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Minutes
Farmington Village Center Committee
June 13, 2019
Town Hall Council Chambers

6:00 PM
Present Staff
Bruce Charette Rose Ponte
Brian Connolly Kathy Blonski
Betty Coykendall Anna Savastano
Liz Sanford
Nancy Nickerson
Ruth Grobe
Michael Gurski
Kevin Ray

John Renehan

A

Call to Order.
The Chair called the meeting to order at 6:07 PM.

Public Comment.
None.

Reading of the Minutes.

1) To approve the May 9, 2019 minutes. (Attachment A)
Upon a motion made and seconded (Nickerson/Grobe) it was unanimously
VOTED: to approve the May 9, 2019 minutes.

Presentation of Final Report by BSC Group.

Town Manager, Kathy Blonski, explained the process to date and the next steps for BSC
Group’s Streetscape Master Plan. After the FVCC accepts the report, it will be sent to
the Town Council to take action. Jef Fasser from BSC Group presented the Streetscape
Master Plan (Attachment 1) The report included recommendations for streetscape
improvements and a phasing plan for implementation. The approximate cost for the
entire plan $3.2 million, with the majority of the cost being concrete sidewalks installed
on both sides of Main Street.

The Committee had a lengthy discussion on BSC’s recommended phasing plan.
Although the Committee agreed with the phasing, they did not agree with the order of
the phasing. They requested BSC Group modify their Final Plan to remove the order of
the proposed phases. This will give Town Council discretion to decide when to
implement each phase based on their priorities and any possible grant funding that may
become available.

The Final Report was very well received by the Committee, who agreed with many of
BSC Group’s suggestions, including the various gateway and signage options.
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To accept and recommend BSC Group’s Final Report to the Town Council.

Upon a motion and seconded (Ray/Connolly) it was unanimously voted to accept BSC
Group’s Streetscape Master Plan with the changes to the order of the phasing plan, and
other modifications that were mentioned at the meeting.

Update on Parsons Property acquisition.

Kathy Blonski gave an update on Parsons Property Acquisition. The Conveyance Bill
that the Town had requested from the legislature was approved and is currently sitting
on the Governor’s desk to be signed. Town Staff will be meeting with a Licensed
Environmental Professional to better understand the environmental conditions with the
site, and then meet with DOT to begin negotiations.

Update from the Route 4 Triangle Island Sub-Committee.

At the meeting, Ann Mullen representing the Farmington Garden Club gave an update
on the club’s landscaping plan. (Attachment 2) She presented a sketch of the landscape
design. Their plan adds a variety of trees and shrubs that are sturdy and do not need to
be watered frequently. These plants will also provide fragrance for anyone passing by
and camouflaging of the posts and wires on the island. Some members of the
Committee asked if it was possible to have native plants added to the plan. Ann Mullen
explained that native species are not hardy enough for the median, due to the drought
issues and snow in the winter.

The Town Manager asked if the Farmington Garden Club would be willing to do a
planting plan for the Route 4 Medians. Ann Mullen expressed that she would take the
request back to the Garden Club. The Committee thanked Anne Mullen and the entire
Garden Club for their hard work on this design.

Staff will be developing an implementation plan for the landscape design.

Update on the Walking Tour Sub-Committee.

Members of the Walking Tour Sub-Committee provided an update on their specific
assignments. Kathy presented the map that Town Staff created and updates on the
recreational points of interest. Betty Coykendall gave an update on the historical and
cultural points of interest.

To approve the upcoming meeting schedule (Please bring your calendars.)

The Town Council will be considering BSC Group’s Streetscape Master Plan at the July
9, 2019 Town Council Meeting. Kathy encouraged all Farmington Village Center
Committee members to attend that meeting.

The Committee agreed that they would not meet again until September. Town Staff will
send an email out to coordinate the next meeting schedule.

Public Comment.

Holly Holden, 130 Main Street, commended the Committee for their work developing
improvements to the Village. She also had a concern regarding how this plan might
affect the pull up area in front of her house that was granted by the Town. She would like
that area to remain intact.

Lavelle Thompson, 4 High Street, expressed that she was worried about the
recommended gateways in BSC Group’s final report. She felt that the stone used was
too “significant” for the area and would not match the existing colonial features.
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Jay Tulin, 39 Timberland Drive, asked if the Committee will allow the members of the
public to give feedback on BSC’s plan and prioritization of the phases. The Committee
said they were planning on presenting the plan at the July 9, 2019 Town Council
meeting. During that meeting, the public will have opportunity to give their feedback.
K. Adjournment.
L. The meeting was adjourned at 7:40 p.m. (Ray/Coykendall)

cc: Committee Members
Paula Ray, Town Clerk

Respectfully Submitted,

it

Anna Savastano
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MOTION: Agenda Item D
Presentation of Final Report by BSC Group.

NOTE: BSC Group will present their final report to the committee. It is anticipated that
the report will be emailed to committee members by Tuesday, June 11, 2019.
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MOTION: Agenda ltem E
To accept and recommend BSC Group’s Final Report to the Town Council.

NOTE: | am recommending that BSC present their final report to the Town Council for
acceptance at the regular July 9, 2019 Town Council meeting. It is our intent to
publicize the Report and encourage public participation at the meeting.

This completes this Quality of Life Recommendation portion of the Committee’s
charge.

Below is the relevant section of the Farmington Village Center Committee
Charge:

And,

The Committee will recommend quality of life enhancements (sidewalks,
street trees, landscaping, street furniture, historic markers, way finding
signage and universal design improvements) for the Farmington Village
Center Study area.

And,

To complete the various aspects of this charge the Committee will
frequently conduct public participation/community outreach to ensure that
the community is engaged in the process.

And,

Based on the community outreach the Committee is encouraged to
propose other recommendations to the Town Council or Town Plan and
Zoning Commission for the Farmington Study area based on information
gathered.
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MOTION: Agenda Item F

Update on Parsons Property acquisition.

NOTE: The Town Manager will provide an update on the status of Parsons Property.

[Attachment
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MOTION: Agenda ltem G
Update from the Route 4 Triangle Island Sub-Committee.

NOTE: An update will be provided at the meeting.
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MOTION: Agenda Item H
Update on the Walking Tour Sub-Committee.

NOTE: Members of the Walking Tour Sub-Committee will provide an update on their
specific assignments.
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MOTION: Agenda ltem |
To approve the upcoming meeting schedule. (Please bring your calendars.)

NOTE: July 9, 2019 — Town Council Meeting to review BSC Group’s final report on
Quality of Life recommendations.
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EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

This Streetscape Masterplan is the roadmap for implementing the
community’s vision for a universally accessible, greener, safer, and
welcoming Farmington Village Center. To help foster a coherent
vision for the Route 4 and Route 10 corridors, this plan organizes the
recommended improvements in defined categories of elements, which
when implemented together will result in a cohesive aesthetic that
preserves the historic town center character of the Farmington Village
study area for residents and visitors. The character defining elements
described in the following pages include: enhanced streetscape
plantings, sidewalk and crosswalk treatment options, decorative
pedestrian lighting and signage options, benches, specialty features,
fences and walls, and gateway treatments.

The recommendations also balance needs of pedestrians with
vehicles along these corridors. This is achieved by deploying proven
traffic calming measures that enhance the pedestrian environment
with sidewalk and crosswalk treatments that are inviting, wider, and
visually delineated while also being safer and universally accessible.
The pedestrian environment is further enhanced with site amenities
including benches, lighting, stone walls, and fencing. All these
elements work together to reinforce the character of the Farmington
Village study area as a historic New England village and cultural center
of the community.

Understanding that these improvements are extensive and costly,
this plan proposes a phased implementation strategy with associated
costs. Information in the appendix includes construction details and
standards for site improvement elements and materials. The appendix
also includes site analysis plans of the existing conditions that
generated the recommendations.

AARSC GROUP
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PROJECT PURPOSE

Starting in 2014, the Town of Farmington partnered with the
community to develop a vision for the Farmington Village Center.
Drawing on the voices of the community, the Town worked with the
consultant team of Dodson & Flinker, Inc. / Mullin Associates Inc. to
develop the Farmington Center Study. In 2017, the final masterplan
report was developed by BL Companies which included various reports
and created new design guidelines for the Farmington Village Center.

