QBristol

City of Bristol

Board of Public Works

INFORMATION

TO ACCESS THIS MEETING

https://bristolct-

gov.zoom.us/j/87236598324 ?pwd=XKai9zuYpaaJ2QLVoE2bEwZh094Fqr.

1

Meeting ID: 872 3659 8324
Passcode: 109462

The regular Board of Public Works Meeting will be held on Thursday, June 12, 2025, at 6:00
PM. in City Hall Council Chambers, 111 North Main Street, Bristol, Connecticut.

AGENDA

Call to Order

Approval of Minutes

a. May Draft Minutes
Public Participation
Employee Recognition

a. Employee Anniversaries
Division Reports

a. Engineering Project List
b. May 2025 Division Report
Liaison Reports

Director's Report

a. May Directors Report
Public Works Project List

a. Building Committee Project List
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9. New Business
a. Traffic Crash Reports
b. Complete Streets Policy Memo
c. MS4 Streering Committee
d. Safe Street For All Grant
e. DPW Tree Memo
10. Old Business
11. Any other matter to come before said meeting

12. Adjournment

PER ORDER OF THE CHAIRPERSON
Jeff Caggiano, Mayor
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City of Bristol
Board of Public Works
Meeting Minutes for
May 15, 2025
With Zoom Access

Members Present: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Commissioner Michael Dumas
Commissioner David Hartley
Commissioner Frank Stawski
Council Member Mark Dickau

Absent: Council Member Jacqueline Olsen

Council Member Erick Rosengren

Staff Present: Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

1. Call to Order
2. Approval of Minutes

a.  April draft minutes
MOTION: made by Commissioner Hartley and Commissioner Stawsky to accept as presented and place on file.

3. Public Participation
None

MOTION: to move up items 8 A, B and D up on the agenda made by Commissioner Dumas and seconded by Commissioner
Stawski. Motion passed.

8. New Business
a. Zoning Rewrite

Robert Flanigan, City of Bristol Planner, presented the board with the new zoning regulations and the changes that will make it
easier for new business to come into the city as well as the timeline for the process to take place.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, stated that this was an important task and this has not been done since
1990. Between this and the redoing of the wetlands map, these are two great strides of development and gives the best
information to the community.

b. Community Connectivity Project

William Stango, P.E., City Engineer, gave a presentation for the design completion and update for the Community Connectivity
Project. The city received around $780,000.00 from the State of CT to replace inadequate handicap ramps with ADA compliant
ramps.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, reviewed the grant requirements for the project.
Commissioner Dumas asked about what happens about if the construction cost balloons above the grant amount.

William Stango, P.E., City Engineer, stated that built into the budget is a 6% contingency plan. You can never account for
everything that can happen, so we do include the contingency due to that, so we do have about 12 ramps we could pull off the
plan.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, stated that we make sure that we are able to reduce the scope than not
expend all the grant funds.
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Mayor Caggiano asked to have this put on the public works page so we can share with the public.
d. Sidewalk Ramp

William Stango, P.E., City Engineer, reviewed the memo, which the purpose of is to clearly define the policy on how we
approach infeasible ramps, which means they are not able to be installed by current ADA standards. The state has a mechanism
to use when this happens and if you cannot meet these requirements, there is a form to fill out which takes liability away from the
city. The ramps are ADA compliant; it is the approach sidewalks that typically are out of compliance because of the slope of the
hill or the grade of the walk. This form is a way for the city to improve the infrastructure we have and reduce the liability the city
takes on.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works stated that even though we install new ramps, there are rare occasions
where we don’t meet ADA requirements. Non-Compliance of handi-cap ramps is a big deal and this will allow us to document
that we took things into consideration and we cannot get it to comply and that the intersection does not allow it.

MOTION: made by Council Member Dumas and seconded by Commissioner Dickau to accept the recommendation from the
City Engineering Department to accept the policy for the Side Walk Ramps. Motion passed.

MOTION: to add to the agenda the item of community conductivity on the area of Emmet Street made by Commissioner Hartley
and seconded by Commissioner Stawski. Motion passed.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, stated that Public Works is to submit an application for a conductivity
grant to install sidewalks on Emmett Street and Public Works is looking for the board support to authorize moving forward with
the application and to be addressed at the next city council meeting.

MOTION: to authorize the Board of Public Works to submit the CT Department of Transportation Community Connectivity
Grant application in the amount of $570,000 to install concrete sidewalk on Emmett St (Sycamore St to Redstone St). The
concrete walk will replace 2,699 LF of existing asphalt sidewalk along with the installation of 488 LF of new concrete walk and
to forward to City council for approval. Made by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Dumas. Motion passed.

MOTION: to amend to street name to Redstone Hill Road made by Council Member Dickau and seconded by Commissioner
Hartley. Motion passed.

4. Employee Recognition

a. Employee Anniversaries
The employee anniversaries were reviewed.
5.  Division Reports
MOTION: made by Commissioner Dumas and seconded by Council Member Dickau to accept as presented as place on file.

6. Director’s Report

a. Director report
Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, reviewed the directors report with the board members.

MOTION: made to by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Dumas to accept as presented and place on file.
Motion passed.

7. Public Works Project Lists

a. Building Project List

MOTION: made by Commissioner Dumas and seconded by Commissioner Stawski to accept as presented and place on file.
Motion passed.

b.  Engineering Project List

MOTION: made by Commissioner Dumas and seconded by Commissioner Stawski to accept as presented and place on file.
Motion passed.
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8. New Business

c. Emmett Street Property

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, discussed the Emmett Street request to acquire property located between
Emmett Street and the property known as 201 Pine Street by D’ Amato Construction Company, Inc. He explained that while the
area does not serve a purpose for DPW, there may be a future need for a dedicated right turn if an expansion of the roadway
intersection if the area in question would be needed. The Department of Public works would recommend that a referral to the
Real Estate Committee and the Planning Commission.

MOTION: made by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Stawski to waive the reading of the motion.

MOTION: made by Commission Dumas and seconded by Commission Hartley to forward the request from D’ Amato
Construction Company to acquire the 0.14-acre (5,982 SF) property located between Emmett St and the property identified as
201 Pine St to the Real Estate Committee and the Planning Commission for a referral, pursuant to Ct State Statute 8-24. Said
referral by the Board of Public Works shall indicate a recommendation to transfer said property, subject to Real Estate
Committee and City Council final approval, with the stipulation that the property shall be encumbered with an easement in favor
of the City of Bristol for highway purposes. The easement shall allow the City full use of the property for the purpose of
expanding or reconstructing the roadway (if required). Pursuant to City Council approval, the transfer of the property will consist
of a street line revision to the Emmett St right of way. Motion passed.

e. Jerome Avenue CO Amendment

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, reviewed the Jerome Avenue Bridge contract amendments and the Board
of Finance Request. This is due to overtime to achieve the opening date and an obstruction that was found during the install of
the pile.

MOTION: made by Commissioner Dumas and Commissioner Stawski to approve the Department of Public Works submission
requesting Board of Finance approval of additional funding in the amount of $62,000 ($31,000 state bridge grant & $32,000 City
Major Bridge Contingency funds), and to approve a contract amendment with Wengell McDonnell & Costello Inc. in the amount
of $96,608, and to approve a contract amendment with PJF Construction in the amount of $91,931.00. Motion passed.

f.  Handicap Ramp
Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, this item was reviewed previously on the agenda.
g. Water Gauge Replacement

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, explained the USGS that is located in the Pequabuck River near Nuchies
at the bridge near Broad Street, this measures the water surface elevation of the river. The city currently pays $16,000.00 per year
for this. He stated we can purchase this alternative program that does the same thing at a reduced cost. DPW would install a radar
detection system to measure the water elevations and monitor weather conditions. The equipment cost would be $8,470.00 and
the yearly monitoring would be $320.00 per year instead of the current $16,800.00. The proposed system would be accessed
using a cell phone app and would give the same information as the previous system being used currently.

MOTION: made by Commissioner Stawski and seconded by Council Member Dickau to Approve the Department of Public
Works’ request to transfer $8,500 from the unused Snow Operation Vendor account (0013018-544410) to procure a radar water
monitoring system and weather station installed at the Central St Bridge. Said action will include the elimination of the existing
USGS water gauging station, and reduce annual cost from $16,800 to $450 per year with a capital investment of $8,050. Motion
passed.

h.  BPW Operation BOF

MOTION: made by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Stawski to approve the Board of Finance request for
$76,566.00 to year-end balance and adjustments. Motion passed.

i.  Cross St Roadside Barrier

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, stated at the intersection of Cross Street and Lake Avenue, there is a
roadside barrier, that we are proposing to remove. It does get hit a few times a year. Another component is to put roadside
markings and speed limit signs and arrows on the road.
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9. Old Business

Mayor Caggiano stated that he did receive an email regarding the No thru Truck will be painted approaching Memorial
Boulevard and a photo was shown of how that will look on the road.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., stated this will be the intersection of Riverside Avenue going east towards the intersection, you will
see the No Thru Trucks writing on the road.

10. Any Matter to come before said meeting

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works, reviewed an item to add on regarding a CT DOT project for the
replacement of traffic signals located on Farmington Ave, Maple and Burlington Ave, and Oakland/Middle and Cross/Redstone.
There is a project authorization letter to the city and he asking to add the letter to the agenda and is asking the board to authorize
the mayor to sign the letter.

MOTION: made by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Dumas to add the item to the agenda and to
authorize the mayor to sign the project authorization letter. Motion passed.

11. Adjournment

MOTION: made by Commissioner Hartley and seconded by Commissioner Stawski to adjourn at 7:26 p.m. Motion passed.

Raymond Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works
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June 2025

Josh Corey
Carlos Dacruz
James Divirgilio
Tyler Grouten
Richard Latko
Luis Lorenzo
Roy Politz

Don Tardif

Ryan Heller
Ronald Girouard

Lukasz Burkacki

21 years
10 years
10 years
4 years
26 years
12 years
4 years
10 years
2 years
1 year

1 year

Solid Waste Supervisor

Street maintenance Crew Leader

Fleet Manager

Driver/Collector

Landfill/Transfer Station Scale Operator
Senior Maintenance Technician
Driver/collector

Light Equipment Operator

Survey Tech/Party Chief

Laborer Streets

Civil Engineer
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Projects

Contract Amount

April 2025 Project Schedule

Divinity Street Culvert (East of Peck Lane) - Design

Downs St Bridge -Design

Wolcott St (Route 69 to Allentown) - Design

2024 Community connectivity / sidewalk
replacement - Design

Brace & OsullivanDrainage - design

Field St Culvert - design

CT Route 72 Riverside Ave & Park St Streetscape -
Design

Broad St Retaining Wall design
Shrub Road Sidewalk -design
Andrews Street Culvert

Mellen Street Culvert

$71,376.00

$260,130.00

$165,000.00

$793,000.00

$59,500.00

$49,750.00

$529,550.00

$83,500.00
$116,500.00

$192,300.00

Bristol IWC & ACOE permit in place. PW Eng. performing watermain relocation design & coordination with Water Dept ongoing. Construction coordination required with Park St
Streetscape due to detour & easement required from upstream property owner. LOTCIP funding 100% of construction $1,200,000

Design substantially complete & permits in place. DOT Encroachment comments received & responded to be Eng. consultant GM2. Start construction in spring of 2025 with
completion in July 2026. LOTCIP funding 100% of construction $2,400,000

Design complete, permits and easements in place. Project pending CT DOT approval and authorization for the City to bid. LOTCIP funding 100% of construction $4,424,000

Grant awarded / Design currently being performed by DPW Eng. Constructed funded through grant 100% - $793,000.
Design Complete. Contract awarded to Laverio Construction.

Project under design. DPW to complete structural portion of design.

Currently under design, public information meeting conducted. Construction funded by CT DOT & CIF. Construction cost $18,700,000 ($6,200,000 CIF)

Awarded to WMC, currently under design. IW permit required. Construction City bond $2,300,000
Design currently being completed. CTDOT approval and 3rd party review required. LOTCIP funding 100% of construction $51,982,000
Awarded to KS Engineers. Design to begin spring 2025.

