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Project Overview

 Comprehensive Infrastructure Master Plan for West
Hartford Center

* Inresponse to continued growth and expansion of
the Center over the past 30 years

« Evaluation of the existing street infrastructure
(such as lanes, sidewalk widths, bus stop
accommodations, and landscaping)

* Design documents for Farmington & LaSalle

» Ensure that the area remains a great place for
residents, visitors, and businesses

* Develop lessons applicable to other parts of town
as well
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Schedule and Project Overview DRAFT

2022 2023
NS N I 7 0 I
> Project Kickoff

Document Review

T

Existing Conditions Analysis

We are
here!
Review LaSalle One-Way and Connection to Memorial Road . .
Public Meeting #1 Public Meeting #2

Public Engagement/Feedback at Key Points

e

Streetscape Concept Design (LaSalle/Farmington)

o

Preliminary Design (LaSalle/Farmington)

] -+ Y Construction

Final

Documents
Final Design to Bid Documents (LaSalle/Farmington)

Final
I - Infrastructure

. Master Plan
Final Infrastructure Master Plan



September Workshops

» ~135 participants in person / ~3,500 online visitors
« All day open house

* Online survey / map markup tool

* “Pop-up” at LaSalle/Farmington
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“To close LaSalle completely
would increase traffic in

Public Feedback: Key Concerns cuigincie
residential neighborhoods +

LaSalle Road:

« Better serve people walking

* Preserve access to businesses

* Reduce traffic impacts elsewhere

would hurt retail. Merchants
rely on Main S. in from their
store”

“Angled back-in
parking on LaSalle is
problematic” “No need for cars on
LaSalle except early
morning delivery
vehicles - create
“WH needs to incrementally gathering spaces at fhe
make driving more inconvenient center of the road
Fewer lanes on South Main, no
traffic on LaSalle, protected bike
lanes, a town prioritizing
PEOPLE not machines”



 LaSalle Road:

Public Feedback: Key Concerns

« Better serve people walking
 Preserve access to businesses > e Close it!
* Reduce traffic impacts elsewhere

* Return to two-way!

« Keep the one-way!

DRAFT
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Public Feedback: Key Concerns

« LaSalle Road:

» Better serve people walking
* Preserve access to businesses
* Reduce traffic impacts elsewhere

* Uncomfortable walking environment today
* Make biking safer, more convenient, and more

accessible

DRAFT

“Increase signs on any road
that bikes access with signs
or sharrows. Otherwise,
drivers seem to think bikes
don't belong on any street
without explicit signage”

“Because bikes are
banned on sidewalks
here, bike parking is

difficult to access easily” “Safe connection for

bicyclists from Trout
Brook Trail to the

Center”

“Sharrows are a
death trap/useless on
LaSalle - need a
protected bike lane
here”



Public Feedback: Key Concerns

1"

LaSalle Road:

« Better serve people walking

* Preserve access to businesses

* Reduce traffic impacts elsewhere
Uncomfortable walking environment today

Make biking safer, more convenient, and more
accessible

Protected bike
lane along
Farmington

Protected bike
lane along North
and South Main

Safe connection
for bicyclists from
the Trout Brook
Trail to the
Center

DRAFT

No bikes on
Farmington

Improve bike
accommodations
along LaSalle

Safe bike
connection from
the Center to

Downtown
Hartford
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Public Feedback: Key Concerns

LaSalle Road:

» Better serve people walking

* Preserve access to businesses

* Reduce traffic impacts elsewhere
Uncomfortable walking environment today

Make biking safer, more convenient, and more
accessible

Green space and parks should be expanded and
better utilized

Address excessive traffic and vehicle speeds

Parking is needed, but there may be opportunities to
reduce and re-design

DRAFT

“Often issues of ppl double

parking or stopped with
hazards on in road lanes.

Impedes traffic and makes it
unsafe for drivers and bikers

trying

“Crossing signals shouiu

have priority over traffic.

Waiting 1+ traffic cycles

to cross a 24' road is too
long.”

“More green
infrastructure +
public spaces, less
heat islands”

to get through.”

