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MEETING NOTES

Project:

Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping

Meeting: Local Concerns

Location:  Town Hall, Hinesburg, VT

Date:

July 14, 2014, 7:00 pm

Attending: Town Staff — Alex Weinhagen

Village Steering Committee
Public - see attached sign in sheet

Notes by:  Mark Smith (RSG)

RSG gave a short presentation describing the project purpose, and 3 project areas. (See presentation on
website). Alex described the various reasons for choosing 3 areas for further study:

Area 1 — potential sidewalk along Mechanicsville Road — this gap in the sidewalk network
appears to be relatively straightforward.

Area 2 — along Stella Drive through Redstone development (former cheese plant), across canal
to Farmall Road, and along the E/W driveway serving the Redstone business park to VT116. As
Redstone further develops this parcel the town wants to get a better understanding of the
options since these sidewalks are on the Official Map, providing alternate routes to VT116.

Area 3 — from the Elementary School to Buck Hill Road adjacent to VT116. This area is also
seeing development pressure — notably on the Norris property — and similar to #2, the Town
wants to explore the various options prior to development.

General Comments:

We may not want to use federal or state funds for some or all of the sidewalks as these funds come with
many strings attached which add cost and time to the project(s).

Area 1:

Can you fit a sidewalk in the ROW? There are many instances of sidewalks in 49.5 foot rights of
way, however it is very restrictive. The ditch in this case is quite deep and wide thus there
would be some impacts outside the ROW regardless. It would be simpler and less expensive to
put the sidewalk outside the ROW.

We would want a buffer to road, 3(5) ft. is min, but 6-10 ft is preferred, include street trees

Do we in fact know this is a wetland? Indications (standing water, cattails) are that it is however
it is not mapped. Actual delineation would happen in later phases.
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Area 2:

Area 3:

Can we remove it? Does it have value? It provides some degree of treatment that would have
to be replaced if filled or moved.

What does landowner want? To minimize and allow as much room for development as possible.
Existing sign can be moved if needed. Footing drain from existing building to ditch noted.

It was noted that the sidewalk does not count towards coverage or as a loss of green space
under current regs.

Sidewalk connects Thistle Hill development to Village and thus would be used if built.

Please check ancient roads report for right of way (ROW) widths. Mechanicsville may be wider
than 3 rods (as shown on tax maps).

Two different scenarios envisioned — buildings close to road and sidewalk with parking out back
(per current planning vision) or similar to existing adjacent development — parking and curb
separated from road with wide green strip and trees.

Is it possible that this area will be phased? What does it serve without connection to Farmall?
It's possible that different areas of the Redstone property will be developed — a housing
development for instance — which would benefit from a sidewalk to VT116. Also building the
southern and eastern legs first could provide a bypass of the Charlotte Rd / VT116 intersection
which becomes congested at peak times. It would also serve the existing rec fields and
commuter bus terminal.

The former wastewater treatment area is developable if existing features are removed (as
required under current approvals.)

Should we shift Stella Road? How can you plan a sidewalk without knowing where the roads are
to be built? It’s possible the sidewalks may not follow the roads.

Who pays for these sidewalks? Developer, Town, or possibly through (future) transportation
impact fees (which are not currently assessed).

Consider connection across Charlotte Rd to Green St.

Consider connection to path along Laplatte River — studied 20 years ago or so. This project
evolved into recent Mechanicsville Rd sidewalk project.

Can peds access school via friendship lane? There is a back route easement, however it is rough
terrain.
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Consider trail from Buck Hill north to trail network and to park. Note that on street sidewalks are
the focus of this study.

Connect Buck Hill through existing S. Farm Rd trail as alternate to blasting ledge along road.
N/E side of VT116 is more natural route. Most houses are on that side.

Norris sidewalk should continue on south side to school. It’s unreasonable to cross twice. Kids
won’t do it.

Crossing at the turn is also unreasonable due to vehicle speeds.

Public sidewalk and access for Buck Hill through Norris is not appropriate.

Sidewalk along 116 on south side and sidewalk through Norris is excessive and unnecessary.
50 people / ~20 kids on Buck Hill that need to get to school.

Is crossing at Buck Hill safe? Vehicle speeds are high. Gateway might help. Area lacks visual cues
to slow. Some proposed units in Norris development front on 116, but they are lower with
access on other side.

Should another sidewalk be constructed adjacent to the school (in the island between
entrance/exit) for non-school pedestrian traffic?

- We don’t want more concrete or to lose trees in island
- Peds would have to cross driveways twice
- School sidewalk is busy only a few hours per day.

Safety for kids and elderly is a priority.

RSG wrapped up with a discussion of next steps and a draft schedule. Mr. Norris expressed a need for
quick results relating to Area 3, in order to keep his project moving forward as quickly as possible.

END OF NOTES

These notes are the understanding of the preparer. Please contact RSG within 14 days with any discrepancies noted.
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C.K.Quinn & Company,LLC

Historic Preservation « Architectural Conservation Project Management

(802)862-3969
ckquinn@zoo.uvm.edu
fax: (802) 864-6849

85 Peru Street
Burlington, VY 05401

Dave Conger
DuBois & King, Inc.
One Wentworth Drive
Williston, VT 05495

Re:  Route 116 Corridor Study- Hinesburg, VT
Historic Resources Report

Dear Dave;
Introduction

This report for the above referenced Chittenden County Metropolitan Planaing Organization -
(CCMPO) project for Route 116in the Town of Hinesburg documents the results'of a scopiﬁ'g'ievel )
historic resource survey. The report will assist the Town of ‘Hinesburg, the CCMPQ, Vermont '
Agency of Transportation (VAOT), and the Vermiont Division for Historic Preservation (VDHP)

with compliance under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and Section 4(f) of
the U.S. Department of Transportation Act. A copy of this letter has been delivered to the VAOT,

Historic Preservation Coordinator,

The objective of this report are: ) .
I to identify the historic sités and structures in the project area that appear:to be eligible for the
National Register of Historic places, and
2) to recommend a general preliminary Determination of Effect, with suggestions for mitigation.

Project Description:

The purpose of the Vermont Route 116 project is to provide a comprehensive review of im-
provement alternatives for VT Route 116 from the Buck Hill Road intersection through the CVU
Road intersection. These will include an ernphasis on improvements for the following roadway
intersections with VT Route 116: CVU Road, Commerce Street, Mechanicsville Road, Charlotte
Road, and Silver Street. The alternatives will look to improve mobility from side streets, improve
intersection safety, reduce traffic speeds within the village, enhance streetscape, and improve bi-
cycle and pedestrian amenities. Due to the nature of the corridor and the study intersections, the
majority of the improvement alternatives are confined to the Right-of-Way or its immediate vicinity.

C.K.Quinn & Company,LLC * 85 Peru Street » Burlington, VT 05401 + (802) 862 +3969+ ckquinn@z00.uvm.edy
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Personnel

Site work, archival research and the final report were completed by Cbristopher K. Quinn, Principal
of C.K. Quinn & Company. Chiis is an arcbitectural historian with a Master’s Degree in Historic
Preservation from the University of Vermont and meets the 36 C.F. R 800 standards set for review
and documentation of historic resources established by tbe National Park Service.

Method:

A literature review and archival research were conducted at the Vermnont Division for Historic Pres-
ervation on July 6, 2000, during whicb time old maps, State and National Register files, and project
files were reviewed for the project area. A site visit was conducted on July 7, 2000, during which
time the project corridor was walked and resources photographed, including building and landscape
features. The evaluation of National Register Eligibility and Determination of Effect follow guide-
lines established in the National Register Bulletin 15, How 1o Apply the National register Criteria for
Evaluation, published by the National Park Service.

Project Area:

The study area for the project will incorporate the VT Route 116 corridor from Buck Hill Road to the
south to CVU road to the north, and will incorporate detailed review of the five following intersec-
tions: { See Map 1)
-« VT Route 116/ Silver Street, including Silver Street to a point appronmatcly 200’ south of the
LaPlatte River Bridge. :
* VT Route 116/ Charlotte Road mcludmo the Town Hall acccss relocation
* VT Route 116/Mechanicsville Road
* VT Route 116/ Comunerce Street
* VT Route 116/ CVU Road/ Falls Road

Currently, sidewalks in varying states of repair exist along much of the corridor, particularly
along the east-side of Route 116 through the village;however, it is discontinuous in sections. Gener-
ally the sidewalks are constructed of concrete along the shoulder of the road. In most cases, the
properties in the village are setback a moderate distance from the road and right-of-way.

Maps:

Map 1- Project Area Location Map, USGS Map- Hinesburg, VT

Map 2- DuBois & King Project Area Map

Map 3- Vermont Historic Sites & Survey Map

Map 4- Hinesburg Village Historic District Map-Sketch Map

Map 5- FW Beers Atlas of Chittenden County, Vermont 1869 of Hinesburg.

