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A Rail line built in 1830s

A Eastwest expressway

A 1-84 built in 1960s
0 Designed to avoid impacting rail

o0 PriotoNEPA

A Soon realized effecHamtforaot
all positive

A Now, have opportutotyethink the
previous design
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Wheras the Project?
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Whyis it Needed?

A Bridge structural deficiencies
A Operational and safety deficiencies

A Mobility deficiencies
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Bridgestructures (Viaduct)

A Reachingndoflifespan

A Cost of repairs = $60M 2004

A An additional $60Memext 5 years

A Bridges argafe; deterioratioill continue
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OperatiomsndSafety

Exit 48

A Eighfull/ partial
Interchanges

A Weaves
A Lane drops
A Sharp curves

A High crash rates
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Mobility: Moving People and Goods

A Designed for 55,000 vehicles per day
A Carries 175,000 vehicles per day

A Freight volumes are above national average
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Mobility: Moving People and Goods

A Improved pedestrian and bicyclist connections

A Transit, parking are also considerations
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Project Schedule

2013 2015 2019
® & ® @ @ @ ® ® L & @ & - oo

I-84 Hartford Project

Needs & Deficiencies

Data Collection

Analysis & Reporting

Environmental Phase

Design Phase l .
. ' Construction Phase . .

Completed Dates are approximate and will be updated as the project progr
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Mainlin@dlternatives

A Alternativé: NeBuild Green
A Alternative 2 (elevated)  Blue
A Alternative 3 (lowered)

A Alternative 4 (tunnel) Brown
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Park Street
.« Exit 46 EB On-Ramp
Sigourney Street
Broad Street
Asylum Street
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Gully Brook Conduit

North Branch of : _
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Legend

Alternatives 2A/3A
Alternative 3B

Alternative 3C
Alternative 4C
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Various Ramp Options

Trumbull & High
Street Ramps Closed

10 WESTERN
OPTIONS

y X %! 15 EASTERN
\ OPTIONS
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Cost Estimates

Estimates representefuture dollars to the-poiat of construction
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Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4
(No-Build) (Elevated) (Lowered) (Tunnel)

Alternatives Generated August 2015
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Initial Screening

1. Does the option addiasgsge structure deficiencles

Initial Screening

Need 1 Need 2 Need 3

Bricdge Structural Oparational and Mobility Deficiencies:
Deficiencies Safoty Traffic, Bicycle, and
Deficlencies Pedestrian
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Initial Screening

2. Does the optioddres®perational and safety
deficiencie8

Initial Screening

Need 1 Need 2 Need 3

Bridge Structural Operational and Mobility Deficiencies:
Deficiencies Safoty Traffic, Bicycle, and
Deficlencies Pedestrian
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Initial Screening

3. Does the option addmesbility deficienciesncluding
traffic performance and bicycle and pedestrian
accommodatiors

Initial Screening

Need 1 Need 2 Need 3

Bricdge Structural Operational and Mobility Deficiencies:
Deficiencies Safoty Traffic, Bicyclo, and
Deficlencies Pedestrian
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Mobility: Traffic Performance

A Perform84 mainline analysis

A Analyze local road intersections
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Mobility: Bicycle / Pedestrian

A Collected information/usage patterns
A Continue to meet with stakeholders/users
A Incorporated datdothe traffic model

A Balancing lanes withlkabilitybikeability
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Freeway Operations
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Elevated Intersection Operation

ALTERNATIVE 2A: W3-2/E3

Freeway Operations
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ALTERNATIVE 3B: W3-3/E2 (S) Lowered

Freeway Operations
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Intersection Operation

ALTERNATIVE 4C Tunnel
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Analysis @xisting-34
A Corridor has too many ramps
A Lefthand omamp and leftand offamp

A Multdlane weaves

A Poor intersections affect mainline




Proposed Ramp Closures
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Intersection analysis tells us:

A Sigourney St. ramps are needed
A Create new roads to add redundancy
Remove ramps from Broad St. and Asylum St.

mproved bikedcorridors can be achieved
mproved mainline = Improved intersections