“Pedestrian
walkways should be
accessible for people

with mobility

impairments”
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Public Feedback: Prioritize Project Goals

Most Important Il B ™ B M W M Least Important

1. Facilities + Infrastructure -----.

2. Economic Development -------

3. Neighborhoods + Housing -------
4, Open Space + Environment ------.
5. Transportation -_-----

6. Land Use [N IR ) )

7. Cultural + Historic Resources [ RN N D IS

This chart reflects the responses of the 502 online-only goals survey participants



Facilities and Infrastructure

15

Goal

Maintain and modernize
Town facilities and
infrastructure

Meet the evolving needs of
the community

Be sustainable

Provide services harmonious
with the community and region

What This Could Mean....

i
=

CLEARWAY
SPECIAL EVENT

Communication Te

I the street -, .
- —
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? ot
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Urban Forest Improvements
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Economic Development

Goal What This Could Mean
=T H : 1 L
Space for outdoor dining

* Promote growth and retention ’ Protect local nelghborhoods from trafflc
of existing businesses e ENS O

« Attract new businesses
« Strengthen our tax base

 Preserve and protect the
residential character of
surrounding neighborhoods

16
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Neighborhoods + Housing

Goal What This Could Mean....
, . L. N et L L B ¥
- Enhance and maintain existing ¥ support housing downtown Enhanced walkability for all -
neighborhood p— i : Al | LI it |
» Encourage diversity of housing ' ' ' ey ' |
types and costs

* Provide affordable housing for
residents of all ages

17
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Transportation

Goal

* Integrate and balance all
modes

* Prioritize safety & “complete
streets”

* Improve traffic flow

« Optimize parking opportunities
 Promote public transportation
« Enhance traffic calming efforts

* Prepare for the next generation
of transportation technologies

What This Could Mean....

DRAFT
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Open Space and Environment o

Goal What This Could Mean....

Sept - T Y

e maintenance

B L

* Preserve, protect, enhance
and promote our open spaces

* Respect our fragile natural
systems

 Manage responsible growth
and development

= Space for bioswales/Gl

- R —_— R T
[ CLF R T e e G e AT P SR T S 2 2T
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— N o)

Healthy street treesi
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Land Use

Goal What This Could Mean....

- Sustain and preserve a Walkable downtown limits excessive vehicle traffic

balanced community T

« Maintain and promote
neighborhood character

* Preserve and create open
spaces

 Focus on Smart Growth

20 At ’ "‘



Cultural and Historic Resources RATT

Goal What This Could Mean....
 Enhance and promote cultural e E—
resources Encourage access to historic
 Preserve and protect historic resCRima
resources

Historic character in infrastructure

21
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Crash Locations

anyg Ue

Crashes (2017-2022)  Crash Density (2017-2022) _

o Property Damage Only - Sparse

° Injury Dense

o Fatality . Study Area

| Open Space

=,| Wide intersection

Large intersection,
recent fatality

Also a gateway to
downtown

Rdad between Blue
Back and Center is
a safety concern

Additional crash on
Main Street since
analysis was
completed
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Street Widths + Safety.Concetns
% 2 i 1 §.

Crossing Distance ' ’+'
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- purt.S == Dedicated Bike Lane  © No
== Shared Bike Lane ® Yes
@ Bicycle Racks © Traffic Signals
24 Existing Sidewalk =« Crosswalk
B == 10+ Feet L
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Primary Circulation Patterns: %Ehroug
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Primary Circulation Patterns: Employ

any O

S fANRNS

27

e Trips
§

puowfed

':".

DRAFT



=)

Primary Circulation Patterns: Parking Hunt \ DRAFT
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Parking Iriyento%y by Block
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- = \ spaces ﬁ
1,140

spaces e ; : e/

2,565
Total spaces in
Town Center

1,310

spaces

2,711
\
;‘«d =
=
2

Total spaces in
Blue Back Square

A

I A

" ! Study Area
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Parking P%jcing f

* On-Street:
* 9:00 am- 10:00 pm
e 2 hr limit until 5:00 pm
« $1.75/hour
« (Garages
o 247
« $1.75/hr/ ($7.45/day)
 Lots
 9:00 am - 2:00 am
« $1.75/hr

! " ! Study Area
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0 - 30%

60 - 80%
80 - 90%
90 - 100%

*garage counts taken
August 2022, midday

32

30 - 60% d
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[ Parking Utilization (Midday, Tﬁzplcal Weekday, 2019%) DRAFT

o #-""fﬁ
g ' | Availability in Brace
Farmington Avenue Road lot
is busy
Availability in
garages