Map 6-F.W Beers Arlas of Chittenden County, Vermggnt 1869 of Hinesburg. (enlarged section)
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Historic Resources in Project Area:

Most of the historic resources witbin the study corridor are located within the Hinesburg Lower
Village; however a few bistoric resources are located along the Route 116 corridor to the north of
the village. The Hinesburg Lower Village is listed as an Historic District in the Vermont Historic
Sites and Survey. On August 19,1982, this same district was reviewed by the Vermont Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation for determination of eligibility for the National Register of His-
toric Places. The Advisory Council determined tbat the district was NOT eligibie for the National
Register. Since1982, additional alterations have further effected the architectural inte grity of indi-
vidual structures and of the district as a wbole. Therefore, it is uniikely that the Adyvisory Council
would reverse its earlier determination of ineligi bility to the National Register as a district. Althou gh
not likely eligible as a district, a few individual sites and structures are potentially eligible to the
National Register individually.

The attached Historic Sites and Structares Survey for Hi nesburg, VT (Appendix A) documents
the Lower Village Historic District and one other additional site north of the district on the west side
of Route 116, the Howard Riggs Farm, listed as site 0407-3. No other sites outside of the Lower
Village Historic District are documented on the Historic Sites and Survey (HSS) for Hinesburg that
are located within the project study area.

Descriptions of the historic resources within the project area are included in Appendix A,
Hinesburg Lower Village Historic District, and coordinate with the site numbers on Map 4 of the -
Village Historic District. A number of buildings have been altered since the survey date of June

1977. In addition, sites #37,#44 and #11 no longer exist.

'Mos-t-building_s in the Lower Village are set back uniformly from the street and bave moderate
expanses of lawn. The heterogeneous mix of buildings and popular styles from circa 1810-1900
creates a pattem typical of many Vermont communities. Althougb many of the buildings have been
altered over time, some of the historic landscape features such as retaini ng walls, trees and shrubbery
still exist and should be protected from adverse effect. Landscape features are included in the assess-
ment of architectural integrity. Intact landscape features contribute to the setting and feeling of a
property and are considered features that contribute to the integrity of a property.

Trees and other Natural Landscape Features:

A number of mature trees and landscape features are character defining features of the district
and individually associated properties. The following areas contain landscape features that are
bistoric and mitigation efforts are recommended: : '

* Trees lining Route 116 at southeast intersection of CVU Road and Route 116 ( Figure 1)

* Tree in front-yard of farmhouse on west-side Route 116- Howard Riggs Farm (Figure 3)

* Trees at Historic Village Site #2, intersection of Route 116 and Kellcys Field Road (Figure 9)

* Trees, and dry-laid stone retaining walls (potentially bistoric) in front of Village Historic sites #3
and #9-along the east-side of Route 116. In addition to.miti gation efforts to protect the trees and
stonewall, mitigation efforts to maintain the historic grade are recommended. (Figure 16)

* Trees in front-yards along existing walkway of Historic Village Sites #15 & #16. ( Figure 24)
*Trees and large setback from the road along front-yards of Historic Village Sites #19, #20 and
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Fieldstone Walls:

It is recommended that the fieldstone walls in-front of properties #8 and #9 (Figure 4) are repaired if
Decessary, rather than replaced utilizing historically original materials and the ori ginal confrguration.
According to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standard No.6,“ deteriorated historic features shal{ be
repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of erosion requires replacement of the distinctive
feature, the new feature sball match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities, and
whbere possible, material”.

If any new retaining walls are to be created, they should be distinguisbed as clearly new construction
to avoid creating a false-sense of history. Tbe Secretary of the Interior’s Standard No.3 states that
“each property sball be recognized as a physical record of its own time, place and use. Changes that
create a false sense of historical development... sbould not be undertaken” However, if any new
retaining walls are déemed necessary, the new construction should be differentiated from the old and
sball be compatible with the massing, size, scale and architectural features 1o protect the historic
integrity of the property and its environment”. (Standard No. 9)

Impact Assessment: _

Although the Lower Village Historic District has been determined to be ineligible for the National
Register as a district, a number of individual structures are potentially eligible for the National
Register as individual properties. Therefore, final plans will need to be reviewed by the State His-

R toric Preservation Officer (SHPO).

The improvement alternatives for Vermont Route 116 from the Buck Hill Road intersection through
the CVU Road intersection will unlikely have a negative impact upon any of tbe historic buildings
along the corridor, altbougb the potential exists. As mentioned, miti gation efforts are recommended
in the Conceptual Design Phase to avoid negative impacts to historic landscape features.
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Map 1- Project Area- USGS Map- Hinesburg, VT Quadrangle
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gﬂ OUTSTANDING COMPONENTS QF DISTRICTWQ COMPLEX}E
{ {Include individual survey numnber ONLY if surveyec

MET NOMEER: = IDATL TOTLT 5. MBS0 EURVELL DU

individually.)

-

JMBERT
£ NOMBER:
TILE T

H
: ey ™ wrv ety = —— - -t
: TUNCT LONAL TYPE: [NLGA;IVﬁ T ILE ~~ 323 =
COMMON NAME: T STe Bizzonezie C2iilT Sro~jONNER! Tzi~n Sailzrd |
, orick foundazion, 4 3
Tt L= phleloae ciozvi glong TEEING 22VES
gindow zusyaundiz. open 3072 fennt 22285, quatrefoil
BE gl ¢ iz nigh snd & aofern 272
An unusuel Taziure ©
' . 4piwmi is Sels2. Thiz ;
5%y me fhat B szilor 34 s

T NOMBER:

|COMMON _NAME :
[DESCRIPTZON:

FUNCT IONAL TYPE:

Zouse NEGALLVE W

a5 cwznolz nOusSE IOWNZR: Zooers EF

o -
sozm meial, stone TOURIZT-Sn
clanbcardea.'r&*or ia=sl wWlit-

N - ! — -
2 mdows &L0RE sides (norTIin 25~
Do .-~ L N
netn) sids. The T22T O- iz
3 H : 1% = e Tromt -
1 pLant WwaLiS . Tne TIZOIG we
- - - . e = 4
1853, L3 1857 D, FreIzfT

R

11?@.9 NCMBER. BETE BUILL: -

—TISURVEY NUMBER:

TEFUNCT LONAL TYPE: =
: - . \OWNERJ

Flog NU
Thiles

niil

MBRI

™ — -
.ﬂé‘:_- “a

—— T -
T e =

¢ im shzsy metnl, §%09° founfaiion, T I 2 iz7E.
211 §iIveTsherE, SQUETE et woodsn Tinzzls.

in siyis; 1tz uDDET yzanals 2278 ~s2r Teplaczd
door is Zlenksi by 3/4 gid=iighus. - 1857 .
2. W. Flznagaz Was ner=.

I MAP NUMBER: 4 DATE FOTIA : ». 1527

: - [ FUNCTIONAL TYPE: ~ Zeuse
\'.COMMON NAME 3 Tt Cﬂﬁ':_j'é:\‘:ni_;_sg“
DESCRIPTION: -

- ] ~ . - .
L ;f¢—evc:r, =2
D P =
o conceaw Lo 5 je¥h
racfeq dormer ©

Ly

W b

n o
2]
Iy}
QI3

&

door and 2
of the town 1i
- in 1869 only B

[EEELD

oy

o INEGETLVE :
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IOUTSTANDING COMPONENTS OF DISTRICT U COMPLER O]

f(Tnelude individual survey number ONLY if surveyed individually.)
L _ Y

AT NUMBERT = WBETE BUTLTT ¢, igin SuRvey NUMEEXT

{ZUNCTICNAL TYPZ: T-is8 NECSTIVE Fivk NUMBER: ==

COMMON NAME » Tah E:;_ o - . OWNER: Tanz= Storaters
DESCRIPTION:

LA

2~33Cry soured concrate founmdstl
S27E, = yindow SUTTIURCE, SysIT
dows on nouse nas 2 =3 2211 =n
f_acr Tl Irzglr Zeviv: 232 asd
QUIT~GUT nouzZs’s saoTeaTance
IZZT enmZ

MAP NUMBER: 7 ATE BUILT: SURVEY NUMBER:

FUNCTIONAL TYPE: NEGAT LVE FLiLE NUMBER:

LOMMON NAME . zrons gUullaling CWMNER ¢ Continentz. FPhone Co.
DESCRIPTION:

- = - 11 - -
Con=inental Zzore fomzeny ¢

MEP NUMBER: 7 [ATE BUILT: SURVEVY NUMEBEK: ' :
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: np-c= NEGCATLVE FiLb NUMBER: #7_:_o¢
COMMOYN NAMEZ : 0ii Za=sisd : OWNE R: Te-rid iormar
DESCRIPTION:

2t
irj

2 in ztian, 2 T % GTE7 i

z s £: 2 ed with Itzlizne :

a ting Zoor noad. A l-story flsT roofsd iy

T i5%one Toundation, 1s to the left cf e

= s%s 15 on the 1274 (neorth) side of zhe :

5 ~ight {scuth) siie of the house, ALL the windzus

% I 1857 and 1£28 fhiz houss Bestist Church

i and occupied oy Thomas Gibis whs Tan ¢ harzsss Lol
MAP NUMBER: = DATE BUILT: 182% SURVEY NUMBER: TTmdw 30, 32

FUNCTIONAL TYPE: NLGALLVE FILE NUMBER:

COMMON NAME: Sornion-SusSsli AGuse OWNER mowerd RaSSeil
DESCRIDPTION: Zwsicry, zatlizd »ocf . sheathed in azthall, ston ;
tays <n fires flocT levsl, ¥ z 2 bays on sscond Iloor lsvel
clavirerded. This house, 23 ons %time usei 2s 2n inn, IS
2ell zurmournss §he cenizw ¢f the roof of tas houzs. In IR
Tos% -anodelszd the hcuss; he redlaced the criginsl sash wi
gides 2 bay window or. ihe zighi ('SOu't‘:J.) gide, addésd a 4-bey ‘_-301”?'—'1 ac
froni facade. An criginel fireplace remairs inside the housej CUring = )
ation zr eeriy brick with tze date "1796" was discovered in tiE firagack- T
pouse Zoes % tz fror tais period so perhaps this is from lier Sut~
waich iniz sils. This house is documentad as velng

(G2
3 vy
B &
[
b= 2
O

Joynisn: + Posz wEs aers iz 1857 and in 186% H. A __PO"?:_?___: s
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\GUTSTANDING COMPONENTS OF DISTRICT U

{Include individual survey numcer

CoMPLEX L3 .
oNLY if surveyed individualiyv.)