Awarded to WMC Engineers pending finalization

Construction Spring 2026

Construction 2026

Construction Spring 2025

Construction 2025

Construction start July 2025

Construction 2026

Construction (Park St 2026) -
Riverside Ave 2027)

Construction 2025

Construction 2025

Projects

Contract Amount

Active Construction & Other Projects

North Main St Streetscape

Jerome Ave Bridge

Maple Court Reconstruction (Maple St & Maple
Court Intersection)

East Street Bridge Construction

Minor Street (west of Hill St)

Brace & Osullivan Drainage

Lake Avenue Culvert at Cussgutter Brook

$2,267,900.00

$2,984,732.00

$185,000.00

$2,684,500.00
$30,000.00
$1,789,855.00

$1,131,615.00

Under construction scheduled to be completed (except Carrier Phase Il) in spring of 2025. Sidewalk across Carrier Phase Il (600 LF) to 2025 pending installation of building.

Project Substantially Complete
DPW has completed portion of drainage installation. Private contractor to complete remaining work. Completion of work in Spring 2025

Work ongoing scheduled with completion in July 2025.
Work substantially complete. Scheduled to pave in spring 2026.

Project awarded to Laverio Construction. Work to begin July 2025.

Trademark Contractors, LLC. Preconstruciton meeting to be schedueld.
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ristol

CONNECTICUT

E

Department of Public Works | 860.584.6125

Board of Public Works
Public Works Department Activity Report: Administration — May 2025

Public Works Monthly Metrics:
Number of Residential Transfer Station Visitors 4,238
Number of Bulk Collections 323

Current month activities:

e PAYT reporting and debt collection continues.

¢ Communications, press releases, social media, website maintenance and enhancements
are ongoing.

o Management of Street Light repair requests and Shopping Cart ordinance compliance.

e Educational outreach for Reduce & Reuse and training for the Recycle Coach
application, which currently has 6,057 users.

e Pursued 27 abandoned shopping carts, $180.00 written in fines were written.

o Welcome packets have been revised we are now only sending a letter to the new
homeowner. All the info is now on the All heart website
https://bristolallheart.com/welcome these letters are sent out monthly. This saves on
postage and also material costs.

e Assisting Solid Waste with lllegal Bulk letters and fines. 18 complaints were received in May,
resulting 1 tickets $108.00.

e The 2025 Yard Waste season has begun. We have renewed 4653 members for 2025.
e Continue the Food Scrap Collection campaign started July 15t. Working on Marketing and
handing out green kitchen composters & compostable bags. We also have branched out

and will be doing a food scrap pilot with BAIMS and also reviewing a possible one route
residential pickup.

Next month activities:

o Enforcement of lllegal Bulk, Street light repair requests, welcome letters with new
materials, PAYT debt collections, Shopping cart enforcement and monitor illegal dumping
areas.

e Continue outreach to increase awareness of the Reduce & Reuse program and the
Recycle Coach app. DPW started posting new features and it is helping gain new app
users.

111 North Main Street ¢ Ground Floor ¢ 860-584-6125
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e Continue work on the Department’s webpage, Facebook, Instagram and Twitter accounts
to enhance media presence. Everything is on our website and social media for residents
to fill out or have their questions answered.

e Starting the Beautify Bristol cleanup promotion as it gets warmer out. We have given out
over 600 kits.

e The shredding event was on May 31st. We filled one truck and about a quarter of the
second truck. Eastern National Honor society helped with the event.

e Yard Waste and Transfer station is insane.

Administration staff or concerns:

We have chosen someone for the part time position and currently going through the HR process.

Administration Monthly OT Costs: $532.80

May 2025 Engineering

Summary of Work — May 2024

e North Main Street Streetscape —The Contractor has substantially completed all major items
of the North Main Street streetscape project and is currently working toward completion of
punch list items including installation of bus shelters, final paving, and landscaping.

e Park Street & Riverside Ave. Streetscape — Currently being designed by GM2. Project
design on schedule. Park Street to be bid during the winter of 2025 with construction in 2026.
Riverside Avenue to be bid in 2026 with construction in 2027.

¢ Downtown Signhal Modernization —DPW to coordinate with design consultant regarding
survey work to be completed. Project update meeting to be scheduled.

e Spring Paving 2025 — Milling and Paving complete.

e East Street Bridge — Construction ongoing. The Contractor is currently constructing the North
Abutment and Wingwalls. Shultz’s current project schedule projects completion in July 2025
however, DPW believes this is a very aggressive schedule considering work completed to
date. DPW will meet with our onsite inspection team (WMC) to discuss feasibility of the
proposed schedule.

e Divinity Street Culvert — DPW has substantially completed design for watermain relocation.
Final approval pending coordination with Bristol Water Department. CTDOT authorization to
bid and easements required. DPW has contacted abutting property owner and received
commitment to provide required easements. Work to be coordinated with Park Street
Streetscape anticipated in 2026.

e Lake Avenue Culvert — A preconstruction meeting will be held with Trademark Construction
and WSP Engineers to discuss projects schedule and mobilization.

o Field Street Culvert — Currently under design by Cardinal Engineering. DPW has begun the
structural design component of the culvert and is working toward 70% design with Cardinal
Engineering. One of four easements obtained, DPW has engaged remaining property owners
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and has begun the process of procuring easements. State/Local Bridge Program funding in
place.

e Collins Road Drainage Outfall - Design plans for the drainage outfall are complete.
Three easements and a wetlands permit are required before construction can begin. One of
the easements has been obtained and following negotiations with the New Britain Water
Department, they have agreed to grant the City an easement as well. The easement
documents and mapping are complete and are currently awaiting approval from the City of
New Britain.

e Pleasant View / East Road Drainage — Survey and field investigations substantially
complete. Hydraulic analysis by DPW to follow.

e Brace Avenue Drainage Improvements — The Contract has been awarded for Laviero
Construction. Project start date projected for July 1.

e Wolcott Street Reconstruction — Final design plans have been completed. CTDOT
Encroachment permit obtained. DPW to review project estimate. Project pending CTDOT
approval and authorization to bid anticipated bid date in Spring 2025.

Summary of Work — May 2025 Continued

e Shrub Road Sidewalks and Road Diet — Coordination ongoing with design consultant (Al
Engineers). Schedule to go out to bid pending CTDOT approval and 3 party review. Two
easements are required for the construction of this project. The easement from the
Environmental Learning Center has been obtained and New Britain Water Department has
indicated they would be agreeable to granting the final easement. All easement documents
and mapping are complete and awaiting approval from the City of New Britain. Anticipated
project approval 2025.

e Construction of Maple Court — DPW is scheduled to continue with construction of drainage
along Maple Court. DPW will engage private contractor as necessary to complete remaining
work.

e Proposed Community Connectivity ADA Sidewalk Ramps — DPW has finished 100%
design plans, specs and estimate and addressed all comments from the State. Currently
awaiting final approval from the State.

e Inspection of DPW Facilities — Storm water control program.

e CMAQ funding project in place. Project design initiated; construction scheduled for 2026.

e Brine Mixing Station and Bulk Chemical Storage — Streets is currently constructing the
proposed infrastructure for the bulk chemical storage project which includes a reinforced
concrete equipment pad, 2 — bulk chemical storage tank containment structures (comprised of
reinforced concrete slabs, cmu containment walls, and prefabricated overhead structure), and
water control structure (comprised of a prefabricated timber structure founded on a reinforced
concrete slab and complete with new 2 inch water service, meter, backflow and bypass
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valves, piping for new filling station and electrical service to provide power for lighting and
heat).
e Mapping of Pequabuck River Outfalls — DPW to locate, categorize and develop testing
schedule in support of MS4 permit.
City Wide Road Side Barrier Analysis — Inventory and analysis by DPW is ongoing.
Bituminous Sidewalk Inventory — Ongoing work by DPW.
Culvert Inventory and Preliminary Inspection — Ongoing work by DPW.
Asset Management / GIS Upgrades — DPW staff has begun using new GPS equipment to
track asset data in the field. Integrating of this data with our existing GIS is ongoing.

Engineering Division Staff or Concerns:

Land Use activities for May 2025:

Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency
Draft Regulation Amendments - Proposed amendments to the Inland Wetlands

& Watercourse Agency Regulations to include the following: Section 2.1(r) —
Definitions for “Regulated Activities”; Initiated by the Bristol Inland Wetlands &
Watercourses Agency. (Public Hearing continued from April 7, 2025 meeting) —
APPROVED; EFFECTIVE DATE JUNE 1, 2025.

Wetlands application for the rehabilitation of retaining wall along Broad Street
near Pequabuck River due to deteriorating stone wall; City of Bristol, Right-of-
Way — APPROVED WITH STIPULATIONS.

Cease & Correct — 360 King Street & Lot 47-5-1 — CONTINUED IN EFFECT.
Cease & Correct — 225 East Main Street — CONTINUED IN EFFECT.

Zoning Commission
Site Plan for a Drive-Up Facility at 45 Farmington Avenue; Assessor's Map 24,

Lot 236 - (99 Farmington Avenue); BG (General Business) zone; SBM Bristol,
LLC, applicant — PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUED TO JUNE 9, 2025.

Revision to an Approved Site Plan to add fixed planters and fencing for outdoor
dining patios areas associated with a 152,000 s.f. mixed-use development at 100
& 130 North Main Street; Map 30, Lot 5 and Map 26 Lots 7; BD-1 (Downtown
Business) zone; Centre Square Village, LLC, owner/applicant - APPROVED
WITH STIPULATION.

Zoning Board of Appeals

Request for a variance for a reduction of the required front yard for rear lots at 34
Miller Road; Assessor’s Map 15, Lot 115-1; R-15; Single-Family Residential zone
— APPROVED.
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Planning Commission
FY 2025-2026 — Capital Budget - RECOMENDED APPROVAL.

Bristol Crossing Subdivision — Request for extension of subdivision expiration
date from June 25 2025 to June 25, 2027 for: Phase 3 — Tevin’s Way Lots 14
through 25 (12 lots) — PHASE 3 SUBDIVISION APPROVAL EXTENDED TO
JUNE 20, 2027.

Referral of the Parking Amendment recommendations associated with the
comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol Zoning Regulations. Initiated by — POSITIVE
REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING COMMISSION.

Referral of the Environmental Amendment recommendations associated with the
comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol Zoning Regulations — POSITIVE
REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING COMMISSION.

Referral of the Commercial, Industrial and Mixed-Use District Zone Amendment
recommendations associated with the comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol
Zoning Regulations — POSITIVE REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING
COMMISSION.

Referral of the Residential Zone Amendment recommendations associated with
the comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol Zoning Regulations — POSITIVE
REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING COMMISSION.

Referral of the Unified Residential Development (URD) Regulations for the RM
Zone recommendations associated with the comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol
Zoning Regulations — POSITIVE REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING
COMMISSION.

Referral of amendments to the Official Zoning Map of the City of Bristol entitled
"Zoning Map of the City of Bristol, Connecticut”, Effective Date: December 21,
1990, associated with the comprehensive rewrite of the Bristol Zoning
Regulations — POSITIVE REFERRAL SENT TO THE ZONING COMMISSION.
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Historic District Commission
The Commission did not meet in May.

Aquifer Protection Agency
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Request for: 1. Modification of an existing registration; Re-registration for
regulated activities that have been inactive within the past five years for Daily
Mart, Inc. (Shell Gas Station) at 551 Farmington Avenue; Assessor’'s Map 53, Lot
128G; BG (General Business) zone — APPLICATION REVIEW CONTINUED TO
THE JUNE SPECIAL MEETING.

Land Use staff or concerns:
Monthly overtime costs (Board/Commission Secretaries and Assistant City
Planner at meetings: $655.73.