Now a loading /
pickup zone

0 - 30%

30 - 60% d
60 - 80%

80 - 90%

90 - 100%
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Parking Utilization (7:00 pm, Typical Weekday, 2022) .- DRAFT

e i;‘J o o - Nearly 300 spaces
~ s .ol available in surface
E% lots
%
1,200 empty
2 1‘Lspaces in garages
lr.'_g,,
S
'L.-E

0 - 30%

30 - 60% d
60 - 80%

80 - 90%

90 - 100%
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Parking Utilization (7:00 pm, Typical Weekday, 2022) DRAFT

5@

AT =
_ - e = s Nearly 300 spaces
MR - - available in surface

lots

e ki

1,200 empty
paces in garages

S fmuﬂﬂr

0 - 30%

30 - 60% d
60 - 80%

80 - 90%

90 - 100%

)
#
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Potential: Pricing Changes - DRAFT

AE A i
SR - | o Nearly 300 spaces
| '. :"“ sy i 4| available in surface
5 Lk lots

3 1,200 empty
; ‘..spaces in garages

0 - 30%

30 - 60% d
60 - 80%

80 - 90%

90 - 100%
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What We Heard

West Hartford Town
Street Design Worksho

One-way NB

\g
Closed

37



Scenario: 2-Way LaSalle, WB/2-Way Memorial 53 DRAFT
it s

z@_—j

« Shifts some traffic from Woodrow
~ (approximately 100 vehicles)
Intersection of LaSalle/Farmington
will need adjustments (signal, etc.)
Memorial may not be sufficient width
for two-way
Some people may want to drive on
Arapahoe / Woodrow north via
Memorial
= 7728 Faded red arrows -
s " Maijor traffic
Increases

o~ a\f\‘ﬁN

S fANRNS

Faded black arrows
— Major traffic

decreases
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Scenario: 2-Way LaSdlle, EB I@emorlql L5 DRAFT

et L
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« Shifts some traffic from Woodrow
~ (approximately 100 vehicles)

« Intersection of LaSalle/Farmington
will need adjustments (signal, etc.)
~+ Memorial may not be sufficient width
.~ for two-way

« Some people may want to drive on
Arapahoe to get to Memorial /
parklng

S

AR

S ﬁa\\m\%
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Scenario: Close 1aSalle, EB Memorial e DRAFT
— =l =
 Significant impacts to
'~ Woodrow/Arapahoe
« Some vehicles will use Main
Street
» Intersection issues:
«  Woodrow/Farmington
» Arapahoe/Woodrow
* Memorial/LaSalle

_—

P == |

aNy Al

S fANRNS
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Closure
oncerns

* 90% of American
“‘pedestrianized” streets
have been reopened to
traffic

» Key to success seem to be:

« Large institutions
(University of Vermont,
for example)

 Beaches
« High tourism
e Cross-streets

Source: https://s3.amazonaws.com/sitesusa/wp-
content/uploads/sites/1061/2016/06/Fresno-attachment-3-
americanpedmallexperiment-003.pdf