Tl
ottt

ATE BuY Tiltc.

SURVET NOMBEE©

F@ NUMBER: ¢
SUNCTLONAL TYP2t

nouse

1NEGATI-VE FILE NUMBER: 7 =2-’

COMMON NAME

Tazc nCuss

DESCRIPTICN:

s 1/2-stcry, gaiies roof
tign, irregilsr ZEY Tlizo
nouge naeSs 3WeIIi-LE gatls
1 cilipped COTIEIS: rzy wizd
: nards of cciiTsi Fhass.
weigse DLLlEy AT 13 VETY

[OWNER: TSonerd 0.-Mged -

P NUMBER: oo ™

NOMBER :

i’
|

¥
TUNCTIONAL TYPE:

7F FILE NUMBER: =BTl

Eorgi d ™ ——
Toware & DJOUglEs b TITAL

DESCRIPTION: TemETOTY, gEoiss 0T BISd ZenaLl, Swon@ FouncsTioT.
5% 27 am Trant righi, Claplied 11Aing was ouild Y 207zl
Wrigh —ra Einesturg motel 2 meny s 60-70 guests. The
notel zed nands oTiSL; in 32EC = 2 was ruxming it and o 1ETL
Goorge TlanEgEn ook ovET orershis. closed in ihe early 25w Cez™
in 1925 Hiilizm laniman oOT ntad The wuilding intc & s30T zefoTe
anig, Lt had TEIN marginall shop, 3 fwo-story povsh hal
hesr vemoved Eh4 il siate of negiecu. fhe tulllls
T W p65% and nhows, 2ave sedimeniad oproapgssriated
et sxoesilio oz els, It z=3
JLTRET : p
srucive fscziz WE

-

T — i =y

TANTMET S ale zZ=Zors
=

[¥AD NUMBER: 3

TUNCTIONAL TYPL:

Y
re

MEGATLVE FILE NOME

COMMON NAME:D  Dm. J..3 ilss

CWRER: _ judy Bard

I'MAP WOMBER: 12

ETRVEY NUMBER:

FUNCTIONATL TYPE:

DATE BUILA:
' nouse .

COMMON NAME -

NEGATIVE PILE NOMBER: [ &

DESCRIPTION:

2 1/2-story, 2%
4y =

pealk; its glaiz
Mrs. L. Dowe #ES

LayS, enclosed 70

Toroes - Till nOUSE

; P .
a4 TOOT SDBEN i
57T D : i3 el

a
ocron, ©
ars missi

Tare ,

e

[OWNER: - STUuc® HIls

shees —etal, sione soundation, 7 T #
s4. & semi-circular sar is in The EF
iy 15232

"4, &, Forbes lived 1eTe and in

DESCRIPTION:

- I [ -~ : - - = -

1 1/2-story, ga5iss TCCr zheathed yréafion, 4 T 2 2%

door Tight ¢ 2=LTED clzpecarisd ugz n2F 20 °°
and only & % grgrhang. fignlksl TF G
paneiad SUrT somner il 7 rave g e I
slong The ou ¢ zlong o :
£ its ori slayx Faders '
in both 18 Tha NOUSE



IMUTSTANDING COMDONENTS oF pIsTRICT U
i

COMPLEX [}

s ._J

(Include individuzal survey number ONLY if surveved individually.)
MAY NUMbBmet: 13 DETE BULLTTE, iocc JSURVET NUMEEK: : ;
FUNCTIONAL TUDPE: stoms wiin aeapomar—s NEGALLVE FILE NUMBER: 7F7-3-30 :
COMMON NAMS: Bigze' J1d Ssove Thmene Girouiz ;
DESCRIPTION: 2 i/2-szory, gatlsd ool InELL, 810nS
%3 x % zarys, daor front center, sluminim ing. Tris
cuilt 2z & sToTe & el rons is ink
2x2eotign 2F the feoor whlilh hes osen Te ig & 2-3%
s facais ' znd s&
. Tha ot - he -
along S z fr gatls
¢ anc < iding. In 3128
ce 1515 Clazks Zsad nad
L33 shore here. IT
L34

MAP NUMBER: 14

TEURVEZ NUMBER:.

FUNCTICONAL TYPE:

ZOMMON NAME:

N FOATIVE Plign NUMBER:® 77-1.38, 33
OWNER: :

BogeTwt Hnldni

{DESCRIPTION:

Py P LI . -

fecumdation, 3 % 2 bars

wirlows ha7vs Desn Telli
-

i
]
i
1
i
H
!

ground Ihe ng 227 2 : : :
7.18.42 ezl arsxn fan i3 in tae gehle; tre slizis are
gorch is ziong fzoutz, side 37 the houss aund & =modsrn door
on PesIs nes tee cn fepads, Esrtert Riggs, who ran ks :
=2 {313; nex® & E 3 houzs frop the Cengregational
e 133C's. ) : : . :
VAT WUMBERT 1% DaTs BULILT:.. ifan JBURVEI NUMBER:
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: Py NECATIVE PILE NUMBER: 77-2-98
COMMON NAME: Devoidi's Zousse OWNEKR:  pa-—nii Dewnir

DESCRIPTION:

aA

=3

o
W1 el
=/ - TAAT
5/ gtn sidell
T 4 mAnNIald
n T roe
s —LFNWCR W&

y]
it

FL L
In
&

13
BN

A
s
FevL
O

o
IWJ- .

P = 4+ T
sUyLs our nES
A l-zzory
SLG2, in

SURVEY NUMBER: - 7"

MAD NUMBER: 14 DATE BUILT:.
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: acuse

NEGATLVE FLLE NUMBER:

COMMON NAME: §%. Juis's Jectory

T
OWNELR: 2%, suds’s R. €. Churen

DESCRIPTION:

2-3%08
fronz
rilaces

=
pareTo b~
'?".-v-st

frundaticon, 3 x 2 tarys, 4oor

fzrade windows navye ceen Te-
. raass: - e

weaent additicn of & flat

dmie

lonisl Revival on ths
1

7)

]J
. (11
2 D




: OUTSTANDING COMPONINTS OF DISTRICT [ . COMPLEX [
L (Include individual survey number ONLY if surveyed inmdividuallv.)
S NUMBER: 1. JUaTE BUill: 150 SURVEY NUMBLX: _
TUNC T LONAL TYPE: churoi NEGCaTIVE b LLD NUMBER: 77-i-30
COMMON NAME: Zw, udslE fauron O 5%, Jude's vcathoils Cwarch

DESCRIPTION: — T L L s

(A%
1
[¢]
-
O

e 73
2 - =
! o7 ¢ =
SLETOTL

WP WOMBER: 15 OATE BUILT: URVEY NUMBER :

FUNCTICONAL TYPE: nouse TTNEGATIVE FrLE NUMBER: 7730

COMMON NAME The OWNER: Consvesa-iznal Secisiy 22 ZIZ2%
DESCRIPTION: -

i-s%0r7, garlsd wocol s<hed in shzst meial, sione foundal 1% 3 bars, 2IIv
fwart centaz, clzdbeerdsd, The Iront door Is Greaik Revival in styls gni <he
windows are 6/5. The o pilzsze=s hevs = beaded edgs z»¢ the clapbozris g
hewra 2 yide weather oz addizion hes a large round sxoh window whlch .
griginglly o2z o) 5 Conerazziional Church buil in Eiwssburz: iz
cizphoaris on g edge. Airg nes 2 i
lg front v :tion's rizht zzglsz 3
tie mair by i3 COF ar. i
e ) N Co . . - =
MAr NUMBRR: 1c DATE BUILT: SUSYVEY NUMBER: T Lo
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: Tarda TNECATIVE Fibk NUMBER: . 77wi-50 i
COoOMMON- NAME - Thz Sz-sorass OWNZ R U"‘L':E‘d {Trmnn af Timmobc—a i
DESCRIPTION: :

- - . o e R el 2 - = AT m
2-3T0TY, E23isC comnreis IQURUETLITTL, T 2 IE - =S
sgerded. Tris o 5 & or==5TOoTy SCUEIT entwence=Way -=
the verge If tie “h te iizs left (Wewin). Tae zaiz f.ccs
o the house &g th 2 Slat roof onm LTS siruv facass

Shyrer Sarsorage.eh .l

VAT NOMBER: 20 DATE BUILT: SEETEY NUMBE RS
FUNCTIONAL TUPE: Sy SFERTIVE TILE NUMBER: 77-1-30

COMMON NAME : Zio% Tacats SWNTRT Town of Eirestuzs
DESCRIBTION: .

