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Agenda

6:35: RiverCOG Project Introduction

6:40: VHB Slide Presentation
— Defining the Study Area

— Overview of Public Engagement

— CCLT Route Alternatives Under Consideration
— Evaluation/Prioritization Process

7:00: Process-related Q&A

7:10: Small-group Discussion

7:45: Reports Back
7:55: Next Steps
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Environmental Issues

Crashes

Transit Network
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Public Engagement: Meetings

Bi-monthly Study Advisory Committee Meetings

Stakeholder Meetings (CTDOT, CT DEEP, City of
Middletown/Town of Portland & Trail Advocates)

Community Events

— Middletown Main Street Pop-up
(~90 participants on 12/9/23)

— Today's Routing Workshop

v

— Final Information Meeting (November 2024)

RiverCOG Board presentations




Public Engagement: Study Web Page ContrlCrioop

www.rivercog.org/plans/cctloopstudy/

Lower Connecticut River Valley
Council of Gowernments

PFRONECTE « PLANE = RECIOHWAL SERVICES COMMISEIONL/COMMITTEES « CALFNDOAR D

Central CT Loop Study Hame | Study Background

Central Connecticut Loop Study

cEntr.uI c‘l' Lnnp The Lower Connecticut River Valley [aka RiverCOG) it currenthy studying the feasibility of develogeng
MM T-FCT Stucky acritical segment of malti-use trail loop through Middietowmn and Portland. Potentially linking the
| N - LW LG A
current end of the Airline Trail (ALT) in Cobalt with the Farmington Canal (FCT) Heritage Trail in

Cheshire, a future trall would incosporate the Arrigen Bridge. the Mattabesset Tralley Trall system

Central CT Loop News
it in Middletown. and the Quinnipiac Trail in Meriden. Called the Central Connecticut Loop (Central CT
Want to Stay Involved? Loop) Study, the effortwill indhede:
I you would like to Induded on the email - wvigion and goals
notifcation list for the Study, please sign up = évaluatien of multiple routs shemmatives
Kars « preferred alternative route
= high-bevel cost estimates
My 3030 « implementation strategy
Central CT Loop Trall (CCLT) Study Inaddition, significant cormmunity engagement is part of RiverCOG™s contract with the consultant
PUBLIC WORKSHOP

team, and will be completed in coordination with the City of Middletown and the Town of Portland
Manday, June 1o, &30 - Bioz pm

The team is led By the planninglensineersng hirm VHE wiath help from FHI Studie snd E-Consult




CCLT Route Alternatives Under Consideration g el
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CCLT Route Connection to Meriden




CCLT Route Alternatives In Core Area
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== Bicycle Lane

== Shared Roadway (w/Traffic Calming)
« Shared Roadway (Non-CCLT)

== Shared Use Path

= Shared Use Path (Non-CCLT)

== Sidepath in Road ROW

== Sidewalk Pathway
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Crossing the Coginchaug River
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Downtown Portland Route Alternatives
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Portland Connection to the Airline Trall
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Route Evaluation / Prioritization

= Establish Evaluation Criteria based
on Study Goals
— Primarily on off-road route
— Safety (separation and crossings)
— Environmental impact
— Emphasis on security
— Construction/maintenance costs
— Connected to nearby destinations
— Promotes economic development

— Access to/from underserved
neighborhoods

Project Goals Criteria Max. Point
Note: qualitative criteria are shown in Total
Italics
Proportion of facility that is separated 20
1:0FF-ROAD | rom traffic __
Proportion of fully separated facilities 10
(minimum 50 feet from roadway)
> TRAEFIC Fewest number of drweway.cross.mgs 5
SAFETY Fewest number of cr_:mme_rmal driveways 15
or at-grade roadway crossings
Shortest distance to access/egress 5
Shortest distance from Simsbury Center 20
to Tariffville Center
3: Total grade climbed / flattest route 5
CONNECTIVITY | Education opportunities via direct access 10
to the Farmington River and within 3 mile
walking distance to the Tariffville School
Population within % mile of trail 5
Number of parcels overlapping trail 5
4: RIGHT OF Level of right-of-way coordination 5
WAY Qualitative assessment of the ease of 5
construction access & constructability
Linear feet of trail route option with a 10
5: direct impact to wetlands
ENVIRONMENT | Use of existing road or rail bed 10
Area of floodplain / floodway impact 10
6: ECONOMIC Maximum distance to businesses 10
OPPORTUNITY
TOTAL 150

Central CT Loop

Example from CRCOG trail study in Simsbury



Route Evaluation / Prioritization

= Develop matrix to evaluate/score
segments of the route alternatives

— Quantitative criteria (based on GIS
and demographic data)

— Qualitative criteria (based on
public/ stakeholder feedback)

= Rank options based on scores

= Scores intended to_inform
selection of Preferred Alignment

= Segment scoring informs the
phasing strategy
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Conclusion: Next Steps

Narrow down alignment
options to two (maximum)
for each segment

Evaluate/score options to
create Preferred Alternative

Develop additional graphics
for Preferred Alternative

Public Meeting #2
Cost Estimates

Implementation Strategy
(phasing, permitting needs,
and funding sources)
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Small-group Discussion Questions

“* What (s your preferred design for the CCLT
through Portland and Middletown?

“* What are the opportunities and challenges
for the draft route options presented?

% Are there good route options we haven't
conslidered?
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