List via Jeff Speck

Connecticut Pratt Street Hartford Removed Minnesota Mall Germain St. Cloud Removed
Delaware Market Street Mall Wilmington Removed Mississippi Main Street Mall Vicksburg Removed
District of Columbia  Liberty Place/Gallery Place ‘Washingtan Removed Missouri Pedestrian Mall Springfield Removed
Florida Franklin Mall Tampa Partially Removed Missouri Pedestrian Mall St. Joseph Unsuccessful
Florida Las Olas Boulevard Fort Lauderdale Removed Missouri Main Street Saint Charles Removed
Georgia Downtown Mall Toccoa Removed Missouri North 14th Street Pedestrian Mall  Saint Louis Unsuecessful
Hawaii Fort Street Mall Honolulu Struggling ‘Montana Last Chance Mall Helena Removed
Hllinois Downtown Mall Centralia Removed New Hampshire Vaughn Street Mall Portsmith Unsuccessful
llinois Downtown Plaza Freeport Removed New Jersey Trenton Commaons Trenton Removed
Illinois Landmark Mall Decatur Removed New Mexico 4th Street Mall Albuguerque Struggling
Iinois Neil street Champaign Removed New Mexico Downtown Mall Las Cruces Removed
lllinois Oak Park Village Mall Qak Park Partially Removed New York Ithaca Commans Ithaca Struggling
llinois Old Capitol Plaza Springfield Pedestrian New York Pedestrian Mall Freeport Removed
linois State Street Mall Chicago Removed New York Buffalo Place Main Street Mall Buffalo Struggling
Illinois State Street Mall Rockford Removed New York Main Street Mall Poughkeepsie Removed
Minois _ Vermilion Park Mall Danville __ Removed New York State Street Mall Auburn Removed
Indiana Franklin Square Mall MiEhigan City Repurposed North Carolina Downtown Greenville Mall Greenville Unsuccessful
Indiana Main Street Walkway Evansville Removed North Carolina Downtown Walkway Winston-5alem Removed
Indiana The Promenade Richmaond Removed North Carolina Fayetteville 5t Raleigh Removed
Indiana Michigan Street South Bend Removed North Carolina Franklin Commaons Fayetteville Removed
Indiana Walnut Plaza Muncie Removed North Dakota Pedestrian Mall Fargo Removed
lowa Pedestrian Mall Ottumwa Removed | Ohio Pedestrian Mall Ashtabula Removed
lowa Jefferson Street Mall Burlington Removed Ohio Middletawn Mall Middletown Unsuccessful
lowa Town Clock Plaza Dubuque Removed Ohio Youngstown Federal Plaza Youngstown Unsuccessful
Kansas Atchison Mall Atchison Struggling Oklahoma Main Street Mall Tulsa Unsuccessful
Kansas Maple Street Kansas City Removed Oregon City Center Mall Coos Bay Removed
Kansas Parsons Plaza Parsons Removed Oregon Eugene Mall Eugene Unsuccessful
Kentucky River City Mall Louisville Removed Pennsylvania Center City Mall Williamsport Unsuccessful
Kentucky St. Clair Mall Frankfort Removed Pennsylvania Centre Street Mall Pottsville Repurposed
Kentucky Old Town Plaza Covington Removed Pennsylvania Downtown Mall Erie Removed
Louisiana Downtown Mall Lake Charles Removed Pennsylvania Maplewood Mall Philadelphi Unsuccessful
Maryland Downtown Place Salisbury Removed Pennsylvania Penn Square Reading Removed
Maryland Lexington Mall Baltimore Removed Pennsylvania Carnegie Ped Mall Carnegie Removed
Maryland Old Town Mall Baltimore Removed Pennsylvania West Allegheny Ped Mall West Allegheny Removed
Massachusetts Downtown Crossing Boston Struggling Pennsylvania Wyoming Avenue Mini-Mall Scranton Removed
Michigan Macomb Place Mount Clemens Removed Rhode Island Westminster Mall Providence Removed
Michigan Market Street Mall Kalamazoo Pedestrian South Caralina MainStreet Rock Hill Remaved
Michigan Michigan Mall Battle Creek Removed South Caroline____ Coffee Street Mall _ __ Greenville  Removed
‘Michigan Monroe Mall Grand Rapids Removed South Carolina Main Street Mall Spartanburg Removed
Michigan Pearl Street Grand Rapids Unsuccessful South Dakota Pedestrian Mall Sioux Falls Removed
Michigan Progress Place Jacksan Unsuecessful Texas Akard Street Mall Dallas Partially Removed
Michigan Washington Square Lansing Removed Texas Austin Avenue Mall Waco Removed
Minnesota Levee Plaza Winana Removed Washington Broadway Plaza Tacoma Removed



https://s3.amazonaws.com/sitesusa/wp-content/uploads/sites/1061/2016/06/Fresno-attachment-3-americanpedmallexperiment-003.pdf
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Potential: Circulation Changes PRAFT
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Existing Bicycle
Network

68 bicycle parking spaces

Very few dedicated bicycle facilities
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Network \ :
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Comfortable

Existing Bike Infrastructure | | Study Area

=== [edicated Bike Lane

== Shared Bike Lane
- Trail

& Bicycle Racks
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Open Space
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West Hartford

Bicycle Facilities .
Plan

Existing Routes

= Separated (Bike Lane, Buffered Bike Lane)
(Sharrows, Signed)

=S off street (Multiuse Trails/Paths)

o Bicycle Connection

Intended Routes

(Sharrows, Signed, Bicycle Boulevards)
= mm = Off Street (Multiuse Trails/Paths)

(’ Bicycle Connection

Separated Town Roadway (Bike Lane, Buffered Bike Lane, Protected Bike Lane, Cycle Track)