.

2-story, gabled vcof shsethed in sizts, stons foundatiom. 2 x 2 bajys, d?i?
fmont righit, slusinmus siding. Tre frant door s Tialieznats in dgial T N2
msceggsed, Thsre %5 2z ell on ths =i fhe BOUZE. RIS SRLLiT
ing wes donated o Wk oW 1n fhe 1




OGTSTANDING COMPONENTS OF prSTRICT O CCMPLEX Ul
l(Include individual survey number ONLY if gurveved ipndividually.)
N NUMEER: 2 TATE BOILT: ¢, U2V TURTEY NoMDLds

TUNCTIONAL TYPE: Zouss : NECATLVE » Lk NUMBER:

Pty

-

COMMON NAME: Thomes =arT —OUSE OWNER: TTTRRGmAs £ary
DESCRIPTION:

k

iy

- /2osory, g2bizd rIs

wx fzaadz, 4AoCT Fonnd

wgmps plan TOWR IOUEE
- ig wesszszd and 133
e and inm 1863 . E =

MAP NUMBER: 22 - SUSUEY NUMBER:
FUNCTIONAL TY : i NEGAT LG ¢ LILE TUMBER? T -i-28 ___
—OMMON NAME: SRR RS Wiiitan Rayoenc/Teszr Mariin
DESCRIPTION:
2 z heat —=isl, 30nTE faurdasion. 7 X Z
1 ke - ded. ~tmsTT Louss nés 2/2 windows sizh oell-
{ msniet s i3 = ) ory TeTCh £°T0SS tphe egst sids. 1
| hein 1337 ant 1865 5, Tes puiliing.

MAS NUMBEDR: 2 ]
TUNCTIONAL T 2z

COMMON NBME :
DESCRIPTION:

1
- - > —
Iz ] w glzz, aigh SCOTEC CORTIS®LE
H - 4 s ——r -
e »a L3 @ pazdimszisd CSITEE- gzble o%
Rat) replzoed U simz=gizss perels, The
- FRN. Sy i - ) I —
Tzes »dows; On TAS fincm they have
e e 1+ = - = - -
LEC n aither sice 7 w4 ] ournd =-
—_— . - L - = - ~ [
-l cx ams ths eniTances WLIoa 2&BTS peili
o
FUTY

MAD NUMBER: 24 IDATE BUILT: 1984 SGREVEY MUMBERI
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: _NEC;%T‘I*VTE TILE NUMBLR:
COMMON_ NAME @ OWNE R e Zza=riot Lodze, Yo,
‘DESCRIPTION :

S-gtory, ganied rgc? shsetisd 2s7halt, csmens
fwgpi cenier, Terma-STIne congs~uction with sTuC
Mzsanic sSym30 i ~g z2T " Twe canire
are veacned B z niz Zu
% si7z of I Flatetel

-
WO T

o
<

oepm e |
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OUTSTANDING COMPONENTS OF DISTRICT CcoMPLEX U |
(Include individual survey. aumber ONLY 1f surveyed individually.) |
AT NMUMBRAI = At BOTLT -, 1840 [SUKV L= HUMBLR® - e
FONCTIONAL TYPZ: Nouse [NEGHI LVE =TTE NUMBER @ T -i--<% |

|

COMMON NAME : Tonsv—EErenS NOUSE o ] T {OWNIZ RS Clz=s DHEOnRE

DESCRLIPTLON:

T Z8NE- . sndaTIion,

: s ¥ =

- - -

- s = =

.= = ~ =

.o R - i
B el =T Z - -
o] alpviy =T et M-

; - TT oA
A SR

WAD NUMBER: = T

FONCTIONAL TYPE: nouse NEGATIVE FILE SOMBER:  7]-i2
SOMMON NAME: OWNER: SoTTis Foriin
DESCRIPTION:

TATE BULLLrc. 18- EURVEY NUMBER!

§-

<3

13

()
3 <

o s b
4]

i
—- )

b

sEFE BOILT 1o, 15 SGEVEY NUWBER:
e NECSTIVE FILE NOMBER: =os

IOWNE R 2 Tmiic AUETES

|MAP MUMBER: 2
I FUNCTIONAL TYP
[COMMON NAME :
PESCRIPTLON:

(LTS

'ip
D

1 v
H
i

t
0

1y 1

ol
1
e

- ——
——
R
“ -
]
pais i -
.= T e
2t

[MAP NUMBE e DETE BULLT g T .;._gjs'up\v”’ay”' SOMBER:
FUNCTIONAL TYPE ~onse. - NEGATIVE FILE NOMBERT  T7iei”
COMMON NAME: T, 1anlrSET \OWNER: B FoYoks Cook

DESCRIPTION:

(2]




QUTSTANDING COM

w
{Include individ

ONENTS OF DISTRICT L]
u rvey numpexr ON

COMPLEX L]
urveyed individually.

<

}

i

E
E—]

[ 4

MAY NUMSor: 2% IDATE BULIIT . _Zia SURV LY NUMBLxT
FUNCTIONAL TYDRE: houga NZCATIVE FILE NUMEBER: T7.j.c”
COMMON NAME: Agonug OWNER! _ lLavwis 5. ¥Walnsr

DESCRIPTION:

Z-5%orT,
tars, 4o
n2s & 7=
"$o zhe 4
A mpdsri
gide cf

HAasrous

VAP NUMBER: 30

FUNCTIONAL TYZPE:

ZOMMON NAME: BWNER: Zlizavetn Lymern
DESCRIPTION: :
L Rrte gy Ttz T E
this zuil ax L e i
fleor zls 3 vari 3 cw “ions, WoRErsss !
#iz0r appeare Intact. A& 2-stery, Z-kay zerch fiat roof is ac ;
facede; iis Lowser DCSTS aresscuars whersas the TOSTS zre Turne b
puilding is Tuilt oxn =z cank zné therefors additizrnal 1o :
gn the fronmt © : o been to vermit a 4 :
dz2cr zatran Tel. i f

MEE NUMBER:

SURVEY NUMBER®

=1 ©DATE BUILT: -
FUNCTIONAL TYDPE: pomwew-isl Rid=., % NEGATLVE FILE NUMBER: 77-:-27, .00
COMMON NAME : Iiwdlz Hegn 2DETTISNTE OWNER: S:nhawi Siod
DESCRIPTION: :
2-33cry, fia% rcol, 8 -
this Tuilding is 3uge -
gre irregulszr oul cori -
i v roct anc Twr !
;
i
3
- : I
'MAP NUMBER: 352 DALE BULLL:c. 129 [SURVEY NUMBER: '
FUNCTIONAL TYPE: rovisg NEGATIVE FLLE NUMBER: (i=i-2{, ..\
COMMON NAME: Sweszrsy _nEUTENCS OWNER: JEarETn cdeenay
-DESCRIPTION:
2 i/z-s%ox=7, zabied woed
bay piagemens, clarpieard : (
which are infilied wizh out shingles, 7Txs houss
sweening gable rocis, irrsgular Tlcor plan, clipse
vorches. This houss ig 7Tery much iike F9.




OUTSTANDING COMPONENTS OF DISTRICT U COMPLEX LI =~
(Include individual survey number ONLY if surveyed individually.)
NUMSER: 5= pDoarE SUTET: Tad” SURVEY NUMBEK?
E: “ioveny CNEGATIVE FILLE NUOMBLR: 7T7-32.57

e vt S

rUNCTIONAL 7T 2
_ COMMON NAME :  Szvsw. cargenter n2ooria’  (OWNIRS Towa €T minesturg ..
DESCRIPTION: =i = a

(2
tedd,

= aemian A
rv, Zablzd r20
CBENTEY WL
iz % si__z
g Ty Lagnzx
1o4g znd -
urnder Shs 3 :
~ 1 **.'.'::_-'--: i

Ci
=)
o
&)
oal

T RGEER, S DATE EUTLTTTTURURVEY

COMMON NAME: 0 S-izn Sigck —rov wio—-  [OWNER: Faien C'3rizc
DESCRIPTIOQN:

- - -—_ - = ——
S=300ry, 1i8% TIOCL, sLons
ACTTL §ids , AECBETOE SI4C
1T== 3 = Eaa [ .
its Post Office, reizins
T Q"'f‘hw'd oA o~ a g T amee
: ZSo0nC STOT 25 2 S-I37
& I - Y e 5 =
turned and brscgd 5TIUTE .

