntown 952 20| 2] 176 | 185 498 | 52.3 258 | 27.1
. _ 5713 uzl 20 | 12040 210 | 2509 455 | 17931 314
| REGIONAL TOTALS: 93577 |- - 6925| .74 | - 31,510 | 337 39,037 | 417 |- 16,105 | 17.2

Source: U.S. Census, 2000.




TABLE 4
VEHICLE COMMUTING PATTERNS, 2000
Southeastern Connecticut Planning Region

(A4

16 Years + :
Total Drive % % Use Public % | Mean Travel
Commuters Alone Car Pool Transp. Time (min.)

1IRBRAN TOWNS: .

Groton 207411 15680 | 754 2251 ] 108 184 18 172
New I ondan 12201 ] R149 | A8 1484 | 122 781 31 172
Narwich 174838 13780 | 788 1 21651) 124 616 | 15 221

| irhan Tatals: soa2sl 376271 746 sa00 | 117 1378 | 27 188

SUBIIRRAN TOWNS- _ _
Calchester 7704) G580l 854 728 | 94 90| 11 29 6
Fast I yme g175) 71771 877 612 77 43! 5 24 £
Griswold SR 47671 812 844 | 141 71 1 26.0
Ledyard 7463] 6501 ] 883 611l 82 1 - 281 4 210
Lishan 2157] 10181 %89 151 | 70 0] 0 219
Montville 8o00) 77711 8713 831 ] 93 461 S 215
Preston 2163) 1077] 836 191 | R0 10| 4 269
Sprague 1523y 1270] 839 184 | 1200 8l 5 247
Stoningtan go10y 74751 839 601 67 1 - o] 23 2113
Waterford 0248) 7706 R413 771} R4 8s | _9 192

| Suburban Tatals: 23141 533311 8546 55511 89 5251 8 24.0
RIIRAL TOWNS:

Bozrah 12408 1012] 810 1331 104 21 s 25 6
Eranklin 9QR2 834 | 849 1001 101 21 2 218

No Stoninptaon 2,723 22771 836 238 ' _R7 ' 401 14 272

Salem 2,153 1801 | 878 171 ] 79 Ry 4 265

. Voluntown 1332 11051 820 138 .1 104 0 0 204

Rural Tatals: gq30l 73110 843} 780l 92 | ; :
REGIONAL TOTALS: 121,178 809 | 12231 100 1960 1.6 | 231 |

Source: U.S. Census, 2000.




( 3 . A :.
in the region remains relatlvely low for commuting purposes, w1th 1 .6% of the resident population
using any form of public transportation. However, while this figure remains low, it represents an
increase from 1990 when only 1% of the population used transit to commute to work. The advent
. -of casino transit may have contributed to this growth. Yet, at these levels, the air quallty and
o congestlon mmgatlon benefits from tran51t are neghglble '

N Taken together, all this data tell us that regional highway congestion is the result of a number of
,complex factors. In addition to the huge daily influx of tourists/gamblers and the seasonal traffic
“demands créated by the attractlveness ofthe shorelme underlying all of this special trafﬁc demand

- is the eﬁ'ect of suburbamzatlon and the expandmg spatial disconnection between numerous orxgms

a and destmatlons that accompany the suburban llfestyle ' :
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III. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Creating liveable communities through smart growth has emerged as a focus of interest in
southeastern Connecticut and in the state as a whole. Smart Growth is a development policy that
does the following: (1) gives priority to development locating where the infrastructure to support it
already exists, (2) develops a new transportation strategy that more effectively moves people and
goods, (3) gives high priority to cleaning up brownfields and attacking blight, and (4) preserves
undeveloped open space and agricultural land. The advancement of the topic implies that many
communities now perceive that their livability is being jeopardized either by internal or external
factors and that policy changes need to occur to make them more liveable in the future. Often, these
notions of liveable communities are intermingled with the phrases *“quality-of-life’> and “a vision
of the 21st Century”. As part of these explorations, more and more people are gradually beginning
to appreciate the subtle difference between the phrases “standard of living” and “quality of life”
especially as it relates to the automobile, the time demands of the suburban lifestyle, highway
congestion and deteriorating air quality. Smart growth, while often difficult to define, does at least
attempt to focus attention on the need to balance conservation and development. The dilemma is
that smart growth, is not inherently compatible with the 169 town political structure of Connecticut.

Given this setting, in order to develop goals to help guide regional planning for future transportation
infrastructure investment, it becomes essential to ascertain some sense about a vision of a “liveable
regional community” for the 21st Century and how that might be achieved. These are especially
important questions in a diverse region like southeastern Connecticut which is undergoing some
rather extensive changes in economic development and land use. At the same time, the region is
trying to retain the quaintness of village character that for centuries has made it a desirable place to
live and work.

During the process of updating the 1997 Regional Conservation and Development Policy Guide, a
survey of Planning and Zoning Commission members found that the predominant residential
suburban development pattern, as depicted through the zoning regulations, continues to be supported
by most towns. This survey was followed up by a comprehensive region-wide zoning study, Zoning
in Southeastern Connecticut, November 1999, which utilized a computer-based Geographical
Information System as a tool to analyze zoning relationships. That study found that 85% of the
region is zoned residential and that 49% of the region is zoned for R-80 or higher. In Connecticut,
this large lot residential zoning pattern is generally characterized by self-contained, on-site water and
septic systems. Coupled with this residential pattern are large separations between residential,
commercial, industrial and institutional land uses in order to promote and protect residential property
values. The need to functionally link these separate land uses and provide optimum access
opportunities is now accomplished almost exclusively through use of the automobile and supported
byawell-developed, well-maintained system of highways. In this typical suburban setting, auto use,
even for incidental trips, has become the norm rather than the exception since it has become
impractical and in many instances unsafe to walk, ride a bike or use traditional transit. It is now
widely recognized that the suburban land use pattern, with its dependence on the automobile, is the
one of the many causes of degraded air quality.

At the same time, while continuing to support suburban development patterns through the legal
24



powers of zoning, residents of southeastern Connecticut appearto be expressing an increasingly high
level of dissatisfaction with the fact that “their’” highway capacity, air quality and personal safety is
being consumed by those people visiting the region for gaming, tourism and recreational purposes
or simply passing through. The tension between residents of the region consuming highway capacity
as a matter of right and non-residents doing the same as a matter of privilege creates confusion with
respect to transportation investment goals. Confusion exists because the suburban lifestyle, with
its large, legally imposed separation of 1and uses, continues to be dependent upon the automobile and
a well-functioning regional highway network in order to enable people to conveniently get to their
~ many varied destinations. Simply changing patterns of transportation investment into mass transit,
without also changing land development patterns, ‘will ultimately not prove eﬁ‘ectlve

For long range'planm_ng purposes, the regional perception appears to be hlghly fragmented and
" localized, espécially with respect to highway improvements. Citizens in the eastern portion of the
" region surrounding the Route 2 corridor oppose the proposal to construct a limited access by-pass
of Routes 2 and 2A, while citizens on the western side of the region are equally adamant in support
ofthe eompletlon of such aroadway in the form of Route 11. In each case, both groups cite “quality-
- of-life” issues to support their respective cause. Underlymg this diverse perception is the universal
" recognition that Connecticut’s “central artery”, 1-95, is ‘increasingly breaking down, from
Greenwich to Stonington, and requires immediate attention.. This is especially critical for
southeastern Connecticut’s economy which is increasingly dependent on tourism.

How these political realities become reconciled into a coherent planning pollcy is unclear. Given
' the diverse political settmg in which the MPO planning process exists and the need for it to be
" responswe through an active citizéen involvement process, transportation planning goals and policies
in the twenty-first century ‘at the regional level may simply become a function of popular politics
" rather than being technically derived through analytical, performance-based criteria. In the wake of
" the September 11%, 2001 terrorist attack, many pre-exlstmg considerations have been overtaken by
"“matters of national security. In this new setting, it is even more crucial that a transportation
investment consensus be achieved. Given the order of magnitude of the cost of any one of the
- aforementioned projects, it is clear that the public resources will simply not be available to fund them
_ all, even'over a twenty-year period, despite the fact that these needs are real. 'Quite simply, this

means that either, a) new public-private financial partnerships will have to be created to share the
~financial burden of these projects, or b) hard decisions will have to be made regarding the priorities
for infrastructure investment over the ‘next twenty years as they relate to reglonal need and the

polmcs of perceptlon 2 - :

General Goals'

1. Through the planning process, encorage major transportatlon mﬁastructure investments that
are primarily directed toward supportmg public safety, reducmg congestlon and where practical,
long-term sustamable economlc development opportumtles S :

Doy

- 2. Ensure that, to the fullest extent practxcable mfrastructure investments are enwronmentally
balanced, safe, efficient and modally integrated. ‘ : : :

3. ' Develop a'regional transportation system that méets the needs of all segments of the resident
population as well as visitors, regardless of age, income, or disability, providing access to all parts
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of the region and to important points beyond its borders.

4. Reduce congestion and increase highway capacity by giving priority to non-automotive
(transit) improvements.

Objectives:

1. Safety

YYy Y

Make public safety improvements for all existing transportation modes the highest
priority.

Eliminate all regional road locations from the State’s high accident frequency list.
Where necessary, provide traffic operations improvements for better and safer traffic
flow and for the efficient movement of people and goods on the region’s highway
system.

Expand the existing 1nc1dent management system for the interstate hi ghway network
into an Intelligent Transportation Systems architecture to minimize response time for
all accident victims, to address any environmental contamination that may result and
to alert drivers to use alternative roads to minimize disruptions to traffic flow.

2. Efficiency

>

>

Y

Y YYY Y Y Y

Insure that funding priorities are given to projects directed toward maintaining
existing highways, bridges and transit as opposed to the construction of new
infrastructure except where absolutely necessary.

Reduce the need for unnecessary trips by encouraging 1ntelhgent land use planmng
through a regional pattern of development that is both compatible with the natural
environment and which can be serviced efficiently and economically with necessary
public facilities.

Develop alternative modes to single-occupant hlghway transportatlon, including
minibuses, ferries, special vehicles, bicycle and pedestrian ways, and rail.
Encourage the control of access on heavily-traveled corridors through the use of
shared driveways. Where possible, encourage and support municipal efforts to
develop access management policies and plans, especially for land abutting the
region’s major arterial highways.

Encourage local planning and zoning commissions to require larger frontage and
setbacks for property along heavily traveled corridors.

Strive to provide effective coordination of all modes of transportation through
schedules and the provision of multi-modal terminals.

Establish an efficient, affordable public transportation system which meets the needs
of the regional population as well as the tourism industry.

Improve signage on the region’s highway network to reduce unnecessary travel time.
Expand and improve SEAT service.

Encourage the revival of passenger rail on the N.E. Central and Providence and
Worcester lines.

Consider development of water taxis at the mouth of the Thames River in concert
with existing ferry service.
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Retain and expand Shoreline-East rail service to New London.

3. Effectiveness

v‘.

L2020 20 2u

To the extent practrcable ensure that mfrastructure mvestments ‘avoid -adverse
impacts on residential property values and on the quality-of-life of the residents of
established neighborhoods.

Ensure that transportation facrhtres avoid adverse impacts on historical, open space,

recreational and watershed areas and structures, whlle at the same time provrdmg

accessibility to them.

" “Promote the expansion of ridesharing through car poolmg, van poohng and the

increased use of commuter parking lots. - :
Encourage land use patterns that enable brcyclmg and walkrng wherever possrb]e or

' that may be served by pubhc transit.
_ ' Encourage innovations in work schedules, such as flex-time, staggered work hours,
‘work at home and the four-day work week, where these appear to be feasible.
"Utilize the Council of Governments to develop a close working relationship among
‘member communities for the purpose of 1dent1fymg opportumtles to deal eﬁ'ectxvely
with transportation problems.

Insure that there is eﬁ'ectrve citizen partlcrpatron in all phases of the transportatron

planmng process.
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IV. HIGHWAYS

The following paragraphs review the major highways in southeastern Connecticut as shown in Figure
8. The information was based on studies conducted by CONNDOT and SCCOG and on discussions
with officials and citizens in the towns and cities of southeastern Connecticut.

North/South Corridor, West of Thames River: This corridor extends between Norwich and New
London. Itis served by I-395 and the parallel Route 32. The interstate highway is the main north-
south link in the systém of four-lane facilities that connect the urban centers of Norwich and New
London by way of Route 82 (West Main Street in Norwich), I-395 (through Montville), and Routes
693 and 32 (through Waterford and into New London).

Historically, traffic volumes on Route 32 through Montville declined somewhat when the tolls were
removed on [-395 during the mid-1980's, but development in eastern Montville in recent years has
generated traffic to the extent that average daily volumes now exceed 14,000 vehicles on this section
of highway. Use of the road will undergo extensive changes in the coming years largely as the result
of new development attracted to. the area because of the Mohegan Sun Casino. At present,
congestion is confined mainly to two areas where economic activity has been allowed to expand
without adequate controls on access to properties abutting the highway. This has resulted in poorly-
defined intersections and driveways addressed as part of an access management project overseen by
SCCOG. Future improvement opportunities on Route 32 may include widening in isolated sections
but will mainly be limited to access consolidations, channelization and signal improvements.

North/South Corridor, East of Thames River: Route 12 serves north/south local and through .
traffic east of the Thames River between Norwich and Groton. Except for the section of the
highway located in Norwich, the road can be considered a reasonably adequate arterial highway
under present conditions of demand. However, the amount and type of future traffic growth will
undoubtedly call for improvements in various locations along this important highway. While the
opening of the bridge over Poquetanuck Cove marked a major step in the improvement of traffic
flow and safety on this section of the highway, the future disposition of the Norwich Hospital
property, at the intersection of Routes 12 and 2A, will potentially have a significant impact on this
roadway. Development at the former hospital site will undoubtedly require improvements to the
Mohegan-Pequot Bridge and may warrant the construction of a by-pass of Route 2A and
development of mass transit to serve the site. Average daily traffic volumes in the Montville vicinity
of Route 2A are now in excess of 23,800.

The section of Route 12 through Groton has the highest traffic volumes and highest number of
accidents in this corridor. It also has four or more traffic lanes between Crystal Lake Road and
Route 1. But congestion continues to occur because of frequent turning movements at the numerous
intersections and driveways to businesses and residential development along the frontage. Major
traffic generators such as the Groton Square shopping center, US Submarine Base and the USS
Nautilus Memorial and Submarine Force Library and Museum have added significantly to
congestion in this corridor. Completion of the reconstruction of the interchange with Route 184 will
help alleviate some of the congestion at this point in the roadway. Other than driveway
consolidations and access management techniques, future improvement opportunities in this section

of Route 12 appear limited.
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Another north/south route paralleling Route 12 east of the Thames River is Route 117. Land use
along much of this road is residential. It extends from Route 2 in Preston to Route 1 in Groton. The
reconstruction of this route between Ledyard Center and Route 184 in Groton now provides a good
altemative to the busy Route 12 for commuting workers and others traveling between Groton and
towns to the north. With the completion of the Mystic Marriott, additional commercial development
can be expected in the vicinity of I-95 although no major improvements to this roadway are
envisioned at this time.

East/West Corridor: I-95 is the most heavily traveled corridor in the region. It is the main
highway for travelers along the Atlantic coast from Florida to Maine. With future development
potential all along this corridor, ‘increases in congestion on this route are inevitable. Likewise,
Routes 1 and 156, which served as the main through-routes prior to the completion of I-95, also
continue to see growth in traffic. As the volume-to-capacity ratio on I-95 approaches 1.0, service
levels will continue to deteriorate. Serious consideration must now be given to adding lanes from-
the Connecticut River to the Rhode Island border and finding transit solutions to reduce traffic. A
CONNDOT study of the I-95 corridor from Branford to the Rhode Island border was completed in
1999. It confirmed that capacity improvements all along I-95 were needed. This recognition was
followed by Section 16 of Connecticut P.A. 01-05, in which funds were appropriated to begin the
planning and environmental studies to determine the most practicable way to improve the capacity
of I-95. SCCOG vigorously supports the need for improvements to this highway and has made it one
of the top plan priorities. [-95 improvements also are among the top priorities of the Transportation
Strategy Board and the two Transportation Investment Areas in which SCCOG is located.

In 1999-2000, safety concerns on 1-95 resulted in the development of an Incident Management
Program to insure continued traffic flow, the well-being of victims and the affected environment.
This project is being followed up by the development of an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
to monitor traffic flow and alert drivers to disruptions in flow as aresult of accidents. In theinterim,
there is an immediate safety need to eliminate the bottleneck on I-95 between Exits 82 and 82A.
Solutions could include the addition of a third lane and/or closing the Vauxhall Street access and
egress ramps. Action is also needed in the short-term to modify the ramps at Exit 74 in East Lyme.

Two other east/west corridors serve the more northerly part of the region. One of these is the Route
82/Route 165 corridor. This corridor passes through the entire northern part of the region, entering
in Salem in the west, passing through Montville, Bozrah, Norwich, Preston, Griswold, and
Voluntown before exiting into Rhode Island. Generally the corridor is not heavily traveled when
compared with other travel corridors in the region. With the exception of Route 82 in Salem at the
termination of Route 11 and Route 82 in Norwich east of the intersection of Route I-395, no major
capacity improvements are envisioned.

The other east/west corridor serving the northern tier of the region’s municipalities comprises Route
207 from the Franklin/Lebanon town line to Baltic, and Route 138 easterly from Baltic, through
Sprague, Lisbon, Griswold and Voluntown. Traffic on this rural corridor is also light, attributable
to low demand and perhaps in part to the poor condition of the road between Baltic and Jewett City.
The intersection of Routes 138 and 169 in Lisbon needs to be reconstructed. However, relatively
low traffic volumes and few accidents do not presently make this a high priority.

Northwest/Southeast Corridors: Two major routes serve the region in this direction. These are
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Route 2 and Routes 11 and 85.- Route 2 enters the region near its western extremity in Colchester
and passes through eight towns before reaching its eastern terminus in the Pawcatuck section of
- -Stonington. Routes 11 and 85 are the main routes of travel between Route 2 in Colchester and New
: London, passrng through Salem, Montville and Waterford. ; -

v Through-trafﬁc on Route 2 from the Hartford/Glastonbury area remalns a dtﬂicult regronal trafﬁc
‘problem to solve. This is due, in large part, to the huge demand created by the Foxwoods Resort and
Casino. One option to by-pass the bottleneck in Norwich is to re-route traffic south on 1-395 to
Route 2A. While this ostensibly solves the congestion problem in Norwich, a second highway
* bottleneck exists in the village of Poquetanuck in Preston. The solution to this problem, identified
by CONNDOT .as part of the Route 2/2A/32 Environmental Impact Study, is to create a limited
. -access by-pass of Route 2A. However, thls solution is currently being opposed by the Town of
"«Preston s : e, . ~ . -

* ‘Since 1992 Foxwoods Casmo has had a srgmﬁcant 1mpact on trafﬁc in the reglon The facrhty
attracts an average of more than 25,000 vehicles per day. On peak days this number can double.
Routes 2 and 2A have clearly borne the brunt of the increased traffic but there is also a noticeable
increase in volumes on other roads as well. Traffic going to the casino from the western part of the
" state uses I-395 and Route 2A through the Poquetanuck section of Preston to get to Route 2, while
. traffic from the east, on I-95, uses Exit 92 at Route 2 in North Stonington to get to the‘reservatton
. Traffic approaching from the northeast, on I-395, exits at Route 164 in Gnswold to get to Route 2.
. ~As the number of people employed both on and off - the reservation increases (now about 13 000)
- and as patrons become more familiar with the area, the secondary road system has been exploxted
- as offering less congested routes of travel to and from the gaming center. Thisis resultmg in heawer
volumes on these narrow roads. Likewise, local residents are increasin gly using the secondary road
‘system in order to avoid congestion on the main arterials. szen concern about the changing
pattern of both the primary and secondary roadway use in thrs sectton of the region is w1despread
However, there continues to be strong public resistance to making major hrghway tmprovements
simply for the convenience of casino patrons. Independently, interest has been expressed by the
Town of Preston in developing the Preston City area in the vicinity of Routes 164 and 165 as a
village center. This long term development objective is somewhat in conflict wrth the growing
volumes of gaming traffic on Route 164 headed toward Foxwoods Preston i is recommending
intersection modifications along Route 164, both above and below the mtcrsectron with Route 165.
Of immediate concern will be the realignment of the intersection of Route 164 at Old Shetucket
Turnpike and Amos/Northwcst Comer Roads. S :

; Route 2 is constructed to artenal standards between Norwrch and Route 201 in North Stomngton
with 12-foot lanes and 8-foot shoulders in each direction. Easterly of this pomt, it lacks the needed
. lane or shoulder width and :alignment to accommodate traffic in a safe and efficient manner.
Recommendations for reconstruction between Route 201'in North Stomngton and its intersection
- with I-95 in Stonington are now a part of an Envrronmental Impact Study Thus far, howcver, there
_has been no regional or local consensus to make major improvements to Route 2 other than addmg
. shoulders. Between I-95 and Route 78, Route 2 has been improved to four lanes. Again, access to
and from Route 2 to abutting properties is of continuing concern as the volume of this roadway
approaches its capacity. Finally, the termination of Route 2 where it intersects with Route 1 in
- Stonington remains -a high frequency accident location. This complex intersection should.be
. considered for future signalization or other structural modifications to 1mprove safety and trafﬁc

- 31



flow.