Separated State Roadway (Bike Lane, Buffered Bike Lane, Protected Bike Lane, Cycle Track)

o E s
G S
A =
G-F'r'.
hu;ﬁy
1TMHH2T‘#¢
T e 2 T
LT
Tﬂm!:l-
¥: \® = W
7-“3:11
- ¥ ”
T E LY
g LEE
o
-é @
2 \
:ﬁ i,
[«

L WL Y T

L - .
meT [1+]
:nl-' M"'I"'-‘G :E"
[ ] E A
L] . [
[ ] = m
[ ] ] o
L] e L o
[ e o
L = = =
L m
¥ o
GRS Pt
C @ - GARDEN
- i LA
r & =
o © = HIGH
o T - 5T
= B g
» O "HhHE-":""‘I
=

m % .‘_é, 9 II| 0]
fordetGov/v2y6gRnip8tx9rzid2zt/BisycleFEtitties

W
-Plan.pdf

—~ - I ——

REI




What We Heard

Bicycle Facilities: Which element is most important to you?

"Bike Lane RrotE:EEik/eLane - No Bike Lane

“Farmington Ave needs
protected bike lanes -

“Enforce no parking

in bike lanes”

bollards or on the other
side of parked cars”

48
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Proposed: Bicycle

Network

Existing Bike Infrastructure | | Study Area

== [edicated Bike Lane

== Shared Bike Lane
prd

~= Trail
& Bicycle Racks

Open Space

<!
= E
2 =
=
%
\
\
\
\l
Protected \
route 2 \
2
Slow, Shared
Street
l\ — -—
- pelham Rd
®

-
‘-‘

Weadowbrook Rd
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500 Feet

®

fep, POV
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Cycle Track
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Bicycle Amenity Option- 2-Way Cycle Track (Sidewalk)
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Realm




£l Street Tree Condlhons Town Cenfer

NOAH WEBSTER
LIBRARY

90% of the
trees in the
Town Center
are in fair to
poor
condition

Monoculture
- 83 trees
out of 98
trees
assessed
are the same
species.

CONDITION CLASS BREAKDOWN

From December 2022 Tree Inventory Report by Bartlett -Tree Experts

Condition Class | Quantity | % of Total
: Good 9 9%
e b i : Fair 65 66%
A
‘;*“ o Poor 24 24%
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Current Conditions: Trees

Town Center

Blueback Square

DRAFT




Proposed: How to Grow Big Trees! DRAFT
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Proposed: Diverse Native Street Tree Palette DRAFT

SPRING SUMMER FALL WINTER SPRING SUMMER FALL WINTER

TREES

'~ Liquidambar styrac:ﬂua - Sweetgu Quercus rubra — Northern Red Oak
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Proposed: Native Plant Palette - Pollinators

SPRING SUMMER FALL ~ WINTER SPRING

PERENNIALS & GRASSES
PERENNIALS & GRASSES

e T Y S T
b et

o
. [ g
1 25 1 i

TR

E 1

Salvia nemorosa — Woodland Sage
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SUMMER

T .
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WINTER




DRAFT

Current Conditions: Public Realm

ok e

Town Center Blueback Square

61



DRAFT

Current Conditions: Public Realm

« Lighting: - - Lighting:
@ Variable pole spacing. ol @ Regularly spaced.
@ Traditional ped pole, Acorn style, with attachments for @ Traditional ped pole, Acorn style.
banners/flags @ Accent tree up-lighting
* Seating: + Seating: |

@ Stone benches

¢ Public seating limited
@ Planters: Many shapes
@ Litter receptacles: Well-placed
@

@ Wood/steel benches along Memorial

- @ Picnic tables/benches at Isham Rd Sq
A¥ © Planters: Many shapes

@ Litter receptacles: Well-placed, Big Belly inc.