MA® NUMBER: 35 DAYE BULLT: o, 1527 |SUXVEYL NUMBER: . :
if {FUNCTIONAL TYPE: houss : NEGATIVE riLe NUMBER:  +y_..ch E
- COMMON NAME : Tz72 nougs OWNZ K1 -’
4 DESCRIPTION: 1 1/2-3zcTy, g22.2 atkzd in sisz
2 3 z 2 tays, door Ioznt cenier in srolectins hel za
§ 17 a2 sz=e’l, almcss 3 nou
E z cenirelly locatsd geitled walil
2 sar it i n tnz addition of tae sntran
FE ~ the exceptiion ¢f
.E.'.v,,. 5
. roef.
iiant of
2% vhe BDavtist ren, LB33-33.
aer2; gefore nim ¥E% nere. -

T 1EET BURVEY RUMBER:
2 L NEGATLVE FILE NUMBER: 77-:-98
OWNER:  Zelen ladeil

MAP NUMBER:
FUNCTIONAL TYPE:
COMMON NAME: . IaZsll
DESCRIPTION:

o

[N i)
56}
ral b
o i
tH

2 1/2-story, am =in 72, stone foundaticn, T x 3 teys
docr frant rded. Thisz ig 2 gable with 2 triznguzsr
lowrre., rated sus—sunds and hesds, rowersr the
Trent door - _pilasters and entadlature. In 1235 C.
‘Dorwin was : £ s M, Baldwin lived hexe.




ONENTS OF UISTR
pal survey numbe

(SUTSTANDING COMP
(Include individ

cr U CoMrPLEX U

ONLY iZ surveved individually.)

-

MEP NuMD Rl

; p AT NOMDLS S

!

FTUNCT LTONAL

GEGATLVE FLLE NOMBER: -

COMMON NAME :

1OWI\EER: Tae Minsx —_—

DESCRIPTLON:

e N ' L]

VAP NUMBER:

STEVEY NUMBER |

FUNCTIONAL TYPE

STEEARIVE FILE NUMBER: 77-anGy

ZOMMON NAME S

OWNER? Tt A Tdmaeime |

DESCRIPTION:

el
\
1

2]

T

[
n O

(k%]

h |}
it
(]

(81

RS Y

el

s

oo

0
[

13 (M

oI

Wom o
SIS ERE|

.

1
m !
W
mn

0

-+ O
1 O

or o C

v

ool
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C.K.Quinn & Company,LLC
Historic Preservation » Architectural Conservation » Project Management

——— -

(802)862-3969
ckquinn@zoo.uvm.edu
fax: (802) 864-6849

85 Peru Street
Burlington, VT 05461

September 17,2000

Dave Conger
DuBois & King, Inc.
One Wentworth Drive
Williston, VT 05495

Re:  Addendum-Route 116 Corridor Study- Hinesburg, VT
Historic Resources Report-Scoping Level

Dear Dave;

Additional information has been requested by the Agency of Transportation regarding historic eligibility for
individual building within the project area. The following has been submitted to the Agency of Transportation
Historic Preservation Coordinator:

1 have enclosed an addendum to the report submitted July 16,2000 for the Historic Resources report for the
project area as covered in the Chittenden County Metropolitan Planning Organization (CCMPO) project for
Route 116 in the Town of Hinesburg, The additional information contains photographs of all the building
within the project area and a coordinating Photo Index which references the photographs to the Historic Sites
and Survey Map (Map 4 of the July 16 submission). The Photo Index contains information for historic
eligibility according to National Register Bulletin 15, How fo Apply the National Register Criteria for Evalu-
ation.

2Additional Notes:

1 have included an amended Map of the Hinesburg Village Historic District Map, which includes those
buildings included in the project southeast of the actual historic district. These figures are referenced as
Figures A-L on the map and Photo Index.

We are seeking concurrence for resource identification findings within the report submitted July 16,2000 and
the attached addendum report. Thank you.

CC: Scott Newman, VT AQT

C.K.Quinn & Company,LLC » 85 Peru Street « Burfington, VT 05401 « (802) 862 -3969» ckquinm@zoo.uvm.edu



Historic Resources Report- Photo Index Page 1 of 2
Route 116 Corridor- Hinesburg, VT 9/12/00
| | !
L PROTO ¥ ; Diréction of View - H s Historic Eligibility - Notes: tae|
f |
1 1 SW N/A No
2 ! SW N/A No
3 i SW N/A No
4 [ N/A No
S SW N/A No
6 SW N/A No
7 E N/A No
8 E N/A Ne
9 E ' Main St#10437 No
10 NW Main St#10438 Yes iCrit. ©
11 E N/A ' No
12 E N/A No
13 SW N/A No
14 E 7 No
15 E 2 Yes Crit. €
16 E 3 No
17 swW 43 Yes Crit. C
18 W ' 42 Yes Crit A, C
19 E 4 No
20 - NE 5 Yes Crit. C
21 SW 40 Yas Crit. €
22 W 47 No
23 E 7 No
24 W 39 Yes Crt. C
25 NW 38 Yes Crit.A, C
26 NE 8 Yes Crit. C
27 SE g No
28 E 10 ‘ No ]
29 w 35 Yes Crit B, C
30 w 34 Yes Crit.A, C
31 E 12 No
32 E 13 No
33 W 33 Yes Crit 8, C
34 E 14 No
38 W 32 Yes Crit. C
36 E 15 No
37 W 31 No
38 W 30 No
39 E 16 No
40 £ N/A No
41 SE 18 Yes Crt.A, C
42 W 29 No
43 W 28 Yes Crit. C
44 E 19 No




{Historic Resources Report- Photo Index |Page 2 of 2
Route 116 Corridor- Hineshurg, VT | 9/12/00
l. |
_.Photo# . Direction of View . \HISTONC Sites SUrey Figure & FHistonc Eligibility . Notes: =74
45 E 20 No
46 £ 21 No
47 W 27 Yes Crit. C
48 W 26 No
49 W 25 No
50 S 24 No Due to Age
51 NE 22 No
52 S 23 Yes Crit.A, C
53 N A No
54 N 8 No
55 N c No
56 N D No
57 S E No
58 N F No
59 S G No
60 N H No
61 N i No
62 N J No
63 . N K. No
84 i 5 L No
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A,z‘cbaeolog}f C‘ousuftmg ’I‘eam Inc ST
:'5,7 R"’er Road Suzte; 1@ e

Archaeological Resource Assessment of the VT Route 116 Corridor Study
Project, Town of Hinesburg, Chittenden County, Vermont

. LETTER REPORT

August 15, 2000

Introduction

This document provides an Archaeological Resource Assessment (ARA) of fands. within
the general “area. of potential effect” (APE) for the Chittenden County Metropolitan

‘Planning Organization (CCMPO) Town of Hinesburg VT Route 116 Corridor Study .

project. The proposed project will involve a roughly 1.5 mile (2.4 kilometer) long
corridor, between CVU Road and Buck Hill Road. The project also inciudes an
alternative corridor to the south of existing VT Route 116 between Silver Street and
Buck Hill Road (Figure 1). The extent of the area of potential effect to either side of VT
Route 1186 has not yet been defined.

This project is being reviewed under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended, Executive Order 11593, the Advisory Councii regulations for
the Protection of Historic Properties (36 CFR part.800), as revised. This assessment
also compties with Criterion 8, 10 V.S.A., Chapter 151 (Act 250) and conforms to the
performance standards as outlined in the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation's
1888 (VDHP) Guidelines for Conducting Archeological Studies. Archaeological studies
were conducted in compliance with the Scope of Work for Statewide Archaeoclogical
Consultant (SAC} for the Vermont Agency of Transportation prepared by Duncan C.
Wilkie, Transportation Archaeologist, February 1998 (Revised March 1998),

Archaeology Consulting Tearn, Inc. (ACT) was retained by Dubois & King inc. to assess

the archaeological sensitivity of the project corridor and determine the potential for
archaeoiogical sites thal may be aflecied by the proposed project.



Archaeology Consulting Team, tnc,
August 15, 2000

Procedures.

An ARA usually consists of a background search {brief review of the project and its
environmentai context), followed by a field visit of the proposed project’s potential "area
of potential effect” (APE). However, several design alternatives remain under
consideration and the limits of the APE have not been finalized. For the purposes of
this ARA, the reviewed APE includes a roughly 1,300-foot {0.4-km) wide corridor along
existing VT Route 116 between CVU Road and Buck Hill Road, and a short segment of
Sitver Street between VT Route 116 and the LaPlatte River. A currently proposed
aiternative corridor to the south of existing VT Route 116 between Silver Street and
Bugk Hill Road is aiso within the scope of this study (see Figure 1). This ARA study is
provided as an overview to assist Dubois & King Inc. in its preliminary planning stages
for the proposed project. This ARA did not involve a field visit to delineate specific
archaeologically sensitive focations within the APE, as the APE has not been finalized.

Preliminary documentary research was conducted to identify the approximate or exact
locations and characteristics of known and probabie archaeological sites within the
project’s APE. The Vermont Archeological inventory (VAL files at the VDHP's office,
town histories (Carlisle 1973, Carpenter 1961), archival maps (Beers 1889, Walling
1857, USGS 1943) and bedrock (Dol 1961) and soil (Allen 1989) maps were examined
to develop environmental and cultural contexts for the proposed project corridor.

' Environmerital Context

: .. Fhe bedrock within the proposed project corridor in Hinesburg village is primarily within-

the Winooski Formation. Northeast of VT Route 116, the bedrock varies, but is _
dominated by the Clarendon Springs and Danby formations. These two formations are
sources of dolostone, and chert materials that were used by early Native Americans for
stone toe! manufacture.