The historic New England village character was determined to be
an important defining characteristic of the Farmington Village study
area. With the improvement of the Route 4 corridor and heavy traffic
flowing through the Farmington Village Center daily, the Town was
concerned that the character of the area would be affected, ultimately
impacting the quality of life in town and making pedestrian movements
challenging. The town initiated a streetscape improvement project
to foster the development of a long term comprehensive plan which
would protect, highlight, and enhance the corridor, mitigate community
concerns, and create a vision for the Main Street / Route 10 corridor.

In 2019, BSC Group, Inc was hired to assist the Town in implementing
this vision created by the Town and its residents, and to develop the
conceptual streetscape master plan for Farmington Village study
area. BSC Group was tasked to prioritize quality of life enhancements
such as sidewalks, street trees, landscaping, street furnishing, historic
markers, way-finding signage, and Universal Design principles. BSC
Group’s integrated team of urban designers and planners, landscape
architects, engineers, and transportation specialists was hired to work
with town officials, the Farmington Village Center Committee, and
community stakeholders to develop a viable strategy that builds upon
past work, defines a vision for the area, and identifies implementation
tools for realization of the Town’s vison and brand.

AARSC GROUP



BSC Group led discussions on Public voting on the preferred site
preferred site elements elements
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PLANNING PROCESS

PROJECT INITIATION
COLLECTION:

AND DATA

The team collected and reviewed relevant literature, plans,
proposals, grants applications and studies pertaining to the Village
Center area. With this background information, BSC attended a kick
off meeting to review project goals, discussions of design process,
project deliverables and develop a framework for community outreach
/ public engagement. To make the planning and design process
transparent and participatory, BSC Team setup a secured project
specific website accessible by town staff and the committee for sharing
project materials, existing conditions photos, meeting minutes, plans,

specifications etc. developed by BSC Team.

ANALYSIS OF EXISTING.CONDITIONS:

BSC initiated development of base maps of Village Center using
survey work, Town GIS data, 2016 Connecticut Orthographic Imagery
and aerial photography. These base maps were created to analyze
existing features, roadway layout, approximate property lines, buildings,
visible utilities and other relevant conditions which determined the
planning process. In addition to the base map preparation, the BSC
Team walked the entire project area and documented visible existing
features and current land uses. Based on the first-hand information
collected, this was combined with base maps prepared with photo
documentation. This first-hand data collection method was an important
step in identifying key contributors that would determine the character
of the area. Based on the combination of base maps and site visits,
the team created a Site Analysis plan explaining opportunities and
challenges for the project area.

COMMUNITY OUTREACH / PUBLIC

ENGAGEMENT:

Based on the Site Analysis and Kick-Off Meeting, BSC organized
public engagement events with several activities and discussion
forums to determine what would the community prefer to see as a
part of the Farmington Village Center improvement. The engagement
included committee voting on streetscape elements, priorities,
gateways, public art and planting.

AARSC GROUP
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STREETSCAPE PLAN

RECOMMENDATIONS

OVERALL VISION

Reinforce goals of the long term comprehensive
plan.

Implement improvements that enhance Farmington’s
historic town center character.

Prioritize safe pedestrian movement.

Establish hierarchy of green sidewalk treatments
that enhance New England village character.

Provide crosswalk treatments that foster pedestrian
safety.

Deploy streetscape amenities, lighting, signage,
benches, bike racks, plantings, and specialty features
that are character enhance our brand as a historic
village center.

PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND

RECOMMENDATIONS:

The kickoff meeting and site analysis helped in establishing the
priorities of the town committee and residents. Based on the framework
of priorities, BSC Team was able to engage people of the community
in activities and discussions to expand on their preference under the
priorities. Based on these two criterias, BSC developed recommended
improvements for the streetscape plan as described on the following
pages.

AARSC GROUP
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS - MATERIALS

SIDEWALK RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON EXISTING CONDITION

! . B
WIDER SIDEWALK TREATMENT WITHIN LAWN AREA SIDEWALK TREATMENT AT STREET EDGE

CROSSWALK

-

Toi' 3 g % it 3
PRESSED PAVEMENT CROSSWALK TACTILE WARNING STRIP CROSSWALK TREATMENT
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS - MATERIALS

Materials

Accessibility is one of the key purposes of replacing sidewalk along
the entire length of the project. The Town strives to utilize the Universal
Design methods and standards to provide sidewalk on both sides of
Main Street wherever possible, which will help promote pedestrian
connectivity throughout the Farmington Village study area.

Where conditions allow, the new sidewalk will be a total width of five
feet. This will include approximately three feet of colored concrete and
a row of clay or concrete pavers on each side of the walking surface.
The colored concrete will be colored a warm tan color to reduce the
brightness and harshness of freshly poured concrete, and will fit the
village aesthetic. This approach will be used in areas where there is
grass / planted area on both sides of the sidewalk. If the sidewalk is
located within two feet of a curb, the sidewalk will be placed at the
“back of curb” with up to two feet of brick banding along the curb line.
In areas where space or existing conditions do not allow the five-foot
walk, colored concrete shall be used without the row of pavers on
each side. The minimum allowable width will be three feet; however,
this is not considered ideal.

Crosswalks will be replaced as a part of this project to reflect the
treatment of colored and stamped crosswalks along the recently
upgraded Route 4 corridor in the Farmington Village study area. The
final product will be stamped thermoplastic material which is heated
onto the existing bituminous concrete roadway for a cost effective,
durable method to achieve the look of pavers. A reflective white stripe
shall be applied on either side of the walk for safety, and tactile warning
strips will be incorporated at all crosswalk intersections.

AARSC GROUP



CROSSWALK & SIDEWALK TREATMENT OPTIONS
BEFORE

OPTION 1
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TREATMENT 1:

SIDEWALK WITH LAWN AREA

» Five foot width sidewalk with a paver feature band at
each side.

TREATMENT 2:
SIDEWALK TREATMENT AT STREET EDGE

Five foot width sidewalk with a three foot colored
concrete surface and a paver feature at the back of curb.

TREATMENT 3:
NARROW SIDEWALK WITHIN LAWN AREA

Minimum allowable three foot width sidewalk set within
lawn area.

AARSC GROUP
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

LIGHTING

SIGNS
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Introduction

The following streetscape components were selected based on
the feedback received from the March 21 community meeting where
65 people attended, and subsequent 114 online responses. These
choices reflect the community’s desire to strengthen the uniqueness
of the project area with elements that are consistent with Farmington’s
deeply rooted historic character.

LIGHTING

AARSC GROUP

A Traditional LED pedestrian scale post top fixture will
reinforce the village character. The light fixture will give the
appearance of a historic “gas lamp”.

The light pole and fixture should come from the same
manufacturer as the decorative lights found along the Route
4 corridor and in the Unionville section of Farmington.

Fixtures will achieve zero uplight.

SIGNAGE

Signage, reflective of the town’s New England village history
and character. It will be utilized throughout Farmington.

Signage shall be simple and consistent with existing signage
in the Farmington Village study area.

Signhage along sidewalks should be usable by all, including
mounting at a lower height appropriate for individuals in
wheelchairs and should include braille.

A family of signage standards will help identify important
town landmarks, provide wayfind and serve as informational
features.




PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

BENCH

BIKE RACK
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

BENCHES BICYCLE RACKS

e Traditional metal or wood benches, backed and with Simple metal bike racks provide cyclist amenity with a quite aesthetic.
intermediate armrests will provide pedestrian amenities at
key locations. A similar bench should be used as the bench
used in the Unionville Center.

