5.0 Appendices

The following supplementary information is included in the Appendices for reference:

Appendix A — Trail Layout Maps

Appendix B — Photographs

Appendix C — Environmental/FEMA Information
Appendix D — Public Meeting Information
Appendix E — Boardwalk or Bridge Information
Appendix F — Preliminary Opinion of Probable Cost
Appendix G — Property/ Easement Maps

Appendix H — Other Information
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Appendix A - Trail Layout Maps
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VIEW OF EXISTING SRGT


END OF EXISTING SRGT LOOKING SOUTH
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STREETVIEW OF LAURREL HILL ROAD LOOKING NORTH
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STREETVIEW OF STATION ROAD FROM LAURREL HILL ROAD, ADJACENT TO 20 STATION ROAD


VIEW OF STILL RIVER FROM THE EASTERN BANK, LOCATED ADJACENT
TO THE HOUSANTONIC RAILROAD
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VIEW OF STILL RIVER FROM THE EASTERN BANK, LOCATED ADJACENT TO THE HOUSANTONIC RAILROAD
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VIEW BEHIND RIVERVIEW APARMTENTS FACING SOUTHBOUND
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VIEW OF CLEARED PATH ADJACENT TO NEWBURY VILLAGE
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VIEW OF CLEARED PATH ADJACENT TO NEWBURY VILLAGE 
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VIEW OF EXISTING BRIDGE NEAR NEW MILFORD BORDER
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LETTER SENT TO ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS

Stantec Consulting Services Inc.

55 Church Street, Suite 601
Stantec New Haven CT 06510-3014

October 6, 2022

To Whom It May Concern,

Reference: Still River Greenway Trail Feasibility Study
Public Information Meeting

The Town of Brookfield has retained Stantec to conduct a planning study for the extension of the Still River
Greenway Trail from the vicinity of Laurel Avenue and Federal Road to the Brookfield/Milford Town line. As
part of this study, several route options are being reviewed. You are being notified of an upcoming public
information meeting to be held from 7:00PM to 9:00PM at the Brookfield Town Hall — 100 Pocono Road,
room 133. This meeting can also be attended via zoom by using the link shown below. The various trail
routing options will be discussed at the meeting to receive feedback from neighbors and stake-holders. The
project is in the early planning stages.

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82351058524?pwd=WE9QMmMZCWm9idXVWWHBUcmt1L1ZyQT09

Dial by your location
+1 646 518 9805 US (New York)
+1 646 558 8656 US (New York)
Meeting ID: 823 5105 8524

Please feel free to reach out to Greg Dembowski (GDembowski@brookfieldct.gov) at 203.740.3865 if you
have any questions at this time.

Sincerely,

STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES INC.

Gl

Antonio DiCamillo Associate
Professional Engineer

Phone: (203) 495-1645
antonio.dicamillo@stantec.com
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Brookfield Town Hall Public Meeting Notes 10/20/22

*FROM THE PUBLIC HEARING, DUPLICATE COMMENTS AND COMMENTS REGARDING
BLIGHT/AND OR TRASH WERE OMITTED SINCE BLIGHT WAS NOT THE PRIMARY SUBJECT OF THE
MEETING

Resident comment — resident wanted to see cross section for Newbury Village
e Resident Comment — resident concerns about safety for extending trail for property
owners and trail users
o Will there be enough of a police presence?
o Stantec response —enforce no trespassing through signage and increased police
presence, as well as placing fencing to separate trail and property
e Resident comment- Resident feels that north of Brookfield is “neglected”
o Consider trail to run through Laurel hill Rd, past intersection at station?
e Resident comment —resident concerns about safety for people using trail- especially
children
o Children will potentially jump into river from trail and injure themselves
o Steep slope makes trail dangerous for people walking who fall
o Stantec response- consider placing fencing along the steep sections of trail to
prevent accidents and harm
e Resident comment- Resident concerns about flooding with Still River during storms-
would potentially wash away people using trail
o Stantec response- floodplain hatch shows trail in floodplain however trail is
elevated high
e Resident comment- what to do about building over wetlands?
o Stantec response — cantilever bridge is an option to avoid those areas
e Resident comments- concerns about endangered species and native vegetation being
destroyed. Species mentioned were beavers and some form of bird.
o Stantec Response- presented alternative route that avoids endangered species.
Also made comments on avoiding taking down native and existing trees and

vegetation as much as possible.