Facilities — May 2025

Building Maintenance current month (May 2025) activities:

o Facilities Manager Oakes coordinated with AirTemp Staff on the demolition/removal and
subsequent installation of natural gas-fired heaters at the City Yard Automated Rubbish
Truck Quonset Hut and Transfer Station, installations of natural gas meter at City Yard
and 500-gallon propane tank at Transfer Station remain to complete projects

e Coordinated phone line installations with Frontier Communications for 30 Hope Street
Parking Garage to support fire system panel and elevator emergency communication
requirements

¢ Manager Oakes met with ECD Director Justin Malley and Central CT Chambers
President/CEO Katie D’Agostino to discuss hosting a C-PACE workshop for the greater
Bristol commercial sector and business owners

¢ Manager Oakes obtained multiple bids to replace a compromised and unrepairable mud
drum and replacement of multiple nipple fittings on mud drums and steam headers for
boilers at the Police Complex (work has been awarded to Hartford Boiler Repair Works
and CT Boiler Repair for differing work scopes)

¢ Manager Oakes coordinated with AmeriGas on the placement of a 500-gallon propane
tank at a newly installed concrete pad to serve a new heating unit for the Transfer Station
Quonset Hut

¢ Eagle Rivet conducted semi-annual inspections of warrantied roofing systems at City
Buildings

¢ Memorial Day holiday staffing for Police Complex

e RLE & N Power started a LED lighting upgrade project at the City Yard on 5/27, funded
by a federal Energy Efficiency Community Block Grant

e Collection of redeemable beverage containers from Bristol Eastern High School for
Veteran Strong office staff

e Building Maintenance Staff assisted Public Works Analyst Lindsey Rivers with labor
support for a Shredding Event on 5/31

¢ Building Maintenance Staff responded to several issues at the Main and Manross Library
that are adding demand to Public Works Staff and overtime costs due to the elimination
of the Maintenance Technician position at the Library Department

Building Maintenance next month (June 2025) activities:

e Building Maintenance Staff to complete hallway floor painting/sealing to meet State
Department of Agriculture requirements, that we found to be deficient during the 1/27/25
Animal Control Facility site inspection

e Eversource to install a dedicated natural gas service line from the main on Vincent P.
Kelly Road to the Automated Rubbish Truck Quonset Hut to serve a newly installed
natural gas-fired heating unit (which now requires a dedicate concrete pad to support,
Eversource to install)
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e City Council to vote on accepting a propane tank customer agreement to facilitate the
installation of a 500-gallon tank the Transfer Station

e 30 Hope Street Parking Garage ribbon cutting event and opening to public on 6/6, which
will add additional daily work duties to staff to keep facility clean and mechanical systems
(elevator, fire sprinkler systems, lighting, etc.) under operational oversight

¢ Millennium Builders Inc. to remove the upper window assembly at Manross Library on the
week of June 16", which has been the source of water infiltration over the past several
years causing disruptions to Library services and occupant comfort

e 15t Shift Grounds Maintainer/Building Technician ending employment with the City on 7/1,
causing a vacancy, anticipate posting position early to eliminate the need for additional
overtime to cover all exterior maintenance task needs that are highest during the
Summer months

Building Maintenance Staff or concerns:

e Anticipate elevated levels of Vacation/Miscellaneous time off during June, as the end of
the fiscal year approaches and Staff must use remaining personal time off prior to June
30th

e Library Senior Maintenance Technician retired on 3/27/25, which until properly filled will
shift additional duties to Public Works Maintenance Staff to keep both Libraries
operationally sound

e 18t Shift Grounds Maintainer/Building Technician returned to duty on 5/19, but will be
ending his employment on 7/1, causing a vacancy on the 1st shift until filled

e Police Complex Custodian will be out due to an extended medical leave beginning on
5/12 and then approximately two-month recovery period, requiring overtime to provide
ample service levels to a 24 hour a day operation

e Temporary Hire Custodian for the Police Complex started on 5/27

¢ Anticipate added work load to staff with the departure of the Grounds
Maintainer/Building Technician on 7/1, which coincides with the high demands of
exterior landscaping daily tasks, in addition to providing coverage for mechanical
maintenance issues at the Main and Manross Libraries

Building Maintenance OT Costs: $7,309.33

Staffing coverage for after-hour maintenance service calls (Police Gym sewage pump failure,
Police Complex HVAC cooling offline, Main Library alarm activation response, Manross Library
circulation pump work with AirTemp, R&C Electric Police Generator grounding rod replacement,
Police Holding Cell bio-hazard clean-up, City Hall north lobby doors site access issue, ....),
supplemental 1st and 2n shift staffing to provide minimal service coverage for light duty work
restricted employees and individual Staff sick time/personal time-off, 5/26 Memorial Day holiday
staffing for Police Complex custodial services, 5/31 Shredding Event support

Solid Waste May 2025 Report

Solid Waste current month activities:

e Continued illegal bulk inspection and enforcement activities. We sent 187 letters to
residents for illegal bulk and cleaned up 3 stops. Residents cleaned up 14 stops, with 1
still pending
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Continued curbside bulk collection, we collected 323 scheduled pick-ups.

Continued the on-site management of barrels at the Transfer Station, disassembling,
cleaning and reusing barrels.

Worked on assembling and organizing new shipment of barrels.

Currently we have 4653 new or renewed yard waste participants.

Continued cleaning up areas with high amounts of litter.

Continued curbside yard waste collection, collecting 402 tons for the month of May.
Finished spring leaf bag collection, collecting a total of 120 tons.

Continued mowing the landfill.

e Delivered event barrels for the Duck Race, Youth Lacrosse and Memorial Day parades.

Solid Waste next month activities

Continue illegal bulk inspection and enforcement activities.

Continued the on-site management of barrels at the Transfer Station, disassembling,
cleaning and reusing barrels

Patrol known dumping areas for illegally dumped items.

Continue cleaning up areas with high amounts of litter.

Continued to work on assembling and organizing new shipment of barrels.

Continue yard waste collection.

Deliver event barrels to Casey Park, for the Father’'s Day fun day.

Continue to mow and cut the landfill.

Solid Waste staff or concerns:

Manage Solid Waste Division staffing levels.
Manage Division vehicle equipment needs.
Continue to cross train Division employees.

OT Costs/Revenue Generated:

Solid Waste OT = $6,189.54
Transfer Station OT = $6.981.87
TS Revenue (PAYT) = $29,566.65
Residential Permits = $4,105.00
Commercial Permits = $50.00
Yard Waste Revenue = $51,710.00
Murphy Road Rebate = $0.00
Iron Liberty Recycling = $1,973.26
Aluminum Liberty Rec = $121.16
Batteries Liberty Rec = $242.35
Electronics NewTech = $0.00
Compost Sale = $0.00
Bulk Pick-Up Revenue = $1435.00
Book Box = $0.00
Misc. Revenue = $0.00
Border Street = $0.00
llegal Bulk Fines = $0.00
Clothing Recycling = $0.00
Additional Barrel Sale = $0.00
Damaged barrel = $0.00
Special Pick up — 2nd $0.00

8
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Fleet Maintenance Current Activities:

Streets Div.

1.

10.

11.

S6 — (2024 Box Truck) New box truck was outfitted with strobe lights, 2 way
radio, shelving and brackets for parts and tools & an under box for hand tools
needed.

C31 - (2021 Backhoe) 2 main hydraulic lines replaced for the rear boom.

C15 — (2015 JD mower) Replaced both rear drive hub seals and bearings. Topped
off with fresh fluid and serviced.

GS13 - (1998 6 Wheeled Plow Truck) Replaced a leaking rear axle seal. Checked
brakes and serviced for the season.

C41 — (2008 Vactor Truck) Running issue with rear motor was diagnosed with
faulty fuel lines leading from tank to motor. New lines were installed. Extension
issue with front boom resulted in poor cleaning methods resulting to rotted out
middle pipe.

C26 — (2015 Hot Box) Burner control module for furnace replaced with new one.
This unit has extensive wear and will be replaced next fiscal budget.

C37 — (Bagella asphalt recycler) Unit had various issues with clogged filters.
Internals of the fuel tank was contaminated with rust from condensation. New
tank was ordered and replaced. Machine will continue to make asphalt as it
should.

S28 — (2023 6 Wheeled Dump Truck) Heating element for DEF system failed.
New element was ordered and replaced.

C3 - (2007 Front End Loader) Unit was sent to Tyler Equipment due to short
staffing issues in Fleet. Unit was diagnosed with a blown rear axle and hub. Parts
and service will run us around $33,000 to fix.

C16 — (Roadside Mower) New belts for head were replaced. Guard for belt was in
poor condition. Fleet managed to repair and strengthen it up.

S8 — (2019 Mason Dump) Truck had 2 bad leaf springs in rear end. Truck was
sent out to have replaced due to limited staff. Parts and labor was around $2,100.

Solid Waste Div.

1.

R14 — (2019 Automated Rubbish Truck) Large hole repaired on floor inside the
body stopping leaks and debris spilling out. Truck was also gone through and
serviced.

R16 — (2012 Automated Rubbish Truck) Inop rear camera cable replaced with
new one. Both king pins in front end replaced with new eliminating a “cluncking”
noise. Trucks drive speed PTO limiters were recalibrated back to original specs.
Unit is currently still being worked on. Wear plates for the packer floor are being
installed.

R4 — (2003 Front End Loader) Main coolant line replaced. Machine needs to be
considered for a replacement soon.

Engineering Div.

1.

E3 — (2007 Sedan) New brakes and rotors installed on all 4. New tie rod ends for
the front. New cat back exhaust system.
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Fleet Maintenance Next Month’s Activities:

1.

ok~ wn

Continue scheduled maintenance to our Fleet vehicles.

Continue scheduled services to our other divisions as well as our P.D.
Continue to keep Streets & Solid Waste Ops. running strong.

Fleet will continue to stay on top of seasonal equipment

Prepping for upcoming budget.

Servicing all BBH and Engineering vehicles.

Fleet Maintenance Staff or Concerns:

e DPW really needs a dedicated wash building or a proper way to clean trucks
otherwise our budget will need to be increased.

e Still a Mechanics Helper vacancy since last year!

e Down a Mechanic.

e Any way we can put our Fleet Auction proceeds back into our Fleet And not
the GF?

Overtime expenditures and totals $2348.55 (Holiday, Dispatch and Mechanic).

10
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: Juned4, 2025

TO:

Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works

FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE:

BPW June — Director’s Report

Please find attached a summary report of the Department’s activities, issues, and concerns for the June 12, 2025 Board of Public Works
meeting.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Staffing 6.5 DPW FY2024-25 positions vacant (4.5 positions vacant in FY2025-26 budget) — Administration Division — Part
time (1/2) position vacant, interviews performed, new employee scheduled to start June 23, 2025. Eng. Division - Engineering
vacancy currently being filled by part time P.E., Land Use — Fully Staffed, Bldg. Divisions - Fully staffed. Although fully
staffed, Bldg. Main Bldg. Tech/Grnd Maintainer is on leave 7/2/25, creating (1) vacancy, in addition to PD custodian (Sun-
Thurs) - out on medical leave for an extended period. As a result of the PD custodian’s medical leave, a temp employee has been
hired. The temp hire will create an overage in regular wage expenditures but will be more cost effective than additional OT.
Solid Waste — (1) vacancy driver collector, Streets: (1) vacancy crew leader (position filled in with upgrades), (1) vacancy truck
driver. Fleet Division: (1) vacancy Mechanic Helper, (1) vacancy mechanic. Public Works Coordinator — Supervisor -
assistant to the Street, Solid Waste, & Fleet Superintendent vacant. FY2025-26 includes reduction in DPW Street Division
regular wages. As a result, two laborer positions will not be filled. PD Traffic Signal Technician - The FY2025-2026 budget
includes the transfer of PD Fleet Traffic Technician duties from the Police Department to the Department of Public Works
following final processing, revision to job description by the HR Department.

Hope Street Parking Garage: Parking Garage opened 6/2/25. Elevator will be operational 7/18/25. Ribbon cutting ceremony
6/13/25 at 11:00 AM.

Maple Court Roadway Reconstruction: DPW installation of storm drainage (eastern section, Stewart St) complete.
Remainder of work (roadway pavement, storm drainage at Maple St, sidewalk & retaining wall at Maple St) scheduled to be
completed in the spring 2025.

Wolcott Street Reconstruction LOTCIP: (Peck Lane to Witches Rock Road): Project pending DOT authorization to bid. As
previously reported, construction will be delayed pending Bristol Shrub Rd Sidewalk and Downs St Bridge LOTCIP projects.
Shrub Road Sidewalks LOTCIP: Consultant engineering plans submitted to CT DOT and NVCOG for review. NVCOG third
party review initiated. Easements required by Environmental Learning Center executed, and the City of New Britain staff
approval in place, pending New Britain Water Board approval on 6/17/25. Tree to be posted for removal.

Downs St Bridge LOTCIP: Final design pending DOT review and NVCOG approval. Due to ACOE permit restrictions,
construction scheduled for 2026.

CT Route 72 Streetscape and Reconstruction: Project design on schedule, Park St bid winter of 2025 with construction in
2026. Riverside Ave bid 2026 with construction in 2027 (see attached schedule).

EECBG Lighting Grant: U.S. Dept of Energy grant $119,000. LED lighting at City Yard complete. Parks Dept project consists
of lighting fixtures for Parks Dept installation at Federal Hill, Peck Park, Brackett Park, Rockwell Park, and Casey Field.
Construction pending.

Salt Brine: Salt brine system currently being constructed by DPW Street Div. Work consists of 3 concrete pads with
containment wall, fabric cover over tank containment area, shed for water equipment, new water lateral, electrical
connection/equipment, and tank relocation. Equipment startup includes employee training.