Sidewalk/Crosswalk Pavement: N 'Q Sidewalk/Crosswalk Pavement:
Variable sized interlocking concrete unit pavers. = @ Variable sized concrete unit pavers in a bond pattern.
@ Poor condition around tree pits, on crosswalks, etc. : @ Very good condition
¢) Public Art: Limited ' i @ Public Art: Noah Webster statue, statues on Town Hall lawn

Town Center Blueback Square
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Streetscape - Plamers%
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= Wayfinding
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Streets s
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*  Planters

(£} Trash receptacles 7= Bench




Streets yfinding
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*  Planters = Wayfinding

=1 Trash receptacles &= Bench




Walkability = Crosswalks | RATT
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i I61 31
© 7 Study Area Tactile Warning Panel y /
o Yes 1 g
Open Space 8 1 ,55 =
Existing Sidewalk _
s 15 + Fagt © Traffic Signals /
== (-10 Feet — Crosswalk
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Walkability - Crosswalks | RATT

, 31!
© 7 Study Area Tactile Warning F ' y /
° Yes L :
Open Space i i ,5’5 Bus
Existing Sidewalk —— ;
= 104+ Fost © Traffic Signals /
== 6-10 Feet = Crosswalk

= <G Feet pelham Rd
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Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
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Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
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Public Feedback: Street Design
Options

Farmington Avenue

First choice | I W B Last choice

1. Dedicated Outdoor Dining Space 13%
2. Widened Sidewalk Walking Space _—
3. Protected Bike Lanes [N 200 S

4. Angled On-Street Parking

This chart reflects the ranking choices of the 502 online-only street design survey participants

72
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Public Feedback: Street Design
Options

LaSalle Road

1. Dedicated Qutdoor Dining Space

2. Widened Sidewalk Walking Space
3. Angled On-5treet Parking -_
4. Protected Bike Lanes

This chart reflects the ranking choices of the 502 online-only street design survey patrticipants
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Farmington Ave Design Intent

« Gateway to Town Center

o Safety

 Economic Development
 Enhance Streetscape Character
* Improved Outdoor Dining

» 8-80 Bicycle Link

» Walkability - Generous
Sidewalks

» Parking Access
 Bus Access




Current Conditions: Farmington Avenue

75

FARMINGTON AVE

Existing Section B-B’

Tables/frontage
directly adjacent to
storefronts

DRAFT

Wide crossing
distances for
walkers

37 5 11

7'_8"x | 5| 18' ) 11I-6l| | 11'_6" | 18'
| v am o Parking | Lane | Lane | Paking 'z wak- = Furn Walkway/
Frontage ﬂ.Vaak- =] S Way = Z0ne  Frontage
Way 23 59° e i
@ ) —
Curb-to-Curb 8'-11"
Effective Ped
78'-4" ROW Walk Zolne 18'-6"

Limited clear walk
zone in the public
ROW




Proposed: Farmington Avenue
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FARMINGTON AVE

Raised Cycle Track - B-B’

Tables/frontage
remains in private
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Public Feedback: Street Design
Options

Farmington Avenue

First choice | I W B Last choice

1. Dedicated Outdoor Dining Space 13%
2. Widened Sidewalk Walking Space _—
3. Protected Bike Lanes [N 200 S

4. Angled On-Street Parking

This chart reflects the ranking choices of the 502 online-only street design survey participants
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Public Feedback: Street Design
Options

LaSalle Road

1. Dedicated Qutdoor Dining Space

2. Widened Sidewalk Walking Space
3. Angled On-5treet Parking -_
4. Protected Bike Lanes

This chart reflects the ranking choices of the 502 online-only street design survey patrticipants
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LaSalle Road Design Intent

* Destination Street

« Safety — Pedestrian Priority
 Economic Development

* Improved Outdoor Dining

* Enhance Streetscape Character

« Walkability - Generous
Sidewalks

« Parking Access
» Loading
 Events

DRAFT



Current Conditions: LaSalle Road

LASALLE ROAD

Existing

Wide crossing
distances for
walkers

Narrow pedestrian
walking space

Tables/frontage
close to storefronts

285 24 5 12 5

83

3 b

24 i)
‘ — o , * 4
T =T Parking Bike Travel Bike Parking i
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QO wn w
=82 , 53
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5 5
@ Curb-to-Curb o
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Proposed: LaSalle Road (1)
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LASALLE ROAD ’Y NORTH

Enhanced Sidewalks and Streetscape - option 1a

Narrower distances

for walkers

More space for

Parallel parking

EXISTING
CURB LINE

activity on sidewalk

Tables/frontage
away from
storefronts

6']!_3“ ) 10l | 9'_5" | 8I | 8! 10l 10l 8' | 8' | 9'_5" J 10' | 3':_8“

Frontage‘ Walkway | Amenity  Furn Parking  Travel ~ Travel  Parking | Furn Amenity‘ Walkway Frontage

Zone  Zone Lane Lane Zone  Zone
16'-3" 36’ 13'-8"
Effective | 4 Fffective
ol Curb-to-Curb b