Glaciers covered a large part of North America prior to 15,000 calendrical years before
present (ybp) and had partially melted to form large lakes. The glacial lake that covered
the village of Hinesburg was known as Lake Vermont. The former Lake-Vermont

™ormed a beach terrace roughly 14,200 ybp in western Vermont. With the subsequent

development of the Champlain Sea and of the freshwater Lake Champlain, the
Propesed project location became a freshwater marsh and/or a riverine floodplain of the
LaPlatte River roughly 13,800 ybp (Frink and Hathaway forthcoming). The terrace
would have been a dry, elevated landform overiooking these wetlands and/or deeryard,

‘Native Americans, from 11,600 years ago, would have found vajuable resources

associated with the marshes and riverine fioodplains. Native Americans are likely to
have settled along the margins of this resource-rich estuary.

Several drainages flow through, and/or are adjacent to. the pronosed project corridor,
Patrick Brook flows southwest from Lower Pond and drains into the LaPlatte River,

which flows northwest (see Figure 1). The course of Patrick Brook has been historically
altered, as described below. Other unnamed drainages cross the proposed project



Archaeology Consulling Team, inc.
August 18, 2000

corridor and flow into either Patrick Brogk or directly into the LaPlatte River. These
water systems provided early Native Americans with potable water as well as a primary
transportation system.

The Soil Survey of Chittenden County, Vermont (Alien 1889) defines three general soif
associations within the proposed project corridor, Vergennes-Covington clayey soils
are moderately well and pooriy drained, and form on level to steep broad lake plains,
Munson-Raynham-Scantic soils are poorly-drained, loamy over clayey soils that form on
level to sioping broad fake plains. Limerick-Hadley-Livingston soils are poorly drained
to well-drained, loamy soils that form on level bottomlands and are subject to flooding.

When European Americans began to settle in this region approximately 350 years ago,
they cleared the land and obscured the composition of the former forest communities,
The composition of modern forests has been affected by this clearing, agricultural use,
selective logging, the introduction of new species, and the loss of other species due to
introduced diseases from Europe. Fo reconstruct the former boundaties of forest
communities, we rely on soil characteristics and topography (Allen 1889), as weli as
tree species recorded in original land surveys of Chittenden County {Siccama 1871).

The proposed VT Route 116 corridor passeas through five reconstructed forest
communities, including the northern hardwoods-white pine {maple, ash and beech
.dominant), the northern hardwoods-white pine (oak dominant) forest, the bottomiand
hardwoods forest, the northern hardwoods-white pine {oak-ash-hickory dominant)

forest, and the perpetually juvenile (winter deeryard) forest (Figure 2).

Cultural Context

Native American Site Sensitivity

The Vermont Division for Historic Preservation (VDHP) currently recommends
archaeological review for Native American archaeclogical sites on those projects that
will have an impact on soils located within 200 feet of former or existing water sources,
with gentle siopes and relatively good soil drainage characteristics. Five praviously
identified Native American sites listed in the VAI are located within 500 meters (1,840
feet) of the proposed project corridor. An additional four previously identified sites listed
in the VA are lncated within 2,000 meters {1.24 miles) of the proposed project corridor
(Figure 2 and Table 1}.
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Table 1: Known Native American sites in the vicinity of the project corridor.

Site # Component

Forest Communities ]

VT-CH-48 tUnknown

northern hardwood- white pine (oak, ash, nickory)

VT-CH-126 Unknown

northern hardwood- white pine {oak, ash, hickory)

VT-CH-286 Unknown

perpetually juvenile (winter deeryard)

(VT-CH-357  "Early Woodland: Late Archai

perpetually juvenile (winter deeryard)

VT-CH-298 Late Archaic: Mid-Late Woodiand

perpetually juvenile (winter deeryard)

VT-CH-407 Early Archaic

bottomiand hardwoods

Vi-CH-41% Unknown

bottomland hardwoods

VT-CH-428 Unknown

bottomiand hardwoods

F$-107 (CH}  Unknown

northern hardwoods-white pine {0ak)

To refine the VDHP predictive model for Native American sites, we consider the
resources that wouid have been associated with the reconstructed forest communities
described above. The seascnal availability, density, and potential usefuiness of these
resources within each specific forest-community helpto predict the types of Native
American archaeological sites that may be present (Frink 1996).

» The northern hardwoods-white pine (maple, ash and beech dominant) forest

* community, shown in red on Figure 2, develops in soils that form in well drained,
shailow glacial till. Sugar, nuts and wood are available along with a widely diverse,
low density concentration of other floral and faunal rescurces. The greatest
biomass accurs between the early spring and late fall, This forest provides the mast
floral and faunal resources for human use between spring and late fall. Notably,

~.Native Americans would coliect and process the sap of sugar mapies. in the early
spring and beech nuts in the fall. Game animais would also be attracted to the fali
mast harvest. Small and moderate-sized processing camps and kil spots are
expected, and the density of sites is likely to be moderate to sparse,

» The northem hardwoods-white pine {oak dominant) forest, shown in yeffow on
Figure 2, favors soils that form in freshwater deposits and are low in base salts. A
widely diverse, low density concentration of fioral and faunal resources is expécted,
with the greatest amount of resources available from late spring to late fall. Native
American sites are expected.to reflect the expioitation of particular resources found
within this forest community. “Small to moderate-sized seasonal hunting and

gathering sites, and resource processin

g sites are anticipated. Previously identified

site, FS-107(CH), is within this forest community,

» Bottomtand hardwoods forests, shown in pink, develop in soils that form in riverbank
deposits along primary mature rivers with relatively broad floodpiains. A wide range
of plant and animal species are found in this environment and in bordering
waterways as well. Three sies, VT-CH-407. VT-CH-419, and VT-CH-428 are
located in reconstrocias betsmlane Narawoeds, Moderate 10 large processing sites
and iong duration encampments are anticipated in the bottomiand hardwoods forest
community due to the high density and diversity of potential resources during the
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mid to late summer months. Smail kil! spots and resource gathering sites are also
likely to be present.

« The northern hardwoods-white pine (oak, ash, and hickory dominant) forest, shown
in orange, favors soils that form in saitwater deposits and are high in base saits. A
high nut biomass and wood resources are available, in addition to a widely diverse,
high density concentration of floral and faunal resources from early summer 1o late
fall. Native American sites are expected to reflect the exploitation of particular
resources found within this forest community. Smail to moderate-sized seasonal
hunting and gathering sites, and resource processing sites are anticipated. Sites
VT-CH-48 and VT-CH-126 are within this forest.

» Perpetually juvenile forest {winter deer yards), shown in light brown on Figure 2, is
generally referred to as "woodiand wetlands” by foresters, and is found in haploidal
(churned), damp soils that are shallow to bedrock. This forest community occurs as
an ecological niche within other forest communities. Within the project corridor, it is
found in association with the northern hardwood s-white pine (oak, ash, and hickory
dominant) forest community. Archaeological sites are anticipated at ornear the

- periphery rather than within the perpetually juvenile forest environment; and along
drainage tributaries entering or exiting the defined forest environment. Early Native
Americans would have field dressed the kill at the periphery to prevent the herd's
abandonment of the yard. Generally, an expected artifact assemblage at a winter
deer procurement spot would include one or more broken projectile points, one or
more scrapers .or utilized flakes, and fewer than 50 retouch flakes’ Qccasionally,
moderate-sized residential camps may be found. Site density is expected to be high
adjacent to streams but low elsewhere within the forest community. This community
would have provided Native Americans with valuable resources in the form of food
and clothing during the late winter months. Known sites VT-CH-396, VT-CH-397,
and VT-CH-388 are located at the peripheries of this resource niche.,

In general, small to moderate-sized Native American sites, are expected along the
corridor, with the potenitial for larger sites in the reconstructed bottomiand hardwoods
forest community. The archaeological site sensitivity is high in locations within 200 feet
of former or existing drainages {with larger drainages reflected by the mapped
bottomiand hardwoods community on Figure 2). The potential for sites also increases
at the boundaries of communities, as wider ranges of resources are available at these
locations. Once the extent of the APE is determined, the integrity of the soils within the
APE can be assessed. Phase | archaeological studies will not be recommended in
locations where, for example, the soils have been heavily altered by road and utitity
construction. ' K

Furapean American Site Sengitivisy

The charter for the Town of Hinesburg was granted by New Hampshire Governor
Benning Wentworth on June 24, 1762. Like most other Vermont towns, Hinesburg was
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established as a farming community, although manufacturing businesses have been
important to the town's growth. Many nineteenth-century businesses were powered by
Patrick Brook (Carlisle 1973, Carpenter 1961). The combination of farms and smail to
medium-sized businesses characterizes Hinesburg to the present time, although farms
are in decline and residential development as a bedroom community for the greater
Buriington area is increasing.

The 1857 Walling map of the village shows numerous farms and residences, three
churches, the Town House, a post office, a hotel, a cemetery, a canai, schoois, offices,
and several stores and shops. along present day VT Route 116 (Figure 3). Commercial
businesses included several stores, saddlers shops, a grist mill, blacksmith shops, a tin
“shop, two shoe stores, a miliiner's shop, and a wheelwright shop.