Jerome Ave — House Demolition NRCS: Soil testing complete, pending results. Once negative soil test results are confirmed, a
final meeting with NRCS and City contractors required, along with 10-day notification to adjacent property owners. Demolition
anticipated by July 15, 2025.

Annual Roadway Milling & Paving: Spring Road milling and paving complete. Pavement marking required along with
stamped asphalt and thermal imprint (N. Main) Stamped asphalt and thermal imprint scheduled for August 2025 (cost
approximately $140,000). Fall 2025 and Spring 2026 paving list attached. Note N. Main St (Center to Hope) scheduled for
spring of 2026, pending completion of Carrier Phase development and City streetscape along Carrier’s Phase 2 property.

Police Complex Boiler: DPW vendor Hartford Boiler has found a mud drum manifold, replacement of mud drum header
scheduled ($14,000). Finding a mud drum header eliminates the need to install a new furnace, saving approx. $250,000. It should
be noted that the boilers remain a concern, and additional repairs are anticipated pending replacement/renovation of PD complex.
Desman Assoc performed a structural inspection of the parking garage floor slabs to determine additional degradation of
concrete since the 2021 inspection. Based on preliminary findings, no additional degradation observed. Final report pending.
Collins Road Easement: DPW has obtained preliminary approval of an easement from New Britain to install storm drainage
from 87 Collins Road to the Coppermine Brook. Once in place, DPW will proceed with obtaining the required Inland Wetland
permit and easement from 87 Collins Road. Submittal of Wetlands permit and execution of easement is required from the
property owner of 87 Collins Road in order to proceed.

Redstone Hill Road (Birch St to towline) Pavement Marking Narrowing & Curbside Rumble Strip: DPW installed
pavement markings narrowing travel lanes to 11.5 ft and installed curbside rumble strips. See attached social media comments.
A Road Safety Audit of Redstone Hill Road is being scheduled for July 9, 2025. The audit included public participation. Notice

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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will be provided once session date is confirmed. One of the issues that has to be determined is whether or not rumble strips will
be re-installed when Redstone Hill is paved in the fall.

15. BOE Request: Bristol Eastern High School has requested DPW assistance to install a stone pad 10 ft x 20 ft for a storage unit.
See attached request.

16. Eversource Gas: Eversource installed a section of gas main (approx. 15 ft) at the corner of High St and Main St on Library
property without authorization. Easement request submitted.

17. Street Sightline: Sightline concerns anticipated with summer growing season. See attached DPW policy/procedures.

18. DPW Landfill Solar Installation: CT DEEP permit approval remains. Installation has been delayed with startup anticipated in
June 2026. Lease payment of $50,000/yr. per agreement.

19. North Main St — Streetscape: DPW recommends re-establishing the N.Main St R.O.W. +/- 6 inches to located Carriers’
planters out of the R.O.W. and a portion of walkway constructed by Laviero Construction within the roadway R.O.W. All
mapping cost shall be provided by Carrier Development. Final approval shall be approved by City Council.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns at 860-584-6113.

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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Streetscape Improvements - Park Street, Bristol

FD Phase

Final Design Phase

Bid Phase

Construction

Mar-25

Apr-25

May-25

Jun-25

Jul-25

Aug-25

Sep-25

Oct-25

Nov-25

Dec-25

Jan-26

Apr-26

Jul-27

Semi-linal Desipn

Utility Coordination

Semi-Final Submission

Cily Revicw Comments

Coordinate with CTROT

Acquire ROW (nights to grade/pave)

Final Plans & Hid Packape

City Review Comments

Coordinate with CTROT for Mistrict Permit

City/State Sidewalk Apreement

Bid Documents

Advertising

Bid Opening

Award

Notice to Praceed

Canstruction
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Project 017-196: Streetscape Improvements & Roadway Reconstruction - Riverside Avenue, Bristol

Activities

Preliminary Design Phase

Jul-25

Aug-25

Sep-25

0Oct-25

Nov-25

Dec-25

lan-25

Feb-25

Mar-25

Apr-25

May-25

Jun-25

Review Data

Completed

Field Review

Completed

Base Survey

Completed

Supplemental Survey

Ci

Frepare and Submit PD Progress Plans (15%)

City Decision an Any Alternatives

Prepare PO {30%)

PD Submission to City of Bristol

Incarporate City of Bristol Comments

PD Submission to CTDOT

CTDOT Review & Coardination

Public InfoMeeting & Comment Period

Public Engagement with Property Dwners

CTDOT Design Approval

Activities

Final Design Phase

Semi-final Design (60%)

May-25

Jun-25

ul-25

Aug-25

Sep-25

Oct-25

Nov-25

Dec-25

Jan-26

Feh-26

Mar-26

Apr-26

May-26

Design Exceptions Meeting w/ CTDOT

Utility Coordination

Semi-Final Submissian

City/CTDOT Review Semi-Final Design

Penmit Approval Process

Property Acquisition Maps

Acquire ROW [takes, casements, rights)

Final Plans for Review (90%)

Activities

Final Design Phase (cont'd)

Bidding/Award Phase

Construction Phase

Apr-26

Jun-26

Ciy/CTDOT 90% Review Comments

[
[

Jul-26

Aug-26

Nov-26

Dec-26

April 2027»>> December 2028

[ I

Pa



Resolve All Review Comments and Submit 100% PS&F

Complete Dist. Permit

Final Design Plans (FOP) & Coordination,

Design Completion Date (DCD)/Bid Documents

Finalization of CTDOT/City Agreemetns

Advertising for Bids (ADV)

Bid Opening

Contract Award

Natice 1o Procead

Construction

Pa
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§ Pavement Management Program (Spring 2026)

e 10-Mar-25

6 Street| Street

w Length| Width| Tons Paving Mill Total

Street Name (Ft) | (Ft) | (Est) Cost Mill Cost RSR Cost.
S 26 |Strawberry Hill Road 1,926 | 34 819 | $110,565 ] Mill All $12,733 62 | S 123,298
S 26 |Driftwood Road 1,359 | 29 493 | S 66,555 | Mill All $7,663 66 | S 74,218
S 26 |Beechwood Lane 1,359 | 34 578 | $ 78,030 | Mill Al $8,985 67 | S 87,015
S 26 |Woodchuck Lane 678 31 263 | S 35,505 | Mill All $4,087 56 | S 39,592
S 26 jPrimrose Lane 646 32 259 |'$ 34,965 | Mill All $4,020 59 | $ 38,985
S 26 JThornside Drive 395 31 153 |'$ 20,655 | Mill All $2,381 68 | $ 23,036
S 26 |Jasmine Street 506 30 190 | S 25,650 | Mill All $2,952 59 |5 28,602
S 26 JRosewood Drive 1,294 | 31 502 | S 67,770 ] Mill All $7,800 58 | § 75,570
S 26 JJacqueline Drive 1,582 | 31 613 | S 82,755 [ Mill All $9,536 59 |s 92,291
S 26 |Sandra Street 500 30 188 | S 25,380 [ Mill All $2,917 59 | s 28,297
S 26 |Marvin Street 412 27 140 § S 18,900 | Mill All $2,163 65 |5 21,063
S 26 JHill Street (Marsh to Townline) 4,797 | 44 | 2639] 5356,265 | Mill All $41,041 62 | S 397,306
S 26 |Intervale Road 1205 | 34 512 | S 69,120 | Mill All $7,966 61 | S 77,086
S 26 |Cricket Hill Road 1,203 34 511 | S 68,985 ] Mill Al $7,953 63 |5 76,938
s 26 [Sperry Road 10 | 34 | 440 s 59,400 Mminan | $6849 | 52 |5 66,249
S 26 JAshley Rd. (Sperry to Round Hill) 990 | 34 421 | S 56,835 Mill All $6,545 31 | $ 63,380
S 26 |Sessions Street 497 | 29 180 | S 24,300 | Mill All $2,803 44 |'S 27,103
S 26 |Puritan Road 623 30 234 | 5 31,530 | Mill All $3,634 65 | 5 35,224
S 26 [Fern Hill Road (pilgrim to Oakridge) 1,859 | 30 698 | S 94,230 | Mill All $10,844 61 | $ 105,074
S 26 JPilgrim Road 2,136 | 30 801 | 5108,135 | Mill All $12,460 64 | S 120,595
S 26 JCambridge Road 495 32 198 |5 26,730 | Mill All $3,080 63 | § 29,810
S 26 |Oakwood Cirlce 1,348 | 31 523 | S 70,605 | Mill All $8,125 59 | § 78,730
S 26 |Oak Bluffs Road 363 31 141 |'S 19,035 ] Mill All $2,188 61 S 21,223
S 26 |N.Main Street (Center to Hope) 1,080 | 61 824 | $111,240 ] Mill All $12,810 60 | $ 124,050
Total| $ 1,854,734
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= Pavement Management Program (Fall 2025)

a . 6-Mar-24

6 Street| Street

2] Length] Width] Tons | Paving Mill Total

Street Name (Ft) | (Ft) | (Est) Cost Mill Cost RSR Cost.
F 25 jCentury Drive 2612 ) 40 1306 | $176,310 | Mill All $20,316 57 | S 196,626
F 25 [Crystal Pond Place 745 40 378 | S 51,030 Mill All $5,794 63 | S 56,824
F 25 JHorizon Drive 883 40 442 | S 59,670 | Mill All $6,868 63 | S 66,538
F 25 |Enterprise Drive 3037 | 52 | 1974] $266,490 | Mill All $30,707 60 | § 297,197
F 25 JJames P. Casey (Hill to Clark) 2009 | 47 | 1710] $230,850 [ Mill All $26,585 51 S 257,435
F 25 JMaiden Lane 1,444 § 30 542 | $ 73,170 Mill All $8,423 63 | S 81,593
F 25 jDelmar Drive 1,544 | 34 656 | S 88,560 | Mill All $10,208 60 | S 98,768
F 25 jWoodchuck Lane 678 31 263 | S 35,505 | Mill All $4,087 58 | $ 39,592
F 25 JGlenn Eagle Drive 1,398 | 34 595 | S 80,325 | Mill All $9,242 60 | S 89,567
F 25 JCaesar Drive 1,086 | 34 462 | S 62,370 | Mill All $7,180 60 | S 69,550
F 25 JCarolina Drive 1,220 34 | 519 | S 70,065 | Mill Al $8,066 60 | s 78,131
F 25 |Georgetown Road 1,136 | 34 483 | S 65,205 ) Mill All $7,510 63 | S 72,715
F 25 JRedstone Hill Rd (sircn to Redstane) 4,581 ] 40 J2291] $309,285 ] Mill All $35,630 46 | S 344,915
Total] & 1,749,451
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4d Like Reply

@ Rich Kilby - Ad
” Put them on Lexington Street

4d Like Reply

Jon Davis
N Main St the forever project

3d Like Reply

Mike Tonon - A ien
- | deal with drivers stubbornly trying to speed on
all of the residential secondary streets around

Forestville. Brook, Stafford, Washington, West
Washington, Pine, etc. and drivers not stopping
and waiting their turn at the Camp/Washington
st. stop signs. Maybe stiffer penalties need to
be enforced. It's as if over the last decade
people in the area forgot how to drive.

3d Like Reply

Ginny Michaud
How would these deter speeding?! Regularly

seeing police patrolling would be a good start.
DO BETTER.




to go out of the lane to avoid in
Hartford right in front of the State
library and the capital. It's New
England. But the crack fill on Redstone
isn't cutting it anymore.

1w Like Reply T (e

= Iwona Serwinski -
1" Those rumble strips can't be louder than
Covanta. (Only mildly joking). Knowing that the
area already has a noise pollution/nuisance
iIssue due to a corporate neighbor; this is
probably not a great idea. Patrol the area and
give tickets to speeders. I'm not really sure |
understand how strips down the center and/or
median of a road slow a car down in the lane.

w Like Reply 1 (e

8\ Pearlie Dennis - /
2" While the major is worrying about chippen Hill
for the rich what is he doing about Shrub Rd
We have to get read of him

6d Like Reply

& Mark Carusillo

= Page 27




" | like the rumble strips because they help when
people are tired or distracted

w Like Reply (N

a CathyLyn -

Honestly the current condition of the road
would be the only source of slowing a car down
on Redstone Hill. | am thankful to hear it is
getting paved. | avoid it as much as possible,
Something to slow people down and maybe
come to a stop at Redstone and Birch would be
nice. The rumble strip only let's you know you
crossed the center line.

lw Like Reply 2 (il

n Diane Baker -

Cathy Lyn OMG half the road are
completely sh%t! Have u been by South St
lately? It's not just town roads it's State
too. Every where u go they've fed up the
roads. Not just Bristol either. It's a wonder
the entire State doesn't need suspension
work.