Walk Space - Varies

Al AT ™ ASAVAT

Walk Space - Varies
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Proposed: LaSalle Road
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LASALLE ROAD A, norm

Enhanced Sidewalks and Streetscape - option 2

Parallel parking

EXISTING
CURBLINE

i
[l
|
|
|
|

67_3!' I9I_5l| | 1 0' | 8' | 8' 1 0' 10I

Narrower distances
for walkers

XISTING

More space for
activity on sidewalk

Tables/frontage at
storefronts

9'_5“I 3']_‘_8“

| | 8! | 8' | 1 OI |
Frontage Walkway Fyrn |Parking — Travel Travel  Parking | Fyn  Walkway Frontage
1 5' -8” 36' 1 3!
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Zone Zone
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Proposed: LaSalle Road - Option 1 - Southeast
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ion 1 - North
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LaSalle Road
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1 Option: LaSalle Curbless Street
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A West Palm Beach
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 Study Area
Open Space
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Potential: High-Visibility Crosswalks with
Detectable Warning Panels & _---
Curb Extensions e (P
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Existing Bicycle Parking

Short-term, (on-
street)

T T 7 Study Area
| Open Space
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Potential: Bicycle Parking

Long-Tefrm_'._

Rort-term
street)
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Existing Green Space

: opur = ~ 7 Study Area
j ,.J--"" A ' Open Space
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Transit Accgss
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= == To Downtown
Hartford
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£
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* 3 Study Area
" | Open Space
& No Data Available am B
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Potential: Transit Access DRAFT

Metro Hartford v o Downtown

! ENHANCED STOP RapidRoute53 A

Transit Priority Corridors Study .
USE: E
Stops with moderate boarding volumes el L) |

STANDARD ELEMENTS:
Distinctive standardized design
Medium-sized shelter with seating
Raised platform/level boarding
Real-time schedule information
Maps

Lighting

Bicycle racks

Trash recepticle

OTHER POTENTIAL ELEMENTS:
Off-board fare payment

Local maps and information
Landscaping

Scooter coral
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Potential: Farmington/South Main
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2 Potential: Farmington/South Main DRAFT
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2 Potential: Farmington/South Main DRAFT
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Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Arterial




Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Road Diet
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Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way + Front-Door Parking




Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Relocated
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Existing Trout Brook Drive and Farmington Avenue




Potential: Trout Brook and Farmington Ave:




1 Memorial Road and Souih Main Sireet: Existing Condition
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Streetscape Materials - Pavement DRAFT
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Classic Modern Contemporary - Durable Modern With Custom ldentification Maodern Utilitarian
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Streetscape Materials - Pavement DRAFT

SIDEWALK PAVEMENT

CURBLESS STREET (LASALLE)

Specialty Entndockmg Unit Pavers - Warm Tone

CYCLE TRACK PAVEMENT

Bituminous Asphalt Colored Bituminous Asphalt Specialty Pavers
17 Pavement Palette Options
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Schedule and Project Overview DRAFT

2022 2023
NS N I 7 0 I
> Project Kickoff

Document Review

T

Existing Conditions Analysis

We are
here!
Review LaSalle One-Way and Connection to Memorial Road . .
Public Meeting #1 Public Meeting #2

Public Engagement/Feedback at Key Points

e

Streetscape Concept Design (LaSalle/Farmington)

o

Preliminary Design (LaSalle/Farmington)

] -+ Y Construction

Final

Documents
Final Design to Bid Documents (LaSalle/Farmington)

Final
— ........ * Infrastructure
. Master Plan
Final Infrastructure Master Plan
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Website!
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www.westhartfordct.gov/whcenterplan

HARTFORD

VISIT US GOVERNMENT RESIDENT DEPARTMENTS BUSINESS

CC ESI n CONTACT US COVID-19 SITEMA

EDUCATION HOW DO I...

WEST HARTFORD CENTER INFRASTRUCTURE MASTER PLAN

YOUR FEEDBACK MATTERS!

In addition to the in-person public meeting, the Town is soliciting feedback on the Infrastructure Master Plan online
through an interactive map and a digital survey.

An interactive map of West Hartford Center has been made available for community members to mark locations
where issues currently exist and identify potential opportunities which could be addressed in the Infrastructure
Master Plan. Community members can also view the feedback left by others and express their support for other
ideas. To view the map click here.