The 1869 Beers atlas map indicates that the physical size of the village had not
noticeably expanded since 1857, with the exception of a cheese factory built at the
north end of the village (Figure 4). The Town of Hinesburg was sparsely populated In
1869, with the exception being the village along the project corridor.

The 1943 USGS 15 minute map (a reprinted 1906 edition) depicts ‘a new church
building at the south end of the village, and z trotting park at the jocation of the former
cheese factory (Figure 5). By comparing the 1987 USGS 7.5 minute map (see Figure
1) with the older maps, the locations of formerly standing structures may be surmised.

The 1987 USGS map also documents the abandonment of the trotting park and the -
~ construction of a new cheese factory to the south of the old one. Pond Brook, now
known as Patrick Brook, was rerouted and now drains through the old canal.

The potential for encountering Europeaan American archaeclogical information
associated with the past use of both former and currently extant structures is generally
high along the project corridor, especially to the south of the former course of Pond, or
Patrick, Brook. The VDHP (1987) defines several themes that are represented by this
potential archaeological information within the project corridor, including Agriculture,
Historic Architecture and Patterns of Town Development, Culture and Government,

Transpontation, and Industry and Commerce.

Depending on the design pians that are chosen and the width of the APE, much of the
project corridor's APE may fall within the peripheral “front yard” of the majority of former
and existing structures along the corridor. The concept of “front yard" areas is currently
being discussed among Vermont's archaeologists, and VTrans is sponsoring a study of
the issue which will result in a draft study for general review this fall.

In past studies, Archaeology Consulfing Teamn has argued that field evidence within the
highway right-sf-way usualiy does not refiect archaeological deposits associated with
existing or former residences. The artifacts found close to roadway alignments near
houses tend to represent homogeneous deposits from undefined historic periods. The

“front yard” is a transitional area between the individual domicile and the community,

8
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and the artifacts recovered from this transitional area tends to reflect elements common
to both the individua! homes and the greater community. As a result, the “front yard”

area within the highway right-of-way is generally not considered to have a high potential
for containing significant archaeological information related to the individual residences,

In contrast, we have argued that the “front yard” space between roadways and
commercial or industrial sites, particularly those dating from the late eighteenth and
early nineteenth-century, may contain significant archaeological information that relates
the individual residences with the greater community. Potentially significant

‘archaeological information associated with industrial and commercial activities were

frequently, and appropriately, centered in these transitional areas between public and
private space. .

The management, and therefore the recommended leve! of study, within these
peripheral “front yard” spaces in Vermont will be affected by the resuits of the pending
VTrans study, the revisions accepted from the archaeological community, and the finat
acceptance by the Vermont SHPO (State Historic Preservation Officer) at'the VDHP. If
the project's chosen design pians invoive property outside the right-of-way, are in close
proximity to structures shown or the archival maps (see Figures 3 through 5), and the
soils retain good integrity, further archaeological study (Phase I-level) may be
recommended. - : ‘ '

Conclusion and Recommendations .

Based onthe represented forest communities, former and existing drainages, and
Hinesburg's documented history, Native American and European archaeological
information is fikely to exist along the project corridor. Those portions of the project
corridor considered highly sensitive are shown in Figure 6. However, it is also likely
that subsequent construction activities within the village have altered some of the
archaeological information to the extent that its research value, or significance, has
been lost. Once the extent of the APE is chosen, we recommend a field visit to
determine the integrity of these potential archaeoiogically sensitive jocations.

Sincerely,

Dougias S. Frink
Principal investigating Archaeologist
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Hinesburg, Chittenden County, Vermont.
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Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping
Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity  Units
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk w/ Vert Granite Curb 345 LF
Crosswalks 26 LF
Drainage

New Closed Drainage 320 LF
New Drop Inlets 2 Each

Landscaping

Common Excavation 128 CcY
Earth Borrow 156 CY
Topsoil Seed Mulch 345 LF
SUBTOTAL

Contingency

SUBTOTAL
Engineering/Permitting
Municipal Project Management

Construction Inspection

TOTAL (rounded)

Cost/Unit

$99
$20

$90

$4,000

$15
$10
$10

20%

20%
10%
10%

Cost
$34,135
$520

$28,800
$8,000

$1,916
$1,556
$3,448
$78,374
$15,675
$94,049
$18,810
$9,405
$9,405

$140,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit

Cost Database



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping
Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity  Units
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 354 LF
Crosswalks 26 LF

Landscaping

Common Excavation 131 CcY
Cut/ill 49 CY
Topsoil Seed Mulch 354 LF
SUBTOTAL

Contingency

SUBTOTAL
Engineering/Permitting
Municipal Project Management

Construction Inspection

TOTAL (rounded)

Cost/Unit

$64
$20

$15
$10
$10

20%

20%
10%
10%

Cost
$22.669
$520

$1,968
$492
$3,542
$29,191
$5,838
$35,029
$7,006
$3,503
$3,503

$50,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit

Cost Database



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping Alt 2A

Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity Units Cost/Unit Cost
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 1810 LF $64 $115,840
Sidewalk w/ Vert Granite Curb 570 LF $99 $56,430
Crosswalks 154 LF $20 $3,080
Rapid Flashing Beacon warning signs 1 LS $8,000 $8,000
Drainage

New Drop Inlets 1 Each $4,000 $4,000
Culvert 15 LF $150 $2,250
Box Culvert 1 LS $25,000 $25,000
Railing 50 LF $40 $2,000
Rip rap, slope treatment 10 CY $40 $400
Landscaping

Common Excavation 196 CY $15 $2,933
Topsoil Seed Mulch 2380 LF $10 $23,800
SUBTOTAL $243,733

Contingency  20% $48,747

SUBTOTAL $292,480
Engineering/Permitting  20% $58,496

Municipal Project Management  10% $29,248

Construction Inspection  10% $29,248

TOTAL (rounded) $410,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit Cost



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping
Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity  Units
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 2400 LF
Crosswalks 138 LF
Rapid Flashing Beacon warning signs 1 LS
Drainage

Culverts 49 LF
Box Culvert 1 LS
Railing 50 LF
Rip rap, slope treatment 10 CY
Landscaping

Common Excavation / ditching 196 CY
Topsoil Seed Mulch 2400 LF
SUBTOTAL

Contingency

SUBTOTAL
Engineering/Permitting
Municipal Project Management

Construction Inspection

TOTAL (rounded)

Cost/Unit Cost

$64 $153,600
$20 $2,760
$8,000 $8,000

$50 $2,450
$25,000  $25,000
$40 $2,000
$40 $400
$15 $2,933

$10 $24,000

$221,143
20% $44,229

$265,372
20% $53,074
10% $26,537
10% $26,537

$380,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit Cost



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping
Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity  Units
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 890 LF
Crosswalks 75 LF
Guardrail 0 LF
Drainage

Relocate Closed Drainage 150 LF
New Drop Inlets 2 Each
Change Elev of DI 1 Each

Landscaping

Common Excavation / ditching 330 CcYy
Topsoil Seed Mulch 890 LF
SUBTOTAL

Contingency
SUBTOTAL
Engineering/Permitting

Municipal Project Management
Construction Inspection

TOTAL (rounded)

Cost/Unit

$64
$20
$35

$90
$4,000
$1,000

$15
$10

20%

20%
10%
10%

Cost

$56,960
$1,500
$0

$13,500
$8,000
$1,000

$4,944
$8,900
$80,960
$16,192
$97,152
$19,430
$9,715

$9,715

$140,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit

Cost Database



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping
Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity  Units
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 1040 LF
Crosswalks 34 LF

Landscaping

Common Excavation / ditching 385 CcYy
Cut/Aill 173 CYy
Topsoil Seed Mulch 1040 LF
SUBTOTAL

Contingency

SUBTOTAL
Engineering/Permitting
Municipal Project Management

Construction Inspection

TOTAL (rounded)

Cost/Unit

$64
$20

$15
$10
$10

20%

20%
10%
10%

Cost
$66,560
$680

$5,778
$1,733
$10,400
$85,151
$17,030
$102,181
$20,436
$10,218
$10,218

$150,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit

Cost Database



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping Alt 3C

Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity Units Cost/Unit Cost
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 780 LF $64 $49,920
Crosswalks 50 LF $20 $1,000
Drainage

Culverts 70 LF $40 $2,800
Landscaping

Common Excavation / ditching 289 CY $15 $4,333
Cut/Aill 433 CY $10 $4,333
Ledge removal 222 CY $75 $16,667
Topsoil Seed Mulch 780 LF $10 $7,800
Utility/Feature Relocation

New Sign 3 Each $150 $450
SUBTOTAL $87,303

Contingency  20% $17,461

SUBTOTAL $104,764
Engineering/Permitting  20% $20,953

Municipal Project Management  10% $10,476

Construction Inspection  10% $10,476

TOTAL (rounded) $150,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit
Cost Database



Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping Alt 3D

Alternative Cost Estimates

Item Quantity Units  Cost/Unit Cost
Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalk 750 LF $64 $48,000
Crosswalks 50 LF $20 $1,000
Guardrail 750 LF $35 $26,250
Drainage