1w Like Reply @

athy Lyn - Add frien Page 28




Y% Would be interested in knowing the additional

cost to add them to a road like Redstone. There
isn't much foot traffic, so maybe just center of
the road might suffice. | don't find them to be a
nuisance.

1w Like Reply 2 (e

<" Petra Varkal - /

Those are the dumbest things to put on the
road number one. It causes motorcycle
accidents holds water that freezes and it breaks
the road surface down faster. This is another
dumb thing that should be caught canceled

because it's wasteful spending.

1w Like Reply

W : Troy Harmon

' Remember when they used to have cops to
control speeding.

Tw Like Reply

Clark Dubois
Very dangerous on my motorcycle they suck if
you need to pass a car

1w Like Reply 1 G




Great safety feature as people tend to drift over
the line when tired or distracted...

w Like Reply 2 (i

ﬁ* "«D Pearlie Dennis - i
Jack Ferraro Than they should not be
driving What a excuse

6d Like Reply 1@

‘g Jack Ferraro

'“" Pearlie Dennis please, this is a great
safety feature. Unfortunately people
do drive when they perhaps shouldn't
or just simply get distracted. Justa
fact of driving life. That is the perfect
explanation for this safety feature.
Could and probably has saved a life or
prevented an accident. Great idea and
| see this feature every where in this
state and others.

6d Like Reply

David Haberfeld
I'm a fan of this for the same reasons Jack said
above it helps people who are tired or
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: June 5, 2023

TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: DPW OBSTRUCTION & ALLOWABLE ITEMS/PRACTICES WITHIN
THE CITY’S ROADWAY RIGHT OF WAY.

The Department of Public Works encounters and receives requests to install items within the City
of Bristol’s roadway right of way. The items that are the focus of this memorandum are convex
mirrors installed at driveways to improve sight line, large obstruction stones installed along
roadway curb lines, private storm lincs, sprinkler systems, painting City sidewalks, and vegetation
that obstructs sight line.

The City’s roadway typically extends past the roadway pavement. Although the distance varies, on
new roadways built to City standards, the distance from the road curb line and the City’s right of
way 1s 9 ft. (50 ft. ROW — 32 ft. pavement) /2). Within this area of road right of way, property
owners typically landscape to the curb and maintain the area as grass. The area may or may not
have a City sidewalk within the referenced area. In general, the Department of Public Works does
not restrict use of this area, and property owners’ maintenance of the area adds to the appearance of
the roadway throughout City, with the exception of sightline obstructions and lawn sprinkler
installation.

With that said, items cannot be installed within the ROW that have an adverse impact on the
general public, either by posing a safety risk, or by increasing City cost and or liability. [tems such
as mailboxes are permitted, and as indicated, the establishment and maintenance of grass is
encouraged. However, as recently approved by the Board of Public Works, private retaining walls
are prohibited within the right of way, along with permanent items that impact roadway sightlines,
or pose a potential hazard.

It should also be noted that the Department is required, in accordance with PURA. to notify “call

before you dig” prior to performing any excavation with mechanical equipment. “Call before you
dig” functions as a call center that contacts each registered utility to indicate the location of public
utilities. The “call before you dig” service does not mark out private utilities, therefore, the
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Department is not aware of private storm lines or sprinkler systems within the roadway right of
way.

Some of the commonly requested items to be placed in the roadway right of way are as follows:

A. Installation of Convex Mirrors — Requested to Improve Sightline from Private Driveways

The Department of Public Works receives periodic requests to install convex mirrors to
improve sightlines from private properties onto the public roadway. Previous requests have
been made for the Department to supply and install the convex mirrors within the City’s right
of way, either on a City trce or a utility pole. To date, the Department has not installed any
mirrors within the City’s right of way.

The recommended policy, as part of this memorandum, is to clearly state that DPW WILL
NOT install ANY convex mirrors within the public right of way. Mirrors must be installed
precisely to be effective, and proper installation is dependent on the height of the
vehicle/operator and the geometry of the road. In addition, the mirrors must be maintained in
order to be effective, and may become misaligned over time by the loosening of brackets, or
adversely impacted by objects, such as snow. It is the position of the Public Works Department
that the City cannot take on the liability associated with the proper installation and maintenance
of mirrors.

[t should also be noted that mirrors should not be installed on City trees, and the City does not
have the authority to permit the use of utility poles. If the installation of convex mirrors is
allowed, it should be the sole responsibility of the property owner to supply, install, and
maintain the mirror. The mirror must be installed on a post by the property owner, and the City
reserves the right to remove any mirror within the right of way based on a complaint from the
public of sun glare or reflection. If the owner installing the mirror does not install it across their
own property frontage, they shall obtain permission from the respective property owner. In
other words, if the mirror is to be installed on the opposite side of the street, that property
owner should approve the installation.

Concerns with mirrors that property owners should consider prior to installation include: the
potential of misalignment, poor visibility at night time or during adverse weather conditions,
and difficulty judging distances.

B. Large Obstructions/Stones along Roadway Curve

There are currently several locations throughout the City where property owners have installed
large obstructions, such as stones, to serve as a deterrent for vehicles “jumping the curb.” and
driving on the grass area. As indicated above, this area is part of the public right of way, but it
is typically maintained by the property owner as grass and is unpaved.

DPW understands property owners’ concerns and the desire to prevent vehicles from crossing,
and thereby damaging, their lawn arca. However, the placement of obstructions can result in
vehicular damage, and more importantly, in vehicles veering out of the travel path resulting in
accidents.

DPW’s recommendation is to address concerns on a complaint basis, and remove
obstructions/stone installed roadway curves if they impede vehicle travel. The policy is only
applicable in areas associated with the public right of way, and does not include items placed
on private property.
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In addition, the Department will evaluate the area of the roadway radius to consider increasing
the pavement area to eliminate/reduce vehicles traveling on the grass area of the right of way.

C. Private Storm Lines within Roadway

The Department of Public Works often encounters storm drainage piping within the roadway
that are not City pipes interconnecting City drains/catch basins. The pipes are typically smaller
in diameter (6-10 inches) and serve as connections to drain from private property into the City’s
storm drainage system.

The Department’s current practice is to allow private drain connections into the public storm

drainage system, subject to the filing of documentation on City land records that the property
owner is responsible for the piping, and that the City is not responsible for any backups of the
sewer system.

The 1ssuc highlighted in this memorandum is to determine DPW’s action/responsibility when a
private drain pipe is encountered during the Department’s excavation. The recommended
policy is for DPW to investigate the pipe’s purpose and need, absent the clear lack of need to
reconnect or repair the pipe in order to maintain the pipe in the condition it was found. The
Department will not remove or disconnect the pipe in question. However, the Department will
not perform work to ensure its operation. The Department also will not jet or clean the line, or
perform additional excavation to ensure the integrity of the pipe.

D. Private Sprinkler System within Street Right of Way

There are currently a number of private sprinkler systems located within the roadway right of
way. The sprinklers allow property owners to maintain the grass area within the roadway right
of way. The sprinklers do not pose a safety risk. However, they are not identified as part of the
“call before you dig” utility mark-out procedure. The sprinklers are privately owned. DPW’s
recommended policy does not require the property owners remove currently installed sprinklers
located within the City’s right of way. The Department can support allowing future sprinklers
to be located with the right way, however, they are private and the Department CANNOT be
responsible for repairs associated with damage to the sprinklers.

If this recommended policy is approved by the Board, it is critical that DPW notifies property
owners by posting the policy on the Department’s website. In addition, DPW will investigate
coordinating with the Water Department to issue a notice to property owners. Installation of
lawn sprinklers requires a permit from the Water Department due to the potential of cross
connections.

E. Painting of Public Sidewalks
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The Department of Public Works has been contacted by the City’s Art & Culturec Commission
regarding the Department’s position on allowing property owners to paint the public sidewalk.
The sidewalks in question are roadway sidewalks, located within the City’s right of way. In
accordance with City Ordinance, property owners are responsible to maintain the sidewalks
including replacement (if required). The City is responsible to ensure that sidewalks are safe
and passable.

As Director of Public Works, I personally support the installation of art work. Potential
concerns of painted sidewalks consist of: the paint creating a slippery surface, maintecnance
and/or removal of the paint, and public comments on art work content.

The application of paint on concrete sidewalks may result in slippery conditions, however, this
can be mitigated by restricting installation to sidewalk areas with a grade less than two percent,
and the application of sand (similar to roadway pavement markings).

Maintenance or removal of the artwork may be concern. If approved, it should be assumed that
the painted artwork would not be maintained in perpetuity, and will eventually wear away,
becoming unsightly for a period of time.

The content of the art may also potentially become an issuc. Existing building murals arc on
private property. The painting of sidewalks would be within the City’s right of way. With that
said, the content of the art should not be determined or approved by the DPW. If the painting of
sidewalks is allowed by the Board of Public Works, the content shall be governed by the City’s
Art & Culture Commission.

Sidewalk ramps, and the approaches to them, must not be painted, as it 1s necessary to have
contrast between the detectible warning strips on the ramps and the sidewalk surface.

F. Roadway Site Line/Vegetation Management.

As indicated in the attached memorandum provided to the Board dated June 6, 2023, the
Department currently has a policy to address the removal of overgrown vegetation within the
City’s roadway right of way that poses a safety issue for vehicles traveling on public roads. As
indicated in item 6 of the memorandum, “In general, DPW does not address complaints
associated with sight line issues at private driveways. Action is limited to site line issucs
associated with public roads. The Department considers driveway sight line a private matter.”
The Department takes this position, since driver sight line from driveways is dependent on
driver height, type of vehicle, stop distance, and roadway geometry.

The purpose of this memorandum is to obtain input from the Board of Public Works prior to the
Department preparation of formal Department policy.

Thanks for your input in this matter. Please feel free to contact me at 860-584-6113.
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: June 6, 2022

TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: Roadway Site Line / Vegetation Management

As part of the Department of Public Works maintenance of the City roads/rights of ways, the
Department regularly addresses site line concemns identified by DPW staff and by complaints
received by the general public. A site line complaint consists of a driver’s inability to see
oncoming vehicles due to an obstruction. The required site line varies based on the roadway grade
and speed, however within the City of Bristol the typically required site line is 250 ft. (driver height
3.5 ft., object height 2.0). This is to say that a driver stopped at an intersection should be able to
see oncoming vehicles a distance of 250 ft. from the intersection.

The most common site line complaint is associated with vegetation blocking the view of oncoming
vehicles at an intersection. Upon receipt of a complaint, the DPW Street and/or Engineering
Division performs an investigation:

1. If DPW dctermines the obstruction is due to vegetation, the Department will cut/ remove
the vegetation immediately only if the vegetation is within the roadway right of way and is
not considered to be part of the property owner’s landscaping.

2. If the vegetation site line obstruction is classified as part of the property owner’s
landscaping, the City has the right to remove/cut the vegetation to remove the obstruction,
however DPW contacts the property owner prior to any removal/cutting of the landscaping.
The DPW issues a letter to the property owner requesting the removal of the site line
obstruction (sample letter attached). If the site line obstruction is not removed, DPW
cuts/removes the line of site obstruction after consultation with Bristol Police Department
to confirm the vegetation is creating a hazard.

[f the vegetation is located outside the City’s road right of way (typically 10 ft. from the

edge of roadway) the Department refers the site line complaint to the ZEO in the Building

Department. In accordance with Zoning regulation Figure A-8 a 25 ft. (attached) the area

adjacent to the intersection shall be kept cleared.

4. Site line complaints received by the Department that appear to pose a low/no risk are
referred to the Police Department for confirmation of DPW determination that no action
will be taken.

(V8]
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5. Site line obstructions that are determined to pose an extreme hazard (confirmed by Bristol
Police) are removed/cut by DPW immediately. Typically, extreme hazards are associated
with newly planted vegetation or damaged/broken trees/shrubs.

6. The DPW does not, in general, address complaints associated with sight line issues at
private driveways. Action is limited to site line issues associated with public roads. The
Department considers driveway site line issues a private matter.