Resident comment- concerns Riverview is too close to trail

o Stantec response- showed prepared cross section slide and explained how
existing trees and vegetation will be used for cover, and the actual trail would be
10 feet below base of building

= Resident response- resident still doesn’t seem pleased
Resident comment — concerns that Newbury village is too close to proposed trail.
Resident from the three complexes closest to trail location believes there is only “25 ft”
until it is too steep to build over
Resident comment — resident suggested having trail run through middle of Newbury
village instead of their “ backyard”
Resident comment — resident doesn’t see the purpose in extending the trail in the first
place

o Resident believes their way of live is being sacrificed for “bikers”

Resident comment- Resident expresses concerns that still river trail extension is a waste
of money

o Response- trail is primarily funded through state, 20 percent max of money will
come from Brookfield residents

Resident concerns- will SRGT extension still occur if New Milford doesn’t commit to
connecting?

Resident comment — resident expressed interest to keep Still River Greenway Trail along
federal road continuing from streetscape 4 due to “impacting less people”

o Stantec/town comment- The design for Still River Greenway trail is to be
considered a “greenway”, keeping road along federal would keep trail away from
the aspects which make it a greenway. Option is not written off however.

Resident comments- Resident expressed concern for RFB to be placed across from
Agora liquor store. Expresses concern since there will be an upcoming development in
the general vicinity, and the addition of an RFB in that busy location will impact traffic in

location.



o Stantec/ Town response — traffic study will be done to see if placing RFB will
allow roadway to meet minimum standards set by the state.

Resident comments- concerns of public use of trail along 1055 federal Rd. Resident is
concerned where people will park, and if people will park illegally in adjacent areas.

o Stantec response- Increased police presence is proposed to tell people to not
park in non designated areas. Signage for trespassing is also an alternative
option.

Resident comment- resident likes option 3 more due to the railroad having to be flat.
More likely to meet ADA requirements. Train runs approximately 3 times per week.

o Resident suggest trail extending adjacent to railroad as it “alleviates a lot of
issues”

o Stantec/Town response — We need an easement from Railroad company first,
and it is not guaranteed whether we will get it. Jay comments how a section of
the railroad approximately .75 miles from start of option 3 is too narrow to fit a
trail through.

Resident comment- resident says that the people affected by option 2 in Riverview and
Newbury village are mostly elderly. Resident stated to not care about increase of
property value from trail, since they believe it to be their forever home.

Resident comment- resident from Riverview states that the conservation area can never
be touched due to potential of indigenous people remains being found. Resident asks if
study will be conducted in the area to determine if indigenous people once lived there.

o Stantec response- a study will be performed if the option is likely to ensure
construction is within federal regulations

Resident comment- resident believes that from the results of the survey (90,000 people
use trail last year, 85 percent of users from Brookfield) suggests too many people would
be intruding in their privacy.

Resident comment- resident believes that although the length of trail is going through
less private property through option 2, there are more inhabitants of the complex not

being accounted for



o 120 families from Newbury village, and 45 families from Newbury village
Resident comment- resident suggests looking into rail trail house bill 5255
Resident comment — resident expressed concern about liability for crime, will
homeowners be at fault if any crime occurs on their private property adjacent to trail?
o Stantec response- Most likely not, however we are engineers not lawyers
Residents appeared to be indifferent to the idea of having 5-foot sidewalks instead of 8
ft multiuse trail
Resident asked about connection to Danbury

o Stantec/Town response- Danbury is the last phase for SRGT trail due to difficulty.