Over the next several years, as the region continues to develop as a major tourism destination, traffic
is expected to more than double, and in some cases triple, on many area roads and to be substantially
increased on others. Enterprises on property abutting I-95 in North Stonington (once proposed for
a theme park) may heighten the need to consider improving other roads, especially those that link
Mystic to Foxwoods. One of these is Route 201 in North Stonington between Route 2 and the
Stonington town line.

The seasonal traffic congestion occurring on Route 85 in Salem, Montville, and Waterford is not
likely to diminish significantlyuntil Route 11 is completed. Although year-round trafficin the Route
85 corridor is presently moderate, with average daily traffic of less than 13,000 between Route 82
and the Montville town line, it reaches intolerable conditions on summer weekends when recreation
trafficin this corridor reaches its peak. CONNDOT is in the process of finalizing the Environmental
Impact Statement reqmred before permits for the project can be issued. SCCOG supports the EIS’s
recommendation for the creation of a low impact arterial parkway built on new location,
accompanied by a greenway and has made it a comnerstone of this plan.

Traffic Volumes: In FY 1998, a SCCOG study analyzed traffic volumes on all the arterials and
expressways in the region. The original study focused on traffic during the period from 1980
through 1996. Traffic volume data on the locations identified in the 1998 study have been updated
annually as shown in Table 5. Figure 9 depicts the percentage change in traffic volumes on the
region’s major roads between 1992-2001. This nine-year penod was chosen because it represents
the period of greatest growth in traffic beginning with the opening of Foxwoods Casino in 1992. The
data show that growth in traffic volumes on the Route 2 corridor, especially that section from
Norwich to Stonington, were extraordinary beginning in 1992 when Foxwoods Casino opened.
However, the effect of Mohegan Sun can now be seen with traffic volumes on Route 2 now showing
reductions from peak years.

Traffic volumes on Route 85 between Salem and Waterford are also of interest since both the Route
2 and Route 85 roadway segments are presently the subject of Environmental Impact Studies. The
~ data continue to show that average annual traffic volumes of critical segments of Route 85 remain
modest by comparison to comparable traffic volumes on Route 2 east of Norwich.

Figure 10 depicts the history of Average Daily Traffic Volume Growth just north of Exit 80 on Route
I-395 in Norwich for a 10 year period from 1993 through 2002. These data were presented primarily
to show the dramatic increase in traffic volumes on this roadway beginning in October, 1996 with
the opening of the Mohegan Sun Casino. The figure shows a steep increase in daily traffic between
September, 1996 where approximately 45,000 vehicles/day used the road, to a volume of about
53,000 vehicles/day after the casmo opened in October. Traffic volumes dropped slightly for the
] remalmng two months of the year. However, for each year thereafter, monthly volumes beginning
in January are consistently clustered in a higher tier, now at almost 55,000 cars/day. By August,
ADT’snow exceed 65,000 cars/day. This strongly suggests that the Mohegan Sun has had a lasting
impact on the use of this roadway that, unlike I-95, shows no distinct seasonal pattern.

By comparison, Figure 11 depicts Average Daily Traffic Volume trends jﬁst south of Exit 89/Allyn
Street on [-95 in Groton for the period between 1991 through October, 2002. These data represent
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TABLE 5

TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT SELECTED LOCATIONS: 1 992 - 2001

% CHANGE

Source: ConnDOT

ROUTE . frown - . LOCATlON X A . 1992_ADT 1996 ADT 2001 ADT] 92-01 .
el Sl ose—i—
1- |EAST.LYME ... . |[UPPER PATTAGANSETT.TO RTE 161 o o o] ... 12500] . 11700).. 12600] .. . -..1%
1. _[WATERFORD . - - |[CROSSRDTORTE156. ... .. . . .. |.. .13800] ...11700] ... 12800|...... - -7%
1. . [WATERFORD .. .. _ [RTE 156.TO WILLETS AVE .| .. .25300 24900[. . 25600/ . 1%
1 _ INEW LONDON._.. _ INEW LONDON TL TO RTE 643 . 18300] 15000 14200] . -22%
1 _|GROTON... .. _ . |SOUTHRD TORTE 117 _ . 16600 . 15000] .. 16300 2%
1 . |GROTON __ _ |RTE215 TOALLYNST: . . . 6200 6200 6200 ~ . 0%
1 .. . |STONINGTON . [WJCT1ATOEJCT.1A 6200 6300 7000 13%
1 ~|STONINGTON RTE 1ATO RTE 234 10400 9600 10400 0%
1. |STONINGTON. _ |RTE234TORTE2: - 16500 16300 18000 9%
1 _ISTONINGTON.. .. |RTE2TORISTATE LINE 23200 21100 23300 0%
2 |COLCHESTER .. . [EBFRRTE 149 TOMILLHILLRD 21000 26000 31300 49%
2 |COLCHESTER '|EB FR RTE 354 TO CHESTNUT HILL RD 12100 17000] = 21400 77%
2. LEBANON COLCHESTER-LEBANON TL TO SCOTT HILL RD 12400 16800 . 21400 73%
2. [BOZRAH - i EB FRRTE 163 TO EB TO RTE 608 14500 19600 23700 63%
2. NORWICH - ~ |EB JCT RTE 2A EB EXIT 1-395 - 21000 25900 26800 28%
2: NORWICH - [LAFAYETTE ST TO BROADWAY 20700 20900] . 20800 0%
2 |PRESTON NORWICH-PRESTON TL TO RTE 117 11200] 14600 __ 12000 .. . 7%
2 _|PRESTON LINCOLN PARK RD TO RTE 164 , 16000] __ 23500] _ 19700] .. 23%
2 LEDYARD . |RTE 164 TO PRESTON-LEDYARD TL o 16400 27200 24500 49%
2 NORTH STONINGTON[LEDYARD-NORTH STONINGTON TL TO RTE 201 14200 26200] . 18800 32%
2 INORTH STONINGTON|RTE 627 TO RTE 184 . - 15700] 25800 20300 29%
2 NORTH STONINGTON|RTE 184 TO RTE 1-95 13300 21500 19200 ~44%
12 STONINGTON RTE49TORTE78 - 21000 21500 21000 0%
12A MONTVILLE {395 TORTE32. - - : " 16800 20900 38200 127%
12A MONTVILLE RTE 32 TO MONTVILLE—PRESTON TL 15500 18800 23800 54%
|2A |PRESTON RTE 12 TORTE 117 6800 - 9900 12700 87%
11 |SALEM |WITCH MEADOW RD TO SALEM-COLCHESTER TL - 7100 6800 . 9100 28%
12 GROTON RTE 184 TO CRYSTAL LAKE RD 30000 26200 28400 -5%
12 |GROTON . CRYSTAL LAKE RD TO GROTON-LEDYARD TL 14100 13500 15600 1%
12 LEDYARD - HURLBUT RD TO MILITARY HGWY . 10600f - 11000 13300 25%
12 LEDYARD - RTE 214 TO LEDYARD-PRESTON TL , 12000 12400 14200 18%
12 [PRESTON - :|[JCT OF RTE 2A TO NORWICH-PRESTON TL 8400 8500 8100 -4%
12 "INORWICH. BOSWELL AVE TO RTE 97 . 14600 13800 14500 -1%
12 . LISBON . -|BUNDY HILL RD TO NB 1-395 5300 4800 - 5500 4%
12 GRISWOLD MCKENNA AVE TO GRISWOLD-CANTERBURY TL 4900 5000 5000 2%
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TABLE 5

TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT SELECTED LOCATIONS: 1992 - 2001

Source: ConnDOT

] SR . : % CHANGE

ROUTE JTOWN .. LOCATION - : 1992 ADT §1996 ADT J2001 ADT§ 92-01
. Y ————

27 STONINGTON MYSTIC SEAPORT.-TO COOGAN BLVD 17400 14700 12400 -29%
27 STONINGTON RTE 234 TO STONINGTON-GROTON TL 6600 6800 8100 23%
32 WATERFORD WATERFORD-NEW LONDON TL TO RTE 693 31300 28300 29200 ~7%
32 MONTVILLE WATERFORD-MONTVILLE TL TO RTE 163 11100 10600 10000 -10%
32 MONTVILLE RTE 163 TO RTE 2A 12400 12200 14200 15%
32 NORWICH DUNHAM ST TO RTE 82 6900 6000 7700 12%
32 FRANKLIN NORWICH-FRANKLIN TL TO RTE 87 14500 19200 19300 33%
32 FRANKLIN RTE 87 TO RTE 610 10500 14100 13400 28%
32 FRANKLIN RTE 610 TO RTE 207 8400 10400 10100 20%
49 NORTH STONINGTON|STONINGTON-NORTH STONINGTON TL TO 1-95 3700 4000 3800 5%
49 NORTH STONINGTON|GRINDSTONE HILL RD TO VOLUNTOWN TL 1000 1400 1600 60%
49 VOLUNTOWN - . VOLUNTOWN TL TO RTE 165 1000 1400 1600 60%
49 VOLUNTOWN |WYLIE SCHOOL RD TO STERLING TL 900 1000 1300 44%
82 SALEM RTE 11 TO RTE 85 7800 8700 10100 29%
82 SALEM - RTE 85 TO RTE 354 3400 3800 4100 21%
82 MONTVILLE |RTE 163 TO MONTVILLE-BOZRAH TL 4700 5900 5800 23%
82 NORWICH MONTVILLE RD TO 1-395 9800 15700 20600 110%
82 NORWICH 1-395 TO DUNHAM ST 19800 22900 26000 31%
85 WATERFORD JEFFERSON AVE TO PHILLIPS ST 18600 13900 16900 -9%
85 WATERFORD 1-95 TO CRYSTAL MALL 27900 23400 29100 4%
85 WATERFORD I-385 TO WATERFORD-MONTVILLE TL 10400 10600 12700 22%
85 MONTVILLE MONTVILLE-WATERFORD TL TO RTE 161 10400 10600 12700 22%
85 SALEM MONTVILLE-SALEM TL TO RTE 82 11100 12000 12800 15%
85 SALEM - RTE 82 TO SALEM-COLCHESTER TL - 3400 3400 4500 32%
87 FRANKLIN BOZRAH-FRANKLIN TL TO CHAMPION RD 3600 4300 5100 42%
95 EAST LYME ROCKY NECK CON TO RTE 161 51300 60400 71300 39%
95 WATERFORD NB FR PKWAY S TO NB EXIT TO PKWAY S 49200 53300 62500 27%
95 GROTON GROTON-NEW LONDON TL TO RTE1 109600 113800 122700 12%
95 GROTON . RTE 349 TO RTE 117 66100 71800 77000 16%
95 STONINGTON RTE 27 TO RTE 234 44500 49600 53300 20%
95 STONINGTON TAUGWANK RD TO RTE 2 36200 40800 43500 20%
g5 NORTH STONINGTON|RTE49 TO RTE 216 . - 25400 28600].  37100]. 46%
97 NORWICH " RTE 169 TO 1-395° : 7200 6300 6600 -8%
97 SPRAGUE SALT ROCK RD TO SCOTLAND TL 1000 1200 1400 40%
117 GROTON RTE 1 TO I-95 13400 13900 13900 4%
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TABLE 5

TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT SELECTED LOCATIONS: 1992 - 2001

Source: ConnDOT

% CHANGE

ROUTE  frown LOCATION 1992 ADT 1996 ADT J2001 ADT| 92-01

e T —— ——

117 GROTON GALES FERRY RD TO GROTON-LEDYARD TL 8000 10500 9500 19%
117 LEDYARD SANDY HOLLOW RD TO COL LEDYARD HIGHWAY 7300 9400 8100 11%
117 LEDYARD CHURCH HILL RD TO LEDYARD-PRESTON TL 3900 3900 4700 21%
117 PRESTON LINCOLN PARKRD TORTE 2 - 6100 8400 10000 64%
138 SPRAGUE RTE 97 TO RTE 660 1300 1000 1200 -8%
1138 LISBON . . . RTE169 TORTE12 = _4200] . 37001 4000 .. -5%
{138 . GRISWOLD . ._|EDMUND RD TO RTE 201 - o * 6800 _' 7600 _ 7100} . .. 4%
1138 GRISWOLD .. |RTE 201 TO GRISWOLD-VOLUNTOWN TL . 5800 ‘5700 6300 . . 9%
(138 .. |[VOLUNTOWN. . . IRTE49TO RTE 165 . -4000 5000 6000 50%
138 [VOLUNTOWN IRTE 165 TO RI STATE LINE 1000 - -1100] 1300 -30%
156 . |EAST LYME ROCKY NECK CON TO BLACK PQOINT RD 7400 -.9100 .9300 26%
156 EAST LYME - |BLACK POINT RD TO RTE 161 . 11900 10200 10300 -13%
156 WATERFORD NIANTIC RIVERRD TO RTE 213 9400 9100 9800 4%
161 " |EAST LYME INDUSTRIAL PKRD TO 1-95 22200 22100 20800 -6%
{161 EAST.LYME: WALNUT HILLRD TO MONTVILLE-EAST LYME TL 4100 ._4600 4500 « 10%
- 1163 MONTVILLE. RTE 32 TO ROBERTSONRD .. LT 6800 . 7100 8300 22%
1163 “IMONTVILLE ROBERTSON RD TO CHESTERFIELD RD 4800 4800 .6800 42%
1163 BOZRAH - - |SCOTT HILL RD TO GAGER RD 2400 . 25000 . 2400 0%
164 |PRESTON . IRTE2TORTE605 . 6300 10300 '11200 78%
1164 . |PRESTON RTE 165 TO PRESTON-GRISWOLD TL 6400 8400 9300 45%
164 -|GRISWOLD - . . |[PALMERRD TORTE630 . :- 4100 .9700 10000 144%
165 PRESTON |OLD JEWETT CITY RD TO RTE 605 4100 4400 4800 17%
1165 '|GRISWOLD - |PRESTON-GRISWOLD TL PACHAUG MARINA 2700 -3200 3400 -26%
165 VOLUNTOWN . [FORGE HILL RD TO RHODE ISLAND STATE LINE 2000 2400 3200 60%
1169 - {INORWICH WASHINGTON ST TO HUNTERS RD 10500 10200] - 10600 1%
1169 JLISBON. . [NORWICH-LISBON TL TO 1-395 2700 . 2600 2800 ~ 4%
1169 [LISBON - " |RTE 138 TO KINSMAN HiLL RD 4900 - 5100 -5600 14%
1169 |LISBON “|KIMBALL RD TO CANTERBURY TL +3600f . .-3700 ‘4200 - 17%
- |184 GROTON RTE 12 TO KINGS HGWY #2 16400 16800 16800 : 2%
1184 GROTON FLANDERS RD TO COW HILL RD 10100 - 9000 9400 - ~1%
- |184 |STONINGTON |GROTON-STONINGTON TL TO RTE 201 -5100 5400 -5100 - 0%
1184 - {ISTONINGTON _|RTE 201 TO NORTH STONINGTON-STONINGTON TL - 2800 - 2900 2900 ‘4%
184 |NORTH STONINGTON|NORTH STONINGTON-STONINGTON TL TO RTE 2 - 2800 - 2900 3600 29%
. [201. - -[NORTH STONINGTON|STONINGTON TL TO JEREMY HILL RD - 3000 3300 3100 - 3%
- 1201 - INORTH STONINGTON|MILLER RD TO GRISWOLD-NORTH STONINGTON TL 1000 1200 1300 - 30%
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TABLE 5

TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT SELECTED LOCATIONS: 1992 - 2001

— — _ - _ % CHANGE
ROUTE JTOWN . LOCATION =~ . : 1992 ADT §1996 ADT J2001 ADT§ 92-01 ‘
e ——— ——— -
201 - GRISWOLD NORTH STONINTON-TL TO RTE 165 1000 1200 1300 30%
201 GRISWOLD RTE 138 TO STONE HILL RD 1300 1200 1200 -8%] .
201 GRISWOLD STONE HILL RD TO 1-395 3000 3200 3300 10%
201 GRISWOLD 1-395 TORTE 12 _ 3600 3000 2900 -19%]
207 - FRANKLIN HOLTON RD TO RTE 610 2500 2300 3200} 28%] i
207 SPRAGUE FRANKLIN-SPRAGUE TL TO PLAIN HILL RD 1300} : 3600 3700 185%]|
213 - WATERFORD BRAMAN RD TO GOSHENRD . 5100} 4100 3700 -27%|
213 NEW LONDON OCEAN AVE TO PLANT ST. 8300} 7800| - 7800 -6%]|
214 LEDYARD AVERY HILL RD TO RTE117 - 4600 4400 4100} -11%
214 LEDYARD SPICER HILL RD TO SHEWVILLE RD 3200 5400§ 4200 31%
215 GROTON RTE 1 TO BROOK ST. . 7900 9100} - 8800} - 11%
215 GROTON . MOSHER ST TO RTE 1 4800] : 4900 6600 38%] -
216 NORTH STONINGTON|DENNISON HILL RD TO RTE 184 1200 1400 1500 25%
234 STONINGTON TAUGWANK RD TO RTE1 - 6100 7600 7400 21%]|
349 - GROTON - RAINVILLE AVE TO RTE 1 24000 24200 26100 9%|
354 COLCHESTER STANAVAGE RD TO COLCHESTER-SALEM TL 2700 2600 2600 4%|
354 SALEM ' COLCHESTER-SALEM TL TO RTE 82 2700 2600 2600 -4%
395 WATERFORD EAST LYME-WATERFORD TL TO RTE 85 10000 19400 25300 153%|
395 WATERFORD RTE 85 TO WATERFORD-MONTVILLE TL 16000 26700 35700( 123%
395" MONTVILLE RTE 163 TO RTE 2A 37400 44000 56300 51%|
395 MONTVILLE RTE 2A TO MONTVILLE-NORWICH TL 38300 47200 60600 58%|.
395 NORWICH RTE 82 TO RTE 2 ‘ 37700 47200 57700 53%
395 NORWICH ¢ RTE 642 TO RTE 97 29100 33500] - 39000]° 34%
395 GRISWOLD - RTE 138 TO RTE 201 19900] 25500 30100 51%
610 - FRANKLIN - RTE 32 TO RTE 207 2200 2200 2200 0%
614 GROTON - LAMPHERE RD TO RTE 184 5700 56001 6700 18%
649 GROTON POQUONNOCK RD #1 TO POQUONNOCK RD #2 11200 8100 8700 -22%

Source: ConnDOT
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the highest traffic volumes in the region and show a distinct seasonal trend in summer growth in
traffic. The seasonal growth in traffic in August represents an increase of 60% over the month of

January.

