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https://www.burlingtonvt.gov/DPW

Review project development process
Review project area

Review existing conditions

Show alternatives

Gather feedback on the alternatives from
the Selectboard & Selectboard
endorsement of preferred alternative

Discuss next steps




Typical Project Process

\

Funding

Engineering

/

~ ~

Constfruction




Typical Project Process

Project Definition

Develop Purpose
and Need

Understand Project
Context

Define Alternatives

Evaluate Alternatives

SelectPreferred
Alternative

Final Project
Definition Report

Stakeholderinput

Stakeholderinput

StakeholderReview
and Concurrence?




Task 1: Data gathering, existing conditions analysis;
October-November

Task 2: Local concerns public meeting; November

Task 3: Alternatives development, PAC meeting
workshop; January - February

Task 4: Alternative evaluation, draft scoping report,
PAC meeting ; March

Task 5: Alternative presentation, draft report; March
— May

Task 7: Finalize report (June 2022)
('_,) Stantec



Project Background and Area
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Project Area 1

S
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Richmend Elementary Schoal/ |
Canels Homp Middle Schon

Jericho Roed

Study Focus: Pedestrian Safety Improvements |
@ Stantec


file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450297/transportation/meetings/2020.12.16_Local_Concerns/Presentation Graphic.pdf

« Existing sidewalk ends at the school  Narrow shoulders, steep drop-offs
enfrance between the school enfrance and
Valley View Road

C} Stantec



Alternative 1 — 5 foot Sidewalk Separate
by Box Beam Guardrail
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Jericho 1.pdf

Alternative 2 — 5 foot Sidewalk Separate
by 5 foot Grass Strip
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Jericho 2.pdf

Alternative 1:

Alternative 2:

Sidewalk with Sitlewalk with
CRITERIA No Build B Grags Strip and
Ox Bear_‘n Box Beam

Buardrall Guardrail
Project Construction Casts $0 $510,000 $520,000
Tolal Projecl Cosls $0 $730,000 $740.0Q0
Purpase and Need
Provide safe. comfortahle pedestrian No Yes Yes
connection
Facilitate use by all age groups, No Yes Yes
experience levels, and trip purposes
Contribule to tawn & regional No Yes Yes

pedestrian & bicycle network

Impacts

Improvement for Improvement for
Safety No improvement Pedestrians Pedestrians
Right-of-way Naone
Environmental None None Anticipated None Anticipated
Cultural Resource None Naone Anticipated None Anticipated

Inadequate Space

for Snow Storage
Winter Maintenance None Leading to Winter

Maintenance
Challenges

Utilities/DCrainage None None Anticipated None Anticipated
Stormwater No Change <0.5 acre <0.5 acre

Q Stantec



Project Area 2

|

Richmone Market &

(e
Volurtaers Green |k

Study Focus: Pedestrian Safety Improvements



file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450297/transportation/meetings/2020.12.16_Local_Concerns/Presentation Graphic.pdf

« Narrow shoulders, relatively flat
topography
« Existing sidewalk along western side . Destinations include post office,
Volunteers Green, and Richmond

Market




Alternative 1 — 5 foot Sidewalk Separated
by 5 foot Grass Strip
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Bridge 1.pdf

Alternative 2 — 5 foot Sidewalk Separated
by 2 foot Grass Strip
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Bridge 2.pdf

CRITERIA

Ne Build

Alternative 1:
Sidewalk with 5
foot Grass Strip

Alternative 2:
Sidewalk with 2
foot Grass Strip

Project Construction Costs $0 $150,000 $150.000
Tolal Project Cosls $0 $265,000 $265,000
Purpose and Need

Pravide safa, comfortable pedestrian No Yes Yes
connection

Farilitate use by all age groups, No Yes Yes
experience levels, and trip purposes

Contribute to town & regional No Yes Yes
pedestrian & bicycle network

Impacts

Safety No Improvement Improvement for Improvement for

Pedestrians

Pedestrians

Right-of-way None

Environmental Neone L”'::zl:f;“t?;’:; of

Cultural Resource None
\Winter Maintenance None ’““egt”o’"r;eg‘;”"w

Utilities/Drainage None None Anticipated  None Anticipated
Stermwater No Change <0.5 acre <0.5 acre