AARSC GROUP

15



PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

STREET TREES

HIGH CANOPY TREE

PLANTED MEDIAN

"y

PLANTED MEDIAN | - ANNUALS, SHRUBS, STONE ELEMENTS

R ol _--'__'_ R Ay
th‘!"'l‘h e

LOWER CANOPY TREE

FLOWERING TREE

ANNUALS, ORNAMENTAL GRASSES, FEATURE PAVING

PLANTED MEDIAN II -

.[:;3 FARMINGTON VILLAGE CENTER

STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

STREET TREES POSSIBLE STREET TREES MEDIAN PLANTINGS
e High canopy shade trees will provide seasonal shade and Ginkgo (Male) * Planted Median | - feature seasonal color with annuals,
interest, encourage pedestrian comfort, enhance traffic incorporate shrubs and decorative stone elements.

calming measures and offer visual porosity from the street. - , ‘ .
Tilia americana ‘Greenspire

* Planted Median Il — feature seasonal color with annuals,
e Lower canopy shade trees provide greater screening Zolk ornament_al grasses for winter interest interplanted with spring bulbs
opportunities and are corridor defining. elkova and specialty paving.

e Flowering trees provide welcome seasonal interest and Acer rubrum

beauty. Species selection can reinforce the historic New
England Farmington Village Center narrative. Cladrastis kentukea

Nyssa sylvatica

Amelachier

Carpinus caroliniana

Cornus kousa

Amur maackia

Malus

Oxydendrum arboretum

AARSC GROUP 17



PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

SPECIALTY FEATURES

SEASONAL FLOWER BASKETS
FENCES AND WALLS
i
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TRADITIONAL PICKET FENCE LOW CUT STONE WALL WITH FENCE FEATURE RURAL FIELDSTONE WALL
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

SPECIALTY FEATURES

e Streetscape elements provide potential traffic calming and
wayfinding opportunities.

e Streetscape elements can relate to seasonal events and create
storytelling and educational opportunities.

¢ Highlight regional pride and civic values.

FENCES AND WALLS

Provide visual cues for pedestrian and vehicular traffic in the
Farmington Village study area.

Traditional residential picket fence appropriate for residential
zones.

Stone wall and wooden fence feature for residential zones.

Rubble stone wall appropriate for open field and woodland
zones.

AARSC GROUP
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

PRIMARY GATEWAY

20
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PRIORITIES, PREFERENCES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Gateways

There are three proposed primary gateway locations leading into
the Farmington Village study area. There are two on Route 4; one
when entering from the east at the end of the exit ramp off Interstate
84, and the other when entering from the west at the bridge over the
Farmington River. The third entrance is from the south on Route 10 at
the intersection of Scott Swamp Road.

Gateway treatments at these primary locations should include a
welcome sign of the same style, and should incorporate elements that
build off of the historic new England village character of the town,
such as a low brownstone wall with the sign on top, or columns built of
brick or brownstone with the sign mounted between the columns, and
possibly the preferred wooden picket fence if appropriate. All areas
should be planted to highlight the sign, screen adjacent features if
necessary, and add seasonal color and interest.

The primary gateway at the bridge over the Farmington River should
include a sign saying, “Welcome to Farmington Village Center’ since
travelers have already been traveling through Farmington at that point.

Secondary gateways are located closer to the Farmington Village
study area after travelers have already passed signs welcoming
them to Farmington. These locations could be on the Route 6 bridge
where it passes over Main Street, the intersection of Route 4 and
Mountain Spring Road, and Route 4 at High Street. Elements at these
secondary gateways could include simple wording stating, “We/come
fo Farmington Village”. Both the LiveWell facility and Hill-Stead
Museum expressed a willingness to work with the Town to install some
welcoming elements on their property along Route 4 to reinforce the
entry into the town. Treatments at this area should incorporate some
of the other gateway features, such as stone wall or columns and
plantings, but a sign is probably not necessary for these areas.

AARSC GROUP
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PROJECT COST
ESTIMATE SUMMARY

The total estimated cost to implement all of the proposed Farmington
Village Center Streetscape Improvements is approximately $3.2
million dollars. Due to this high cost, the streetscape improvements will
most likely be implemented in phases. A phasing plan was prepared to
identify logical beginning and ending points for stretches of sidewalk
improvements along Main Street that prioritize replacing sections of
sidewalks in most need of repair, adding new sidewalks where none
currently exist, and including street trees, lighting and site furnishings
in each of these sections as appropriate.

The identification of phases included a balance of logical starting and
ending points along Main Street within a maximum budget of $500-
$600,000 per phase. In addition to the phases described below, there
are also costs for stand-alone improvements, such as crosswalks and
gateway treatments

PHASES

The Farmington Village Center streetscape improvements are split
into six phases as described on the following pages:

AARSC GROUP
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Phase 1 — Main Street — the west side from Meadow Road to Route 4 Intersection 571.625.00

Phase 3 — Main Street — the west side Meadow Road to Scott Swamp Road
$592.250.00

The design team thought it was important to start the project implementation with this phase. This phase represents
an area which is most used by stakeholders, is highly visible and has a number of sections along the current sidewalk
in need of repair. By starting at Meadow Road, the implementation of this phase would connect the Farmington
Village Center to other trails such as the Farmington Canal Heritage Trail and the Farmington River Trail. Since this
section represents such an important connection, the design team felt that this justified the cost being on the higher
end of the scale. The intersection of Mountain Road and Main Street is not included in the estimated cost. This is a
major pedestrian crossing for the public and students/staff at Miss Porter’s School and the design team understands
that representatives from the school will be working with the Town to implement improvements at this intersection that
best meet the needs of the Town and school.

This phase is the southern extension of the first phase. This phase includes adding new
sidewalks where no sidewalks currently exist. As such, these improvements will provide
the largest impact to aesthetics and quality of life. Once Phase Three is completed there
will be a safe, visually consistent sidewalk along the entire west side from the southern
limit of the project area to the Farmington Village Center.

Phase 4 — Main Street — the east side from Meadow Road to Scott Swamp Road
$384.687.50

Phase 2 — Main Street — the east side from Meadow Road to Route 4 Intersection 586, 828.13

The fourth phase will symbolically finish the major part of the masterplan; a cohesive
sidewalk on both sides of Main Street from the southern end of project area to the Farmington
Village Center. Currently, this section represents the most inconsistent area, with few paved
walkways connecting pedestrians to major points of interest. With completion of this phase,
pedestrians will be able to travel most of the way down the project area on either side of
the street. There are two exceptions to this; the area at Colt Highway Extension where

The second phase also represents some of the higher profile areas in the project area. Portions of the current
sidewalk in this area also have numerous sections in need of repair. There are fewer intersections along this phase,
resulting in a higher overall cost due to more sidewalk length. Constructing this second phase on the east side of
Main Street for the same length as the Phase One improvements on the west side will result in a unified streetscape

and enhanced pedestrian environment in the heart of the Village Center.

pedestrian access is not necessary, and a stream crossing by Tunxis Street.

ltem Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Preparation L.f. 3900 $8.00 $31,200.00 ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Convert to Lawn s.f. 1600 $2.75 $4,400.00 Preparation If 4150 $8.00 $33,200.00
Sidewalk Lf. 3900 $87.00 $339,300.00 Convert to Lawn s f. 1000 $2.75 $2,750.00
Bicycle Rack ea. 6 $150.00 $900.00 Sidewalk If. 4150 $87.00 $361,050.00
Lightpole e.a. 12 $4,500.00 $54,000.00 Granite Curb If. 240 $40.00 $9,600.00
Tree ea. 15 $1,300.00 $19,500.00 Bicycle Rack ea. 8 $150.00 $1,200.00
Bench ea. 4 _$2,000.00 $8,000.00 Lightpole ea. 12 $4,500.00 $54,000.00
Contingency (25%) $114,325.00 Bench ea. 6 $2,000.00 $12,000.00
Contingency (25%) $118,450.00
Item Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Preparation Lf. 4425 $8.00 $35,400.00 ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Convert to Lawn s 250 $2.75 $687.50 Preparation L. 2150 $8.00 $17,200.00
Sidewalk . 4425 $87.00 $384,975.00 Sidewalk . 2150 $87.00 $187,050.00
Bicycle Rack e.a. 4 $150.00 $600.00 Granite Curb 1. 900 $40.00 $36,000.00
Lightpole 6. 8 $4,500.00 $36,000.00 Lightpole e.a. 2 $4,500.00 $9,000.00
Tree ea. 6 $1,300.00 $7,800.00 Tree ea. 37 $1,300.00 $48,100.00
Bench ea. - $2,000.00 $4,000.00 Bench ea. 3 $2,000.00 $6,000.00
Contingency (25‘%)) $1 17,36563 Contingency (25%) $76,93750
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Phase 5 — Route 4 — from Mountain Spring Road to the Farmington River Bridge
$374.468.75

In this phase, the Town will have the opportunity to enhance the recently installed
improvements along this section of Route 4. Improvements in this section include adding
a sidewalk where none currently exists in the north west portion of this segment. This
sidewalk addition should be coordinated with the redevelopment of the adjacent parcel.
Enhance plantings in traffic islands and medians are also included as needed along Route
4. As part of this phase, some money should be set aside for street tree plantings and
secondary gateway treatments to be implemented with the redevelopment of the Parson’s
Parcel.