Like Figure 10, Figure 11 shows that the opening of Foxwoods Casino in 1992 resulted in a stepped,
or tiered, growth pattern relative to the use of 1-95 at this location. Traffic volumes for each
subsequent year following 1991 and 1992 are clustered at the upper portion of the figure. This
suggests that, like Mohegan Sun, Foxwood’s has had a lasting impact in this vicinity of I-95 despite
the fact that each successive year has not resulted in a significant increase in traffic volumes over
the preceding year.

There are other road segments in the region with notable increases in traffic volumes. Theseinclude
Routes 164 in Griswold, 82 in Norwich, 2A in Montville and 207 in Sprague. Increases in traffic
volumes on these routes indicate residential and commercial growth in outlying areas, some of which
may very will exist outside the southeast region. In this respect shifts in employment destinations
and employee origins could also explain some of this emerging traffic growth.

Significant daily traffic volumes were recorded on Routes 1, 12, and 32 that range from 16,000 to
28,800 vehicles/day. Collectively, these segments show little or no percentage change when
compared to traffic volumes in previous years. As a result of many years of commercial
development, these road segments appear to be approaching their effective carrying capacity and may
actually represent travel obstacles that drivers try to avoid. This is also true of segments of I-95
which typically carry volumes 0f 65,000 to 70,000 vehicles/day. Theregion’shighest AADT’s were
recorded at the Gold Star Bridge crossing the Thames River on I-95. This segment of highway carries
not only through-traffic but also serves the Groton Industrial Area. At this station, AADT’s of
122,700 vehicles/day were recorded in 2001. But when compared to the previous year, this traffic
volume represents only a 1.4 percent increase. Generally, these levels of traffic volume suggest a
condition of strained capacity warranting some degree of future concern.

High Frequency Accident Locations: Recent SCCOG studies have examined high frequency
accident locations. These are the sites of a large number of automobile accidents where the number
of recorded accidents exceeds the expected number of accidents. Figure 12 was constructed using
data provided by CONNDOT. The high frequency accident data are provided in 3-year increments,
spanning a time period from 1998-2000. The CONNDOT data uses a methodology that is built on
an assumption about the relationship between traffic volume, the physical characteristics of the
roadway segment or intersection and the resultant number of accidents. In this type of study setting,
it is assumed that a certain number of accidents will occur. However, when the actual number of
accidents recorded exceeds the expected number of accidents, the accident site is identified for
further study.

Accident data for southeastern Connecticut over this time period tends to be consistent in identifying
particular roadway segments where a high number of accidents frequently occur over time. While
the exact location of accidents is not always consistent on a year-to-year basis, certain areas in
southeastern Connecticut tend to be consistently classified as high frequency accident locations.

These appear to have several factors in common. Highway segments or intersections in which there
* isarelatively high volume of traffic associated with intensive strip commercial development are the
most likely areas to be classified as high frequency accident locations. Salem Tumpike (Route 82)
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in Norwich is perhaps the most illustrative example of this setting in the region, but it is not alone.
Also included in this category is the Colman/Jefferson Avenue shopping area in New London, the
Route 85 Crystal Mall area in Waterford as well as the Routc {2/Route 1 shopping area in Groton.

In and of itself, high speed travel does not necessarily result in accidents. The more likely pattern
is a location where high speed, through-traffic is utilizing the same roadway as slower speed, local
traffic. Given the high traffic volumes on Route 2, east of Norwich, the relatively small number of
high frequency accident locations can be attributed to the lack of abutting commercial development.
Likewise, with the obvious exception of the Crystal Mall area, the majority of Route 85 through
Salem and Montville is free of high frequency accident locations except at the intersection of Route
82 where turning movements associated with commercial development is in conflict with through-
traffic. Responsibility for creating the conditions where these traffic conflicts occur largely rests
with local land use authorities.

This pattern of automobile accldents is perhaps the best example of the very strong linkage between
certain types of abuttmg land uses and transportation. It also reinforces the notion of shared
responsibility for hi ghway safety with local land use regulatory agencies, specifically planning and
zoning commissions, which oversee the site plans of abutting commercial development. Often, in
the rush to generate tax base through commercial development, issues of highway access
management are overlooked or ignored by local commissions under the misguided notion that
creating safe highways is entirely the responsibility of the Connecticut Department of Transportation.
In the short term, adoption and implementation of strict access management plans by local
commissions will go a long way toward alleviating the potential for unsafe highway conditions.
This is especially important for emerging strip commercial development along arterial highways.
Examples include Route 2 in Preston and North Stomngton Route 164 in Griswold and Route 16
in Colchester.

In selected areas, highway improvement projects have been completed to help address some of these
problem accident areas. For instance, improvements have been completed to the Routes 85 and 1-95
intersection area in Waterford as well as the Route 32 section in Waterford south of the access to I-
395. This should lead to less accidents in these areas. CONNDOT also issues service memos,
through its Traffic Division, for relatively simple and inexpensive corrections, such as pavement
markings or warning and directional signs, to improve the safety of some high frequency accident
locations.

In the broadest scope, the Regional Transportation Plan is intended to address highway safety
concerns and suggest improvements. Some of the high frequency accident locations cited above
have been addressed in this document. As one example, the Routes 12/184/1-95 interchange area
_ in Groton is presently undergoing improvements. A second example is the Route 2/Route 1

intersection in Stonington. Both ofthese areas were previously identified as high frequencyaccident
locations.

Bridges: Since the collapse of the Mianus River Bridge in 1983, there has been a continuing
statewide emphasis on bridge reconstruction by CONNDOT. In the past two decades, special
. appropriations were made by the legislature for this purpose resulting in 145 bridges located within
- southeastern Connecticut being rebuilt or identified as needing improvement. Work is completed
or underway on most of them. Table 6 depicts the status of the eighteen remaining bridges in the
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TABLE 6

' ConnDOT Bridge Program -~~~

2002 - 2003

. i Percent| Advertise.| Const Cosf Including

Town: 7. = “Route |Location Design Date .- Incidentals
Bozrah " TR - |Fitchville Pond ° 111 - | 12/17/03 $488,000
EastLyme . = : °| :432 Four Mile River 111 | 11/26/03 $192,000
Griswold TR - - {Pachaug River . 111 12/1/04 - $793,000
Griswold TR Pachaug River 111 12/1/04 $1,098,000
Groton - - US 1 .. |Mystic River 111 6/16/04 - $13,440,000
Groton uUs 1 Mystic River 111 2/19/03 . $1,800,000
Groton - US1 Mystic River - 333 12/29/99 - $3,095,195
Groton I-95 NB |Thames River,RR, Local '| 333 717199 - $1,455,460
North Stonington TR Pawecatuck River 222 11/31/03 $368,500
North Stonington 216 Spaulding Brook 111 .11/26/03 $330,000
Norwich 2 Shetucket River . - - 333 1/9/02 $3,720,000
Sprague . 1. TR Potash Hill Rd over Little _ | 111 12/17/03 $854,000

: River :
Stonington UsS 1 Stony Brook 111 12/3/03 - - -$977,200
Stonington - -|---US 1 - |Quanaduck Cove = -~ - 111 12/3/103 - -|-. - $921,000
Waterford US 1 * |Nevins Brook 222 7/10/03 - $999,100

Waterford 32 Brook 111 S

1M1 InGesign ~ ) " 43 '

222 - Deslgn Complete ... .. -

333 - In Construction
444 - Construction Complete

Source: ConnDOT



region requiring reconstruction.

In 1984, the General Assembly enacted P.A. 84-254 (now known as Section 13a-175q of the
Connecticut General Statutes) which provides state financial assistance to municipalities for the
removal, replacement, reconstruction, rehabilitation or improvement of local bridges. Under this
program, a municipality may qualify for a grant ranging from 10% to 33%, and a loan of up to 50%,
to cover eligible project costs.

To qualify for the program, a bridge must carry a certified public road and be structurally deficient
according to criteria developed by the Federal Highway Administration. In general, bridges are
considered to be structurally deficient if the physical condition of the deck, superstructure or
substructure are rated “poor” or below, or if the appraisal ratings for structure condition or waterway
adequacy are rated as requiring a high priority for replacement. In the case of a culvert, it is

considered structurally deficient if the overall condition of the culvert is poor. ‘

Section 13a-175s of the Connecticut General Statutes requires the Commissioner of Transportation
to maintain a list of deficient bridges and establish a priority list of eligible bridge projects for each
fiscal year. The purpose of the prioritized list is to rank the bridges on the basis of need, statewide.
The statewide list is updated annually and is presented in Table 7 below.

Table 7
, Local Bridge Program
Bridges Over 20’
Town . . i|Road . . . : Crossing
Griswold . Carol Road Pachaug River
Montville Meeting House Lane Cove River
North Stonington Boom Bridge Road Pawcatuck River
Norwich Wawecus Street Yantic River
Norwich Pleasant Street Yantic River
Salem Darling Road East Brook
Sprague Parkwood Road Little River/Hanover Reservoir.
| Waterford Old Mill Road Hunts Brook
Bridges Under 20’
Town Road Crossing -
Colchester Starr Road Brook
East Lyme Society Road Pattagansett River
Groton Packer Road Haley’s Brook
Groton Beach Road Venetian Harbor
Ledyard Stonybrook Road Billings Avery Brook
Lisbon Blissville Road Brook
Montville Derryhill Road Brook
North Stonington Puttker Road Green Fall River
Norwich East Town Street Brook
Norwich Hunters Road Hunter Brook
Sprague Lacroix Road Beaver Brook
Source: CONNDOT




V. TRANSIT

During the last decade, the decline in defense industry economic activity and the advent of full-scale
gambling casino operations in southeastern Connecticut have created unprecedented challenges and
opportunities for public transportation. These economic changes have prompted exploration of a
variety of new forms of public transportation. In addition to buses, public interest over the course
of the last decade has been drawn to fixed-guideways, including a light rail or monorail system as
well as the restoration of passenger rail service on existing freight rail lines. The feasibility of these
modes has been examined in detail as part of Environmental Impact Studies (EIS) being conducted
to address congestion in the Routes 2, 2A and 32 corridors as well as Route 85. In addition, in recent
years CONNDOT examined the potent1a1 for passenger rail in eastern Connecticut. In both cases,
despite the significant influx of tourists, ﬁxed-guldeway does not currently emerge as a feasiblenew
transit option largely due to the low popu]atlon densmes in the southeast reg:on :

Since 1980, ninetowns in southeastern Connec’ucut havebeen served by the pubhcbus system called
Southeast Area Transit (SEAT). In light of the above-noted economic changes, a comprehensive
" analysis of SEAT’s operating characteristics was conducted by SCCOG staff in 1996. This study
revealed that upon the abatement of the energy crisis in 1981, the pnmary mass market of
prospective transit users abandoned publxc transportation and returned to using cars. This had the
effect of depleting the mass market for public transportatlon leaving primarily a market of transit-
dependent people, a minority sector of the population in a generally suburbanized region such as
southeastern Connecticut. Without w1despread public support for transit, both ini terms of regular
users and federal, state and local financial support to underwrite the cost of service growth; SEAT
service levels naturally deteriorated over the years. Furthermore, stabilization of gasoline prices
during this period fueled a ma_jor housmg boom that by the late 1980's resulted in even greater levels
of. suburban development in the region. This had the further effect of separating residential
populations from the urban destinations commonly served by transit. Gradually, SEAT began to
realize that the basic economic and demographnc conditions that set the stage for the original
development of the transit system at the height of the energy cn51s in 1975 had changed so
dramatically that it was time to re-orient the transit system.

During 1996-97, SEAT devised a new transit plan to address the region’s expanding public
transportation needs, meeting local needs as well as the new demand created by the gaming and
tourism industry. A variation of that plan has now become a comerstone of the Region’s
Transportation Plan. The 1997 SEAT Transit Plan, graphically summarized in Figure 13,
aggressively called for 65 new compressed natural gas (CNG) buses to be added to the existing fleet
of 25 Diesel buses for a total fleet of 90 buses. Under the original plan, service levels throughout
the system would have been improved from 1 or 2 hour headways to %2 hour headways. In addition,
the geographic area of service would have been expanded to include the towns of Colchester and
Salem along Route 85, Bozrah on Route 82 and Preston and North Stonington on Route 2. The total
project capital cost, in 1996 dollars, was estimated to be $33 million of which the vehicle purchase
price would be $23.5 million. Expanding the existing SEAT building, including the addition of a
compressed natural gas refueling facility, accounted for an additional $7 million while the remaining
amount was dedicated to the creation of a third regional transportation center in the vicinity of Exit
92 on1-95. Annual operating costs were estimated to be about $20 million. However, preliminary
ridership estimates of the proposed expanded transit system were conservative due to the present lack
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of commitment by either gaming casino and/or thelr Tribal owners to help underwrite the system for
-their employees. With combined casino employment now exceedmg 20, 000 a srgmﬁcant financial
-commitment on the part of the tribes is essential in order to si gmﬁcantly reduce the public obligation
. of the annual operating deficit of the expanded system. Local vocal support foran expanded regional

© public transit system continues to be widespread. This is due, in large patt to the dearth of realistic,
- achievable, : cost . effective altemnatives to new hrghway construction to relieve growing traﬂic
. congestion. Local financial support for such an expansion ; remams constrained. Congress, as part
. of TEA-21, initially set aside $4.5 million for new CN G busesin support ofthe expansion. However,
these funds have now been programmed by the state to underwnte the replacement cost of SEAT’
‘ exrstlng ﬂeet in 2004 and are no longer available for expansron of the system, =

Dunng FY 2001 conceptual plans were developed to t1e together regular and hrgh-speed ferry, rail
“and regional bus service through the New London Transportation Center. In a study entitled
Proposed Congestion Mitigation: Southeastern Connecticut Intermodal Transit Progg@, SCCOG
suggested the development of an expanded bus system that would meet visitors amvmg in New
.London and convey them to the region’s tourist attractlons and casinos. The objective in developing
“such a system is the realization that in order to relieve congestion on 1-95, maJor reg10na1 transit
initiatives must be taken. With the completion of the Mohegan Sun expansion in 2002, as many as
75,000-100,000 people/day may be visiting southeastern Connecticut, making the région a major,

" world- wide tourist destination. While the region is readily accessible by rail and ferry, regional bus

. service continues to be the weak link. In order to promote transit as a realistic ‘alternative to
accessing the region by automobile, provrdmg suf’ﬁcrent moblhty w1thm the region by transit is
- -.absolutely essential in order to reach this tourist market. - Consequently, the region is now looking

-to a “Disney-type” transit system of access and mobrlrty as aregional transit model. In that settmg,

transit, not the automobile, becomes the dominant mode of choice 51mp1y because transit service
- levels are so high that convenience no longer becomes an issue. Using TSB appropriated funds,
- .SCCOG will have a study prepared which exammes  the ‘businéss and marketing aspects of such a
- -system. This project is of such high priority to the regron that it now becomes the fourth comerstone
. of the Regional Transportatlon Plan » :

Ultimately, 1nst1tut10nal changes wﬂl need to be made in order to brmg together all the pubhc and
- private entities to support regional transit. The existing state statutes that govern transit districts
. were developed almost four decades ago when reglonahsm was in its mfancy, when’ development
patterns and transit needs were different and when public-private partnershlps were virtually non-
_existent. As an example, under the statutes, a transit district is compnsed of only representatives
.-of the municipalities in which state subsrdlzed (ﬁxed schedule) transit service is provrded ‘Towns
* through which transit passes can choose not to Jom a transrt district. Of those towns which do join,
rather thanbeing egahtanan, board representatlon iswei ighted toward urban centers w1th towns over
125,000 population having twice the number of board representatives as smaller towns At present
_ -the state requires that transit systems generate at least 33% of the annual operating costs in revenue
If the regional transit system, which is compnsed of many smaller municipal units of service, fails
_.toreach thisrevenue threshold the individual transit district membertowns each become ﬁnancra]ly
liable for their share of the revenue shortfall up to the 33% level. This mumctpal financial exposure
is derived from the service levels that each town selects from a “menu” of available serwces based
both on a desire to provide transit to their constituents and the ability to pay. Gaps in ‘service
_frequently result from this process of mumcrpal menu selection and problems related to provision
of service is exacerbated when individual towns must deCldC how much ﬁnancxal burden can be
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. taken when the 33% level is not achieved by the whole system. Taken together, the self-selective,

mumcxpally-based financial structure, coupled with a state operatmg subsidy program which is not
linked to transit perfoxmance at the route level, has created enormously inefficient and ineffective
transit systems. These conditions have created decision-making policy boards whose mission, over
the past two decades, has become primarily focused on minimizing municipal financial exposure and
only secondarily on providing transit. As noted, this outcome is largely related to the disparity in
both municipal financial exposure and differences in municipal ability or desire to provide financial
support for transit. Yet when these basic municipal financial disparities are coupled with a state
subsidy program unrelated to transit performance, it often results in the continuation of lower
productive services, underwritten by those communities that can afford to pay, while more highly
productive services are sometimes sacrificed. Both SEAT and SCCOG have been working together
over the past year to address some of these institutional problems.

Of immediate concern is the need to provide a high level of seasonal transit service in the Route

'27/Mystic area. Transit service along this route that connects various tourist destinations in Groton
and Stonington will contribute to reducing congestion in this corridor. SEAT has secured funding
for a shuttle service in the area for the summer of 2003 to test the market for the development of a
more permanent service.

Paratransit: In 1992, SCRPA, SCCOG’s predecessor, prepared an extensive inventory of
paratransit vans and small buses ownied and operated by more than thirty different public and private

nonprofit agencies and underwritten by a number of different grant agency sources. A follow-up
inventory conducted by SCCOG in 2002 concluded that both municipal systems for the elderly and
private non-profit health and social service agency services have grown considerably in the past
decade. Tables 8 and 9 summarize these findings. Coordination of this important transportation
resource remains one of the region’s most difficult public transportation challenges due largely to
the cost of maintaining a system characterized by so much fragmentation and duplication of service.
This is especially apparent in the area of capital equipment where the vast majority of these vehicles,
many underwritten by public funds, not only sit idle a significant portion of the day but have become
the exclusive property of particular agencies which serve a limited clientele.

, Hxstoncally, efforts to address this problem have met with limited success. This is especially true
in the area of transportation for senior citizens, which, as noted above, has evolved exclusively at
a municipal rather than regional level. In order to address the problem of regional coordination of

"paratransit, in 1992 a public and private partnership was formed. At its formation, the Eastern
Connecticut Transportation Consortium, Inc.(ECTC) consisted of the major private and public
funding agencies which agreed to discontinue their practice of underwriting the cost of vehicle

, r_eplacement for individual health, social service and senior citizen agencies and instead redirect
those funds to a single operating agency, ECTC. Under this single operator model, paratransit, like

‘regular transit in southeastern Connecticut, was expected to be reasonably well coordinated.

_ SCCOG is a major supporter of ECTC and continues to view the development of a unified, regional,

paratransit system to be of vital importance to the region. At present, SEAT subcontracts with
ECTC to operate paratransit service under the Americans With Dlsabxlmes Act (ADA) as well as

,4the Welfare-to-Work Program.