C} Stantec



Project Area 3

Bridge Street

Cross Vermont Trail

Hunlinglon Road

Study Focus: Pedestrian and Cyclist Safety Improvements O stant
antec


file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450297/transportation/meetings/2020.12.16_Local_Concerns/Presentation Graphic.pdf

Project Area 3 Existing Conditions

Bridge Street sidewalk ends just onto
Huntington Road

Narrow shoulders, steep drop-offs
outside of shoulders, slightly hilly
topography

Destinations include Stone Corral
Brewery and the Cross Vermont Trall




Alternative

— 10 foot Path Separa

oot Grass Strip
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Huntington1.pdf

Alternative 2 — 10 foot Path Separated by 5
foot Grass Strip (Alternate Alignment)
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Huntington2.pdf

Alternative 3 — Widened Shoulders
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file://Us0286-ppfss01/workgroup/1794/active/179450452/transportation/meetings/2022.03.17_Alternatives Presentation/Huntington3.pdf

CRITERIA

Alternative 1:
10 foot Path

with 5 foot
Grass Strip

Alternative 2:
10 foat Path
with Grass

Strip (alternate
alignment)

Alternative 3:

Shoulder
Widening

Project Construction Costs $0 $410,000 $370,000 $250,000
Total Project Costs %0 $610,000 $605,000 $375,000
Purpose and Naod
F'rovide_safe. coqurtable No Yes M
pedestian and cyclist
connection
Facilitate use .by all age Pk =
groups, experience levels, and No
lrip purposes
Contribute to town & regional No Yes Yes
pedestian & bicycle network
Impacts
Improvement | Improvement
No far far
Rakaty Improvement | Pedestrians Pedesirians
and Cyclists and Cyclists
Temporary Temparary
and and
Righl-of-way None Permanent Permanent None
Easements Easements
Required Required
Impacts to Impacts to
Environmantal None Flood Hazard Flood Hazard Naone
Area Area
Cultural Resaurce None None
Winter Maintenance None OIS gUR A NIA
snow storage | snow storage
Y e Relocation of | Relecation of Nanhe
Utiitieshaiiage o utility poles utility poles Anticipated
Starmwater No Change Wz None
Anticipated

C} Stantec



Jericho Road

« Commenters agreed that this is a dangerous segment of road and
would be a desirable area to walk if there was a sidewalk

« Attendees generally favored a grass strip (Alternative 2)
Bridge Street

« Strong support for east side sidewalk 1o eliminate multiple crossings
to access east side buildings

Huntington Road

« The afttendees agreed that this segment of Huntington Road is
challenging for walkers and bikers

« They expressed support for a facility to accommodate bikes and
pedestrians

« Aftendees supported minimizing impacts near the Farr Farms
farmhouse. (& Stantec



Jericho Road

« Transportation Committee supports a recommendation to the
Selectboard for a preferred alternative with the box rail, where the
project allows for a five-foot path and a green strip where feasible.

Bridge Street

- Alfernative #1 for the Bridge Street east new sidewalk, namely for a
five-foot sidewalk and a five-foot green sirip.

Huntington Road
« Recommend to the Selectboard Alternative 1, including the drawings.

C& Stantec



Incorporate feedback
Evaluate alternatives

ldentity preferred alternative
Seek Selectboard endorsement

C& Stantec



Thank you!

Contact information

Project Website:

Jason Charest, CCRPC:

Erik Alling, Stantec:


https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ccrpcvt.org%2Four-work%2Ftransportation%2Fcurrent-projects%2Fscoping%2Frichmond-village-sidewalks-scoping-study%2F&data=04%7C01%7Cerik.alling%40stantec.com%7C29fe36f0ed4e4739a29d08d99a220d73%7C413c6f2c219a469297d3f2b4d80281e7%7C0%7C0%7C637710293312682003%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=%2BhxSfm%2BWKnig0LA%2FDIuHioDjkR3PKGrKHKFkRRZSw2c%3D&reserved=0
mailto:jcharest@ccrpcvt.org
mailto:erik.alling@stantec.com