Stantec

Appendix E — Boardwalk or Bridge Information
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Construction Cost Estimate |

STILLRIVER GREENWAY TRAIL EXTENSION OPTION 4 - SRGT, BROOKFIELD

Major and Minor Contract Items

Item No. Item Unit Quantity Unit $ Total Cost
0202000 Earthwork cY 5200 25.00| $ 130,000.00
0202100 Rock Excavation cY 260 200.00| $ 52,000.00
0219001 Sedimentation Control System LF 7200 4.00]| S 28,800.00
0506026 Retaining Wall SF 540 70.00| S 37,800.00
0813021 6" Granite Curbing LF 1450 56.64| S 82,128.00
0906202 Wood Fence LF 850 100.00| $ 85,000.00
0913016 6' Chain Link Fence LF 1567 7.00| $ 10,969.00
0921001 Concrete sidewalk SF 14000 12.63| $ 176,820.00
0921018 Brick Pavers SF 3900 34.11| $ 133,029.00
0922001 Bituminous Concrete Sidewalk SY 4711 57.85( $ 272,537.78
0922103A |Boardwalk SF 3200 130.00| $ 416,000.00
0950029 New England Seed Mix SY 4000 3.00| $ 12,000.00
0944106 Stockpiling and Placing Topsoil cYy 667 45.00| S 30,000.00
A |Major Items Subtotal 5 1,467,084
B |Minor Items Subtotal 25 % of Line "A" 3 366,771
C [Major and Minor Contract Items Subtotal (A + B) | $ 1,833,855
Other Item Allowances
Clearing and Grubbing 5 % of Line "C" S 91,693
M & P of Traffic 2 % of Line "C" S 36,677
Mobilization 5 % of Line "C" S 91,693
Construction Staking 1 % of Line "C" S 18,339
D [Other Items Subtotal S 238,402
E |CONTRACT SUBTOTAL (C + D) | S 2,072,257
Inflation Costs (Simple Method)
Date of Estimate Oct-23
Anticipated Bid Date Oct-24
Annual Inflation 8%
F |Inflation Subtotal 8.0% ofLine "E" [s 165,781 |
G [TOTAL CONTRACT COST ESTIMATE (E + F) (Rounded to nearest $1000) IB 2,238,000 |
LOTCIP Project Costs Summary
Contract Cost Estimate (Line "G") S 2,238,000
Contingencies 25% S 559,500
Incidentals 25% S 559,500
ROW LS N/A
Utilities LS N/A
TOTAL PROJECT COST S 3,357,000
CTDOT FUNDING COMMITMENT (DATE) S -




Construction Cost Estimate |

STILLRIVER GREENWAY TRAIL EXTENSION ALTERNATIVE OPTION 4 - SRGT, BROOKFIELD

Major and Minor Contract Items

Item No. Item Unit Quantity Unit $ Total Cost
0202000 Earthwork cY 6000 25.00| $ 150,000.00
0202100 Rock Excavation cY 300 200.00| $ 60,000.00
0219001 Sedimentation Control System LF 7800 4.00]| S 31,200.00
0506026 Retaining Wall SF 540 70.00| S 37,800.00
0813021 6" Granite Curbing LF 1450 56.64| S 82,128.00
0906202 Wood Fence LF 650 100.00| $ 65,000.00
0913016 6' Chain Link Fence LF 4237 7.00| $ 29,659.00
0921001 Concrete sidewalk SF 14000 12.63| $ 176,820.00
0921018 Brick Pavers SF 4350 34.11| $ 148,378.50
0922001 Bituminous Concrete Sidewalk SY 5448 57.85( $ 315,155.23
0922103A |Boardwalk SF 1600 130.00| $ 208,000.00
0950029 New England Seed Mix SY 4333 3.00| $ 13,000.00
0944106 Stockpiling and Placing Topsoil cY 722 45.00| S 32,500.00
A |Major Items Subtotal 5 1,349,641
B |Minor Items Subtotal 25 % of Line "A" 3 337,410
C [Major and Minor Contract Items Subtotal (A + B) | $ 1,687,051
Other Item Allowances
Clearing and Grubbing 5 % of Line "C" S 84,353
M & P of Traffic 2 % of Line "C" S 33,741
Mobilization 5 % of Line "C" S 84,353
Construction Staking 1 % of Line "C" S 16,871
D [Other Items Subtotal S 219,318
E |CONTRACT SUBTOTAL (C + D) | S 1,906,369
Inflation Costs (Simple Method)
Date of Estimate Oct-23
Anticipated Bid Date Oct-24
Annual Inflation 8%
F |Inflation Subtotal 8.0% ofLine "E" [s 152,509 |
G [TOTAL CONTRACT COST ESTIMATE (E + F) (Rounded to nearest $1000) IB 2,059,000 |
LOTCIP Project Costs Summary
Contract Cost Estimate (Line "G") S 2,059,000
Contingencies 25% S 514,750
Incidentals 25% S 514,750
ROW LS N/A
Utilities LS N/A
TOTAL PROJECT COST S 3,088,500
CTDOT FUNDING COMMITMENT (DATE) S -
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From: DiCamillo, Antonio

Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 2:50 PM
To: Mai, Brian
Subject: FW: Still River Greenway - Brookfield CT Greenway Designation

From: Bradley, Kimberly <Kimberly.Bradley@ct.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 1:54 PM

To: DiCamillo, Antonio <Antonio.DiCamillo@stantec.com>

Subject: Still River Greenway - Brookfield CT Greenway Designation

Hi Antinio,

Thank you for reaching out. As we discussed the criteria for establishing CT Greenways are
summarized on the following DEEP websites:

Establishing Greenways Criteria (ct.gov)

Official Connecticut Greenways

There is no reason for concern that specific design aspects of the trail corridor could impact CT
Greenway designation.

Still River was designated as a CT Greenway back in 2002. | am going to check with Laurie
Giannotti and Bruce Donald from the CT Greenways Council, but | anticipate we can include
expanded sections of the trail into the Greenway designation. It is exciting to hear the project is
continuing to grow.

Please feel free to reach out if you have any additional questions.

Kim Bradley

Kimberly Bradley

CT State Parks Trails & Greenways Program
Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection
79 EIm Street, Hartford, CT 06106-5127

P: 860-424-3938 | C: 203-915-5201 | E: kimberly.bradley@ct.gov
Recreational Trails Program

CT Greenways Program



https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fportal.ct.gov%2FDEEP%2FOutdoor-Recreation%2FGreenways%2FEstablishing-Greenways-Criteria&data=05%7C01%7CBrian.Mai%40stantec.com%7Cd9074906e2fc4da7083808dac80bc7ea%7C413c6f2c219a469297d3f2b4d80281e7%7C0%7C0%7C638042250166710363%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=7obo%2F9JebnjdWgVmN2%2FnuIOXoO%2BR3GQYrDL11DveoBU%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fportal.ct.gov%2FDEEP%2FOutdoor-Recreation%2FGreenways%2FOfficial-Connecticut-Greenways&data=05%7C01%7CBrian.Mai%40stantec.com%7Cd9074906e2fc4da7083808dac80bc7ea%7C413c6f2c219a469297d3f2b4d80281e7%7C0%7C0%7C638042250166710363%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZKNw3%2Bf%2Fg5O%2FJEUJn2bQFQS6usb6Sjv6NuK0IkOPBks%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ct.gov%2Fdeep%2Fcwp%2Fview.asp%3Fa%3D2707%26q%3D576550%26deepNav_GID%3D1642&data=05%7C01%7CBrian.Mai%40stantec.com%7Cd9074906e2fc4da7083808dac80bc7ea%7C413c6f2c219a469297d3f2b4d80281e7%7C0%7C0%7C638042250166710363%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=hcqnxKXAVRYGK1dR9fFvFvgipK7D4TizEWUazjrDsBE%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ct.gov%2Fdeep%2Fcwp%2Fview.asp%3Fa%3D2707%26q%3D323858%26deepNav_GID%3D1704&data=05%7C01%7CBrian.Mai%40stantec.com%7Cd9074906e2fc4da7083808dac80bc7ea%7C413c6f2c219a469297d3f2b4d80281e7%7C0%7C0%7C638042250166710363%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=28vwUhjduaDC8p4REQxnU0UjEIXHV6pCcG8LhpI3abI%3D&reserved=0