J obs Access and Reversg Commute Program: For several years, coordination of transit resources

in all of eastern Connecticut has been a top priority of SCCOG and the Southeastern Connecticut
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TABLE 8

SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT REGION.
INVENTORY OF MUNICIPAL PARA-TRANSIT VEHICLES -2002

TOWN # OF VEHICLES |TYPE OF VEHICLES (CAPACITY {H.A. |YEAR |[MILEAGE |USE |PRIMARY/BACKUP [COMMENTS
BOZRAH* 1 MB 14 YES| 2002 60{ S P
COLCHESTER - MB 16 YES 990 144744] S B
= MB - [: NO 997 83570) S P/B
MB REET: YE 1999 44743] S P
v 1 NO 1999 22458 S - P - -
N Vv . 1 NO 2003 100] O PB
: 6 v 7 NO 1999 10,600 O PB
|[EAST LYME M8 20 YES | 2000 35,000] S . P
. . 2 MB 22 NO 1991 138.000| S P
FRANKLIN -- SEE BOZRAH . :
GRISWOLD - --- MB - 16 YES | 1994 69,000 S P
R -2 -V 7_ NO 2001 8500) S - B_-
- [GROTON-TOWN - e -V 10 - YES | - 1994 62424] S p
Vv - 13 NO 1999 -43931] - S P .
Vv - 10 YE. 1999 43074] S P .
Vv 13 NO 20001 - 35456] S - P =
Vv 3 NO 2001 20404] S - - P
L .~ MB 25 NO Y002 4522] S NG
- " 6 MB 23 YES 2001 45,000 S P -
. [LEDYARD . v YES 1996 - T1154] S - P/B
. . v 1 YES 997 75342] S P8
: - '3 ) 4 NO 1993 106,832 S P8
USBON - 1 Vv 6 NO 1938 53000] S - P
MONTVILLE P v 7 NO 1995 128.696] O P
: .V 7 - -] NO | - 1999 480621 O |- p
W Y 7 NO | - 1999 50672] © P -
-7 v ~ 7 NO | - 2001 20850 O - P -
. . Vv -~ 7 NO 2000 47841 O - - P
. ) [+) 28 YES 998 64274] S - P
_ 7 (5] 27 YES 989 210873] S 8
NEW LONDON Vv 14 NO 2001) - 8,400] O P
- - v 7 YES | 2002 7850] PR P
Y] 7 YES 1990 73,000] PR B
v ] YES 19951 - 68,000} PR P
- v 7 - YES 1995 125000] O - P -
T \ 7 YES 1995 1 [o 1N} P
7 v 7 YES | 2000 _29,000] O P
NO. STONINGTON 1 v - € NO 2000 5500 S p
NORWICH v NO 991 100,000] PR,O p
- v NO 1998 89,900 O p
\Y ~ £ YES 1999 78500} O P
- - - \J ‘] YES 2002 5000] O P
- v 15 NO 1999 75000] O P
~ \ .15 NO 999 75000] O P
v 9 YES | -- 2002 5000} O 2
Y - 20 - YES| 200 173591 S - P
vV . 1 NO 1995 70,273] ¢ - P -
v 1 YES 1988 133,132 - B
v ) YES 9 28,493 ‘ 8
12 [¢] 4 NO 2002 18788} S P
{PRESTON Vv 1 YES 1996 100,000} S P
2 [o] -17 YES 1990 80,000 S p
sn.su "SEE BOZRAH
SPRAGUE- 5] -21 YES 1999 880] S B
-2 v - 8 NO 2000 50 P
. stoumc'ron - M8 15 -- 1 YE 1995 12,335 P
v -1 NO | - 2002 5,762 3 P -
3 [o] 3 NO 1995 91871 3 ) ~
. [VOLUNTOWN - -
WATERFORD - ~ MB 11 NO 2002 P
MB 11 NO 99 P
. MB 11 NO 1899 P
. MB 11 NO 995 P
~ § - [¢] 8 YES 1995 P
*¢ Used for Bozrsh, Frankiin and Salem - -
Type of Vehicle: vansV: mini-bus=M8: other=0. -
Capacity: Number of seats not including driver. - - - -~
i HandicappodAcoessble: Yes or No. - - -
ear: Age of Vehicle. |
_;_Ieapo Rounded to the nearest mie. .
. [Principal use of Vehicla: senior citizen=S; panu&roeroaﬂon-PR other = 0.
Pmnuyoraackgva:ch primary = P; backqa| =8
i | N -
Source: SCCOG 49




TABLE 9

 SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT REGION .
INVENTORY OF PRIVATE NON-PROFIT PARA-TRANSIT VEHICLES

2002
AGENCY # OF VEHICLES |TYPE OF VEHICLES |[CAPACITY [H.A. |YEAR [MILEAGE |USE [PRIMARY/BACKUP [COMMENTS
ARC v 3 NO ] 1998 95959] O P
Vv ) Sy 1 ,617 P
v 2002 10,7 P
v 15 999 1 P
v 13 P
Yy 9 5|_2002 4 Q P
v 15 NQ I 2000] 94,2041 O P
v [] NO | 2002 9,084 O P
v 8 Ol 19981 86,706 O P
10 v 8 NOY 1997] _141,840] O
CHILD & FAMILY AGENCY v 10 NO - 12,000] O P
v 10 15,0001 _O P
3 v 7 NOJ- 23,000 O P
ECTC MB 14 YES] 2002 3700} S [
4 YE 1996 78,108] O P/B
4 YES| 1 _112.9201 Q P8
M YES| 1994 127971 O P,
5 M| 12 YES! 1993 - 47,370} O
EASTER SEALS CT. A4 4 NO) 1992] 231914] O P
Vv 1999 3% 0 2
V 4 N 1999) 110,485} O p
vV 4 1997 (XT] 0N P
\'2 N 1 N, Q P
v =S| 1 3 P
v 3 im ,381] PR P
A4 YE 991 2 P
v 7 YE. 100,219 P
MO (] NOY 19901 178,872 P
MB 3 996§ 132,774 P
M8 5 0| 19961 _135434] O P
S NOJ 1 1333441 O P
g 3 01 1994] 104 Q P
[ S NQ 37 (o] P
) 4 NQ I 1996} 13 PR P
- [0] 4 NQ 4 Q_ P
M8 NO | 200 17.574] PR P
M8 NO | 200 12 [e] P
: 20 M8 NO } 2001 129981 O P
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Workforce Investment Board, as rEgions around the nation addressthe needto provide transportation
to those getting off welfare and in need of job training as well as day care for their children.

7 The JARC program utilizes a vanety of Federal State, and pnvate fundmg sources to 1dent1fy
Q ,mdmduals in need of emp]oyment as well as employers in ‘need of labor. Overall, this cooperatlve
- .effort is commonly referred as the “to”, in the Welfare-to-Work program. Large employers in the

southeast region, with difficult-to-fill second and third shlﬁ employment needs, have proven an
invaluable employment resource willing to hiré individuals recently off welfare with minimal job
:- experience. . Working cooperatively with transit providers, new transportation services have been
. initiated that link northeastern Connecticut, Wmdham Countyand the Greater Metropohtan Hartford
. area with southeastern Connecticut the latter of which has become the state’s largest 1mporter of

.labor. Inthe twelvemonths between October, 2001, and September, 2002, almost 31,000 passenger
' tnps were prov1ded under the JARC program. Whlle the actual number of individuals served is
_considerably less, the impact of this special transportatron effort has been significant’ espec1ally in

light of the relatively small amount of funding made available. SCCOG believes that continued
- financial support of the JARC program is essential.



VI. RAIL

North-south rail freight service is provided in the region's development core by the New England
Central Railroad on the west side of the Thames River and by the Providence and Worcester

'Railroad on the east side of the Thames . Operating east-west, passenger service is provided along
Long Island Sound by AMTRAK, with stops at New London, Mystic, and Westerly, Rhode Island
as part of the Northeast Corridor service between Washmgton D.C., and Boston.

Given the historical demands for both passenger and freight services, the region is reasonably well
served by the heavy rail system as a result of the proximity of the rail lines to southeastern
Connecticut. The addition of Shoreline East Service in 1996 is slowly proving to be an important
addition to the array of rail sérvices available to the region. Aggressive expansion of this service,
with heavy subsidies to attract riders, has been identified as a priority through the TSB-TIA process.
Itis viewed as an important technique to reduce vehicle traffic on I-95.

The southeast region will potentially benefit from improved rail service as part of AMTRAK’s
electrification program at the same time that travel demand is increasing from gaming and tourism.
The Northeast Corridor Improvement Project, now completed, was billed as being of significant
importance for the region. However, to date, many of the benefits have yet to be realized. In the
future, every opportunity to promote this service should be pursued, especially with respect to
gaining high speed rail stops in Mystic and Westerly in addition to the existing stop in New London.
There continues to be interest and possible benefit to reviving passenger rail on the New England
Central line insofar as a rail service to Mohegan Sun Casino is concerned. Over the long term, rail
service along the Thames River connecting to AMTRAK may prove feasible.

VII. AIR

Southeastern Connecticut has a dozen private airports within its borders, some of which consist of
little more than cleared grassy strips of land. The only public airport in the region is the state-owned
Groton-New London Airport whose primaryrole s that of a scheduled air carrier/air taxi and general
aviation airport.

The Groton-New London Airport is a 490-acre regional airport primarily serving the coastal
communities within 25 miles of the Town of Groton and City of New London. The facility consists
of two runways having lengths of 5,000 and 4,000 feet with supporting taxiways, paved aircraft
parking ramps, and FAA-contracted control tower, an instrument landing system (ILS) and free
vehicle parking. In 2001, 20,314 passengers used scheduled service provided by US Airways
Express and there were 75,577 total operations, which included military, general aviation and
commercial take-offs and landings. However, operating data for calender year 2002 was clearly
impacted by the events of September 11, 2001 with total scheduled passengers down to 14,613 and
total operations down to 69,515.

Approximately 560 full-time and part-time personnel are employed at the Airport. As part of the
1995 Master Plan, the Airport’s overall economic impact to the local community was estimated to
be $167,000,000. The State of Connecticut Department of Transportation remains committed to
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" maximizing the airport as a viable regional facility that is attractive to the aviation community and
travehng pubhc, offers a vanety of services, and alms to fill reglonal aviation needs.

A Medlum Inten51ty Approach nghtmg System (MALSR) was completed in 1993 wluch assists
pilots while landing in fog or poor weather. Reconstruction of Runway 5-23 was completedin 1997,
- and -a full renovation of the passenger terminal building including the airport restaurant was
-.completed in ‘early 1998. ~ Expansion of the Connecticut Army National Guard’s- Aviation
Classification Repair Activity Depot (AVCRAD) facility was completed in 1999. Also in 1999,
Survival Systems, Inc. opened its underwater pilot training facility on state-owned property near the
- airport at the cost of $2.5 million. Today, Groton-New London Airport continues to improve and
‘expand services. The CONNDOT, together with the Federal Aviation Administration, has invested
.~ over $5,000,000 in additional reconstruction, repavement, pilot.control systems and planned
" renovations. Overlay reconstruction of Runway 15-53 began in 2001 and was completed in 2002
--along with a new general aviation ramp. . In 2002, Lanmar Aviation opened its new $1.7 million
. facility consisting of erght Jetpods and amain hangar to prov1de arrcraﬁ management, charter, and
. -mamtenance services. :

Current customer services include four daily round-trip ﬂights on USAirways Express to over 80
domestic and international destinations, two fixed base operators including Columbia Air Services

"+ and Lanmar Aviation. In addition, there is a charter operator, Action Airlines, and flight instruction

. .is provided by Coastal Air, Inc., and Action Multi-Ratings. Avis Rent-a-Car, located in the main
. terminal, provides rental car, mini-van, SUV and pickup truck services. Beginning in June, 2003,

"Boston-Maine Airways, a division of Pan Am, will initiate dally service to Martha’ 'S meard
' Nantucket Portsmouth New Harnpshrre and Baltlmore Maryland . -

The Master Plan for the Groton-New London Alrport was updated in 1998 The plan recommended
a series of improvements to be implemented over a twenty year period. Subsequent to the events of
‘ September 11,2001, under the new Transportation Security Administration, airport security has now
-become a critical priority in addition to the FAA safety reqmrements These new - security
-+ requirements will require both increased capital and manpower investments to support the daily
‘operations of the airport in order to ensure the safety and security of the publlc Proposed airport
service improvements will address projected regional transportation needs that are integrated with
the area’s exrstmg ferry, interstate roadway and rarl service, but will not mduce increased usage of
these servrces : SRS .

| Viil. MARINE

' The reglon s coastlme abounds wrth harbors and mlets used extensrvely by pleasure and commerc1a1
~ craft of all types and sizes. The region boasts a commercral fishing fleét located in Stomngton
harbor, a day-charter, party fishing fleet in Niantic, regular commercial ferry service to Fishers Island
and Block Island as well as regular and high speed ferry servrce to Long Island and Martha’s
Vineyard beginning agam in the summer of 2003

Large industrial, commercral and military facrhtres for marine transport are limited to the Thames
River which, because of its dredged channel depth, can support such heavy marine traffic from its
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mouth on Long Island Sound to its head at Norwich. The maintenance of a clear, unobstructed,
dredged channel continues to be of the utmost importance to the vitality of the region's heavy marine
commercial economy. Consequently, SCCOG believes that any legislative effort initiated at the
federal level to prohibit dredging or the disposal of dredge spoils should be opposed.

The Admiral Shearer State Pier in New London and the adjacent Central New England Railroad Pier
are the region’s most important commercial marine facilities. The State Pier has been the focus of
considerable study over the past decade. The most recent published study, entitled Transportation
and_Land Use Compatibility Study, State Pier New London, set the stage for the acquisition of
several acres of private residential property adjacent to the State Pier to allow for expansion. The
above study examined 5 separate land use scenarios which included the following: 1) expanded port,
2) cargo port/ferry, 3) hotel/specialty retail, 4) residential/yacht club, 5) industrial. Option 2,
expanded cargo port/ferry-cruise boat terminal is considered to have the best practical/compatible
marketing potential. The key elements in this plan include: 1) the construction of a new 50,000 sq.ft.
warehouse, 2) construction of a new 4,000 sq. ft. terminal building for high speed and commuter
ferry operation to include waiting rooms, snack bar; 3) additional parking for about 35 cars, 4)
construction of 12,000 sq. ft. building for office space, 5) construction of 55,000 sq.ft. building for
light industrial/warehouse use.

Recently, the State Pier has become the focal point of an effort to remove trucks from I-95 in order
to reduce congestion. Given the close proximity of the Pier to I-95, exploration of the potential for
the shipping of certain types of non-time sensitive goods via barge along the Connecticut coast
should be vigorously pursued. A demonstration project is being developed that would test the
potential for trans-shipment of containerized cargo from the port of New Jersey. This project also
brings into focus the utilization of the New England Central Pier to the west with the potential for
container and break bulk distribution by rail throughout New England.

Over the long term, the viability of the State Pier, in so far as increasing the number of ships and
amount of cargo entering the port, is dependent on its marketing as a first class facility. Land mass,
for loading/unloading, storage and berthing is of critical importance. Although land availability is
highly constrained for all of the above uses, SCCOG supports the continued development and
expansion of the Pier as a key economic investment strategy for the region.

Major marina and harbor improvement projects are in the advanced planning stages in both New
London and Norwich. Improvements to the Norwich harbor have been made to enable Norwich to
become a berthing place for a high speed ferry or other large tour boats. In New London, plans are
under way to improve the Cross Sound Ferry site with bulkheading, piers, a new passenger terminal
and an extension of the pedestrian walkway over the AMTRAK line. In total, these facilities are a
significant regional tourism asset. They attract recreational boaters from all over the world to the
. coastal waters and tidal estuaries of southeastern Connecticut. Additionally, future marina and water
taxi opportunities exist at various locations along the Thames River.

IX. PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE

According to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), "It is federal transportation policy to
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promote increased.use of bicycling, to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian needs in designing
transportation facilities for urban and suburban areas, and to increase pedestrian safety.”

In the years to come, several diverse factors will influence the effectiveness of the functional

application of this policy for southeastern Connecticut. One key factor relates to the policy objective
. itselfasto whether its purposes are aimed at blcychng and walkmg for recreation or as a means to
" avoid unnecessary auto usage and to promote the use of transit. If it is the former, southeastern -
Connecticut, with its vast amount of open space has ample off-road hlklng and biking opportumtles
In fact, the 1997 Reglonal Land Use Pohcy Guide Map recommends additional areas along the major
rivers where trails and walkways are appropriate uses. However, these are viewed as adjuncts to the -
region’s open space resources and are not primarily intended to enhance moblhty Assuming itis
the latter, the issue immediately reverts to the inter-relationship between land use and transportation, -
suburbanization and lack of real transit alternatives. Expandlng biking and pedestrian facilities

would strengthen the reglon asa hlstonc, cultural, and €co- tounsm destlnatlon ‘

As shown in earher sectlons of thrs plan, the suburbamzatron of the southeast reglon over the past
forty years has diminished opportunities forbike and pedestrian lmkages betweenresidential settxngs '
and other basic community activities, such as schools, shopping, employment religious institutions, ‘
banks, post office, and health care facilities, to name but a few. Reversmg these land use trends wxll :
not occur qurckly or eas1ly in the foreseeable future - .

Given this background and in keeping w1th thxs federal pohcy to promote blcychng and walkmg, ,
Figure 14 and the accompanying text present récommended routes for the purpose of promoting
these activities. Roadway sections included in this plan are those that have a comparatlvely low
volume level of traffic and/or have shoulders or sidewalks where blcycllsts and pedestrians can be °
accommodated. The text lists the routes in alphabetrcal order, by town. The objectiveistolink each
town in the region with as many other contiguous towns as reasonably possible, considering the :
various roadway conditions. A secondary objective was to have most of these routes lead into, or |
away from, populatlon centers, e.g. Norwich, New London and Groton and prime recreatronal

attractions. '

’

Recommended Routes:

Bozrah o |
1. From Franklin: Route 87 to Stockhouse Road to Fitchville (S R 608 Old RT.2/Colchester ;
Tnpk.) To the towns of Lebanon and Colchester. : ;

2. From Norwich: Wawecus Hill Road to Gager Road to Bozrah Street (RT. 163) to Scott Hill
Road to Salem. South Road may be taken from Bozrah Street to connect with Norwich
: bicycle routes or Lake Road to connect with Salem. :

Colchester
1. From Lebanon: Wmdham Avenue to Lebanon Avenue to Mam Street (RT. 85) to Lake .
Hayward to Fedus Road to West Road (in Salem) to Mill Lane Road (in East Haddam) to
- Lake Hayward Road (back in Colchester) to Main Street.
2. - From Salem: Route 354 to Marvin Road to Route 85 (north) to Main Street Colchester.
" From center of town: Old Route 2 east (Norwich Ave.) Through Lebanon, Bozrah.

P"-
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. East Lyme

P

a. East Lyme Town lme Grassy H111 Road to Whlstletown Road to Upper Pattagansett to
Route 1 to Chesterfield (Route 161) to Route 85 (North) to Grassy Hill Road.
b. Montville: East Lyme Town line - Grassy Hill Road to Route 85, Montville.

.- East Lyme Town line or Route 85 Montville to Grassy hill Road to Whistletown Road to
.+~ Scott Road to Route 1.(west) to North Bride Brook to West Main Street (RT 156) east to
.. .. Fair Haven Road to Old Black Point Road to the Great Wrght Way and back to Nrantrc

Franklin

1.

N erswold ) . '
. From Jewett Cxty' Route 138 to Bethel Road to Sam Chrkan Road to Lewrs Road (Preston)

1.

Cn AW

. Groton
1.

Note:

.. routes:

From Lebanon Town Green: Route 207 to Under the Mountain Road to Plains Road to either
east on Plains Road to Baltic Road to Route 207 to Sprague, or from Plams Road (east) to

- . . - Baltic Road (south) to Route 32 (north) and back to Plains Road.
2.

From Lebanon Town Green: Route 87 to Stockhouse Road to Bozrah.

v

Route 165 (north) to Brown School Road to Colonel Brown Road to Bethel Road (north) to

.~Route 138 (east) to the Voluntown Town line.

Route 138 to Bitgood Road to Route 201 to Hopevrlle Road to Hopevﬂle Pond State Park.
Route 12 to center of Jewett City to Route 201 to Hopeville Pond State Park

Route 201 to Route 165 toward Preston.

Route 201 to North Stonington Town line.

Pleasant Valley Road to Lestertown Road to Mlhtary Hrghway to Farrvrew Avenue #2 to
Bridge Street #1 to Mitchell Street to Benham to Eastern Point Road to Shennecossett Road
around Avery Point to Plant Street to Shennecossett Road to Thomas Road to Tower to
South Road to Route 1 to either Route 215 to Mystic Village, or West Mystic Avenue to
Allyn Street to Mystic Street to Cow Hill Road to Route 184 (east) to Route 27 to River
Road to Mystic Village.- . : ,

.- Gungywamp Road to Route’184 to Stonington.