Phase 6 — Main Street — new Pedestrian Bridge at Tunxis Road
$537.500.00

The final phase is an optional phase. Many community members have voiced their desire
to build a pedestrian bridge along the east side of Main Street over the stream across from
Tunxis Street. This connection would be the final link to have continuous sidewalks along
both sides of Main Street from Route 4 to the southern limits of the project area. This phase
will be the most cost per linear foot through the project area, however the pedestrian bridge
would add interest and added connection to the Farmington Village Center.

Crosswalks

Crosswalks are a lower cost item which the Town may be able to implement sooner
than other elements of the phases. They are not wholly dependent on the completion
of other phases since they typically take place at existing intersections. They represent
a simple way to improve quality of life for stakeholders and the aesthetic quality of the
Farmington Village Center.

Gateways

Gateways will be an important addition to the Farmington Village Center, since it will
draw visitor’s attention and make them aware they are entering a special area. Cost
and phasing will depend on the Town’s ability and desire to build the gateways. It may
be decided that gateways are a lower priority item, or the Town may decide to build
large signs greeting people into the area.

Item Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Preparation Lf. 325 $8.00 $2,600.00 Crosswalk |.f. 525 $55.00 $28,875.00
Planted Area s.f. 3900 $30.00 $117,000.00 Contingency (25%) $7,218.75
Sidewalk I.f. 325 $87.00 $28,275.00
Granite Curb I.f. 325 $40.00 $13,000.00
Bicycle Rack e.a. 10 $150.00 $1,500.00
Tree e.a. 4 $1,300.00 $5,200.00
Bench e.a. 6 . $2,000.00 $12,000.00 ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Contingency (25%) $44,893.75 Crosswalk |.f. 390 $55.00 $21,450.00
Parson's Pacel Allow. l.s. 1 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 Contingency (25%) $5,362.50
ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost ltem Unit  Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Boardwalk Lf 215 ~$2,000.00 $430,000.00 Gateway Sign Allow.  |.s. 1 $15,000.00 $15,000.00
Contingency (25%) $107,500.00 Tree e.a. 10 $1,300.00 $13,000.00
Planted Area s.f. 120 $30.00 $3,600.00
Contingency (25%) $7,900.00
25






IMPLEMENTATION
STRATEGY

The Farmington Village study area streetscape improvement
implementation strategy has been developed based on input from
the Farmington Village Center Committee and the general public
during our streetscape workshop. The top priorities for streetscape
improvements were:

e More street trees

e Repair/replace existing sidewalks in poor condition before
adding new sections of sidewalks

o Upgraded, wider, and universally accessible sidewalks along
both sides of Main Street

e Pedestrian scale lighting

The estimated cost for all improvements is approximately $3.2 million
dollars. Knowing this is a high cost, a phasing plan was prepared to
propose a logical sequencing of improvements based on the priorities
identified above. Sidewalk improvements were prioritized to address
areas where there was a higher percentage of existing sidewalk walking
surface in need of repair, safety concerns relative to pedestrian/vehicle
conflicts and higher volumes of pedestrian use. Street tree planting,
as high priority, were bundled with sidewalk improvements, along with
site furnishings. In addition, pedestrian level lighting is recommended
at along sidewalks only at crosswalk locations to enhance pedestrian
safety.

The phasing section of this report identifies recommended phases.
The following alterations to the phasing plan may needed:

¢ |If funding is limited for a phase: Site furnishings could be
installed later. Lighting could be installed later, but conduits
for lighting should be installed beneath the new sidewalks.
Street trees which would be installed back of sidewalk could
be installed later but any trees to be planted in the green strip
between the sidewalk and roadway curb should be installed
when sidewalk is installed.

¢ |f improvements are to be constructed on parcels abutting
Routes 4 or 10, the town may want to accelerate sidewalk
improvements fromlater phasestobe constructed concurrently
with the parcel improvements.

Furthermore, the Farmington Village Center Committee and Town
wanted to identify some immediate actions that can be taken that would
be visible, enhance the corridor, and address community priorities.
These short-term action items include:

e Upgradingthe Route 4 median plantings. These improvements
will be implemented by the Town.

e Improving the landscaping and visual interest of the major
new traffic island at the Main Street/Route 4 intersection. This
treatment will include the introduction of public art as a visual
element amongst new plantings including perennials and
grasses. Planning for this is being done by a sub-committee
of the Farmington Village Center Committee.

e Development of a walking tour map that highlights key
historical building/sites, destinations and features in the
study area. This map will build off of previous prepared maps
with various themes to provide one unified map that can be
provided to visitors and residents alike.

AARSC GROUP
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ROUTE 10 MATCHERE -SEE SHEET 6,
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MAXIMUM SLAB LEMGTH =

= 5 I 5 A 5

15" =0"

&

1%=
K EXPANSION ----———%

@12" 0.0, COAT WITH BOND

BREAKING COMPOUND BEFORE

ADJACENT SLAB IS POURED

JHOTE:
. ALL SIDEWALKS SHALL PITCH A MAXIMUM 2% TOWARD

THE STREET, AMD IN ACCORDANCE WITH ADA REGULATIONS.

. CONCRETE SHALL BE COMNDOT CLASS F,

(4,000 P3|, 28 DAY STRENGTH).

. FORMS TO BE SET TRUE TO LINE AMD GRADE

ON WELL COMPACTED BASE.
5" METAL OR 2"x6" LUMBER.

FORMS SHALL BE

. PROPER FINISHING PROCEDURES WILL BE

FOLLOWED IMNCLUDING JOINTING, EDGING, AND
BROCMING. A FINE BRISTLE BROOM SHALL BE
USED. ALL EDGING TOOL IMPRINTS SHALL BE
STEEL TROWELED PRIOR T BROOMING.

. CURING COMPOUND MAY BE REQUIRED BY THE

TOWN ENGIMEER.

. CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE ALL MECESSARY

PRECAUTIONS TO PROTECT SURFACE FROM DAMAGE.

. WALKS SHALL BE BACKFILLED AS SOON AS FORMS

ARE REMOVED.

. ALL CONCRETE SLABS AND SIDEWALK SHALL BE

RECTANGULAR IN SHAPE. NO FIGURE “L" SLABS ARE
TO BE COMSTRUCTED.

- SIDEWALK SLABS SHALL NOT EXCEED 8° IN

WIDTH. IF SIDEWALK SLABS GREATER THAN 8" IN
WIDTH ARE TO BE CONSTRUCTED, A LONGITUCHMAL
EXPANSION JOINT SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED TO
FORM ACCEPTABLE SLABS.

10.IMSERT METAL DOWELS AT ALL EXPANSION JOINTS

AS SHOWHN ON SIDEWALK PLAN ABOVE.

11.EXPANSION JOINT TO BE 1,/2" ASPHALT IMPREGNATED

CELLULAR FIBER.