In addition to clearing/ maintaining intersection site lines, the Department cuts/mows vegetation
along City roads in areas that are not maintained by private property owners. The referenced areas
are typically limited to undeveloped/un-occupied properties. The purpose of the cutting/mowing 1s
not to establish a groomed lawn, rather it is to prevent overgrowth along the roadway and to
climinate site line restrictions along curves. A list of the referenced arcas/roads are attached.

The Department also mows several City properties on a periodic basis and maintains City
streetscapes on North Main St, Riverside Ave and Main St. The DPW Street Division mows the
lawn at Centre Square, City Yard, dog pound and the properties identified in the attached list. The
DPW Building Dept. mows the propertics at City Hall, Police Complex and 51 High Street.

Please feel free to contact me at 860-584-6113 regarding any questions or concerns.
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Mowing (Tractor) List

2021

Chippens Hill

- James P Casey
- Perkins

- Battle

- Hill

- Mano

- Maple Ave.
- Matthews
- Clark

- Pequabeck
- Barlow

- Hart

- Barnum

- Farrell

- Minor

- Eaton

- Marsh

- Farmstead
- Neuman

- Arlington Road
- Medford

- Fairfield

Northeast

- Stevens

- Stafford

- Mines

- Shawn

- Jerome

- Mix

- Maltby

- Shrub

- Warner

- Rosemary

Forestville

Lincoln

Central

Frederick

Forest

Birch

Broad

Redstone Hill
Violet

Poitras

Brook St

Artisian

Stafford (City Lot)
West Washington
Mecklem
Bingham

Cross St
Enterprise Dr
Root Ave

Fall Mountain/South Mountain

Willis - Allentown Road
East - Maywood Road
Blakeslee - Glenn Street
Sherbrooke - Ebert Road
Woodland - Mountain Road
Pound - Union Street
North Pond - Witches Rock
Putnam/Mills - Marconi

Fall Mountain - Ipswitch/Salem
Wolcott St ( S Curves) -Holly/ Daniel
Old Waterbury

Townline Rd

Bonnie CT
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DPW Grass Mowing Locations
Monday

e Middle Street
e Business Park Drive
e |lake Avenue Commuter Lot

Tuesday

e Pine Street — All Dead Ends

e Pine Street — State Property

e Pine Street — Todd Street

e Pine Street Terminus — Both Sides

e Pine Street — South of 11 Linwood Street
e Middle Street — Rt. 72 @ Railroad Bridge
e  First Street

Wednesday

¢ Mountain Road — Both Sides

e Westend lot

e Church Street — Million Dolor Lot

e East Rd/Union Street

e Depot Square — Patch, Everything behind sidewalk from Riverside Ave to McDonalds
e Depot Square — Main Street Side

Thursday

e  Mix Street and Maltby Street

e Brook Street - Rt. 6 behind guardrail

e Brook Street at West Washington Street
e Stafford Avenue — Stockpile Site

e City Yard
¢ 14 Lincoln Place
¢ Islands
o Fox Den Road
Juniper Road
Wildewood Run (3)
Dolphin Road
Oakridge Road
Pilgrim Road at Fernhill Road
Pilgrim Road at Oakwood Road
Pinehurst Road at Hill Street

c O 0 O O O O
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MEMORANDUM - DRAFT

DATE:  June 3, 2025

TO: Raymond Rogozinski P.E., Public Works Director
FROM: David Oakes, Public Works Facilities & Energy Manager

RE: City Building Project List Updates

City Yard & Transfer Station — Waste Qil Heater Replacements $48,000

Demolition of waste oil heaters began on 4/14 and the Streets Department helped to prep the area for the
concrete pad that will support the propane tank for the Transfer Station Quonset Hut. At this time AirTemp
has installed both new natural gas-fired heating units at the City Yard and Transfer Station. The Transfer
Station concrete pad was poured by AirTemp on 5/1 and is ready for the 500-gallon propane tank to be set in
place. Eversource installed the new natural gas service line from the gas main on Vincent P. Kelly Road to
the Automated Rubbish Truck Quonset Hut at the City Yard on 5/30, however the gas meter installation
remains. Once the propane tank is set and Eversource gas meter installed, AirTemp Staff can complete the
final connections and test both heating systems to close out the project.

Beals Center — Café & Card Room Upgrades $38.000

Department of Aging Director Jason Krueger informed Manager Oakes that upgrades to the Café and Card
Room are pending Bristol-Burlington Health Department shifts and adjustments within the Beals
Community Center. The proposed upgrades will be delayed until the Bristol Board of Education Early
Childhood Center (which re-occupied their former space at the Beals Center in March) come to a solution
on roofing repairs to Edgewood School.

Police Complex Boiler Repairs

Hartford Boiler Repairs Works $15,640 — Boiler #1 Header & Mud Drum Nipple Repairs

Boiler #1 has numerous steam header and mud drum nipples that have failed. Costs to repair were obtained
from Oakland LLC, CT Boiler Repair and Hartford Boiler Repair Works. The low bid came in at $15,640
from Hartford Boiler and they were awarded the work. Nipple replacements will be conducted at the end of
June 2025.

CT Boiler Repair $13,600 — Boiler #2 Mud Drum Replacement

The cast-iron mud drum (return header) on Boiler #2 cracked due to age and thermal shock according to the
vendors that inspected the drum for estimation purposes. Oakland LLC, CT Boiler Repair and Hartford
Boiler all looked into the availability of a 13-section mud drum for this 1978 HB Mills 350 boiler. Only CT
Boiler Repair was able to locate a 14-section mud drum that would be able to accommodate the existing

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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boiler. An estimate of $13,600 was provided and the work was awarded to CT Boiler Repair. Work is
anticipated to be completed during the Summer 2025.

Other Projects

Manross Window Removal & Infill $16.243.14

LO-CIP Funding in the amount of $56,000 was obtained for the removal of an elevated section of windows
above the Main Circulation Desk at Manross Library, that have been the source of water infiltration over the
past years due to system failure. The original scope of work reflected replacing the windows with another
window system. However, Library Director Prozzo determined that elimination of the windows all together
would be preferred, as recent LED lighting upgrades have eliminated the need for additional ambient
lighting. A purchase order was issued to Millennium Builders Inc. in the sum of $16,243.14 to complete the
project. The work scope will be completed between June 16™ and 24™. June 19" is the observed Juneteenth
holiday and the Manross Library will be closed to visitors. On June 20", the Manross Library will remain
closed to eliminate any chance of conflict with Library operations and visitor safety during the majority of
interior work tasks.

City Yard LED Lighting Upgrades $38.552.00

The Department of Public Works secured a Federal Energy Efficiency Community Block Grant in the sum
of $113,000 for LED lighting upgrades at the City Yard and Parks & Recreation Facilities. A pre-bid
meeting was held on 2/11at the City Yard and through the competitive bid process, Resource Lighting &
Energy Inc. (RLE) of New London won the contract with a bid of $38,552.00. RLE in conjunction with
NPower Construction & Electric, LLC recently completed the LED lighting upgrades at the Beals Center,
51 High Street and Fire House #2. RLE and NPower started work at the City Yard on May 27" and was
completed on June 3%,

The remaining balance from the EECBG funding will be used by the Parks & Recreation Department for
LED lighting upgrades at athletic fields and Park & Recreation facilities throughout the City of Bristol.

Upcoming Project: Animal Control Hallway Floor Painting
On 1/27/25, the CT Department of Agriculture conducted the annual inspection of the Animal Control

Facility located at 126 Vincent P Kelly Road. During that inspection, minor issues were observed and
documented that included fencing gauge inconsistencies, water troughs accessible to animals and an
untreated/uncoated hallway. The fencing and trough issues are not required to be addressed due to the age of
structure (built in 1978). However, the City must paint the main hallway to make the floor impermeable to
water and animal waste. Building Maintenance Staff will complete this work within the next 2 months to
come into compliance with State requirements.

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov

Page 41



PUBLIC WORKS BOARD CITY BUILDING PROJECT LIST - JUNE 2025

City of Bristol CT

Dept of Public Works

Construction | Schedule/
Funding Estimated % | Completion
Year [Location Project Name Contractor Name Current Budget Complete Date Comments/Recommendations Original Budget
FY23-24 |City Yard - Fleet Garage Heating Unit Replacements Design Documents - Van Zelm $23,300.00 100% 8/31/2024 Eversource natural gas meter pad installation & AmeriGas $23,300.00
FY23-24 |Automated Rubbish & Transfer Station Waste Oil Heater Replacements AirTemp $48,000.00 90% 6/30/2025 contract review with Corporation Counsel $73,700.00
FY23-24 |Beals Center Café & Card Room Upgrades TBD $38,000.00 0% TBD Pending BBHD office shifts within Beals Center $38,000.00
FY24-25* |Police Complex Boiler #2 Mud Drum Replacement CT Boiler Repair & Mfg Co. Inc. $13,600.00 0% TBD Replacement of cracked mud drum $13,600.00
FY24-25* |Police Complex Boiler #1 Header & Mud Drum Repairs Hartford Boiler Repair Works $15,640.00 0% TBD Header and mud drum nipple repairs $15,640.00
$138,540.00

Available as of July 2024 $184,634.64
2025 Funding $110,000.00
Spent 2024-2025 $162,741.11
Less Committed Contracts $78,261.50
Less Committed Projects $38,000.00
Net Available $15,632.03

Acct 1018310-570200
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City of Bristol CT
Dept of Public Works