The Groton 2002 Plan of Conservatxon and Development mcluded the followmg addltlona]
o .- ;Poquonnock Road from Thames Street to Thomas Road L '

. Plant Street between Eastern Point Road and Shennecossett Road

. The bike path location between South Road and Route 215 ‘

. Toll Gate Road and Grove Avenue between Route 184 and Military nghway

. . .Colonel Ledyard Highway from Route 184 north into Ledyard

e ..~ Pearl Street, Grove Avenue and vaer Road from Route 1 to Route 27 (Mystic)

Ledyard
1. ..

' . . Routel from Poquonnock Road north and east to 1ts mtersectlon South Road

iy

‘Shewwlle Road from Preston Town line to Groton Town lme to vaer Road to Mystic

- .. Village.

2

<. SilasDean Road to Shewv111e to Route 214 (east) (Iron St ) To Shewvrlle Road #2 to Gallup

Hill Extension to Lambtown Road to Route 117 (north)’ to Sllas Dean or Route 117 (south)

- to Groton bike route. .
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3. Circular route: Silas Dean Road to Shewville Road to Route 214 (east) to Shewville Road
#2 to Gallup Hill Road to Spicer Hill Road #2 to Spicer Hill Road #1 to Church Hill Road
to Silas Dean Road.

Lisbon " A

1. From Occum (Sprague) to Kendall Road to Preston Allen Road (north) to Kinsman Hill
Road to Route 169 (north) to Kimball Road to Sullivan Road to Westminister Road (south).

2. Route 169 to Preston Allen Road to Kendall Road (east) to Route 169 (north) to Route 138
(Newent Road) to Jewett City.

Montville

1. Old Colchester Road from Salem to the Waterford Town line.

2. Grassy Hill Road to Route 85 (south) to Turner Road to Vauxhall Street Extension to
Waterford.

3. Circular route: New London Turnpike (RT. 32) from Norwich to Fitch Hill Road to Gallivan
Lane to Route 32 (north) to Fort Shantok Road to Massapeag Side Road Derry hill Road to
Kittemaug Road to Massageag (west) to Route 32 (north) to Raymond Hill Road to Fitch
Hill.

4. Raymond Hill Road to Lynch Hill Road to Route 163 (west) to Maple Avenue to Jerome
Road to Moxley Road to Unger Road to Hunts Brook Road to Vauxhall Street Extension in

Waterford.
New London
1. From Waterford: Niles Hill Road to Ocean Avenue (south) to Neptune Avenue to Pequot

Avenue to Monauk Avenue to Bank Street (east) to Blinman Street #2 to Blackhall Street to
Connecticut Avenue (north) to Vauxhall Street (west) to Vauxhall Street Extension to

Waterford.
North Stonington
1. From Griswold: Route 201 to Northwest Corner Road to Route 164 in Preston.

2. From Griswold: Route 49 to Route 184 (west) into Stonington.

3. Route 201 to Ryder Road to Wyassup Lake Road (south) to Rocky Hollow Road (in North
Stonington) to Route 184 (New London Tpke.) to Stonington Town line.

4. Route 201 to Ryder Road to Wyassup Lake Road (south) to Rocky Hollow Road (in North
Stonington) to Route 184 (west) to Route 201 to Mystic Road which turns into North
Stonington Road in Stonington. Follow to Borough of Stonington.

Norwich
1. a. From Marina: Shetucket Avenue to Main Street to Franklin Street to Bath Street to

Broadway to Rockwell Street to McKinley Avenue to Reynolds Road to Mahan Drive to Ox
Hill Road around Spaulding Pond to Mohegan Park Road to Hunters to Harland Road (RT.
169) to Old Canterbury Turnpike to Lawler Lane to Scotland Road to High Street to Baltic
Street to Route 207 to Franklin to link with Town Green: Follow above directions to Ox Hill
Road; follow Ox Hill Road (west) to Canterbury Turnpike (west) to East Town Street.
b. To Lisbon: Follow above directions to Harland Road (RT. 169) at Hunters Road and
follow Hunters Road to intersection with Route 97 and Route 169 (Ponemah Mill) to Newent
Road across the Lisbon Bridge.

2. To Preston: From Marina to Shetucket Street to Main Street to Franklin Street To McKinley
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Avenue to Broad Street to Boswell Avenue to 10" Avenue to Central Avenue (south) to 8"
Avenue over the bridge to Roosevelt Avenue to Preston.
3. To Bozrah: From Norwichtown Green (East Town Street) to-New London Tumprke to
B Dudley Street to Cranberry Pond Road to Wawecus Hill Road to Bozrah.

" Preston - . ‘ ' E ' ]
* 1..  From Norwrch Roosevelt Avenue to Old J ewett Clty Road to Rlver Road to Old Jewett Crty
Road to Krug Road to Route 164 to Route 165 (west) to BenJarmn Road to Branch Hill Road
- ° " toRoss Road to Route 2 (east) to Shewville Road. ~
2. From Griswold: Route 201 to Route 165 to Route 164 to Route 2 to. Shewvrl]e Road to

- Ledyard.
Salem
K 1 ~From the Colchester Town line take West Road to Route 82 (east) to Darlmg Road to Gungy
' Road to East Haddam. _

- 2. "~ Route 354 (Old Colchester Tpke) From Colchester to Montvrlle :
. 3. - West Road to Witch Meadow Road to Route 85 (south) to Rattlesnake Ledge Road to Wntter

Road to Scott Hlll in Bozrah.
. Sprague ' v ’
~ 1. ‘Route 207 from Franldm to Route 97 at Baltrc follow to Occurn across nver to Kendall
- .."..Road in Lisbon."

2. " Route 138 to Hanouer;Versaxlles Road to Salt Rock Road to Route 97 (south) to exther
Occum or Route 207 to Franklin or High Street to Norwich. y .

Stonington

1. From North Stonington Town line: Jeremy Hill to Taugwonk Road to North Main Street to
Route 1A to Alpha Street to Water Street.

2. . FromNorth Stomngton Route 201 to Al Harvey Road to Pequot Traxl to Flanders Road to

. 3. o Route 201 to North Stomngton Roadto Route 27to0) erry Browne Road to sttuxlt Avenue

. to Willow St. to Cottrell St. to Route 1 to downtown Mystic. .” =

4. Greenhaven Road to River Road to Mechamc Street to West Broad Street to Route 1to

. Auguilla to Pequot Trail.

.Voluntown '
L From Gnswold Route 138 to Route 49 south toward North Stonmgton (T ralls through
. ‘,;‘Pachaug State Forest are not paved but can be cycled on)
"2, ,From Route 49 (south) Fish 'Rbad leads to Green Falls Pond whrch has a plcmc area,
‘ camping area, and a boat launch. . ,

B

Waterford ' ‘
:1. . FromNew London: Niles Hill Road to Great Neck Road to Goshen to Shore Road to Jordan

| Cove Road to Gardners Wood Road to Rope Ferry Road (west) to’ ‘Niantic River Road to
Oswegatchre to Route 1 (west ) to 011 Mill Road to Way Road to Route 85 (south) to
o Douglas Lane to Vauxhall Street Extension. o
2. Chapman Avenue to Pilgrim Road to Gallows Lane to Old Norwich Road to Old Colchester
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Road to Montville.

Other Walkways and Bikeways
1. Norwich: Pedestrian walkway/bikeway along the Yantlc River from Sherman Street to the

harbor area and up the Shetucket River to Railroad Avenue to Greeneville.

2. Groton: pedestrian walkway/bikeway along Military Highway between Crystal Lake Road
at the U.S.S. Nautilus to the City of Groton line just above the Gold Star Bridge. Haley
Farm State Park between Noank and Poquonnock Bridge.

3. East Lyme: Pedestrian walkway/bikeway from the “bar area” by the Niantic River Bridge to
Smith Street in Niantic.

4. New London: Proposed pedestrian walkway connecting Connecticut College to downtown
New London.

Trails: During FY 2003, SCCOG conducted an inventory of open space with public trails and
parking. The objective of the study was to identify existing large open space holdings in the
southeast region that could potentially be linked through the development of a trail network. Figure
15 graphically depicts the study findings and conclusions. As shown, southeastern Connecticut
already has a significant amount of open space with trails and parking that has enormous potential
for linkage through a recreational trail network. In addition, the region is presently engaged in the
development of an extensive greenway that will accompany/abut the Route 11 extension from Salem
to Waterford. The development of the Route 11 Greenway will potentially add a significant amount
of new usable open space area to the region’s already large complement of open space. Ideally, this
will also evolve in a linear unbroken fashion that will invite utilization for bike, pedestrian and
perhaps equestrian trail network.

X. INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

As previously noted, there has been a dramatic increase in vehicular traffic on the region’s highways
over the past decade, especially on the interstate system. This increase in traffic, coupled with fiscal
and environmental constraints on new highway construction, is compelling the utilization of
emerging technologies to better manage our highway system. These emerging technologies are
falling under the umbrella of what is becoming known as Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS).
While these technologies cover a wide range of sophistication, they all begin from a base of effective
management of accident events, or incidents, which jeopardize traffic flow. The main building block
in the process of addressing incident management is what is known as Highway Diversion Plans
(HDPs). These plans presume that serious traffic flow- disrupting accidents on the interstates will
occur and that when they do, plans must specifically target potent1al accident locations and identify
alternative traffic routes. In addition, these HDP’s must assign responsnblllty for managing traffic
on the diversion routes. This includes responsibility for signal timing, signage and to monitor
particular traffic locations. .

ITS builds on the base of HDP’s by adding closed circuit TV cameras that enable traffic at specific
locations to be monltored from afar. Added to this are variable message signs that allow individuals
monitoring the traffic via the remote cameras to advise motorists of upcoming tie-ups and to
recommend alternative/diversion routes at pre-determined exits. Finally, the addition oflow wattage
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radio transmitters allow motorists to monitor radio stations that will give them continuous traffic
information and advise them of any tie-ups..

Thedevelopment of ITS in southeastern Connecticut is now well underway. In FY 2000, a HDP was
prepared by, and on behalf of, the 10 towns in the region abutting I-395 and I-95. This was followed
by the development of 3-phased ITS programs for the interstate corridors which, for planning
purposes, extends along I-95 from the Rhode Island border westerly through Clinton.

Over the course of the next several years, an ITS “architecture” w11] be deve]oped that will identify
an information structure that establishes linkages between providers and consumers of highway
operations information and which must conform to the nation ITS architecture standard. Figure 16
depicts Phase I of the ITS project which is expected to be implemented in 2004. It shows the
location of closed circuit TV cameras, variable message signs and coverage for highway advisory
radio broadcasts. Subsequent phases of the ITS program will enhance the concentration of each of
the above elements. Itis expected that Phase Il and III of the ITS program will be implemented over
the course of the next 10-12 years.

XI. RIDESHARING AND COMMUTING

Place of Work data from the 2000 Census (Table 10) has shown that 85% of job-related commuting
in Southeastern Connecticut is intra-regional. Among other things, this indicates the need for a
strong, contmumg, commuter ridesharing promotion and parking program with amenities to make
the lots as user-friendly as possible.

Ridesharing, in conjunction'with the construction of commuter parking lots, remains one of the most
cost-effective strategies in dealing with air quality, fuel conservation and highway congestion.

During the 1980's, ridesharing promotion was focused on the region's largest employers (those with
more than 150 employees). With the advent of casino gaming and other tourist activities, coincident
with reductions in manufacturing activities, the emphasis of this activity has shifted.

Traditional commuter parking lots of various sizes and amenities have been located alongtheregion's
major commuting arteries based on need and funding availability. However, since the initial thrust
of commuter lot development activity of the past two decades, additional information and planning
technology has been developed in the form of ridesharing brokerage organizations. These
organizations, which have been established throughout the state using a combination of public and
private funding, help us better evaluate the impact of these programs.

Quarterly evaluation of the region's commuter parking lots by SCCOG . has revealed considerable
variation in their utilization as well as in the amenities provided. These amenities can include any
combination of paving, lighting, telephones, shelters, bus and rail service. The region’s 17 commuter
lots now provide a total of 1,734 spaces. Through 2002, average use throughout the region was
863/day or about 50% of capacity. Construction of more than 470 of these spaces were paid for by
the Mashantucket Pequots for their employees at lots located in the vicinity of Route 2 and I-95.
Employees of Foxwoods Resort and Casino have become some of the region’s most productive users
of commuter parking lots.
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TABLE 10

PLACE OF WORK, 2000
" Workers 16 Years and Over
Worked In Connecticut
Total In New Outside New Worked Outside Worked in Town
Workers London County London County Connecticut - of Residence
16 and Over] Number Percent Number | Percent | Number { Percent ] Number | Percent

URBAN TOWNS: ’ i -
Groton 20741 19165 92.4 904 4.4 672 3.2 117971 - 56.9]-
New London 12201 11374 93.2 669 5.5 158 1.3 5069 41.5
Norwich 17483 15342 87.8 1823 10.4 318 1.8] - 6583 37.7

URBAN TOTALS 50425 45881 91.0 3396 6.7 1148 2.3 23449 - 46.5 f
SUBURBAN TOWNS:
Colchester 7704 3249 42.2 4341 56.3 114 1.5 1614 21.0
East Lyme 8175 66835 81.2 1305 16.0 235 2.9 1702 20.8
Griswold 5871 4882 83.2 884 15.1} 105 1.8 965 16.4
Ledyard 7463 6858 91.9 371 5.0] 234 3.1 1612 21.8
Lisbon 2157 1771 82.1 331 15.3 55 2.5 254 11.8
Montville 8900 7898 88.7 880 9.9 122 14 2125 23.9
Preston 2363 2095 88.7 225 9.5 43 1.8 423 17.9]
Sprague 1523 1283 84.2 215 14.1 25 1.6 162 10.6
Stonington 8910 7456 83.7 344 - 3.9 1110 “12.5] 2814 31.6
Waterford 9248 8153 88.2 921 10.0 174) 1.9 2575 27.8

SUBURBAN TOTALS 62314 50280 80.7 9817 15.8 2217 3.5 - 14246 22.9
RURAL TOWNS:
Bozrah 1249 953 76.3 270 21.6 26 2.1} 140 11.2
Franklin 9821 - 762 77.8 210 21.4 10 1.0 177 18.0
North Stonington 2723 2231 81.9 170 6.2 322 11.8 424 15.6
Salem 2153 1613 74.9 508 23.6 32 1.5 233 10.8
Voluntown 1332 1126 84.5 129 9.7 77 5.8 169 12.7

RURAL TOTALS 8439 6685 - 79.2 1287 15.3 467 5.5 1143 13.5
REGIONAL TOTALS 121178 102846 84.9 14500 12.0 3832 3.1 38838 - 324

Source: Census 2000




- The original concept of commuter parking lots was both limited to, and predicated on, the notion that
- most commuting was job-related and that the primary purpose of the lots was to serve employees
who had regular patterns of travel. Due to dramatically changing economic c1rcumstances, theregion

. now finds itself in need of expandmg the original “‘commuter parkmg lot” concept to include large

parking lots in strategic locations that can also be used by tounsts These lots, and their larger
counterparts, transportation centers, are of spec1al importancein the expanded pubhc transit program
as proposed by SEAT. This program proposes creating direct links to high-demand tourist and
gaming destinations. The creation of major parking lots is now viewed as one of the most critical
elements in the long-range development of the regional transportation system. Without them, the
region will be at a distinct dnsadvantage inits quest to address the issue of congestion without greatly
_expanding the capacity of the region’s highway network. While environmental studies examined the

" "most appropriate locations for these large parking lots, there remains a tension between local Zoning

~ ~"and economic development needs which will have to be ba]anced W1th transportatlon system needs
. in order to accomphsh thls objective. I ' S

XII. INTERMODAL

Presently, opportumtles for mtexmodal connectlons in the region are limited. In New London, an
intermodal gateway center was created in the 1980's to provide a hub for marine, rail, parking, cab
“and bus service. The refurbished New London railroad station has become the region's main gateway
for intermodal travel where Iong-haul rail service (AMTRAK) is linked with both long-haul bus
service (Greyhound) as well as regional bus service (SEAT) and ferry service to Block Island, Fishers
Island and Long Island as well as high'speed ferry service to Martha’s Vineyard. The intermodal
facility is also extensively served by area taxicab operators. Adequate parking facilities are operated
and maintained by the City of New London within ‘a short walking distance. Construction of an
" overhead walkwayhas now received funding. This will enable pedestrians to safely cross theroadway
~ and railroad tracks to access the railway station and ferry service from the parking garage Expanswn
" and maintenance of the multi-modal facility is of extreme 1mportance to the regton :

[P Tl

Over the long term, a number of new intermodal centers are enwsxoned as a by-product of the
expansion ‘of the regional public transportation system.’” A ‘second intermodal gateway is in the
“planning stage in Norwich. The objective of this center will be to combine high speed ferry, rail; auto,
‘pedestrian, taxi, limousine and SEAT bus service int6 one inter-modal facility. In addition to the
Norwich and New London ‘Transportation Centers, the SEAT plan for expansion of public

' "'transportatlon identified several other locations-where ‘intermodal transportation centers will be

necessary “These mclude )] North ‘Stonington at Exit 92 in the wcunty of'1-95 and Route 2, (2)
, Mystlc in'the vicinity of Exit 90 of 1-95 and Route 27, (3) East Lyme, in the Vicinity of Exit 74 of I-
- 95; and )} Norwrch Hosmtal at Routes 12 and 2A Presently, an mter-modal center m Mystlc is

- under study

Opportumtles for intermodal frexght connections are lnghest at the State Pxer in New London where
marine, rail, and highways all converge. Better marketing and coordination between marine, rail and
truck freight at the State Pier could help reduce truck traffic on 1-95. The weakest of the major
intermodal linkages centers is presently at the Groton-New London Airport. There is no bus or rail
linkage with Groton-New London Airport for either passengers or freight, although SEAT’s plan for
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expanded service will eventually connect the Airport with the rest of the bus system. Likewise, other
than United Parcel Service located in Bozrah and Waterford, the region presently lacks a major
trucking terminal which could, in the future, provide the necessary ingredient in the highway-rail-
marine-air configuration to make the region a more viable freight distribution center. Intermo::al
connections, such as rail to high-speed ferry, will also become more important as the region's tourism
industry matures.

XIII. ALTERNATIVE FUELS

SCCOGbelieves that there is a significant future role for alternative fuels, such as compressed natural
gas, as a way for the region to meet the air quality standards.. Consequently, SCCOG actively
supports federal efforts to promote the use of alternative fuels through the Clean Cities Program and
will encourage the creation of markets for alternative fuels through the conversion of public fleet

vehicles.

XIV. ACCESS MANAGEMENT

Access management is a regulatory and planning process which attempts to balance safe traffic flow
operations with the need to access abutting developed land. While primary responsibility for
constructing and maintaining major highways rests with CONNDOT, achieving the goals of access
management ultimately rests with local planning and zoning officials.

As a by-product of development, a natural conflict may arise between aggressive municipal and
. privatedevelopment interests and the need to preserve the traffic flow function of keyroadways. This
results from the dichotomy between the state’s role to ensure safe traffic operations on the one hand,
and the land use regulatory authority given exclusively to municipalities by the state under the
planning and zoning statutes on the other.