12.CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE MEANS OF SUPPORTING

REINFORCING WIRE MESH DURING INSTALLATION OF SIDEWALK.
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36 15 15 18 30 | 24 27
42 175 18 21 as | 28 a2
48 20 | o 24 40 | 32 36
54 229 23 a7 45 | 34 41
&0 25| 25 Jo0 =0 40 45
LOFE
ALS0 SEE WOTE 3
FOR SWUR HOLE DIMEWSIONS Ensnm STREAM—BED
l MODIFIED RIP—RAP-
P |
A i F T HOTES:
= = - 1. RAM® SHOULD BE AN EXTEMSION OF WALKIMG PATH AMD DIRECTED AT OPPOSMG RAMP. APEX RAMPS REQUIRE PRIOR APPRCVAL BY THE TOWN ENCINEER.
3 T 2 L o 2. MAXIMUM SLOPES OF ADJOINING ROAD SURFACES MMMEDATELY ADJACENMT TO CROSSWALK SHOULD NOT EXGCEED 2001,
PIPE TYPE - T TR P . ; 2" 3. ALL RAMPS SHALL DC CONSTRUCTED OF CLASS 'C' COMCRITC IN ACCORDAMCC WITH CONNDOT SPCCITICATION ARTICLE M.O3.D1.
AS SHOWN ON PLANS 4, SIDEWALE RAMPS SHALL HAVE A COARSE BROOM FIMISH TRANSVERSE TO THE SLOPE OF THE RAMP. THE SURFACE ALONG ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL BE
FLARED OUTLET STABLE, FIRW AND SLIP RESSTANT IN COMPLIANCE WITH ADWAG SECTION 4.5,
S, DIAGOMAL SIDEWALE FAMPES AT MARKED CROSSIMCE SHALL BE WHOLLY COMTAIMED WITHIN THE MARKINGS, EXCLUDING AMY FLARED SIDES,
141" CONCRETE FOOTI 6" GRANULAR FILL 6. CURBING WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE NEW SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IN COMFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF FORM 816 SECTIONS
REQUIRED FOR HOFE FIFE OMLY B.11 AND B3
CEOTEXTILE {EE‘F'.lRAT'IN E-IHBULD 7. HANDICAP RAMPS COHFCRMING WITH CONMECTICUT GENERAL STATUTES, SEC.T-118a, SHALL BE INCORPORATED IN ALL PROPOSED SIDEWA_KS AT ALL STREET
PLUNGE POOL SECTION INTERSECTIONS, AMD AT ALL OTHERS LOCATIONS WHERE THE GRADE OF A DRWVEWAY DR OTHER FACILITY TAKES PRECSDENCE OVER THE GRADE OF THE
FIELD CONDITIONS WARRANT NTS el e
HOTES: A, TRANSMON TO FULL HEMAHT CURE. INSTALL STOME CURBING IF ADUACENT CURBING |5 STOME. INSTALL CONCRETE CURBIMG IF ADJACENT CURSING IS
COMCRETE OR BITUMINGUS.
1. DETAIL TO BE USED IN LOCATIOMS WHERE FLOWS EXCEED 9. INSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETECTABLE WARNMING 87 FROM THE EDGE OF THE ROAD. TO PERMIT WHEELCHAR WHEELS TO ROLL BETWEEN DOMES, ALIGH
CAPACITY OF RIPRAP APRONS IN ACCORDANCE WITH CONNDOT DOMES OH A SOUARC GRID I THC DIRCCTION OF PODCSTRIAN TRAWCL
DRAINAGE MAMNUAL.
2, RIPRAP SIZE SHALL BE COMPUTED ACCORDING TO CONNDOT
DRAINAGE MAMLUIAL
<. FINAL 3COUR HOLE DIMENSIONS SHALL BE COMPUTED
BASED ON THE COMNDOT DRAINAGE MAMUAL.
M TownMaps\ D rawings \Detubs ST AN DARDOET AILSCETAILSDAVWGWKS-13_PreformadicourHola.dwy MATownMaps\Drewings\DealiyiSTANDARDDETAILRDETAILSDAYGC- | 4_SidewalkRampRecommendedlapout deg
| MONTEITH DRIVE, FARMINGTOMN, COMNECTICUT 06032 | MONTEITH DRIVE. FARMINGTON. CONNECTICUT 04032
DREY NO.| DATE | DESCRIPTION [DABY]NO.|DATE | DESCAIFTION) PREFORMED SCOUR HOLE DABTNG| DATE | DESCRIFTION [oR Bv{NO. [ DATE | DESCRIFTIGN] @‘j Fﬂ% SIDEWALK RAMP
Ar |- passid - N [ 2 TYPE | & TYPE2 FLv. | - [arom - - 1-1 - - N _ RECOMMENDED LAYOUT
TIOP SCALE: TCALE. h ' DOV FIOHL SCALE VER. SCALE
SHEET MOk C-13 MNTE Im 3 SHEET HO: C-14 TS M
DESIGN CHECKED BT DWTE:
PHOME: [RATMETS- 2008 FAX: [BSTMATE-IE] 9 WER: YWV FARMINOTON CT .08 |umm T i mﬁn FHOME: BS0)ITS-1008 FAX: (IOETS-1H |9 WER WWW.EARHINGTON CT.ORG aror.al

AARSC GROUP



E% TO WIFTH

- 48" - APPLIES TO WIDTH
— ;
“:.;_a- (45" MM, - 08" A,
a7 - ; _
o - ©
LI ,'! :! [ L&‘jﬂhjl S
SLOPE 481 L|T|' _“*— QOPTIOHAL GRASS STRIP
= & CURBING
E L_ = “— GUTTER LINE
o _ \ E ';'I;:mm Gl " MIN.~1.4°MAX - T SEE NGTE 10
{t"j @ | ~— 12°CONC. EDGE PROTECTION(TYR.)
3 P'DETECTARLE
5 WARHING
£
2 ] { [nsh‘ulr-.' RAMP (TYPE 4A)
4]
. DOME SPACING APPLIES TQ _‘_'ru'IDTH
i DOME SECTION v

APPLIES TO WIDTH

NEW SIDEWALK A -

FLARED CURB RaM P\
r'ffr.
-~

- . T CURBING

SLOPE 2811 (TrR.)

——

= GUTTER LINE

e, . - :
_ ~— CURBING e e POETECTABLE
% BT e SEE NOTE 10 .~ WARNRNG

" ' DETECTABLE
WARNING W,

*SIDEWALK
TRANS!TIDH\,‘

127 COHG. EDGE -
PROTECTION(TYP.} "~

™~ -
“— CLURBING
"— GLUTTER LINE

APPLIES TO WIDTH
J(‘ /= 6—8" e gt ae
S~ SEE_MOTE 10 - =

T~ DIAGONAL SIDEWALK ~— §o5increais
— WORNING

NEW SIDEWALE
FLARED CURE RaMP)

48:1(T7P.) WHEN

L . NECESSARY TO
~— LURENG PREVENT POMBING

GUTTER LIME OTHERWISE LEVEL

OFTIOMAL GRASS STRIF

= — J'DETECTABLE 'WaARNING

T— 12" CONC. EDGE PROTECTION (TYP.)