Revised New Contract Under/Over Estimated % Completion
Location Origination Date Project Name Contractor Name Original Budget Budget Original Contract Amt Change Orders Amt Paid to Date PO Balance Budget Complete Date Comments
1|Youth Svcs 2011 Millenium Builders 50,000.00 33,000.00 32,720.94 - 32,720.94 32,720.94 - 0.85 100% Fall 2014 COMPLETED
2(Court 2013 North Haven Tile 65,000.00 64,000.00 63,942.00 - 63,942.00 63,942.00 - 0.09 100% Fall 2014 COMPLETED
3|Main Library 2014 Shaffer Company 30,000.00 28,000.00 27,965.00 - 27,965.00 27,965.00 - 0.13 100% Fall 2014 COMPLETED
4|City Hall 2014 B&B Lightning 50,000.00 17,000.00 16,675.00 - 16,675.00 16,675.00 - 1.91 100% 4/24/2015 COMPLETED
5|City Yard 2012 ETT Inc 20,000.00 81,000.00 74,600.00 6,189.00 80,789.00 76,749.55 4,039.45 0.26 100% Winter 2015 COMPLETED
6|Police 2014 Horizon Services 20,000.00 10,000.00 8,900.00 - 8,900.00 8,900.00 - 11.00 100% 3/9/2015 COMPLETED
7|[Main Library 2014 Nat'l Water Main Clng 30,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 - - 100% Fall 2014 COMPLETED
8|Beals Center 2013 N/A 85,000.00 0 - - - - - N/A N/A Summer 2015 Separate Project
9|Fire 1 2014 Roberge Painting 1,940.00 1,940.00 1,940.00 - 1,940.00 1,940.00 - - 100% 6/12/2015
10|Court 2014 Accurate Door 15,000.00 15,000.00 14,218.00 - 14,218.00 14,218.00 - 5.21 100% 5/22 Start Date
11|City Yard 2011 & 2013 Quality Roofing 190,000.00 275,000.00 275,000.00 275,000.00 275,100.00 (100.00) - 10% On Going
12|Memorial Blvd 2014 DRA - 25,000.00 25,000.00 - 25,000.00 25,000.00 - - 100% Spring 2015
13|Beals Center 2007 S. Carpenter Inc. 35,000.00 35,000.00 - - 100% Completed
14|Beals Center 2008 15,600.00 15,600.00 - - 100% Completed
15|Beals Center 2009 121,000.00 121,000.00 - - 100% Completed
16|Beals Center 2010 Beaulieu Co. 11,300.00 11,300.00 - - 100% Completed
17|Beals Center 2014 Beaulieu Co. 37,151.00 37,151.00 - - 100% Completed
18|Beals Center 2014 Beaulieu Co. 62,000.00 62,000.00 - - 100% Completed
19|Beals Center 2015 S. Carpenter Inc. 31,165.00 31,165.00 100% 10/9/15 Start
20(City Hall 2014 S. Carpenter Inc. 29,000.00 80,000.00 69,592.00 - 69,592.00 36,649.06 32,942.94 13.01 99% Active
RZ Design 5,000.00 8,000.00 7,100.00 3,000.00 10,100.00 7,100.00 3,000.00
21|Court/Police 2015 Scholar Painting 50,000.00 67,320.00 67,320.00 1,540.00 68,860.00 68,860.00 (2.29) 100% 8/31/2015 Completed
22|Citywide 2015 $50,000 Original Bdgt 50,000.00 50,000.00 - - 83%
NOTE allocated in FY14/15 - - 100%
NOTE allocated in FY15/16 - - 0%
NOTE allocated in FY15/16
23|Main Library 2014 Creative Landscape 45,000.00 45,000.00 4,800.00 4,800.00 - 40,200.00 89.33 100% Completed 1/16
24(City Yard 2015%* Shaffer Company 16,565.00 16,565.00 16,565.00 16,565.00 16,565.00 - 100% Winter 2016
R&C Electric 4.000.00 2,910.00 4,000.00 6,910.00 2,910.00 2,910.00 528.49 100%
FS Industries T 561.51 561.51 561.51 561.51 0%
25|Main Library 2014 Creative Landscape 45,000.00 45,000.00 4,800.00 4,800.00 - 40,200.00 89.33 100% Completed
26|Citywide 2015 Offshore Construction 5,955.00 5,955.00 - 100%
27|City Hall 2016 Indoor Air Tech. 40,000.00 40,000.00 24,065.00 24,065.00 24,065.00 15,935.00 39.84 100% Completed
28|Court 2016 Indoor Air Tech. 20,000.00 20,000.00 12,032.50 12,032.50 12,032.50 7,967.50 100% Completed
29(Police 2016 Indoor Air Tech. 20,000.00 20,000.00 12,032.50 12,032.50 12,032.50 7,967.50 39.84 100% Completed
30|City Hall 2016 Bristol Glass 20,000.00 7,350.00 7,350.00 7,350.00 7,350.00 - 100% Completed
Meriden Glass 1,768.00 1,768.00 1,768.00 1,768.00 - 100% Completed
Carpeting/Paint - DPW 10,882.00 12,650.00 100%
31|City Hall 2014 RZ Design 2,670.00 100% Completed
32|City Hall 2015%* RR Hiltbrand 35,000.00 45,000.00 42,435.00 42,435.00 42,435.00 2,565.00 5.70 100% DPW Eng. Completed
33[Main Library 2013 Roberge Painting 11,000.00 11,000.00 6,840.00 6,840.00 6,840.00 4,160.00 37.82 100% Completed
34(Youth Services 2016 Indoor Air Tech. 10,000.00 10,000.00 7,800.00 7,800.00 7,800.00 - 10,000.00 22.00 100% 6/17/2016 Completed
35|City Hall 2016%* Fire Equipment Inc - 11,200.00 9,089.60 2,103.75 11,193.35 11,193.35 - 0.06 100% 6/25/2016 *Added on 4/13/16
36|City Hall 2015* Advanced Alarm 35,000.00 45,000.00 16,580.00 25,476.40 42,056.40 41,206.40 850.00 6.54 100% 5/11/2016 Completed
37|City Yard 2014 Quality Roofing 4,000.00 4,000.00 100% Retainage Held
38|City Wide 2016 DPW Staff
39(Citywide 2016 Shaffer . 4,500.00 5,500.00 2,664.00 1,375.00 4,039.00 - - 100% BBGC Occupied
J&B Electric 2,000.00 2,000.00 - (9.80) 100%
40(Manross Library 2009 Douglas Mechanical 45,000.00 48,500.00 48,175.00 48,175.00 48,175.00 - 0.67 100% 10/15/2016 Completed
41|City Hall 2016* HB Communications 10,770.00 10,770.00 10,770.00 10,770.00 - - 100% 12/12/2016 *Added 10/12/16
42|City Yard 2015 Boston Green Co. 10,000.00 6,010.00 6,010.00 Completed 8/16
TORRCO 2,353.37 2,353.37 921.90
43|Court 2016 OTIS Elevator 73,900.00 2,500.00 76,400.00 71,132.27 5,267.73
Simplex Grinnell 75,000.00 84,000.00 4,402.00 4,402.00 4,402.00 - Completed 7/16
J&B Electric 7,051.52 7,051.52 7,051.52 - (3,853.52)
44|Citywide 2014 Budderfly 12,000.00 12,000.00 9,876.60 9,876.60 9,876.60 - Installation Ongoing
EVERSOURCE 944.36 944.36 944.36 -
45(Youth Services 2016 E:£|2Zegl,&1:t§§:|t: 12,000.00 12,000.00 Z,;gizz i,gggzz Z,;gizz - 2,848.79 99% Vents Remain
46|City Hall 2016%* Loureiro Engineering 85,824.50 4,256.01 90,080.51 93,080.51 - 100%
Accurate Insulation 19,680.00 5,700.00 25,380.00 25,380.00 - 100%
LEA Industrial Solutions 36,013.84 36,013.84 36,013.84 - 100%
Eagle Enwror.\mental 100,000.00 131,870.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 - 100% *Added on 4/13/16
Dalene Flooring 1,404.14 1,404.14 1,404.14 - 100%
Enviro. Services Inc. 7,685.00 7,685.00 7,685.00 - 100%
DPW Overtime Costs 17,919.69 17,919.69 17,919.69 - 100%
Supplies & Materials 3,356.09 3,356.09 3,356.09 - 100%
47|Citywide 2017* Offshore Construction 1,950.00 1,950.00 1,950.00 - 1,950.00 1,950.00 - 100% Completed 8/1/17
48|City Hall 2014 SNE Bldg Systems 80,000.00 113,400.00 113,400.00 113,400.00 113,400.00 - - 100% 9/24/2017 Completed 9/24/17
49|City Yard 2007 Bristol DPW 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 - 20,000.00 100% 9/1/2017 Completed
50(Police 2018 The Shaffer Company 35,000.00 20,000.00 7,488.00 7,488.00 7,488.00 7,488.00 - 12,512.00 100% 10/13/2017 Completed
51(Police 2018 Accurate Commercial Door 15,000.00 15,000.00 5,023.00 5,023.00 5,023.00 - 9,977.00 100% 9/11/2017 Completed
52|Citywide 2018 Alloy Welding Mfg. 10,000.00 10,000.00 4,113.00 - 4,113.00 4,113.00 - - 5,887.00 100% Completed on 10/19/17
53(Beals Center 2018 Scholar Painting 15,000.00 15,000.00 9,310.00 - 9,310.00 9,310.00 - 15,000.00 5,690.00 100% 8/28/2017 Completed 8/28/17
54|Beals Center 2016 Material Costs - - 39,926.93 100% 9/1/2017
Tilcon 32,493.40
Valley Green 75,000.00 75,000.00 75,000.00 1,427.20 39,926.93 Completed
Planters Choice 495.00
Superior Products 657.47
55|Manross Library 2017 Offshore Construction 25,000.00 25,000.00 20,025.00 3,975.00 24,000.00 24,000.00 - 1,000.00 100% Completed
56(City Hall 2018 SECURITAS - 10,000.00 8,040.24 8,040.24 8,040.24 8,040.24 1,959.76 100% 3/23/2018 Completed
57|Court 2018 Accurate Door 15,000.00 15,000.00 5,023.00 5,023.00 5,023.00 9,977.00 100% Completed
58|Police 2015 RZ Design 2,500.00 2,500.00 1,500.00 1,000.00 100% Completed
SAV-MOR 30,000.00 31,400.00 28,900.00 28,900.00 28,900.00 - (1,383.50) 100% 3/17/2017 btainage Released 3/17/18
Fire Equipment Inc 1,383.50 1,383.50 1,383.50 100% 3/17/2017 Completed
59(Police 2018 R&C Electric LLC 10,000.00 10,000.00 7,300.00 225.00 7,525.00 7,525.00 - 10,000.00 2,475.00 100% 2/13/2018 Completed
60|Police 2018 The Shaffer Co. 15,000.00 35,000.00 7,488.00 7,488.00 7,488.00 - - 27,512.00 100% Completed
61|Police 2018 Simplex Grinnell 5,000.00 5,000.00 4,996.00 13,818.94 18,814.94 10,431.00 8,383.94 95% Added on 1/16/18
62|Police 2018 SNE Bldg Systems - 5,565.00 5,565.00 2,180.00 7,745.00 7,745.00 100% 4/13/2018 Completed
63[(Manross Library 2013 Superior - ACM Testing 265.00 - 265.00 265.00 - - 100% 1/18/2017 Completed
LEA - Design 1,250.00 910.50 2,160.50 2,613.00 - 100% 4/28/2017 Completed
Accurate Insulation - Abatem.ent 35,000.00 50,000.00 1,000.00 - 1,000.00 1,000.00 - 44,951.50 100% 12/14/2017 Completed
Eagle Env. - Clearance Sampling 350.00 350.00 350.00 100% 12/14/2017 Completed
SK Mechanical 47,210.00 600.00 47,810.00 45,989.50 1,820.50 100% 3/27/2018 Completed
SNE - BMS Integration 2,880.00 2,880.00 2,880.00 100% 3/20/2018 Completed
64(Manross Library 2015 LEA - Design 7,500.00 7,500.00 7,500.00 - 100% 9/1/2017
Warren Brothers 40,000.00 72,500.00 47,854.00 5,169.00 53,023.00 53,023.00 - 11,627.00 100% 9/1/2017 Completed
Eagle Env. - Clearance Sampling 350.00 - 350.00 350.00 100% 7/19/2017
65(Manross Library 2018 ELC - 6,273.73 6,273.73 6,273.73 - 6,273.73 - 100% 12/15/2017 Completed
66(Fire 2 2015 Plimpton Hills - Boilers/Parts 16,658.50 869.77 17,528.27 17,528.27 - 100% Materials Received 9/8/17
Eagle Env. - ACM Sampling 755.00 - 755.00 755.00 - 100% Completed
Accurate Insulation - Abatemfant 20,000.00 20,000.00 3,600.00 - 3,600.00 3,600.00 - (2,471.73) 100% 9/7/2017 Completed
Eagle Env. - Clearance Sampling 350.00 - 350.00 350.00 - 100% 9/7/2017 Completed
Labor, Parts & Permit - - 4,579.25 100% 11/15/2017 Completed
Eversource Equip. Rebate (2,650.00) (2,650.00) (2,650.00) 100% Received
67|Fire 3 2017 Offshore Const..- Survey 50,000.00 57,000.00 1,675.00 - 1,675.00 1,650.00 - - 3,598.00 100% 10/6/2016 . Completed
JD&D Construction 55,200.00 (3,200.00) 51,752.00 51,752.00 - 100% 5/16/2017 ainage Released on 4/20/18
68|Citywide 2016 15,000.00 15,000.00 - 15,000.00 15,000.00 - - - 100% Nutmeg TV/296 Roof/ML AHU
69|Citywide 2018 Alloy Welding 10,000.00 10,000.00 4,113.00 4,113.00 4,113.00 - 5,887.00 100% 10/19/2017 Completed
70|Beals Center 2018 Scholar Painting 15,000.00 15,000.00 9,310.00 9,310.00 9,310.00 - 5,690.00 100% 8/28/2017 Completed
71|City Hall 2017 DPW pver‘ume Cc'>sts 75,000.00 75,000.00 60,000.00 60,000.00 60,130.38 - (7,569.39) 100% 6/24/2017 Started 3/4/17 &
Supplies & Materials 15,000.00 15,000.00 22,439.01 100% Completed 6/24/17
72|Fire 1 2017 DPW Overtime Costs - Wall Demo - - - 3,425.99 - 100%