“The general inability to effectively regulate highway access to abutting development along key traffic
corridors often compels expensive additional roadway improvements and ultimately the expansion
of capacity through the creation of turning lanes, new roads and by-passes. As the consumption of
the capacity of the various roadways is accelerated, poor access management practices will require
more traffic controlling devices, further deteriorating the primary through-travel mobility function
of the roadway. SCCOG actively supports access management and for the foreseeable future will
pursue efforts to address access conflicts on all of the region’s major arterial roadways. In FY 1998
and 1999, SCCOG sponsored major access management studies conducted on segments of Route 1,
2, 2A, 12, 32, 117, and 164 in the Towns of Stonington, North Stonington, Ledyard, Preston,
Montville and Waterford. Those studies contain recommendations for improvements which each of
the communities are in various stages of implementing. In the future, similar access management

. projects should be undertaken in other communities when they are requested.
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XV. AIR QUALITi? I

:The Clean’ Air Act:Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) established a reqmrement that all: long-range

R 'transportatlon p]ans, Transportatlon Improvement Programs (TIPs), and projects conform to the air

c quality goals set forth in the State Implementation Plan (SIP). The transportation conformity

requirement; along with] prowsmns first contained in the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency

Act of 1990 (ISTEA) and reauthorized under the Transportation Equity Act for the Twenty First

Century (T EA-21), created fundamental changes to the practlce of transportatlon and air quahty

- plannmg for non-attamment areas.

"- The Cléan'Air Act and its regulatioris created six (6) non-confbrrmty categories that were related to

~ “the date to which conformity’ must be achieved. These are: 1) Extreme (2010); 2) Severe (2007); 3)
© Severe (2005); 4) Serious (1999); 5) Moderate (1996); 6) Margmal (1993). Under this definition,

" Connecticut is divided into two non-conformlty areas.  Generally, Fairfield County has been

- designated as a level 3 (Severe, 2005) area, while the remainder of the state, including southeastern
Connecticut, has been designated a level 4 (Serious 1999) area. This means that transportation and
air quality events that occur in the Hartford and New Haven areas are not, for purposes of the act,
_ dlstmgmshable from events that occur w1thm southeastem Connect1cut

; The u.s. Enwronmental Protecnon Agency s (EPA) transportatlon conforrmty rule applles only to
areas designated as bemg non-attainment or maintenance for transportation-related criteria pollutants
such as Nitrous Oxides, Volatile Organic Compounds, Carbon Monoxide, and particulate matter. The

o confonmty rule éstablished the regional emissions analysis as the tool for determining emissions from

~ theRegional Transportatlon Plans and TIPs. In reglonal emissions analyzes, the effects of regionally
sxgmﬁcant projects are analyzed, then their emissions effects suammed. The results of the reglonal
emissions analyzes are used to perform the conformity test of plans and TIPs. - :

- “The federal rule imparts much greater importance to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs)
- - inthe 'de\ielopment of transportation plans and TIPs and for the selection of federally funded highway
*- and transit projects. The rule includes a requirement that plans and TIPs be fiscally constrained. It

" -alsomade provisions forpro_]ectpnontlzatlon public participation, and interagency consultation. The

- CAAA included the transportation conformity reqmrement to ensure that transportation plans, TIPs,

and projects conform to health-based national air quality standards. Iftransportation plans, TIPs, and
* -projects do not conform with the emissions projections of the SIP, then they cannot be approved or
- funded until they are revised to"do so. - As part of the legal process of adopting the Regional
" Transportation Plan, the MPO must certify conformity of the Plan with air quality standards.
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XVI. ASSESSMENT OF CONFORMITY WITH TEA-21

(1) Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity and efficiency. The foremost general goal of the plan (Section III)
is focused on making infrastructure investments that are primarily directed toward supporting
economic development. The vast majority of major project needs identified in the plan are
metropolitan area based.

(2) Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users. In the aftermath of September 11, 2001, this issue has taken on increased
importance in a region considered to contain an abundance of potential targets. Under specific plan
goals, safety of all users of the transportation system is the cornerstone of the plan.. The goal includes
three objectives which address; 1) various modes, 2) specific accident locations and 3) safe movement
of people and goods. In addition, new initiatives by FEMA , the Connecticut Office of Emergency
Management and the Connecticut Department of Health will all contain major transportation
components for the movement of people in the event of another aggressive incident.

(3) Increase the accessability and mobility options available to people and for freight. The third
general goal of this plan addresses the need to see that the transportation system meets the needs of
all segments of the population. From a practical perspective, the issue of freight was first seriously
addressed through the reconstruction of the State Pier in New London. Second, off-loading of freight
onto barges has become a major initiative of the State Transportation Strategy Board (TSB), the
state’s five Transportation Investment Areas (TIA’s), and SCCOG the MPO. Finally, through the
MPO’s support of the Eastern Connecticut Transportation Consortium, mobility options for people
with disabilities is insured.

(4) Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and improve quality
of life. The second general goal of this plan is to insure that infrastructure investments are
environmentally balanced as well as safe, efficient and modally balanced. The specific issue of
. energy conservation, quality of life and quality of place is being addressed in several ways. First, the
region and state continue to promote, through expansion and facility improvements, its complement
of commuter lots. The use of these lots continues to be monitored quarterly by SCCOG staff to chart
changes in use and determine where improvement needs may exist. Second, the SEAT bus system
expansion program potentially brings together elements of clean fuel buses and improved service
levels. Third, the Intermodal Connections Southeast Study is focused on reducing traffic on I-95 by
transferring those trips to transit. Finally, the centerpiece of the Route 11 project is an accompanying
greenway intended to protect hundreds of acres of fragile environmental resources while improving
quality of life.

(5) Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system across and between
modes, for people and for freight. A primary goal of the plan is to insure connectivity between this
region and adjacent regions within Connecticut and surrounding states. An example of a project that
would address the discontinuity problem is the completion of Route 11. Connectivity is not only a
highway problem but a transit problem as well. Efforts have been underway to make new
interregional transit connections. The development of the Shoreline East rail service on the
AMTRAK lineis an example. New regional connectivity configurations are being explored for both
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highways and transit as part of the MIS/EIS activities for both Route 2 and Route 11. Likewise, the

‘new SEAT bus expansion plan has created an opportunity for public transit connections to Hartford
through the FTA Jobs Access Program. Finally, the TSB-TIA process has identified rall freight
connectmty to be a statewxde high priority issue.

»

N (6) Promote efﬁcrent system management and operatlon ’I'he MPO and the state contmue to work ’
cooperatively to evaluate and manage each of the following: (a) highway pavement of Federal-Aid
highways; (b) bridges, on and off Federal-Aid highways; (c) highway safety; (d) traffic congestion;
(e pubhc transportatlon facxlmes and equxpment and (f) 1ntermodal transportatxon facilities and
- -systems. - : - ’ » oy S

(7) Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. This a primary goal of the
plan. Each recommendation forimprovement is based on the assumption that all the existing systems
(highway, rail, air, mass transit, port) will be maintained at least in their existing condition. This was
of particular concern, for example, with respect to the State Pier in New London, which until several
years ago was in dire need of repair to maintain it as a viable transportation facility. Concern in the
** plan for maintenance of other major facilities include the Mystic River Bridge, Groton-New London
- Airport, the Gold Star Bridge, Union Station in New London as it relates to the electrification of the
- Northeast Corridor rail line, as well as the existing highway network. Another pressing issue in this
regard is the need to maintain an adequate channel depth in the Thames River. :

XVIL TITLE VI COMPLIANCE: NONDISCRIMINATION
'AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

It has been the Federal Highway Administration®s (FHWAs) longstanding policy fo actively ensure
.. nondiscrimination under Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Actin F ederally funded activities. Under
~ Title VIand related statutes, each federal agency is s required to ensure that no person isexcluded from
- pamclpatlon in, denied the benefit of, or subjected to discrimination under any program or activity

. --receiving federal financial assistance on the Dbasis of race, color, natlonal Ongm, age, sex, disability,
. orreligion. ~

- A‘~§‘, Ty

. TheNatlonal Envxronmental Policy Act of 1 969 (N EPA) stressed thei 1mportance of providing for “all
Americans safe, healthﬁﬂ productlve, and esthetxcal]y pleasmg surroundings, ‘and provided a
requirement for taking a “systematic, interdisciplinary approach” to aid in considering environmental

and commumty factors in decision makmg -

ThlS approach was further empha512ed in the Federal-axd nghway Act of 1970 23 United States

- Code 109(h) estabhshed further basis for equitable treatment of communities bemg affected by
. . transportation projects. It requlres consideration of the ant1c1pated effects of proposed transportatnon
projects upon re51dences, businesses, farms, acce551b111ty of pubhc facﬂxtles, tax base and other
commumty resources.

On February 1 1 1994 Pres1dent Chnton sxgned _Executwe Order 12898: Federal Actzons to Address
Environmental Justice in Mmorlg Pogulattons and ng-Incomg Populations. The Executive Order

requires that each Federal agency shall, to_the greotest extent allowed by law, administer and
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implement its programs, policies, and activities that affect human health or the environment so as to
identify and avoid “disproportionately high and adverse” effects on minority and low-income
populations. ‘

Asthe MPO, itis SCCOG’s responsibility to ensure that minorities and low income individuals have
equal opportunity to participate in the transportation planning process (See Goal #3,). Furthermore,
in order to implement this goal, there needs to be continued monitoring to insure the following:

1. That the benefits of the funds made available for transportation are equitably distributed.
2. That the adverse impacts of projects are not disproportionately distributed to low income and
minority individuals or neighborhoods.

SCCOG’s strategies to ensure compliance with Title VI include the following:
A. Public Involvement

Since 1976, SCCOG and its predecessor, the Southeastern Connecticut Regional Planning Agency
(SCRPA), have beenresponsible for regional transportation planning. Numerous strategies have been
developed to ensure that all population and demographic segments of the region have equal
opportunity to participate in the planning process and that no segment absorbs a disproportionate
burden. These population segments include the elderly, disabled, minority, low income and others
either directly or indirectly affected by proposed expenditures of public funds. Over this time period,
the four public involvement techniques that have proven most successful are as follows:

1. Newsletter. SCCOG publishes a bi-monthly newsletter in which articles regularly appear on
matters related to transportation. This publication is widely distributed.

2. Regular meetings. The Program Committee of the Regional Planning Commission and the
Regional Planning Commission, the planning arm of the COG, hold regularly monthly and
bi-monthly meetings which are open to the public. These meetings are advertised and the
public is welcome to attend and participate in discussions related to transportation and land
use. Inaddition, beginningin FY 2001, supplementing these transportation planning meetings
have been the meetings of the two Transportation Investment Area (TIA) boards on which
this region is represented. Several widely advertised public hearings resulted m the
identification of new participants in the transportation planning process.

3. Distribution of printed material. As part of SCCOG’s Affirmative Action/EEO Employment
provisions, an extensive network of organizations dealing with special demographic sectors
hasbeen developed. Draft copies of reports are regularly distributed throughout this network.
Additionally, this network has been significantly expanded under the Welfare-to-Work/Jobs
Access and Reverse Commute Program as well as the TSB-TIA process and the Routel 1
Greenway Authority Commission.

4, Formal publichearings. Annually, SCCOG conducts formal public hearingson the followmg
a. Proposed work program for the upcoming fiscal year.
b. Proposed annual update of the long range Regional Transportation Plan.
c. Proposed annual update of the Regional Transportation Improvement Program.
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d. Proposed annuallupdate of the State and Reéion‘al Transportation Improvement

Program. .
. e... . Proposed annual update of the Air Quality Conformity Statement. .
. £ .. Proposed s1gmﬁcant modtﬁcatxons to any  of the above at vanous tlmes dunng the
L year

. g . During FY 2001 pubhc heanngs to 1dent1fy new pubhc partrcrpants in the TSB- TIA

process were also held as well as hearings on the draft Initial TIA plans for the I-395
Corridor and Southeast Corridor. These hearings are expected to become part of the
regular on-going public involvement process of SCCOG. Likewise, the Route 11
Greenway Authority Commission conducted a hearing during FY 2001 and expects
to conduct more such hearmgs as new 1nformatron is gathered :

- B.. Moniton'ng. a

All outside public input received from any source at any time is given immediate attention not only

for its content but for its source. This process provides the feedback necessary to enable staff to

- evaluate the effectiveness of various outreach techmques In some cases, where orgamzattonal

lmkages exist, feedback is derived through the network of organizations with whom SCCOG works

.ona partlcular project. SouthEast Area Transit, the regional bus system, is one example where this

may occur. ‘The Thames Valley Councrl for Commumty Actlon the reglonal antl-poverty agency,

1s another .

Ongomg momtonng of beneﬁts and burdens occurs at two levels: regronal and local. At the reglonal
level, it is SCCOG staff’s primary responsibility to monitor benefits and burdens of major large scale
projects. At the local level, this responsibility is vested in the individual chief elected officials who
- _serve as the voting members of the Metropolitan Planning Orgamzatlon (MPO) and who represent
the “ﬁrst hne” w1th respect to their constituents. Additionally, local projects which emerge from the
long range transportatlon planmng to the TIP are also subject to Iocal heanngs as details emerge. One
_ example of thls process is a 1995 ISTEA High Priority project for a regional’ transportation center
in Norwich. This project continues to be revisited as new sites are identified which modify the
burdens and benefits balance. The success of the SCCOG ‘Title VI act1v1t1es can, therefore, be
. established by the fact that this project has not yet advanced beyond the engineering phase asa result
of the interplay of the ongoing analysrs of beneﬁts and burdens as 1t aﬁ’ects tran31t users ‘

cC Supporting Demographic Docurnentation o
As the reglonal Census reposxtory, SCCOG hke its predecessor, SCRPA prepares a detaxled ana]ysrs
~on ablock group basis of the socio- economic profile of the region’s 20 towns. Inthe mld-l 970's, this
‘became an essential tool in developmg a reglonal bus system to serve the area Data on low vehicle
ownership guided the need for public transportation (see Tables 2'and 3) in the urban areas and
. provided the basis, on a block by block level, for the development of the transit routes. SCCOG will
continue thrs process as data becomes avallable from the 2000 Census

Caath ed
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XVIII. SECURITY

Subsequent to the events of September 11, 2001, the issue of national security has taken on added
importance. This is especially so in a region such as southeastern Connecticut where security needs
have long been recognized and practiced by specialized sectors, including the military and utilities.
Facility-centered disaster planning occurs even more widely across the region ranging from Groton-
New London Airport to incident management on the interstate system. Clearly, securityisnot a new
issue in southeastern Connecticut.

This section of the Regional Transportation Plan is intended to explore infrastructure elements that
provide redundancy in the event of a disaster. This approach is based on several assumptions. The
region contains enough strategic assets that could make it the site of a terrorist attack. Further,
infrastructure changes previously dismissed by the region as being to aggressive now may be
warranted for consideration.

The analysis accompanying this discussion utilizes three data layers: 1) existing infrastructure, 2)
population distribution, and 3) high security sites. Figure 17 depicts High Security Sites in the
* southeastern region. These include 1) Millstone Nuclear Power Plant, 2) U.S. Submarine Base, 3)
Electric Boat Division of General Dynamics, 4) Groton-New London Airport 5) Gold Star Bridge,
6) U.S. Coast Guard Academy. A sixth site, Plum Island, is located nine miles off shore in Long
Island Sound. While it is technically not in southeastern Connecticut, its proximity to the region
should not be ignored. While numerous other potential sites exist (schools, hospitals, churches,
casinos, etc.) none are considered having as much national or international significance as the above
sites.

While the significance of an attack on each site is clearly quite different, it is 1mmed1ately apparent
from Figure 17 that the sites are all clustered in the southern portion of the region. 'When the
clustering of high’security sites is compared with Figure 18, Population Distribution, the full
magnitude of the problem presents itself. Less apparentis the shiftin population durmg employment
hours where many workers living in outlying, suburban areas are employed in the greater New
London/Groton area. Thus, while the full impact of an attack at any one or more of the high secunty
sites ¢an only be approxxmated these figures very strongly suggest that a large portion of the region’s
population lives and works in relatively close proximity to these sites.

The question then becomes: Is the existing infrastructure adequate for evacuation purposes? Ifnot,
how will planned infrastructure modifications contribute to 1mprovmg evacuation capacity? Finally,
~ are there reasonable infrastructure needs that should be considered given some unknown degree of
risk of attack? The discussion below addresses the adequacy of the existing transportation system to
move large numbers of people in the event of some type of disaster.

I-95: Clearly, Interstate 95 is the major evacuation route in the southern sector of the region. The
existing inadequacy of I-95 has already been recognized and efforts are just now under way
to make capacity improvements to this section of highway. Serious consideration should now
be given to adding additional lanes.

72



€L

SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT REGION
HIGH SECURITY SITES

FIGURE 17




SOUTHEAS;I'ERN CONNECTICUT REGION
Population Distribution, 2000

FIGURE 18




Route 11: The planned completlon of Route 11 will provide addltronal evacuation capacity from an
extremely vulnerable part of the region. This suggests that special attention now be paid to the
- interchange of Route 11 with I-95 and I-395 so that vehlcle movements can be accommodated

. from any d1rectlon - ' :

lRoute 1-395 (See I-95 dlscussmn above)

. - State Routes 1, 156 32 12: Itis doubtﬁll that suﬁicrent capacrty unprovements could be made to
- these roads given the level of abutting development The exceptions to this are the western

. most portions of Routes 1 and 156, where future wrdemng could occur. However, east of the
- intersect of these two highways, development abuts the road thereby creatmg an evacuatlon
bottleneck in the hlghway network.

: Water Evacuatron The coastal locatron of the reglon presents an access barner by. other than
_airplane or boat. It also represents an evacuatlon barrier by other than the same modes. The
impracticality of significant air evacuation at Groton-New London Airport all but eliminates
that as an optlon Capacity does, however, exist for temporary evacuation by ferry from New
.. London via Cross Sound Ferry, Fox Navrgatlon and the Fishers Island Ferry. Given the
- proximity of the large employment base in New London and Groton temporary evacuatlon by

- water may prove to be a feasible optron oo :

_ ‘Bus Transnt Over the course of the past 23 years an underlyxng ranonale for the purchase of large
_urban-type buses for the SEAT bus system has been the prospect of their deployment for

. evacuation of the population. However, even a cursory revrew of the capacity of the entire
- - fleet, if it were deployed in such a manner, would suggest sévere limitations in meeting this -
- need. At present, the SEAT system is compnsed of 25 vehicles each with a capacity of 46
seats plus standing room for 23. This yields a total ﬂeet capacrty of 1725. ‘While not
msrgmﬁcant it does reveal the limits of the bus transit system in meeting this potentlal need.

Thames Rlver Crossmg Due to the b1-lateral separatron of the regron by the 'Ihames Rlver the

- .. most significant transportatlon lmkage in the highway system is the Gold Star Bridge. Some
. redundancy already exists in the form of a second span of the Gold Star Bridge over the

.- Thames as well as the Mohegan-Pequot Bndge further north. However, for the long-term

. future, a third bndge span of the Thames River, mrdwaybetween the Gold Star Bndge and the

: Mohegan-Pequot Bndge, should be studled e L
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XIX. FINANCIAL ANALYSIS/TOP PRIORITY PROJECTS

The preparation of a long range regional transportation plan follows a format set forth in federal
regulation. Central to this format is the federal requirement for “fiscal constraint” over the 20-year
spectrum of such a plan. This requirement compels a general analysis of anticipated revenues to
meet the project expenses of projects depicted in the plan. Table 11, prepared by CONNDOT in
1999, presents estimated gross revenue thresholds, by region, over a 20-year period based on
allocations under the Federal Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century (TEA-21). These figures
are the basis under which fiscal analysis is being conducted. Two matters are of critical note. First,
the analysis excludes other non-federal potential revenue sources. This is due to the fact that
compliance with the federal fiscal constraint requirement limits inclusion of other revenue sources
for regional planning purposes unless those revenues can actually be documented at the time the plan
is prepared. Second, and perhaps more important at this juncture, is the fact that TEA-21 is scheduled
for re-authorization in October, 2003. This analysis presumes that future funding levels made
available as part of the Congressional TEA-21 re-authorization process will be equal to present
funding levels.

Asshownin Table 11, the southeast region can optimistically expect to receive $1,573,966,089 over
the next 20 years. This gross estimated revenue threshold will be available to be used for the
following types of projects: system improvements, system preservation or maintenance, projects of
major statewide significance. This latter category, shown at $745,600,000, would include such
projects as improvements to [-95, completion of Route 11, and Route 2. Proportionally, 23% of the
total will be for system improvements ($187,836,269) and 77% for system maintenance
($640,529,819). Annualized, the average allocations become $7.4 million forimprovements and $32
million for maintenance, respectively. Experience has demonstrated that these estimates are liberal
and for all practical purposes, these figures may actually over-estimate revenues by as much as 30% -
40% for the improvement-type projects.