o

Y Te— CUREING
= GUTTER LME

2'DETECTABILE

= PLANTING QR OTHER WARMING

R —WALKING
SURFACE “— SEE NOTE 10

PERPENDICULAR SIDEWALK RAISED ISLAND
HOTES: RAMP (TYPE 2} W MP (TY

1. RAMF SHOULD BE AM EXTENSION OF WALKING PATH AND DIRECTED AT OPPOSING RAMP. APEX RAMPS REQUIRE PRIOR APPROVAL BY THE TOWN EMNGINEER.
2. MAXIMUM SLOPES OF ADMMMING ROAD SURFACES IMMEDMATELY ACJAZENT TO CROSSWALK SHDULD NOT EXCEED 20:1.
3. ALL RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED OF CLASS "C° COMCRETE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CONNDOT SPECIFICATION ARTICLE M.O3. H
4. SIDEWALE RAMPS SHall HAVE A COARSE RROOM FIMISH TRANSVERSE TO THF SIOPE OF THE RaMP. THE SURFACE ALONG .A.I'_‘CF!‘.SIF!: F ROUTES SHaLlL BF 1, RAMP SHOULD BE AN EXTENSION OF WalkiG PATH aND DIRECTED AT OPPORING RAMP, APEY RAMPS REQLIRE PRICR APPROWAL BY THE TOWSl EMNGINEER
STABLE, FIRM AWD SLIP RESISTANT IN COMPLIANMCE WITH ADMAG SECTION 4.5 3, MAXIMUM SLOPES OF ADUDINING ROAD SURFACES WAMEDWATELT ADIACENT TO CROSSWALK SHOULD NOT EXCEED 20:1
5. DIaAGOMAL SIDEWALE RAMPS AT MARKED CROSSINGS SHaLL BE WHOLLY COMTAIMED WITHIN THE WARXIMGS, EXCLUDING AMY FLARED SIDES. 3. ALL RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED OF CLASS 'C" CONCRETE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CONMDOT SPECIFICATION ARTICLE M.02.01.
6. CURBING WITHIN THEC UMMTS OF THE NOW SIDOWALK RAMPS SHALL OC CONSTRUCTID N COMPORMANCE WITH THE RDQUIRCMENTS OF FORM B1E SECTIONS 8.11) 4, SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL HAVE A COARSE BROOW FINISH TRAMNSVERSE TQ THE SLOFE DF THE RAMP. THE SURFACE ALONG SCCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL BE STASLE. FIRM AND
AND B SUP RESISTANT INM QOMPLIANGE WITH ADSAG SECTION 4.5
7. HANCICAP RAMPS COMFORMNG WITH COWMECTICUT GEMERAL STATUTES., SEC.7=1180, SHALL BE INCORPORATED IN ALL PROPOSED SIOEWALKS AT ALL STREET 5 DEOONSl QDEWALE RANPS AT MARKED CROSSIMCS SHALL BE WHILLY CONTANED WITHIN THE MARKINGS, EXCLUMNNEG ANY FLARED SEDES
INTERSECTIONS. AND AT ALL OTHERS LOCATIONS WHERE THE GRADE OF A DRIVEWAY OR OTHER FACILTY TAKES PRECEDEMCE OVER THE GRADE OF THE 6. REMOWVAL OF EXATING SIDEWALK FOR MEW RAMP INSTALLATIONS SHALL BE TO THE MEAREST EXPANSION/CONTRACTION JOBT OR DUMMY JOINT, REMOWAL SHALL NOT BE
PROPOSED SIDEWALK. FURTHER THaM 2' FROM THE PROPOSED RAMP UNHLESS DIRECTED By THE ENGINEER, Saw CUT REQUIRED FOR DUNMY JOINTS SHALL BE INGLUDED ® THE COST OF
B. TRANSGITION TD FULL HEIGHT CURE. [NSTALL STONE CURBING |F ADUACENT CLIRBING F5 STONE. INSTALL CONCRETE CURBING IF ADJACENT CURBING |5 TCONGRETE SIDEWALKT,
CONCRETE R BTUMINOUE, 7. CXPANSION JOINTS IN COMCRETE SHALL WATCH THOSE (N ADMACECHT SIDEWALKS BUT IN MO CASE SHALL THE SPACING BETWEEN EXPANSION JOINTS EXCEED 15° UNLESS
9. INSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETECTASLE WARNING B° FROM THE EDGE OF THE ROAD. TO PERMIT WHEELCHAIR WHEELS TO ROLL BETWEEM DOMES, ALIGN OTHERWISE DHRCCTED B THE TOWM EHGICLR.

B, CURBMNG WITHIN THE LUMITS OF THE KOW SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WMH THE RCCUIRCMENTS OF FORM BA1E SCCTIDNS 8.11 AND B.13.

9. HANDICAr RAMPS CONFORMING WITH COKNNECTICUT GEWERAL STATUTES, SEC.7-118a, SHALL BC IWCORPORATID B ALL PROPOSED SDDWALKS AT ALL STRELT INTERSECTIONS,
AND AT ALL OTHERS LOCATIONS WHERL THE GRADE OF A DRWEWAY OR OTHER FACILITY TAKES PRECEDENCE OVER THE GRADE OF THE PROPOSED SIDEWALE.

10 TRAMSITION TO FULL HEIGHT CURE. INSTALL STOME CURBING IF ADJACENT CURBING IS STOME. INSTALL COMCRETE CURBING IF ADJACEMT CURBING IS CONCRETE OR
BITURINOLS.

T1.INSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETCCTAGLE WARMING §° FROM THE EDGL OF THE ROAD. TO PERMIT WHEIELCHAR WHIELS TO RCOLL BETWEEM COMES, ALIGH OOMES ON A
SOUARE GRID IN THE DNRICTION OF PLDESTRIAN TRAVIL.

1ZALTERMATE SIDDWALK RAMPS ARL TD BT USED N SPOCFKC LOCATIONS AS APPROVED BY THE TOWH ENGINLDCR.

M Tewritape Drewings \Den il STANDARDDETAILSDET AILSDWEE- | & Sidewalkfames Plen-DwacsiNDacil dwy

DOMES OM A SQUARE GRID IN THE DIRECTION OF PEDESTRIAN TRAVEL.

FATawrdMapa\Dresing \Detald STANDARDDETAILSIDE TAILSDWEAE-1 5 SidewalkRamplternatel ayouts.dwg

| MOMTHTH DRIVE, FARMIMGTON, COMNECTICUT 06032
DR.EYMO. DATE | DEscruFrmon [orevvooaTe | cescrrmion

| MHONTHTH DRIVE. FARMINGTON, COMNECTICUT 04012
or.avNo] DaTE [oEcrmon joredno JoaTe [oecurmion

ALTERNATE SIDEWALK SIDEWALK RAMP

FLY. | - foor n = =] RAMP LAYOUTS LY. | - |manid N - 1-1 - PLAN\DETAILS
SHEET MO: =15 | T Ty SHEET NC: C-16 |N_-u_ A
DESIGM BY: CHECKHD BY: DATE:
WA FARMINGTON LT, DESIGM BY: CHECKED BY: |Da
FHOME: [BATATS- X108 PAS: [BAMTS-ZNI 9 WER et |BCAHE AMA 970711 PHOME: (BS0MTE-2305 RAX: (BATHTS-I0 |9 WS W W RARMING TON-CT.ONG BCAMB. RHLA o wnral'::l I

a4 A RSC GROUP



APPLIES TO WIDTH_

SIDEWALK CLURE E-E APPLES TS WIDTH

5= §'=§"
48" ‘_,«’é\."“""'/‘-
e Sy S

MIN.

..
“— CURBING

o,
-
GUTTER LINE e CUREING

S, SO
~— PDETECTABLE GUTTER LINE

WARRING
— M'DETECTABLE WARNING

“-— PLANTING 0OR COTHER
DM —WALKING

SIDEWALK RAMP (CTDOT TYPE 1) PR

NO UTILITY STRIP SIDEWALK RAMP (CTDOT TYPE 1A)
WITH UTILITY /CRASS STRIF
48"
MM, 7
| <
o
e e GURBING

“ “— GUTTER LINE
4Ry

P L S 2'DETECTABLE
’ WARMING

HOTES:

1. RAMP SHOULD BE AN EXTEMSION OF WALKING PATH AND DIRECTED AT OPPOSMG REMP. APEX RAMPS REOUIRE PRIDR APPROVEL O THE TOWM EMGINEER.

2. NAXINUK SLOFES OF ALWMODINING ROAD SURTACES IMMEDEATELY ADUACENT TO CROSSWALE SHOLULD MOT EXCEED 30:1

3, AL FAMPS SHALL BE COMSTRUCTED OF CLASS °C' CONCRETE M ACCORGANCE WITH COMNNDOT SPECIFICATION ARTICLE M.03.01.

4, SIDEWALE BAMPS SHALL HOVE A COORSE BROOM FINISH TRANSVERSE TO THE SLOPE OF THE RaMP, THE SURFACE ALONG ACCESTIELE ROUTES SHaLL BE STABLE. FIRM AMD
SLIF RESIGTANT I COMPLIANCE 'WITH ADARLG SECTION 4.5,

5. DAGONAL SIDEWALE RAMPS AT MARKED CHOSSMGS SHALL BE WHOLLY CONTAMED WITHIN THE WARKBGS, EXCLUDING ANT FLARED SIDES.

B. REWOVAL OF CXISTRG SIDOWALK FOR HEW FAMP BISTALLATIONS SHALL DE TO THE HEAREST EXPANZION,CONTRACTION JOINT OFf DUMWY JOINT. REMOVAL SHALL MOT DE
FURTHER THAN 2° FROM THE PROPOSED RAMP UMLESS DIRECTED BY THE ENGINEER. SAW CUT REQUIRED FOR DUMMY JOINTS SHALL BE INCLUDED N THE COST OF
“COMCRETE SIDEWALE”

7. EXPANSION JONMTS IN COMCAETE SHALL MATCH THOSE IN ADJACEMT SIDEWALKS GUT B MO CASE SHALL THL SPACING BETWLEN LXPANSION JOMTS EXCEED 15° UNLESS
OTHERWISE DIRCCTED @7 THE TOWH ENGINLLR.

8. CURBING WITHIM THE UMITS OF THE NEW SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IN CONFORMAMCE 'WITH THE REDUIREMENTS OF FORM B18 SECTIDNS 8.1 AND 8.13.

