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Middlebury Pedestrian Connectivity between
Boardman Street and Hannaford Plaza

Scoping Study

Alternatives Presentation Meeting
September 26, 2022 @ 5:30 pm

Meeting Notes (Draft)

Attendees: Kathleen Ramsey (Town), Jennifer Murray (Town), Mike Winslow (ACRPC), 3 members of the
public, and Jenny Austin (D&K)

1. Presentation Slides
1.1. A general project overview was given, noting funding through the ACRPC, with the project

goal of developing and evaluating potential sidewalk alternatives along Route 7 between
Boardman Street and the Hannaford Plaza.

1.2. Brief discussion of the Kick-Off Meeting.
1.3. Existing conditions review. Jenny noted various constraints within the project area, including

but not limited to guardrail, side slopes, drainage structures, a cattle pass, an unmapped
wetland between the apartment complex and car dealership, potential for unmapped
wetlands west of Boardman Street.

1.4. An Archeological Resource Assessment was conducted by Hartgen. The findings from this
report is that there is a raised and rounded knoll approximately across from the car
dealership. If project impacts are anticipated in this area, a Phase IB field investigation is
recommended.

1.5. A Local Concerns Meeting was held to gather public input on the project. There was one
member of the public in attendance, who was in support of the project.

1.6. Project alternatives, anticipated project costs (construction as well as engineering,
construction resident, and administration), an evaluation matrix, and a scoring matrix based
on the evaluation matrix measures were presented (see discussion points below).

1.7. Total anticipated project costs ranged from $600K for Alternative 1 to $1.4M for alternative 3.
The methodology for developing construction costs was briefly discussed.

1.8. This meeting serves as the Alternatives Presentation Meeting for the project, where we are
looking for input for thoughts on the various alternatives. There was also a presentation of the
project the week prior at a ACRPC TAC meeting.

1.9. The final step of this project is to submit a draft scoping report to the Town and ACRPC. The
final step will be to incorporate input from the Town and ACRPC and submit a final report for
the Town to use as guidance in making a decision on how the Town would like to proceed.

2. Public Input, Comments, and Questions
2.1. There was discussion regarding walkability along Route 7 near to the project area (such as

Middle Street).
2.2. There was discussion regarding the destinations of pedestrians along and near the project

area (apartment complex, HOPE, TAM, etc.).
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2.3. The question was asked regarding what the goal of this project is and whether it is intended to
be to improve pedestrian safety or pedestrian and bicyclist safety. Jenny noted that it was the
direction of the Town to focus on pedestrian safety.

2.4. There was a recommendation to the Town to increase the sidewalk width from 5’ to 6’, noting
6’ as a safer option for bicyclists.

2.5. There was public comment regarding appreciation for including the sidewalk section to the
apartment complex for alternatives where the sidewalk is proposed for the north side of the
road.

2.6. There was brief discussion regarding the cattle pass. Jenny noted that if Alternative 4 is one
that the Town would like to move forward with, there should be confirmation that this
structure is not acting as a drainage structure.

2.7. There was discussion regarding the TAM and how folks using the TAM get from one side of the
road to the other. One member of the public stated that has come from the TAM on the north
side, then travel west along Route 7 to the Hannaford Plaza, then cross at the Hannaford Plaza
and continue back easterly along the south side of the road to the TAM on the south side of
the road.

2.8. There were comments regarding safety concerns for the alternatives that are close to the
road. Despite having a curb or grass strip, they were still concerned with pedestrians being so
close to Route 7 and vehicular travel speeds. Jenny noted that the current speed limit along
the project area for Route 7 is 40 mph. There was also concern expressed regarding
pedestrians having to cross Route 7 for two of the alternatives.

2.9. There was a comment from the public that the 8’ wide multi-use path would provide the
greatest benefit – separated from the road, wider will be safer for bicyclists as well, benefit to
being behind the guardrail, and if there is future development to the north, eventually there
could be the opportunity for a larger “loop” for pedestrians.

2.10. There was general consensus preferring a pedestrian facility on the north side of the road.