Culverts 50 LF $40 $2,000
Landscaping

Common Excavation / Ditching 278 CY $15 $4,167
Cut/Aill 660 CY $10 $6,597
Topsoil Seed Mulch 750 LF $10 $7,500
Tree / Stump Removal 13 Each $500 $6,500
Utility/Feature Relocation

New Sign 2 Each $200 $400
SUBTOTAL $102,414

Contingency  20% $20,483

SUBTOTAL $122,897
Engineering/Permitting  20% $24,579

Municipal Project Management  10% $12,290

Construction Inspection 10% $12,290

TOTAL (rounded) $180,000

Sidewalk Cost based on 2014 VTrans Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Unit
Cost Database



APPENDIX G

Project Photos


marks
APPENDIX G
Project Photos





Project Photos: Area 1
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Mark Smith

From: Snelling, Randy <Randy.Snelling@state.vt.us>
Sent: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:36 PM

To: Clancy, James; Mark Smith

Subject: RE: Hinesburg VT116 sidewalk alternatives
Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

| would agree with Jim at this point... not favoring one over the other. But as stated in the scoping study, there are
concerns with each; such as utility poles, drainage structures, sight distances at a corner, and with the posted speed at
Buck Hill intersection. But | do see an advantage with having the sidewalk shown on Alternate 3D; being it is on the
same side as the school, and the crosswalk by Buck Hill Rd. (if it warrant’s one) for better site distance.

Randy

Randy onelling

Vermont Agency of Transportation
District 5, Tech. VI

189 Troy Avenue

Colchester, VT 05446

Office: 1-(802)-655-1580

Cell:  1-(802)-343-4934

Email: Randy.Snelling@State.VT.US

From: Clancy, James

Sent: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:43 PM

To: Mark Smith

Cc: Snelling, Randy; Clancy, James

Subject: RE: Hinesburg VT116 sidewalk alternatives

Hello Mark,

I’'ve had a chance to review your draft scoping report and alternatives. Of course | would only be interested in the
VTrans portion, Area 3. Having been out to the site earlier this spring with Randy from D5, what | recall, once past
Friendship Lane, heading south, we noted concern with utility poles on one side of VT116 and a steep grade on the
other. All of the alternatives seem to take this into account and | am okay in concept with your alternatives, not
favouring one over the other right now. | also believe there was talk of the Town requesting a reduce speed limit to
Buck Hill Road. This is something that | would like to see pursued given the blind curve and the speed at which people
travel on this road.

I’d be happy to hear Randy’s comments also.



Thanks for sending this along early on.
Sincerely,

Jim Clancy

Project Supervisor

Utilities and Permits Unit

Vermont Agency of Transportation
One National Life Drive
Montpelier, Vermont 05633

(802) 828-2486

From: Mark Smith [mailto:Mark.Smith@rsginc.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 10:49 AM

To: Clancy, James; Snelling, Randy; Kaplan, Jon; Gamble, Amy

Cc: Alex Weinhagen <hinesburgplanning@gmavt.net>; Peter Keating
Subject: Hinesburg VT116 sidewalk alternatives

All;

We are working with the CCRPC and Town of Hinesburg to develop sidewalk alternatives in several areas of the Town, one of which
is along VT116 in State Jurisdiction (designated AREA 3, south of the Community School and Silver Street)

Attached is our Draft Report for your review. For expediency please see Section 3, the discussion of AREA 3 starts on page 20. There
is also an important discussion of crosswalks on page 27.

We would appreciate any comments you could offer as to these alternatives.
Thank you,
Mark

p.s. | have also included the larger scale plan from the appendix. if there are other appendix items you are interested in please don't
hesitate to ask.

Senior Consultant

RSG

180 Battery St. | Suite 350 | Burlington, VT | 05401
802.383.0118, ext. 3304

g‘§ Please consider the environment before printing this email



MEMO

TO: Peter Keating, CCRPC and Alex Weinhagen, RSG
FROM: Katelin Brewer-Colie, Local Motion
RE: DRAFT Hinesburg Sidewalk Scoping Study

DATE: October 15, 2014

Area 1 - Alternatives A and B both meet the needs of pedestrians equally in terms of
providing a connection to Village Heights Rd. The designs being relatively equal,
Alternative A will work best, because it is more compatible with future land use within
the Village zoning designation.

A direct connection is more likely to be used and not bypassed. Alternative A is more
direct, best fits with the Village District zoning designation within the Growth Area and
preserves the opportunity for site redevelopment as it's directly adjacent to the roadway.
However, it is more costly and has stormwater implications. At first glance, Alternative B
seems more feasible due to cost estimates, although the potential cost of ROW acquisition
isn't included, of which there is significantly more than for Alternative A. Additionally, the
driveway crossing is really wide, could a paving treatment be included in the
recommendations to create a safer crossing?

Area 2 - Similar to Area 1, Alterntive A and B both meet the needs of pedestrians.
However, my opinion is that Alternative A is superior.

Alternative A is most convenient to the Redstone (Cheese Plant) redevelopment and parking
area, which will generate many of the sidewalk users. It also avoids the need to cross the
mapped stream twice and further is best aligned with the initial A/B sidewalk segment
connecting to Rte 116. In addition, it looks like there's no pedestrian connection from
Stella Road to the Transit stop and should be considered.

Area 3 - For Area 3, | think that with necessary attention given to the Norris
Development crossing, Alternative A/C will work better for the following reasons:

MEMO Burlington Form Based Zoning Ordinance 10f 2



The north side of Rte 116 is more developed and has more connections to commercial
development in the village. Further, the Norris development on the south side of Rte 116
will provide an east-west pedestrian connection through its on-site circulation system about
halfway to the village.

Obviously, there are major safety concerns with the crossing at the Norris Development and
this would need to be addressed with VTrans, by gaining approval for more substantial
traffic calming measures. Along with an RRFB, a speed trailer, flexi signs placed in the
crosswalk might be effective in helping to make drivers aware of excess speeds in the
transition area (this has been very effective in the successful decade-long effort to calm
traffic through Jericho Center).

I’d like to recommend that the Town make sure that the Norris Development on-site
circulation will accommodate the public?

MEMO Burlington Form Based Zoning Ordinance 2of 2



N This may be a case where you
Comments from Jon Kaplan build the sidewalks first, then I'am unaware of any

Bicycle:am(E@d@ﬁtyi@@i&%wgsarmgl\daﬁ\agﬁn see what and where the evidence that a
Muni |B§fﬂé§i§f§ﬁ%§"8ﬁ?5§ﬁ?pﬂ?ghway Divisiorjcrossing demand ends up. gateway sign or
VT Agency of Transportation landscaping would

increase safety of a
2/3/14  Potential new crosswalks: Two potential VT116 crossing areas have been discysSed; ped crossing.

t sidewalk. This
t technically adequate

1. At, or near the connection of Alternative B to the Norris Developm
location is on the long sweeping curve in the road, with limited,
sight distance. Vehicle speeds in this area often exceed the spgéd limit partially due to
the fact that it is a speed transition zone, and partially becatise the visual environment

towards the south lacks many of the cues that tell pegple to slow down, such as

sidewalks, streetlights, cutbs, pedestrians, parked gets, and/or buildings near the right of
way (i.e. typical features of an urban or village g€tting). Therefore, in its current
condition, a crossing is not recommended Mere.

2. A crossing at Buck Hill Road would corinect Buck Hill to the sidewalk in the Norris
Development or Alternative D, reddcing much of the need for Alternative C. As noted
above this location is well withjd the higher speed zone, thus a crosswalk alone is not

recommended. Note that ciinging the speed limit here is not likely to have all the

desired effect until the yfsual environment is brought in line with drivers expectations

(per item 1 above). Sight distance too

Some additiona} ;ieasures could be installed to increase the safety of these crossiglgs such as

Have you obtained
VTrans District input
on these concepts?
With either, please
note that a minimum
of 14 feet clear width
must be maintained
for state plowing of
this route.

3.2 | EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

alternative. A full comparison of alternative costs and impacts is sho

in Section 3.3., and Pros and Cons for each area alternative are listed in

COST ESTIMATES

estimates consider most expected costs including engineering, construction, construction

| don't agree with this
statement regarding
Right-of-way costs are not included in the cost estimates, and are subject to negotiations with the{speed and
effectiveness of RRFBs

administration, and a 20% contingency.

individual property owners during the right of way phase of the final design, when impacts are

more fully understood. Small impacts, particularly with projects that are perceived to benefit

adjacent landowner, may receive “donations” of the necessary easements (permanent or

R

27


jkaplan


jkaplan
I am unaware of any evidence that a gateway sign or landscaping would increase safety of a ped crossing.

jkaplan
Have you obtained VTrans District input on these concepts?  With either, please note that a minimum of 14 feet clear width must be maintained for state plowing of this route.

jkaplan


jkaplan
Sight distance too

jkaplan


jkaplan
I don't agree with this statement regarding speed and effectiveness of RRFBs

jkaplan
This may be a case where you build the sidewalks first, then see what and where the crossing demand ends up.

marks
Comments from Jon Kaplan
Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Manager
Municipal Assistance Bureau, Highway Division
VT Agency of Transportation
12/3/14
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