A survey is also being distributed to solicit input from the community regarding the goals of the Master Plan, as well
as to understand which combination of potential street design elements are preferred for both LaSalle Road and
Farmington Avenue. Click here for the survey. Because of the strong amount of participation so far, we have
extended the time for community comments and will continue welcoming feedback through interactive map and/or
the survey through the end of the day on Friday, October 28th.

Planning & Zoning Home

Affordable Housing Plan

Agencies, Boards,
Commissions

Complete Streets

Flood Hazard Information

Online Resources

Outdoor Dining & Outdoor
Retail

DRAFT
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What's Nexi?

We Need Your Input!
* Provide YOUR ideas

« Give us your comments and
concerns

* Ask any question

121






	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
	Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
	Schedule and Project Overview
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Facilities and Infrastructure�
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	Crash Locations
	Street Widths + Safety Concerns
	Primary Circulation Patterns
	Primary Circulation Patterns: Through Trips
	Primary Circulation Patterns: Employee Trips
	Primary Circulation Patterns: Parking Hunt
	Parking Inventory by Block
	Parking Inventory by Block�
	Parking Pricing�
	Parking Utilization (Midday, Typical Weekday, 2019*)�
	Parking Utilization (Midday, Typical Weekday, 2019*)
	Parking Utilization (7:00 pm, Typical Weekday, 2022)�
	Parking Utilization (7:00 pm, Typical Weekday, 2022)
	Potential: Pricing Changes�
	Slide Number 37
	Scenario: 2-Way LaSalle, WB/2-Way Memorial
	Scenario: 2-Way LaSalle, EB Memorial
	Scenario: Close LaSalle, EB Memorial
	Slide Number 41
	Slide Number 42
	Slide Number 43
	Slide Number 44
	Slide Number 45
	Slide Number 46
	Slide Number 47
	Slide Number 48
	Slide Number 49
	Slide Number 50
	Slide Number 51
	Slide Number 52
	Slide Number 53
	Slide Number 54
	Slide Number 55
	Slide Number 56
	Slide Number 57
	Slide Number 58
	Slide Number 59
	Proposed: Native Plant Palette - Pollinators�
	Slide Number 61
	Slide Number 62
	Streetscape – Planters, Benches, Wayfinding
	Streetscape – Planters, Benches, Wayfinding
	Streetscape – Planters, Benches, Wayfinding�
	Walkability - Crosswalks
	Walkability - Crosswalks�
	Walkability - Crosswalks
	Slide Number 69
	Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
	Infrastructure Master Plan Study Area
	Slide Number 72
	Slide Number 73
	Slide Number 74
	Current Conditions: Farmington Avenue
	Slide Number 76
	Slide Number 77
	Slide Number 78
	Slide Number 79
	Slide Number 80
	Slide Number 81
	Slide Number 82
	Slide Number 83
	Slide Number 84
	Slide Number 85
	Proposed: LaSalle Road – Option 1 - Southeast
	Proposed: LaSalle Road – Option 1 - North
	Slide Number 88
	Proposed: LaSalle Road – Option 2 - Southeast
	Proposed: LaSalle Road – Option 2 - North
	Proposed: LaSalle Road – Option 2 - North
	Option: LaSalle Curbless Street
	Existing Crosswalks
	Potential: High-Visibility Crosswalks with Detectable Warning Panels & �Curb Extensions
	Existing Pick-up / Drop off / Loading Zones
	Potential: Pick-up / Drop off / Loading Zones
	Existing Bicycle Parking
	Potential: Bicycle Parking
	Existing Green Space
	Potential: Gateway Elements and Parklets 
	Slide Number 101
	Slide Number 102
	Existing Condition: Farmington/South Main�
	Potential: Farmington/South Main
	Potential: Farmington/South Main
	Potential: Farmington/South Main
	Potential: Farmington/South Main
	Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Arterial
	Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Road Diet
	Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way + Front-Door Parking�
	Potential: Main Street Green: Two-Way Relocated
	Existing Trout Brook Drive and Farmington Avenue
	Potential: Trout Brook and Farmington Ave:
	Memorial Road and South Main Street: Existing Condition
	Potential: Memorial Road and South Main Street�
	Streetscape Materials - Pavement��
	Streetscape Materials - Pavement
	Slide Number 118
	Schedule and Project Overview
	Website!
	What’s Next?
	Slide Number 122