9. HANMCAR RAMFS CONFORMENG WITH CONRECTICUT GENERAL STATUTES. SEC.7=-118a. SHALL BE INCORPORATED IN ALL FROPOSED SIDEWALKS AT ALL STREET INTERSECTIONS.
ANDO AT ALL OTHERS LOCATENS WHEAE THE CGRADE OF A CANEWAT R OTHER FACILITY TAKES PRECEDENCE CWER THE GRADE OF THE PROPOSED SIDEWALEK,

TO.TRANSITION TO FULL HEGHT CURSE. INSTALL STOME CURAING IF ADJACENT CURBING 5 STONE. INSTALL CONCRETE CURRBMNG IF ADMSCENT CURBING IS5 CONSRETE OR
BITUMINOUS.

T1INSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETECTASLE WARMING B FROM THE EDGE OF THE ROAD, TG PERMIT WHEELCHAMR WHEELS 10 RYLL BETWEEN DOMES, ALIGH DOMES OM A
SQUARE GRID IN THE DIRECTION OF PEDESTRIAN TRAVEL.

12 ALTERHATE SIDEWALE RAMPS ARE TQ BE USED N SPECIFIC LOCATIDNS AS APPROVED BY THE TOWN ENGINEER.

Mo TersnHap D rewingd Deali'STANDARDDETAILSDET AILSOrAGVC- 1 68, FdewalkRamg Typs- |- 18- | Biwg

M
2 W
FACL QF & CURE L. OFTICHAL__
GUTTER LIMNE — RAMP &%
FLARE 10% MAX. N, ¥
(TrR) —, ™y
Z'WIN, DETECTABLE =
WARNING —, Tk, . /'"H' ki
. 48 / o~ SIDEWALK CURB [OPTIDNAL)
" RN, s
CAST WITH RAMP s .K/
e

| P i
q,ﬁy"in MIN. . MIN. l
= - OFTIONAL.
%ﬁ. . RAMP 8% FACE OF 8"
—— CURB
i, [ GUTTER
LINE

CHST WITH RAMP
CURBING BE RAMP

" GUTTER LINE ' DETECTABLE
WARMING
- I DETECTARLE FLARE 10% MAX
Q“:;\ - AR WARNING (TYR)
\‘:\“‘}_‘ N,

ORTIONAL BX RAMP (TYR)
SIDEWALK APPROACH 1.5% (TrP)

&' MIN.
GRASS
LAWHN
2" MIN. NOT ALLOWED
DETECTABLE > EACE OF 6~
WARN G CURB
GUTTER
B RAMP LIME

Z'DETECTABLE
WARNING —/

KOTES:

1. R SHOULD BC AW EXTERSION OF WALKING PATH AMD DIRCCTED AT OPPOSING RaMP. APCX RAMPS ROOUIRE PRIOR APPROVAL O THE TOWN ECNGINCCR.

2, MAXIMUK SLOPES OF ADJOMING ROAD SURFACLS INMIDIATELY ADJACENT TO CROSSWALK ZHOULD MWOT DNCEOD 30:1.

3. ALL RAMPS SHALL BE COMSTRUCTED OF CLASS ¢ CONCRETE IN ADDOROAMGE WITH CONNDOT SPECIFICATION ARTICLE M.O3.0M.

4, SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL HAVE A COARSE BROOM FINIGGH TRANSVERSE TO THE SLOPC OF THE RAMP. THE SURFACE ALONG ACCESSMILE ROUTES SHALL BE STAOLE, FIRM AND
U FLSISTANT IN COMPLIANCE WiTH ADSAG SLCTION 4.5,

2 DIAGODHAL SIDEWALE RAMPS AT MARKED CROGHIMNGG SHALL BE WHOLLY CONIAINED WITHM THE MARKINGS, EXCLUDNNG ANTY FLARED SIDES.

. REMOWAL OF EXISTING SIDEWALK FOR NEW RAMP BSTALLATIONS SHALL BE TO THE NEAREST EXPANSION/CONTRACTION JOINT OR DUMMT JSOINT, REMOUSL SHAL NOT BE
FURTHER THAM 2' FROM THE PROPOSED RaMP UNLESS RRECTED BY THE EMGINEER, SAW CUT REGUIRED FOR DUMMY JOIMNPE SHALL BE NCLUDED IN THE COST OF
TCONCRETE SIDEWALK™.

7. EXPANSION JOINTS B DONMCRCTE SHALL MATCH THOSE N ADJACENT SIDDWALKS BUT IN MO CASE SHALL THE SPACING BETWELH EXPANSION JOINTS EXCEED 158 UHLESS

OTHERWISE DIRECTED BY THE TOWNW ENGINEER.

CURBING 'WITHIN THE LINITS OF THE MEW SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IN COMNFORMAMCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF FORW B16 SECTIONS B.11 AND B.13.

HANDICAR RAMPS CONFORMING WMTH DOMNMECTCUT CENERAL STATUTES, SEC.7=11Rn, SHALL BE INCORPORATED IN ALL PROPOSED SIDEWALKS AT ALL STREET INTERSECTIONS,

AMD AT ALL OTHERS LOCATIONS WHERE THE GRADE OF A DRWVEWAY OR OTHER FACILITY TAKES PRECEDENGE OVER THE GRADE OF THE PROPOSED SIDEWALE.

IO TRANSITION TO FULL HEKGHT CURBL IWSTALL STONE CURMMKG IF ADJACEMT CURBING IS STOME. BISTALL CONCRETE CURBING IF ADJACENT CURBING IS5 CONCRETE OR
BITUMIMOUS,

T1JNSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETECTABLE WoRMIMNG G FROM THE EDCE OF THE ROWD. TO PERMIT WHEELCHAIR WHEELS TO ROLL BETWEEN DOMES, ALIGN DOWMES OH A
SOUARE GRID IN THE DIRECTION OF PEDESTRIAN TRAVEL.

TZALTERNATE SIDEWALK RAMPS ARE TO OE USED W SPLCIFIC LOCATIONS AS APPROVED O THE TOWN ENGINCDR.

o

| MOMTEITH DRAIVE FARMINGTOM. COMNMECTICUT 06032
CRBYNO] DATE [ DEsCRFTION DR BY[MO. |DATE | DESCRIFTION SIDEWALK RAMPS CTDOT
FLY. | - jozadi4 . - |- = . TYPE-I, la, |b
SHEET MO: HOR. SCALE VER SCALE:
C-164 M.TS L1
DESIGH BY: CHECKED BY: | DATE:
FHONE: (S TS -2005 FA: [BNETS- 11 19 WER WA W FARMINGTON-CT.ONG Il,ﬂm LA DLIE 14

AARSC GROUP

HAT ewnMapa\Drawsngs Derall\STANDARD DETAILADET AILSDWGC- | 68 _SldawlkRam 1-3-Judwy
Dnl.l'ruu.lm:f DESCRFTION [DR N oaTE | DesCriFrmon| SIDEWALK RAMPS CTDOT
oy, | - foaend - - |- 1 - - TYPE-2, 3, 3a
SHEET MO: HIOR. SCALE VER. SCALE
. 1a8 MNTS LT
DENIGH BY: CHECKED BY: | DATE
FHOIME (BSATE 1508 PAX- (BATATE 1Y |1 WER: Wi PARMINCTON-CT.OAS BCIMBE, Ty o114
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FARMINGTON VILLAGE CENTER
STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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FARMINGTON VILLAGE CENTER

STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN

FACE OF & CURB
GUTTER  LINE .

N

|, ORTIONAL_ |
REMP &% OBSTRIACTION, RIGHT OF WAY,
J' PROPERTY LINE O
OPTIOMAL SIDEWALK CURE {TvP.}
BY BAMP
FLARE 10% Max. (TrP) —. E
Sk

5 2MIN. DETECTABLE :

Z WRARNING & Y L J

ﬁ - OPTIMAL <

5 ""*, RAMP A% i FACE OF &~

W“”“ APPLIES TO WIDTH
i 1 LME /= B -g"

CHET WITH IWJI‘:I:TI"I"J—{I ) : ) (‘"»H/
[T CROSSWALK—™] P &

QPFTIONAL SIDEWALK CLUREBE

e GURBING
“— GUTTER LINE

T 'DETECTABLE WARNMNG
~— B% RAMP 48 MIN.