(/DEEP)
Connecticut
Department of Energy and Environmental

Protection

CT.govHome (/) Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (/DEEP) Outdoor Recreation (/DEEP/Outdoor-Recreation/Outdoor-Recreation)

Establishing Greenways Criteria
Criteria for the Designation of Connecticut Greenways

In 1995 the Connecticut General Assembly acted upon the recommendations of the Governor's Greenways Committee and passed
Public Act 95-335, which institutionalized Connecticut's greenways program. A highlight of this legislation was the establishment of the
Connecticut Greenways Council. One of the Council's duties is the development of criteria for the designation of greenways around the
state.

The Public Act defines greenway as a "corridor of open space" that:

1. may protect natural resources, preserve scenic landscapes and historical resources or offer opportunities for recreation or non-
motorized transportation;

2. may connect existing protected areas and provide access to the outdoors;

3. may be located along a defining natural feature, such as a waterway, along a man-made corridor, including an unused right of way,
traditional trail routes or historic barge canals; or

4. may be a green space along a highway or around a village.

In order to meet the criteria for official designation as a greenway, open spaces and/or pathways must fit at least one aspect of this
definition. The critical element, however, is connectivity. While a loop trail in a public park may fit many recreational and open space
needs, if it offers no opportunities for connecting to a greater system it does not qualify as a greenway. Conversely, a short segment of
open space along a ridgeline or waterway may be deemed part of a greenway if future plans include its linkage to a larger system.

The process of greenway designation will require not only the involvement of the Greenways Council. It will also mean that there is a
commitment on the local level to a project’s long-term success as well. Officially designated recreational greenways will receive special
signs to post at trailheads and road crossings; those that serve a resource protection function may also post these signs where
appropriate. All of the designated greenways will be forwarded to the Office of Policy and Management for inclusion in future revisions
of the State Plan of Conservation and Development, and will also be incorporated into any greenway plans developed by the
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection.

Greenways can be much more than linear open spaces. They can be the links from city to country, from village to village, from state to
state. They can reconnect people to their communities, to rivers, fields, and hillsides, enhancing the sense of place that helps define the
quality of life in Connecticut. It has been said that greenways connect the places we live with the places we love. It is the hope of the
Connecticut Greenways Council that the designation process will help in the development, enhancement, and preservation of those
places.

The following are the suggested criteria for the designation of greenways in Connecticut. The Greenways Council and the Department of
Energy and Environmental Protection may designate such areas as they deem fit these criteria. Municipalities, non-profits, or other
sponsoring agencies may submit projects to the Greenways Council for designation.

Criteria for the Designation of Greenways in Connecticut

In order to be considered for official greenway designation, a project must meet at least one of the following criteria:



1. The corridor connects existing open space, trail segments, historical/cultural assets; provides alternative transportation
opportunity; may be of varying lengths, but connects neighborhoods to schools, town centers, parks and recreation areas,
transportation centers, or open spaces.

2. If the greenway is a municipal project, it must be included in local plan of Conservation and Development (or in the next revision
thereof), and must be endorsed by the local government through a municipal resolution or compact;

3. If the greenway is a regional project, it must be included in plans of relevant Regional Planning Agency, or Council of Governments,
with endorsements by the affected municipalities; or, an inter-municipal compact may be developed between towns;

4. If the greenway is a non-governmental project, it must be sponsored by organization with proven record of land use
protection/recreational use, or with proven resources needed for project success; licensing, easements, or other agreements for
use of state, municipal, or private land must be on file; it must be endorsed by the local government through a municipal resolution
or compact;

5. The segment submitted for designation may be a key link in an emerging greenway, either for conservation or recreation purposes;

6. Once designated, such greenway shall be reflected in the State Plan of Conservation and Development as revised by the Office of
Policy and Management and in any state-wide greenway plan developed by the Department of Energy and Environmental
Protection.

7. Greenway designation may be revised by The Greenways Council should the designated use change.

Content last updated November 17, 2014