The Regional Transportation Plan primarily focuses on matters related to system improvements.
‘These types of projects are defined as those which are intended to improve safety, mobility, increase
system productivity or promote economic growth The emphasis on improvement-type projects, as
opposed to maintenance type projects, is related to parallel responsibility of CONNDOT.
Maintenance projects primarily address such needs as repaving, bridge repair or replacement and any
other form of reconstruction, in place. ‘While the bulk of the funds available under TEA-21 are for
maintenance projects, these type projects tend to be managed at the state level according to need and
funding availability and therefore become the primary emphasis of the state transportation planning
process.

For the purpose of presentation, projects depicted in Table 12 are organized by town. Within the
format, projects are further organized under 3 different schedule categories covering the 20-year time
period of this Plan. First, projects shown as scheduled within a 1-3 year period do not represent the
highest priority. Instead, they depict those projects that are actually in the process of implementation.
These projects also appear in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Fiscal constraint of
projects scheduled for implementation in the TIP is a matter established in a parallel accounting
process by CONNDOT and approved by FHWA. For this reason, the sum in the 1-3 year column is
assumed valid. Projects shown in the 4-10 and 11-20 year categories become not only the vehicle for
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TABLE 11

ALLOCATION OF ANTICIPATED FUNDS TO CONNEQTICUT PLANNING REGIONS

o ., Valley

system productivity or promote economlc growth

- Note: System lmprovements are projects whlch enhance safe!y, lmprove moblllty, Increare

System Preservatlon are pro]ec!s such as repavng roadways, brldge repalr or
replacement and any other form of reconstruction In place. '

RPAs Allo New Funds MP Final Revislon Aug 20 99 Total - MP then 40% of bal then - 5% b4 Allo

1999-2019
SYSTEM SYSTEM
C IMPROVEMENTS PRESERVATION
. Distribution Welghts
Vehlicle Miles of Travel 0.25 0.25
Congested Vehlcle Mlles of Travel 0.75 0o .
LaneMlIes ) - -0 0.75 IR
: . . MAJOR _
. e PROJECTS OF -
PgLANNING gcotous 4  STATEWIDE .. TOTALS
g : . . | SIGNIFICANCE S
Southwestern .. .623,299,166 389,825,819 197,121,000 1,210,245,985 |-
HousatonlcValley . 237,506,158 . 203,385,005 | . 232,672,000 763,563,163 |
Northwestern Conn, - - - 18,489,239 189,998,294 | . .. 208,487,532
Litchfield Hills 770,687,455 292,345,506 |- - . ., © 363,032,961
Central NaugatuckValIey - 325,688,250 . . 361,122,500 | ~ 253,320,000 940,130,750
: - \ 48,030,145 109,610,536 | - . 187,640,681
GreaterBrldgeport °368,519,775- 297,253,281 | © * 148,505,000 814,278,056 |
South Central ~ ) 627,286,626 - 703,829,919 | - 1,080,595,000 1 2,411,711,545
Central Connectlcut ' 120,919,602 239,058,893 | 48,700,000 408,678,495
Capltol 786,964,384 ' 1,100,465,240 | .. . 216,623,500 | ~  2,104,053,125 |
Midstate ™" - . 95,054,053 256,228,871 | . v . ‘| 351,279,925
- Connocucut RlverEstuary 76 876,745 - 208,202;359 | * 232,500,000 | ~ 517,579,103 |
. |southeastern - 187,836,269 - 640,529,819 | 745,600,000 1,573,966,089
Windham =~ . 135,719,700 242,650,373 ~ 76,623,500 454,993,573
Northeastern -~ . ~. - - 44,792,302 ., 202,154,564 | - 4,140,000 341,083,867
Undeflned Towns ™~ " . 35,657,384 88,328,400 . . T . . 123,985,785
Totals 3,803, 324 254 5,704,986, 381 3,236,400,000 12,744,710,635

Source: CONNDOT




expressing priority but also represent the primary focus of the fiscal constraint analysis for the
purposes of long-range regional planning. All projects shown in either of these time periods shall be
considered meeting the fiscal constraint requirement if the total amount of revenues estimated to be
available in either time period is equal to, or greater than, the total estimated cost of all the projects
in that time period. As derived from Table 11, the total funds grossly available for enhancement type
projects for 4-10 year time period is estimated to be $65.8 million (7 years x $9.4 million) while for
the 10-year, 11-20 year plan time period, approximately $94 million is estimated to be available (10
years x $9.4 million).

‘The total estimated cost of all projects shown in Table 12 for the 4-10 year period is $48.5 million
while the total estimated cost of all projects in the 11-20 year period is $47.7 million. It should be
noted that there are a large number of projects shown in the plan as unfunded, with a time period
designated as to be determined (TBD). Several of these projects are known to be of high, or very
high, capital and operating cost. In all likelihood, if these projects were included in the Regional
Transportation Plan as funded projects, it would result in the plan exceeding the fiscal constraint

“requirement. While these high cost projects collectively represent the expressed desires of the people
of southeastern Connecticut as established through the public participation process, special funding
will be needed for these prOJects beyond the regular finding available through traditional means. For
this reason, all prolects shown as unfunded and TBD are not considered a formal part of this plan for
the purposes of fiscal constraint.

In addition, there are several projects whose cost is displayed in parenthesis ($). This was done to
alert the reader that the cost of these projects was not attributable toward the fiscal constraint ceiling

as a result of a unique source of funds. Typical of this situation are projects which received special
high priority funding through the initial TEA-21 authorization.

Atthe sametime, consideration has been given to assigning priority to the various municipal projects.
Thisis especially important in cases such as the urban communities which have identified many more
needs than for which funding is available.

_ Highest Priority Projects:

" Regionally, the four top priority projects include the following:

1) Completlon of Route 11 from Salem to [-95 in Waterford.

2) Capacity improvements to I-95 from Branford to the Rhode Island State line.

3) Expansion of the regional bus system to address tourism and tourism employment
demand.

4) Improvements to Routes 2, 2A, 32 including capacity 1mprovements to the Mohegan-
Pequot Bridge.

While the fiscal analysis demonstrates that the FY 2004 Regional Transportation Plan meets the
federal fiscal constraint requirement, questions may arise as to why projects depicted as unfunded are
not placed in the 11-20 year time period where ample financial ceiling exists to accommodate them.
The explanation is twofold. First, many of the projects listed are not on Federal Aid roads. Second,
with ample ceiling in both the 4-10 and 11-20 year time periods, SCCOG, acting as the MPO,
appears to have the opportunity to advance a variety of needed projects as future needs dictate.
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20

BOZRAH: State Highways
Route 163 Intersection modifications at Route 612 and Route 2 ramps 11-20 TEA-21 250
Route 82 Improve sight lines at Wawecus Hill Road 11-20 TEA-21 1,500
Route 608 Improve drainage, various locations 11-20 TEA-21 1,000
BOZRAH: Town Roads
Bozrah Street Ext Bridge repair or replace 4-10 Bridge 487
Stanton Hill Bridge repair or replace 4-10 Bridge (80)
COLCHESTER: State Highways
Route 16 Intersection improvements at Route 85, Town Green : 4-10 TEA-21 1,750

Climbing lanes, various locations west of the Borough 4-10 TEA-21 500
Route 2 Interchange improvements at Exit 17, add eastbound on-ramp, westbound off-ramp 4-10 T8D
Route 85 Traffic analysis from McDonald Road to the Broadway/Amston Road Intersection 4-10 T8D
COLCHESTER: Town Roads

Develop a comprehensive system of sidewalks to serve older dense portions of town 4-10 T8D

Interconnection of (4) Greenways with a bike/trail system 4-10 TBD

Town center parking analysis to determine needs for future development 4-10 TBD
Chestnut Hill Road Connector road from Route 354 to Chestnut Hill Road 4-10 TBD
Norwich Avenue Connector road from Norwich Avenue to Lebanon Avenue (Route 16) 4-10 8D
Cragin Road Connector road, extension of Cragin Road to Clark Lane 4-10 T8D
Town Green Parking/stripping determination/formalization at Town Green 4-10 TBD
Route 149 Construct walkway along Rte 149 under Rte 2, along Old Hartford Rd back to Air Line Trl

SUBTOTAL: 2% " fini i |3ti2,737¢ [ 352,750,
©
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. . _ TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN _
S T B SR Est. Cost ($000)
... Project . . | - .7 'Description . "~ T . Period '| Funding

R R SR o 1-3 | 4-10 | 11-20

EAST LYME: State Highways 7 e

195 Ramp realignment at Exit 74 (southbound) 4-10 | ‘TEA-21 2,000
(o5 Interchange improvements at Exit 75, 1-395 "~~~ TBD :

Route 1~ Add bike iane from Route 161 to Old Lyme town line 11:20 | TEA-21
1 Route 11 ' Complete construction to 1-95 o TBD Sl
‘| Route 161 | Traffic Access Management Study 4-10 | Unfunded ‘

Route 161 -| Tourist Information Center 4-10 Unfunded
| Route 181 - Add bike lane from Route 1 to Montville town line 11-20 | TEA-21
.| Route 161 '| Construct sidewalks from Route 1 to Route 156 (inprog) | Town (400) *
‘| Route 156- -~~~ ' ‘Waterfront Pedestrian Walkway along Niantic Bay - -- - (inprog) |.-- TEA-.. |.. (3,800) -

R | P R .| 21pepP
| Route 156 Railroad Underpass for Intermediate Access to Walkway 4-10 | TEA-21 3,000

Route 156 | ‘Pedestrian and Crosswalk improvements in Main Stréet District 4-10 | TEA-21 500 | -

EAST LYME: Town Roads -

East Society Road ; | Upgrade and connect to Route 161 to create frontage road 4-10 Unfunded !

FRANKLIN: State Highways ™= . -~ =" © . - - =

Route 32 ‘Install traffic signal at intersection of Route 610 "4-10 | TEA21 " 80

Route 87 Improve intersection sight lines at Murphy Road - T4-10 f TEA21 | LT | T1s0°

FRANKLIN: Town Roads ' P -

Old Willimantic Rd. | Construct new footbridge over Yantic River " "TBD | Unfunded - -

(0]
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20
FRANKLIN: Town Roads - Continued
Murphy Road Widen and improve railroad crossing TBD | Unfunded
Murphy Road Widen and improve from railroad crossing to Route 87 TBD | Unfunded
GRISWOLD: State Highways
Route 138 Solve winter icing problem in the vicinity of the Grange Hall in Pachaug 4-10 TEA-21 250
;Route 201 'Realign and widen between Route 12 and I-395 1-3 TEA-21 ' 1,771
Route 201 Realign northerly of the North Stonington town line 11-20 TEA-21 3,500
Route 201 Improve sight lines and make geometric improvements at intersection with Edmond
Road 11-20 TEA-21 500
GRISWOLD: Town Roads
GROTON (TOWN): State Highways
‘Route 1 .Reconstruct from vicinity of intersection with Poquonnock Road Notth to Ring Drive 11-20 | Unfunded 10,200
'Route 1 & 215 Downtown Mystic and Route 215 Streetscape Project (High Priority Funding) 1-3 TEA-21 (3,i25)
Downtown Mystic & Route 215 Utility Underground Project (Phase Il TCSP Funding) 1-3 TEA-21 (1,000)
Route 1 Geometric improvement at intersection of Fishtown Road Unfunded (250)
Route 1 Intersection improvements at Kings Highway to eliminate left turns Unfunded (100)
Routes 1 & 215 (Ft Hill) | Geometric and operations improvements at intersection TEA-21 750
Route 12 Intersection modification at Crystal Lake, Gungywamp and Tollgate Rds. TEA-21 600
185 Provide protection against spilUbollution events in vicinity of Public Watershed/Reservoir TEA-21 750
Route 614 Reconstruct from Cow ute 184 ‘ Unfunded (5,500)
SUBTOTALY - LA e B R o ey AT
o0
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. TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN T

- Est. Cost ($000)

. ': . Pnoject . ~ R , L R _‘De'scrinti'on Pé;;nn ;'nndlng
e T o SR A ~1-3-] 4-10--] 11-20-
GROTON (TOWN): State Highways - Continued ~ . -
Route 649~ ;' |'Reconstruct roadway from Tower Avénue noith to Route 1~~~ “11-20 | Unfunded- ~|- (1,900
'Route 649 'Reconstnict from Rainville Aventie to Tower Avenue’ “11-20 | Unfunded (3.300)
Route 649 -~ Improve South Road underpass™ “11-20 | Unfunded - (2,000)
GROTON (TOWN): TownRoads ~~ ~ ~ 7., . . .~ S - - -
Railroad Underpasses - | Eliminate height limitation at Poquonnock Road 4-10 | TEA-21 3,000. ey
Railroad Underpasses | Improve and eliminate height limitation at Depot Road - ‘ _ 4-10 | TEA-21 . 750 | ...
Flanders Road Aréa ™~ Construct'a road between Route 117 & Flanders Road to provnde access to and from |- -1-3 - State - - |- - -
oo 95 o S + Bond 9,300
Milita-ry‘AH-ighway 'Construct walkwaylblkeway along west side of road, south of Nautilus Memorial TBD Unfunded -
Thomas Road 7Constrruct blkewaylwalkway along West Side from Shennecossett M.S. to High Rock Rd. 1-3 " Local 690
Crystal Lake Road | Reconstruct from Military Highway to Route 12 11-20 | ~TBD 1,600
Townwnde : Complete Traffic Preemption System installation at all 46 locations 1-3 Local 500
Poquonnock Road Reconstruct from Route 1 to Route 649 4-10 ‘Local © | 2400 L
Tollgate Road .| Reconstruction from Route 12 to Route 184 4-10 | Local " 1,800 -
GROTON (cn'v) State nghways )
Route 349 - R *lmprove intersections on Eastem Point Road with Chester Street and Shennecossett I o N -
. |Road........... _.. _. i e e 1-3 TEA-21 500
Route 349 lmprove radii on northeast and southeast comers of intersection with Ramvnlle and
; | Brandegee Avenues (coordinated with Rte. 649 project) 1-3 | "TEA21 |7 300 | ot
Route 349 Increase radius at southeast comer of intersection with Benham Avenue 1-3 TEA-21 T 300
: Ro'ute 649' Sidewalk reconstruction & infersection Improvements between Brandegee Ave & I £
A Poquonnock Road (Rainvnlle connector) o 100
‘SUBTOTAL': S [ Sa3367 18,7672 {2, 3356

o)
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

_ ' Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20
GROTON (CITY): Local Roads |
Thames Street Reconstruct from Bridge Street to Poquonnock Road 4-10 TEA-21 1,500
Complefe Heritage Park Project 4-10 TEA-21 750
Bridge Street 'Recons&uct from 100" east of Monument Street to Thames Street 4-10 TEA-21 "~ 1,000
LEDYARD: State Highways
Route 12A Add climbing lane south of Long Cove Road 4-10 TEA-21 500
Whalehead Road intersection improvements 4-10 TEA-21 750
Route 117 Access management in Ledyard Center 4-10 TEA-21 1,600
Route 2 Reconstruct between Routes 164 and 214 as 4-lane boulevard 1-3 Pri;rate
Route 214 Safety improvements including sight line improvements at Spicer Hill Rd. intersection TBD Unfunded
LEDYARD: Town Roads V
Long Cove Road Intersection improvements at Route 12 TBD Unfunded
Baldwin Hill Road Widen from Long Cove Road to new Navy housing T8D Unfunded
Shewville Road’ Bridge rehabilitation TBD Maint
Stoneybrook Road Bridge rehabilitation TBD | Maint
LISBON: State Highways
Route 138 Realign and widen between Route 660 and Route 12 4,500
Route 138 Reconstruct intersection with Route 169 750
Route 169 Realign and widen between 1-395 and the Shetucket River Bridge
‘SUBTOTAL:. " o e R T 1346177243
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e e .~ - .TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

' ‘ e U B A N Est. Cost ($000)
Project - - I Description Lo e Co " Period | Funding ;
e o o bt R IFDEN DUPTY [PYRPY
LISBON: Town Roads -~ "~ - -~ - - - e ' | '
MONTVILLE: State Highways -~ -« -coo o wo oo ST
‘Route f1- - -~ - - - Cbmplete construction to 1-95 e o e . _ TBD ) .Unfu‘n‘ded
Route 32 Realign Ice House curve and lmprove traffic operabons from Maple Ave, to Raymond .
HilRd., - . , Cose 4 B _ ] 4-10 Unfunded
Route 32 - Warning blinker northbound approaching St. Bemard Drive ‘ 4-10 | Unfunded -
Route32 .~ | Consfruct sidewalks from Powerhouse Rd. To Route 163 | 4-10- | Unfunded
Route85__ . | .Complete spot safety improvements - o 4-10 | Unfunded i
MONTVILLE: TownRoads__~_ '~ =~ =~ 72 = T R Con
Old Colchester Rd. ... | Reconstruct from Oxoboxo Dam Rd. to Old Colchester Rd. Ext.; replace bndge over S 1o i
T e e Oxoboxo ... - - .. . . - ] 4-10 TEA-21- | - 1,800
0ld Colchester Rd. - -ﬁécc?ﬁétiﬁbﬁoﬁéﬁd Hrélnéb'e'iiﬁ'bibverﬁénts from Sharp Hill Rd. to Moley Rd:~ -+ |--4-10-|- TEA21-+| - - = ].--.900.
| Fiteh HiNRd.-. " 7" | Realign intersection with Lefingwe Rd. " o - - -] 4.3 | Town |- (@) | -
NEW LONDON: StateHnghways TSI T e S PR
"Route1 « + . | tmprove tuming radius at fiortheast comer of intersection of Colman Street and - ST T .
. S - - . | Jefferson Avenue o 4-10 TEA-21 450
Rowte1. . .. .._.|Sidewalks,variousiocations. TBD | Unfunded ;
95. . L . Install nolse barrier along south side between Norwood Avenue and Briggs Street TBD Unfunded
Route 213"~ Install storm drains between Willetts Avenue and Bank Street 1 4-10 i] TEA21 [ - | 300
Route213 | Install storm drains between Plant Street and Niles Hill Road ) | 4-10 1| TEA-21 | 350
Route 213 | sidewalks, various focations it Unfunded o
SUBTOTAL: 71 .0 NS 4817 128,167, |26 600
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

_ Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20

NEW LONDON: State Highways - Continued
Broad & Colman Sts. Intersection improvements T8D Unfunded (2000)
NEW LONDON: cny Streets. '
Clty-mde ' Traffic signal synchronization study TBD Unfunded
Montauk Avenue Install drainage in east side of street between Thames and Plant Streets TBD Unfunded
Ocean Avenue Install drainage from Niles Hill Road to Glenwood Avenue T8D - Unfunded
Ocean Avenue Streetscape improvements 4-10 Unfunded (500)
Bank/Montauk/Ocean Roadway widening and turning lane improvements 4-10 - | Unfunded - (3000)
Williams/Briggs St. Signal and improvements 4-10 Unfunded (150)
Willetts Avenue Right tum lane eastbound at Ocean Avenue 4-10 Unfunded (150)
Glenwood Avenue Install drainage from Ocean Avenue to Thames River TBD Unfunded )
Vauxhall Street Improve channelization in the vicinity of [-95 T8D Unfunded
Pequot Avenue Reconstruct drainage outfall from Caulkins Park side of AMTRAK right-of-way to

Greens Harbor Beach. Reconstruct drainage outfall from Caulkins Park side of

AMTRAK to Thames River, and eliminate existing sewer. Install drainage from Maple TBD Unfunded

Avenue to Greens Harbor Beach.- Install drainage at the intersection with Howard,

Willetts, and Shaw Streets
City-wide Curbing, resurfacing, and catch basin reconstruction TBD Unfunded
City-wide Traffic signal synchronization - closed loop system 4-10 Unfunded (1500)
Vauxhall Street Improve intersection Phillips Street TBD Unfunded
Downtown Undertake structural repairs to the Winthrop Parking Garage TBD Unfunded