FACE OF 8" CURS

y . o ;
GUTTER LINE 487 MIN, CPTIMAL CURE RETURN
CPTIORAL — PLANTING OR OTHER
BY RAMP
A MM |~ B RAME HOH=WALKING
: SURFACE
2'MIN. GETECTAELE
WARNING

SIDEWALE, CURB [OFTIOMAL)
/_ B SIDEWALK RAMP (CTDOT TYPE 4D)
/az RAMP
7 ¥ {

=

FACE OF B° CURH
GUTTER LINE
CENTER ORASS STRIP S :
A% RAMP \
PLANTING OR OTHER
28 MIM. NOM=WALKING SURFACE
2'DETECTABLE (Trr)
WARMIMNG

HOTES:

1. RAMP SHOULD BE AN EXTENSION OF WALKING PATH AND DIRECTED AT OPPOSHG RaMP. APEX RAMPS REQUIRE PRIDR APPROVAL BY THE TOWN ENGMEER.

2 MAXIMLM SLOPES OF ADKINBIG ROAD SURFACES IMMEIRATELY ADJAGENT TOD CROSSMALE SHOULD NOT EXCEED 2041

3. AL RAMPS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED OF CLASS 'C' CONCRETE IN ACCORDANCE WTH CONMODOT SPECIICATION ARTICLE WOXO1,

4. SIDEWALE RAMPS SHALL HAVE A COARSE BROOM FINISH TRANSVERSE TO THE SLOPE OF THE RAMP. THE SURFACE ALONG ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHalL BE STABLE, FIRM AND
SUP RESETANT IN COMPLIANCE 'WITH ADAAG SECTION 4.8

B DEAGONAL SIDEWALE RAMPS AT MARKED CROSSINGS SHALL AE WHOLLY CONTANED WITHI THE MARKIRNGS, EXCLUDING ANYT FLARED SI0ES

6. REMCWAL OF EXISTING SIDEWALE FOR HEW RAMP IWSTALLATIONS SHALL BE TO THE HEAREST EXPANSION CONTRACTION JOINT OR DUMMY JCINT. REMOWVAL SHALL WOT BE
FURTHER THon 2' FROM THE FROPOSED RaMP UNLESS CIBECTED BY THE EMGIMEER. Saw CUT REJQUIRED FOR DUNMMY JOIMTS SHALL BE INCLUDED ® THE COST OF
TCOMCRETE SIDEWRLK®,

7. EXPAMSION JOMTS IN COMCRETE SHALL MATCH THOSE IN ADJACENT SIDEWALKS BUT N MD CASE SMALL THE SPACING BETWEEM EXPANSION JOBITES EXCEED 15' URMLESS
OTHERWISE DERECTED BY THE TOWM EMNGINEER,

&, CURBING WITHRM THE LIMITE OF THE MEW SIDEWALK RAMPE SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IN COMFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF FORM 818 SECTIONS 8.11 AND 8.13.

9, HANDICAP RAWFS CONFORMING WITH COMNECTICUT GEMERAL STATUTES, SEC.T=118q, SHALL BE BICORPORATED |W ALL FROPOSED SIDEWALKS AT ALL STREET INTERSECTIONS,
AND AT ALL DTHERS LOCATIONS WHERE THE GRADE OF & DRNVEWAY OR OTHER FACILTY TAKES PRECEDEWCE OVER THE GRANE OF THE PROPOSED SIDDWALK.

1D TRANSITION TO FULL HEIGHT CURE. INSTALL STOME CURDING W ADJACENT CUREING IS STOML. INSTALL COMCRETE CURBING IF ADJACENT CURDING IS CONCRLTE OR
ETUMINOUS,

T1UNSTALL THE EDGE OF THE DETECTABLE WARNING 8" FROM THE EDGE OF THE RGAD. TO PERMIT WHEELCHAIR WHEELS TO ROLL BETWEEN DOMES. ALGN DOMES DH A
SOUARE GRID IM THE DIRECTION OF PEDESTRIAN TRAVEL.

I3 ALTERMATE SIDEWALK RAMPS ARE TG BE USED IH SPECIFIC LODATIONS AS AFPPROVED AT THE TOWN ENGINEER

T enwriMiagm Dirwadngs De tals\ STANDARDDETAILSDETAILSDWGHWC - | 5 _SkdewalkiampType-4-4d-Sodwg

R e R SIDEWALK RAMPS CTDOT
FLY. | - |mami4 . - |- . . TYPE-4, 4d, 6
I SHEET NOx HOR SCALE: WER SCALE:
c-16C MTS A
DIESIGHM BY: CHECKED BY: DA TE:
PHOME: [BATMTE-2005 FAY: MEEATE-1217 WER YW W.RARMING TOMN-CT.ORG BB, RLMLA, LR, |4

A RSC GROUP
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P.0. DRANER 330 - DUNKIRK, D 20754 USA

NE O VICTOR STANLEY, INC.® TOLL FREE: (B00) 368-257 (USh & CAIADA)
= pfarfucturers of Cuality Site Furnishings snce 1967 TEL (301) 8558300 - FAY (210) 257-7579

IlEB SITE: HTTP: / /WAl VICTORSTANLEY . COM

05" * ALL DINENSIONS ARE IN INCHES * THIS PRODUCT IS COVERED BY ONE OR NORE OF THE FOLLOWING
‘ U.S. PATENTS D523,263; D526,805 §; 530,535 §; 632,620 §
EC REG. DES. NO. 000503297-0001; OTHER WORLDIWIDE PATENTS PENDING

31-1/8"

HEIGHT

3/8" x 1" S0LID
STEEL BRACING

13-3/4'

CLEARANCE FOR 1/2"
ANCHOR BOLTS

CENTER-TO-CENTER DISTANCES ARE APPROXIMATE
INTEGRAL WELDED CROSS-IIENBERS (VARTATIONS IN CASTINGS ARISE FROM DIFFERENT RATES OF COOLING)
OF 1-7:8" TUBULAR STEEL

71-3/4" CENTER-TO-CENTER

AVAILABLE OPTIONS:

PONDER COATING LENGTHS
12 STANDARD COLORS, CUSTOM COLORS (INCLUDING THE RAL RANGE) STANDARD 4'

INTERWEDIATE & CENTER ARIRESTS STANDARD 6" LENGTH SHOWN
4", 6", & 8" OPTIONAL ARIIRESTS STANDARD §'

NOTES:

1. DRAWINGS NOT TO SCALE. DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS.

2. ALL FABRICATED NETAL CONPONENTS ARE STEEL SHOTBLASTED, ETCHED, PHOSPHATIZED, PREHEATED, AND ELECTROSTATICALLY
POWDER- COATED WITH T.6.1.C. POLYESTER PONDER COATINGS. PRODUCTS ARE FULLY CLEANED AND PRETREATED, PREHEATED AND
COATED WHILE HOT TO FILL CREVICES AND BUILD COATING FILM. COATED PARTS ARE THEN FULLY CURED TO COATING IANUFACTURER'S
SPECIFICATIONS. THE THICKNESS OF THE RESULTING FINISH AVERAGES 8-10 MILS (200-250 NICRONS).

3. IT IS NOT RECOMMENDED TO LOCATE ANCHOR BOLTS UNTIL BENCH IS IN PLACE. THIS VICTOR STANLEY, INC. PRODUCT MUST BE
PERIANENTLY AFFIXED TO THE GROUND. CONSULT YOUR LOCAL CODES FOR REGULATIONS.

4. ANCHOR BOLTS NOT PROVIDED BY VICTOR STANLEY, INC.

5. FOR HIGH SALT ABUSIVE CLINATES, HOT DIP GALVANIZING BEFORE PONDER COATING IS AVAILABLE. SEE WRITTEN SPECIFICATIONS FOR DETALLS.

6. ALL SPECIFICATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE. CONTACT MANUFACTURER FOR DETAILS.

7. THIS PRODUCT IS SHIPPED PARTIALLY UNASSENBLED.

O NS

w FRAMERS MODERN™ SERIES  STAUDARD HORIZOTAL STEEL ROD BENCH WITH DUCTILE TRON END FRAUES

SHONN: STANDARD 6-FOOT LENGTH

COPYRIGHT 2011 VICTOR STANLEY, ING. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

REV. 4/14/11 DRAIN L.D.L. 2009-342
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