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New PAC Members / Organizations

ÁJulia Rivera ïTrinity College

ÁAdina Giannelli - Bike Walk CT

ÁJillian Massey ïCRCOG, Alternate



Meeting Agenda

1. Welcome

2. Alternatives update

3. Environmental documentation

4. Rail station area planning

5. I-84 / I-91 Interchange Study coordination

6. Outreach



Images from the OPS

ÅPhotos taken by team
Alternatives Update



Alternatives Screening
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Screening Next Steps

ÁFHWA review and concurrence 

on Level 1 Screening

ÁLevel 2 Screening

ÅEliminate interchange options 

that do not meet Purpose and 

Need
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Important Considerations (East Options)
ÁVolume

ÁDistribution

ÁTrident

ÁOperations

ÁAccess

ÁImpacts (including historic)

ÁConnections

ÁStakeholders / neighborhoods

ÁTransit Oriented Development (TOD) and open space potential



Recent Progress - Rail

ÁRecent publication of NEC FUTURE Final EIS

ÅTwo tracks along rail corridor

ÅFour intercity, two commuter trains per hour (Amtrak)

ÅUpgrade to ñhubò or ñmajor hubò

ÁCTDOT requested evaluation of four track station



Union 

Station

Bushnell 

Park

Proposed Rail Relocation

ÁNecessary 

for Lowered 

and 

Tunneled 

alternatives

ÁTwo-track 

corridor

ÁApproximate 

limits: Park 

St to Walnut 

St
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Proposed Station
Four Tracks

ÁAll tracks could 

serve 

passenger 

trains

ÁTwo island 

platforms

ÁGauntlet track 

for oversized 

freight

ÁPotential 

Griffin Line 

connection 



Environmental Documentation



NEPA  / CEPA Timeline

ÁOn-going technical analysis

ÁDraft EIS out for public review, 

summer 2018

ÁPublic Hearing, end of 2018

ÁFinal EIS, Summer 2019

ÁRecord of Decision, Fall 2019



Change pic

Draft EIS Format

ÁPurpose and Need

ÁAlternatives

ÁAgency Coordination and Public 

Outreach

ÁExisting Conditions, Impacts and 

Mitigation

ÁIndirect and Cumulative Impacts

ÁConstruction Impacts

ÁAppendices



Cultural Resources

ÁAbove ground resources (architectural)
Å~45 known historic resources

Å~15 Potential historic resources

ÁBelow ground resources (archeological)
Å50 acres analyzed for archeological potential



Known Architectural Resources

Á National Historic Landmark

Á National Register Listed

Á National Register Eligible

Á Recommended National Register 

Eligible

Á State Register Listed

Á Locally Designated

Resource Types



Preliminary Results of Architectural Survey

ÁIdentified Area of Potential Effect (APE)

Å 45 known historic resources identified within APE
Å 80 resources within APE not previously surveyed and 

evaluated were assessed

Á15 of 80 resources identified as potentially NR eligible

Á65 of 80 resources recommended non-NR-eligible

ÁDOT, FHWA, and SHPO are slated to review NR eligibility 
recommendations and preliminary effects analysis



Alternative # of Known Historic 

Resources Directly 

Affected

# of Potentially NR-

Eligible Resources 

Directly Affected

Total Historic 

Resources Directly 

Affected by 

Alternative

Elevated 3 2 5
Lowered 4 7 11
Tunnel 7* 8 15

*4 of 7 known resources are within NR-listed Frog Hollow Historic District

Note: Preliminary effect determination pending SHPO concurrence

Cultural Resources
Summary of Impacts



Potential Acres Percentage of APE

High 29 58%

Low 11 22%

Moderate 5 10%

None 5 10%

Archaeological Potential



Next Steps

ÁCultural resources
ÅFHWA / SHPO review Final 

Determination of Effect and 

Mitigation Measures

ÅMemorandum of Agreement

ÁEnvironmental phase 
ÅDraft EIS: fall 2018

ÅPublic Hearing: end 2018

ÅFinal EIS: summer 2019

ÅRecord of Decision: fall 2019



Images from the OPS

ÅPhotos taken by teamNext Steps
Multimodal Station Area Planning



Hartford Multimodal Station Planning and Design 

ÁKicked off in January 2017

Á12 month effort

Å Define program

Å Develop site layout alternatives

Å Identify preferred site layout 

Å Prepare conceptual design plans (15%)

ÁStatus

ÅData collection is ongoing

ÅVisioning / programming exercise is starting



Examples of Multimodal Station Facilities

Vision: Denver Union Station - 2040Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center



Examples of Multimodal Station Facilities

Transbay Transit Center ïSan Francisco Milwaukee Intermodal Center



Programming and Design Considerations

ÁModes / users 

ÁFunctional values and priorities

ÁDesign restrictions and guidelines

Å City building codes / zoning regulations

Å Design guidelines (Amtrak, NHHS HSR Program) -

Category 1 Station?

Å Platform design (1000ô long x 24ô wide, 4ô above top 
of rail)

Å Historic Union Station



Programming and Design Considerations

ÁAccess considerations

ÁParking requirements

ÁNeighborhood character / linkages

ÁTransit Oriented Development / 

mixed use facility

ÁStreetscape and public art