Remove all pedestrian sidewalk obstructions. Install traditional furnishings, benches,
Downtown map posts, landscaping and trash receptacles. Install paving blocks as replacement TBD Unfunded

s for cross walks. .
- SUBTOTAL: 2 :¥13:4617 | '28167.:| 26,800,

[eo]
o




womovo o - TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN .. R

1

s ] . o SR ST _Est. Cost ($000) . ..
_ Project - Description ' Period | Funding:
: - .- . o .- -1 1-3. 14-10.] 11-20.
NEW LONDON: City Streets < Continued =~ - - -
o . | Install gateways at CBD entry points (Parade area, Tilley/Bank Street; - . G e e e )
Downtown 1 | Broad/Huntington/Gov. Winthrop Blvd., Eugene O'Neill/Gov. Winthrop Blvd) includmg ' o s E ! !
ST | landscaping, paving treatments, street fumishing. directional signage. - - --TBD Unfunded - -
ST Coordinate all signalized intersections by installing a new master controller,-~- -~ - -~ - TBD - | Unfunded -
Downtown _i | interconnect system and local controllers along with a retiming of each location C e
Downtown .| Public Transit improvements. (High priority funding) 1-3 | TEA-21:
Downtown ‘Pedestrian W Walkwalelkeway connectmg Connectncut College Coast Guard Academy 1-3: TEA-21 1,250
o to Downtown -
Citywide | Develop a clear, coordinated system of directional signs for motorists TBD | Unfunded (400)
Citywide i | Repairand/or replace pedestrian activated signals at key intersections/crossings TBD | Unfunded ,
Howard Street || Repair bridge/storm water outfall near Hamilton TBD | Unfunded
Vaiixhall Street ™~ | Reconstruct gutter, curb; sidewalk near Perkins Street - -TBD - | Unfunded . .
Bayonet Street -~ - Install storm drainage between Margaret Street and Colman Street - TBD Unfunded
Garibaldi Square ‘Install stormi drainage " TBD | Unfunded .
.| Trumbull Street < | Construct sidewalk curb & storm ‘drainage between Pequot Avenue & Naumeeu'g.; i TBD | Unfunded i
Mill Street Bridge © " |- Install metal guard rails "TBD | Unfunded
Jefferson Avenue Construct sidewalk, handicap ramps TBD | Unfunded
City-wide | Remove and reconstruct street pavement to improve curb reveal and street gutter 'TBD | Unfunded
g : drainage - S . . T g C
Eugene O'Neill Drive | The public parking lots on Eugene O'Neill Drive should be repaved, striped, ||Ium|nated " TBD | Unfunded o
oo o= L landscaped, provided with edge treatments and circulation improvements - - - e R
South Water Street Extend South Water Street to Sparyard Street and replace the chain link AMTRAK nght- - TBD® Unfunded R
of-way fence with an omate wrought iron fence
Water Street Elevated pedestnan bndge over AMTRAK (ngh Priority. Fundmg) 1-3 . TEA-21
e ——T = % : AT s ier | as00,
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 (11-20

NEW LONDON: City Streets - Continued

Tilley/Bank Street Realign Tilley to connect with S. Water St. & reconfigure intersection of Bank St. to TBD Unfunded 350

: provide double right tum from Tilley St. to Bank St. & new synchronization
NORTH STONINGTON: State Highways
Route 2 Reconstruct from Route 201 to 1-95 in Stonington TBD Unfunded
' At Route 627 add left hand tum lanes from Route 2 onto Main St. and Old Mystic Road.
Route 2 Reduce radius on south side of Old Mystic Road. 4-10 TEA-21 225
Route 2 Establish No Passing Zone from Route 201 N, east to I-95 TBD Unfunded
East of Main Street to west of Route 184, widen to add shoulder. Add left turn lane

Route 2 eastbound into Dunkin’ Donuts and Bess Eaton. TBD Unfunded

Route 2 At Holly Green, add left tum lane, westbound. TBD Unfunded

Route 2 At Route é01 south, extend eastbound right turn lane. TB8D Unfunded (50)

From Ledyard to Route 201 north, westbound, install feft tum lanes at Wintechog Hill

Route 2 Road; eastbound, install left tum lanes at Swantown Road. 4-10 TEA-21 80
Route 2 Holly Green to North Main Street, widen to add shoulder. TBD Unfunded

Route 2 Holly Green to Route 201, widen to add shoulder. - T8D Unfunded

Route 2 Route 184 to 1-95, widen to add shoulder. T8D Unfunded

Route 2 At Route 201/ Ryder Road intersection, eliminate inner lane westbound and add curbing. 4-10 TEA-21 10
Route 2 Caution light at Rocky Hollow Road. TBD Unfunded

Route 49 Improve intersection at Babcock Road. TBD Unfunded

Route 201 Improve intersection with Route 627 and Wintechog Hill Road TBD Unfunded

Route 201 Realign and widen south of Route 627 . T8D Unfunded |

1-95 Add chatter strips on northbound and southbound lanes on both sndes. 4 10 TEA-21 100
SUBTOTAL: Lo o L T ‘ D[RR A 707 " 28,9321 £ 26,800,
©
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__TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN °

- - - - - e e . o o Est. Cost ($000)
Project - Description Period | Funding .
- - L . 1-3 | 4-10 | 11-20
NORTH STONINGTON: State Highways - Continued _ ’
195 . Add signage on 1-95 southbound from Rhode lsland border. for casino traffic to continue T .
S to Exit #92 at Route 2. - » ‘ , T8D Unfunded
Route 184 | At Boombridge Road, additiori'of"ove‘rﬁeadEaﬁt’idh. 4:way, blinking fraffic light. 'TBD™ | Unfundeéd
Route 216 ‘Reoohstfui:i intersection at Route 184 at southbound 1-95 off ramp. TBD | Unfunded
Vicinity of Route 184 - | Construct perimeter access road. (As per Access Management Plan)’ TBD | Unfunded’ o
'NORWICH: State Highways' IR )
‘Route2 -~ . 7. Sidewalks, Route 12 to Preston town line ~ i " 4-10" | Unfunded -
ST T | 'sidewalks, east side to Mashantucket Parking Lot Tt e “"TBD™ "| ‘Unfunded |~ """
‘Route2/32  -"7 " 7 | 'Sidewalk replacement on Washington St., Harland Rd. to Route 82"~ 4-10 | Unfunded -
‘Routeg2. -~ .~ Improvements from Maplewood Court to Wal-Mart ~™ =~~~ ~ "~ o oo s ‘4-10" | TEA-21" o " 1,000
R Wideén and provide turiing lanes, 1-395 to Route 32 4-10 " | Unfunded "} -
Route 12 - - 7| Improve intérsections at north and south ends of Central Avenue "11:20 | TEA21, |- ~ 1,000
oo Improve drainage near intersection with Boswell Avenue co Co e e -42 400 | - TEA-21 - 250 -
Construct sidewalks in various locations at Laurel Hill =~ - "11-20 | * TEA-21 - 100
Route 97 Modify intersectnons at Route 169, Baltic Road Bridge St., Occum Rd. & Canterbury - PSR R Do I
Tpke.. .. 4-10 |’ TEA:21 3,000
Route 642 improve bridge over New England Central Railroad 11-20 | TEA-21 2,000
Route 32 SideWalks. Thamesville to Trading Cove TBD Unfunded
Sidewalks, Route 82 to Montville town line 4-10 Unfunded N
NORWICH: City Streets - j
Lawler Lane Unfunded ,‘
' S| £33,182:| 7 29,600:




TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)

Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20
NORWICH: City Streets - Continued
Central Bus. District Const. Regional Transportation Ctr, & supplemental parking lots (High Priority Funding) 1-3 ISTEA 12,000
Continue Heritage Walkway from Howard Brown Park to Railroad Place 4-10 Unfunded (300)
Sidewalks, various locations TBD Unfunded (300)
Continue Heritage Walkway from Railroad Place to Greeneville 4-10 Unfunded (900)
Dunham Street Reconstruct from West Thames Street to Elizabeth Street TBD | Unfunded
Browning Road Reconstruct from Rogers Road to Dalewood Drive T8D | Unfunded
Wawecus Street Repair Bridge over Yantic River 4-10 Bridge 500
Canterbury Tpke. Reconstruct from [-395 to Occum 4-10 Unfunded
PRESTON: State Highways
Route 2 Realign and signalize the intersections at Ross Road and Mathewson Mill Road 4-10 TEA-21 1,400
SALEM: State Highways
Route 11 Complete construction to 1-95 TBD Unfunded
Route 82 lmprbve drainage between Route 85 and Hagen Road 4-10 TEA-21 350
Route 85 improve traffic control at intersection with Rattlesnake Ledge Road 4-10 TEA-21 80
Route 85 Comrect surface drainage conditions north of Salem Firehouse T8D Unfunded
Route 85 Safety improvements from Route 82 to Montville 4-10 TEA-21 1,500
Route 354 Madify curve one-half mile south of Witter Road intersection 11-20 TEA-21 800
SALEM: Town Roads
Rattlesnake Ledge Rd. TBD Unfunded
SUBTOTAL: %o LR [ eea | a7,012°[ 30,700

O
o
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' ©."7 " TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECTPLAN -~
) A § Est. Cost ($000)"

.~ 7 'Project Uy, oLt otro.. .- Deseription: el ?Pei’ibd Fundlng

1:3 | 4%10.]11-20

[N

SPRAGUE: State Highways~ > o

Route 97 Install sidewalks in various locations - -~ « - LT Lo 78D | Unfunded | o [
SPRAGUE: TownRoads' /- .~ = =" LT T T T s e e

Hanover/Versailles Rd. | Upgrade 2,250 ft.of road " . R - ‘ "' ' B BRI R SR

Replace 6 sets of catch basins and crossover pipe - B ’ "1 718D | Unfunded R

‘Replacé 48" brook'pipe L

‘Westminster Road - - .| 2000' of storm drainage improvements  _ o S TBD Unfunded

PotAsh HillRoad - - - = |-Replace bridge over LitleRiver.. .. ..... . . ... .. .._ ... .. | 718D Unfunded

B I T O [T

STONINGTON: State HIGhWays -~ o - oo e :

o
Y

Route1 --- - - .| Realign, widen, and add sidewalks from Greenhaven Road to Route 234 . 11-20 | TEA-21 2,500

| Route - - e -| Improve roadway, including underpass and intersections, from Route 2 to state line 11-20 TEA-21 6,000

Route 27 ---.-, ...-..:| Improve sightlines atintersectionwithRoute 1 =~ 4 4-10 TEA-21 1,500 T

'« —...| Greenmanville Avenue Streetscape inclﬁdihg Rossi Mill r'ehatgiijtatfon.’ (High Priority T .
‘ Funding): - = .- - » ol 1-3 0 | TEA2T (2,526) .

Route 184 .. Improve sight lines at intersection with Route 201 "~ = e legiq0 - TEA21 ] - - -500 |-

Route 234 ‘Improve sight fines atintersection with Farmholme Road -~~~ *. ™~ ~* ~ |*11=20"| TEA21~- | -~ 1- 500

‘| Route 234 - @ | Make drainage and spot safety improvements in various locations =  I11-20 |oTEA21 | - ] - |- 1,500

STONINGTON: Town Roads S TTUTT s e s e e e

Masons Island Road | Reconstruct between Route 1 and railroad bridge | "TBD | Unfunded"

"| Lantem Hill Road | Modify intersection at Marjorié Stre

~

et. "L

IR

-°| Unfunded | - - -} -~ - .}

7145 738,042: | 5 4100
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! ) TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 { 11-20
STONINGTON: Town Roads - Continued
Jemrry Brown Road Curbing, drainage, and resurfai:ing from Route 27 to Pequot Sepos Road TBD Unfunded
Jerry Brown Road Improve sight lines at Pequot Sepos Road TBD | Unfunded
Coogan Boulevard Install sidewalks as needed 18D | Unfunded -
Coggswell Street Vehicular bridge connecting Cdggswell to Canal Street in Westerly, RI TBD Unfunded
VOLUNTOWN: State Highways -
Route 49 Realign curve in vicinity of Hodge Pond Road 11-20 TEA-21 1,000
Route 49 Reconstruct entire length 11-20 TEA-21 4,000
VOLUNTOWN: Town Roads ’
WATERFORD: State Highways
Route 85 Widen four lanes, plus tumning lanes, from Harvey Avenue to Jefferson Avenue and
construct pedestrian walkways from Jefferson Avenue to Harvey Avenue 4-10 TEA-21 2,500
Route 85 Extend Frontage Roads to Route 85
Route 11 Complete constrﬁction to I-95 TBD Unfunded
1-95 Improve expressway and frontage roads from 1-395 to New London TBD Unfunded
Route 1 Improve intersection at Cross Road 4-10 TEA-21 500
Route 1 Improve intersection at Avery Lane 11-20 TEA-21 1,500
1-395 Construct off-ramp for northbound traffic at interchange with Route 693 4-10 TEA-21 4,500
Route 32 Pedestrian Safety Improvements TBD Uhfundéd
500
‘SUBTOTAL: 42 5 |Sae A1 a7 012¢ = 4ni700;

\O
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TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

! . , A - : f e Est. Cost ($000) B
Project - - . Description Period | Funding :

P : . _ ' : 1-3 14-10 {11-20
WATERFORD: State Highways - Continued - e - - . -
Route 1 | Reconstruct from Willetts Avenue to New London town line
- ‘Replace bridge ovér Jordan Brook _

Fedestﬁan safety improvement & access management Avery Ln to New London town . . 4-10 TEA-21 1,500

ine :

Route 156 Intersection improvements in vicinity of Route 1 to town hall/high school entrance
o _Pedestrian and safety improvements from Route 1 to Avery Lane
WATERFORD: Town Roads L
Cross Road Reconstruct Cross Road Bridge at Parkway North. (High Pn‘or'ity Funding) 1-3 TEA-21 (1,823)

€6




TABLE 12: PROPOSED TWENTY-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PLAN

Est. Cost ($000)
Project Description Period | Funding
1-3 4-10 | 11-20
AlR:
Groton-New London EIS for R/W 5-23 Safety Areas 1-3 FAA,
Airport, CONNDOT State (300)
Reconstruct R’'W 15-33 & T/W “B” 1-3 FAA,
State (3,000)
Tree Removal Plan V.M.P. 1-3 FAA,
State (75)
Groton-New London Improvements to R/W 5-23 Safety Areas TBD FAA,
Airport, CONNDOT State
Rehab Terminal Ramp 4-10 FAA, (1,000)
State
Tree Cutting 4-10 FAA, (500)
State
Rehabilitate /W “C* - 4-10 FAA, (3,000)
State
MARINE: )
. 'Dredging of lower Thames River Channel
TRANSIT:
Southeast Area Transit | Expand bus fleet. (High Priority Funding) 1-3 TEA-21 (4,500)
Operating subsidy 1-3 State
Purchase various support vehicles, other facility improvements 1-3 FTA 2,327
-| Implement recommendations of Intermodal Connections Study for rolling stock and
| facilities 4-10 FTA
Eastemn CT Transp. : .
Consortium Purchase ADA Vans
SUBTOTAL: ™ T
Vol
s




APPENDIX B: A(%R(?NYMS RELATING TO TRANSPORTATION

CAAA

- COG o‘r
SCCOG

 CONNDOT

EIS.
FAA

FHWA

FTA -

ISTEA -

i

'Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. . A law estéblishing new national ambient air

quality standards (NAAQS) and a timetable for their achievement. The CAAA
imposes different attainment requirements on different areas of the country
depending on the degree of deviation from the standard. In Connecticut, the western
portion of the state, which has the worst air pollution problem, is designated under
the Act as “severe” while the remainder of the state, which has less of an air pollution
problem, is only designated as “serious “. Under this complex administrative
structure, transportation infrastructure projects that occur in New Britain, for
example, affect us in southeastern Connecticut, and vice versa. :

. Southeastern Connecticut Council of Gotremmentst A regional public organization
. .created under the Connecticut General Statutes comprised of the chief elected

officials of the twenty towns and boroughs in southeastern Connecticut.

Connecticut Department of Transportation. ConnDot is the primary planning,

. ‘administrative-and implementation arm of the State of Connecticut for all matters

relating to transportation infrastmctufe, including public transit. The SCCOG
regronal transportation plarmrng program isconducted in cooperation with ConnDot.

‘ Envrronmental Impact Statement A requrrement of the National Environmental
. Policy Act triggered by major infrastructure projects of both potentially high cost and

high environmental and social impact.

Federal Aviation Administration. The FAA is a branch of the Federal Department
of Transportation responsible for the regulation, administration and, for certain
purposes ﬁmdmg of airport-related p]annmg, constructron and operatrons

Federal Hrghway Admrmstratron. The FHWA is a division of the Federal
Department of Transportation. -It is the main source of funding for the regional
transportation planning - program and for the .implementation of highway
infrastructure improvements.

Federal Transit Administration. Like FHWA, the FTA is a division of the Federal
Department of Transportation.. It, too, is a source of funding for both planning and

. project implementation However, the primary focus of FTA is public transit.

§

Intermodal Surface Transgortatron Eff iciency Act of 1991, ISTEA was a federal act
which set forth the requirements under which fundmg was provrded for

transportation planning and for infrastructure 1mprovements The primary mission
of ISTEA was the achievement of the mobile source portion of the CAAA of 1990.
ISTEA was replaced by “TEA-21"in 1998,
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MAC

MIS

MPO

RTP

SIP

STIP

TEA-21

Multi-Modal Advisory Committee. The MAC was a committee comprised of the
chief elected officials and one other appointee from the nine towns along the Route
32 and Route 2 corridors organized to oversee the conduct of a Major Investment
Study. Other participants on the MAC included key Federal and State agencies as
well as both Federally recognized Indian Tribes in the region.

Major Investment Study. A requirementof ISTEA, the MIS was a pre-environmental
impact statement process the purpose of which was to identify reasonable alternatives
to meet the defined purpose and need of an identified transportation problem. TEA-
21 eliminated the requirement for an MIS.

Metropolitan Planning Organization. An MPO is a public body, designated by the
Govemor, which operates under federal regulations. Itis empowered to carry out the
regional transportation planning responsibilities as set forth in the ISTEA. In 1974,
the Southeastern Connecticut Regional Planning Agency (SCRPA), the predecessor
to SCCOG, was designated the MPO for southeastern Connecticut. In 1993, this
designation was transferred to the Council of Governments.

Regional Planning Commission. The RPC is the subunit of the Council of
Governments which is responsible for conducting the council’s planning program.
However, final ratification of RPC proposals rests with the COG.

Regional Transportation Plan. The Regional Transportation Plan is a document
which identifies highway, transit and other transportation needs over a twenty-year
period. Its primary function is to act as the background document for the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Like the TIP, it is annually updated.
New federal regulations restrict the inclusion of transportation projects included in
the RTP to those for which there is reasonable probability that funding will be
available (fiscal constraint). Regional transportation plans must not include any
project that jeopardizes the state’s ability to achieve conformity with the national
ambient air quality standards under the State Implementation Plan (SIP).

State Implementation Plan. A state plan, prepared by the Connecticut Department
of Environmental Protection, which depicts how the state will achieve the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).

State Transportation Improvement Program. The STIP is a three-year
implementation schedule of highway and transit improvement projects for the entire

state for which funding has been earmarked. Federal regulations mandate that the
STIP be annually updated and be consistent with the State Transportation Plan.
STIP’s must also be both ﬁscally constrained and be in conformance with the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) for air quality.

Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century. TEA-21 is the 1998 Federal Act
which replaced ISTEA.
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TIP Transportation Improvement Program. The TIP is a three-year implementation
schedule of regional highway and transit improvement projects for which funding has
been earmarked. Federal regulations mandate that the TIP be annually updated and
be consistent with the regional transportation plan. TIP’s must also be both fiscally
constrained and be in conformance with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for air
quality.
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