J&B Electric - LED Installations 3,800.00 - 3,800.00 3,800.00 - 100% Mech Wall Removed,
ODC-Permits, Parts - Wall Demo - - 1,143.99 - 100% LED Exterior Lighting
SCBA Compressor/Appliances 3,358.38 - 100% Upgrade, SCBA Move,
R&C Electric 20,000.00 18,166.36 2,310.00 75.00 2,385.00 2,385.00 0.00 100% Washer/Dryer
FireTech 718.00 718.00 718.00 100% Connections, Door
Accurate Door 2,105.00 2,105.00 2,105.00 2,105.00 100% Lettering/Entrance Door
Sign Source - Doors 330.00 330.00 330.00 330.00 100% Modifications
Sign Source - Entrance Sign 900.00 900.00 900.00 900.00 100%
73|Fire 1 2017 Friar Associates - Design 17,500.00 - 17,500.00 8,487.50 9,012.50 - 100% Roof Design Completed
Eagle Env. - ACM Sampling 1,000.00 - 971.25 971.25 - - 100% 6/6/2017 Completed
Offshore - Sample Cuts 100,000.00 175,000.00 1,000.00 - 870.80 870.80 - - (39,596.05) 100% 6/29/2017 Completed
TREMCO - Roof Cuts 500.00 - 500.00 500.00 - - 100% 6/26/2017 Completed
Offshore Construction 176,678.00 18,076.00 194,754.00 194,754.00 - - 100% 3/20/2018 Completed
74|Fire 2 2019 Offshore Construction 10,000.00 10,000.00 8,340.00 - - 10,000.00 1,660.00 100% 11/8/2018 Completed
75|0ld Dog Pound 2018 Offshore Construction - 7,500.00 5,775.00 - 5,775.00 - 5,775.00 5,775.00 100% 9/20/2018 Completed
76[Animal Control 2019 Giguere Remodeling 5,000.00 5,000.00 1,675.00 - 1,675.00 1,675.00 - 5,000.00 3,325.00 100% 10/19/2018 Completed
77|Beals Center 2017 Laviero Construction 15,000.00 15,000.00 12,765.00 12,765.00 12,765.00 15,000.00 2,235.00 100% 10/10/2018 Completed
78|Beals Center 2018 TILCON 95,000.00 95,000.00 - 92,000.00 92,000.00 - 95,000.00 3,000.00 100% 8/31/2018 Completed
79(Beals Center 2019 Auton."lated Door Doctor Inc. 6,000.00 6,000.00 5,300.00 5,300.00 5,300.00 5,300.00 5,300.00 593.80 100% 9/19/2018 Completed
Overtime Costs 106.20 106.20 - 100% 9/20/2018
80|City Yard 2017 LEA - Design 30.000.00 36.000.00 3,990.00 3,990.00 3,495.00 495.00 3,990.00 100% 10/1/2018 Completed
R&C Electric ’ ’ 31,650.00 225.00 31,875.00 31,875.00 - - 360.00 100% 9/27/2018 Completed
81|City Hall 2018 JKS Systems 15,000.00 15,000.00 9,815.56 3,827.39 13,642.95 10,293.95 3,349.00 3,349.00 1,357.05 100% 12/15/2017 Completed 11/1/2018
82|Main Library 2018 Hartford Elevator ; 40,000.00 40,000.00 ; 40,000.00 40,000.00 - 100% 7/31/2018 Completed on 7/31/18
83|Police-Court 2016 OTIS Elevator 73,900.00 2,500.00 76,400.00 71,132.27 5,267.73 - 100% Completed 7/2016
Simplex Grinnell 75,000.00 84,000.00 4,402.00 - 4,402.00 4,402.00 - - (3,853.52) 100% 7/1/2106 . 0 .
J&B Electric 7,051.52 i 7,051.52 7,051.52 - _ 100% Holding 5% Retainage
84|City Hall 2019* Shaffer Company - 14,209.64 14,209.64 676.40 14,886.04 14,886.04 - 7,443.02 100% 3/15/2019 Completed
85|Fire 1,2,3,4,5 2017 Advanced Alarm 18,000.00 27,833.64 33,012.00 33,012.00 33,012.00 - - 100% 3/1/2019 Completed
86|Fire 1 2018 Friar Associates - Design 9,012.50 15,000.00 15,000.00 - 15,000.00 13,500.00 - 1,500.00 100% Facility Study added 12/18/18
87|Police-Court 2019* Loureiro Engineering - 10,000.00 3,220.00 13,220.00 11,185.00 2,035.00 2,035.00 100%
ol tuoco e vl 2 T e i i R 177
89|City Hall 2019* AirTemp Mech. Services Inc. 49,500.00 49,500.00 - 100% 8/13/2019
D'Amato Fonstructlon 50,000.00 60,000.00 10,377.00 10,377.00 - 100% 8/16/2019 Completed
Johnson Fire 1,040.00 1,040.00 - 100% 6/27/2019
SNE Buildng Systems 2,083.00 2,083.00 2,083.00 - 100% 7/1/2019 Fire 2 UST Removal
90|City Hall 2020 BL Companies - Design - 30.000.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 - 100% Fuel QOil pipe
RIVCO Construction - ’ ’ 17,550.00 990.00 18,540.00 16,050.00 2,490.00 2,490.00 90% removal remains to
91|City Hall 2019* Council Chambers - Sign Art - 5 802.00 1,302.00 1,302.00 1,302.00 1,302.00 100% Black Pearl
North Lobby - Black Pearl - T 1,500.00 1,500.00 1,500.00 1,500.00 100% completed on
92|Police Complex 2020 BL Companies - Design - 30.000.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 - - 100% Gas Meter hung on
RIVCO Construction - R 62,198.00 62,198.00 13,748.00 48,450.00 48,450.00 30% 11/14/19
93|Fire 1 2020 BL Companies - Design - 15 000.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 2,750.00 - 100% Natural Gas service
RIVCO Construction - ’ 13,200.00 13,200.00 13,200.00 - - 100% activated on
94|Fire 1 2020 ACV Enviro - UST Removal - 20.000.00 13,850.00 13,850.00 13,850.00 13,850.00 95% 9/18 - Oil Removal
Cousins Qil - Fuel Transfer - RN 1,650.00 1,650.00 1,650.00 - 100% 9/30 - UST Removal
95(Beals Center 2019 Green-Tek Wallpacks 462.16 1,010.94 1,473.10 1,473.10 - 100% Wallpacks
Staff Overtime Costs 5,000.00 5,000.00 283.20 283.20 - 2,845.90 100% completed, Gym LED
J&B Electrical 397.80 397.80 397.80 - 100% light fixtures remain
96(Beals Center 2019* R&C Electric - 5,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00 100% Completed
97(Beals Center 2019* Loureiro Engineering 2,100.00 2,100.00 2,100.00 2,100.00 2,100.00 2,100.00 100% Completed
98|Beals Center Steel Hatch Replacement $5,000.00 100% 1/7/2020 Completed
99|City Hall/Police Steam Trap Repairs/Replacements 1/2/2020 1,650.00
100|Main Library Plaster Lead Testing $680.00 100% 12/24/2019 |Lead present, remediation required
101|Beals Center Gym Lighting Upgrades $2 845.90 100% 1/9/2020 Installation completed on 2/1/20
100% 2/1/2020
102|Fire HQ & Fire #5 Indoor Air Quality Studies $3,710.00 100% 1/3/2020 HQ pipe insulation remediation
103|Police Complex Boiler Mud Drum Replacement $10,403.46 100% 2/29/2020 Completed
104|(City Hall/Other Bldg{Water Aerator Replacement $3,000.00 100% 3/30/2020 Libraries & Beals completed
105|City Hall/Police Steam Trap Repairs/Replacements $5,116.58 100% 3/24/2020 City Hall & BPD completd on 3/24/20
106(Beals Center Chiller Feed Replacement $26,475.25 100% 4/30/2020 Start up with Air Temp TBD
107|FY19-20 City Buildings Alarm New England $13,939.00 100% 7/24/2020 Transfer Station System installed on 7/24/20
108 FY20-21 Beals Center ﬁcc;;:aHte Insu_llfltion iigégigg 188? ggiggig Tiles removed 8/18 & installed on 8/21
o aven Tile ,351. A
109 FY19-20 51 High Street Friarf’-\ssoc?at‘es - Bid Documents $5,000.00 100% 8/20/2020 Completed on 8/20/20
Premier Building Assoc., LLC $42,900.00 100% 8/20/2020 Completed on 8/20/20
110 FY 19-20 Main Library Effeicent Lighting Consultants $333,966.67 Completed - CIP Funded
111|FY19-20 Police Complex Life Safey & Supply $8,379.07 0% | 10/14/2020 Completed on 10/14/20 $10,000.00|
112| Fire House #2 Roof Replacement $65,444.00 Completed on 10/2/20, warranty pending $110,000.00| CIP Funded
113[FY20-21 Main Library Hartford Elevator $12,080.00 | 100% | 12/4/2020 $12,080.00]
114(Beals Center/BBHD [Hot Water Recirulation Line Installation scheduled for week of November 9th fudned from Bldg Maint Acct #3021
115|FY20-21 Transfer Station Offshore Construction $14,504.00 100% 12/23/2020 Completed $18,000.00
116 Accurate Door $7,714.00 100% 12/20/2020 Interior & exterior door replacements
FY16-17 51 High Street Chap.)ma!'\ Lumber - Windows $6,456.14 100% 9/8/2020 Windf)ws received on 10/17 & 10/24 $35,000.00
CT Lighting Center $410.70 100% 2/28/2021 Lights on order, due 2/28/21
Bldg Maintenance - Labor $8,203.22 100% 3/15/2021 Exterior lighting installed on 2/27 & 3/13
117 51 High Street Oakland LLC System installation completed on 3/3/21
118 City Buildings City Staff & Accurate Insulation Hillyard Re-Juv-Nal 16 (EPA Reg. No. 1839-169-1658)
119 FY19-20 Police Complex Lodovico Masonry $8,300.00 100% 5/3/2021 Completed on 5/3/21 $25,000.00 '
AB-MEE $4,700.00 100% 5/4/2021 Completed on 5/4/21 | Available as of | 384,863.63
120|FY19-20 City Hall/Other Bldgs $0.00 100% Remaining $2,423.87 for Scale House HVAC $25,000.00
Transfer Station Air Temp Mechanical $7,560.00 100% 6/15/2021 Installation completed on 5/7 $7,560.00
121| City Hall Gun Range Decommissioning $19,690.00 Final paint encapsulation completed on 4/23/21 $100,000.00| CIP Funded
122(FY20-21 Fire Houses Van Zelm Engineers $7,000.00 100% 5/31/2021 Reports submitted on 1/22/21 & 3/15/21 $7,000.00
123(FY19-20 Police Complex Van Zelm Engineers $40,255.00 100% 3/17/2021 Final report issued on 3/16/21 $45,000.00
124[FY 20-21 Animal Control Roberge Painting Co. »14,400.00 100% 6/30/2021 Work start on 6/16/21 & completed on 7/2/21 $14,400.00
125|FY21-22 Beals Center Offshore Construction $5,550.00 100% 9/30/2021 Completed $10,000.00
126 Accurate - Plaster Abatement $19,800.00 100% 2/2/2021 Started 1/28/21, completed 2/2/21 50% State funded
FY20-21 Main Library Architectual Stone - Plaster/Painting $66,250.00 100% 7/1/2021 Painting completed on 6/16/21 ($17,500), State
Eagle Env. - Sampling $729.00 100% 2/3/2021 Post-abatement clearance sampling will match 50% of
127 Fire House #5* Van Zelm Engineers Van Zelm issued report on 9/8, staff reviewing report findings currently
128 Main Library City Staff Completed
129|FY20-21 Main Library Laviero Contractors $28,793.00 0% 10/1/2021 Completed $28,793.00
130(FY21-22 Fire House #2 Public Works Streets Division $60,000.00 100% 10/15/2021 Completed $60,000.00
131|FY20-21 Fire House #5 Van Zelm Engineers $10,352.00 100% 9/15/2021 Completed $10,352.00
132|FY20-21 Beals Center Laviero Contractors $35,000.00 100% 8/20/2021 Completed $35,000.00
133|FY21-22 City Yard Air Temp Mechanical $9,915.00 100% 10/29/2021 Completed $45,000.00
134|FY21-22 Beals Center Millennium Builders $10,915.82 100% 11/12/2021 Completed on 11/11/21 $35,000.00
135(FY21-22 Manross Library The Shaffer Co. $4,907.20 100% 11/12/2021 Completed $12,000.00
1361Fv20-21 51 High Street Russell & Dawson 26,500.00 L 100% 6/31/21 Rebate of $5,982.00 received $27,000.00
Tradesmen of New England $36,585.55 100% 12/6/2021
137|FY21-22 Police Complex AB-MEE $18,026.00 100% 1/28/2022 Rebate of $7,630.00 received $20,000.00
138|FY21-22* 51 High Street Mercury Electric LLC $1,663.15 100% 4/1/2022 Running of CATS5 data lines $1,663.15
139(FY21-22%* Animal Control Facility Building Maintenance Staff $6,288.74 100% 2/19/2022 Kennel and main hallway ceilings only $8,000.00
140|FY21-22* Beals Center SAV-MOR $16,500.00 100% 3/18/2022 Completed $16,500.00
141|FY21-22* Fire House #2 Perfect Temp $14,425.00 100% 9/13/2021 Completed $14,425.00
142(FY21-22 Main Library Dalene Flooring $10,686.30 100% 6/30/2022 Work start 6/8/22, completed 6/30/22 $14,000.00
143(FY21-22* Main Library AirTemp Mechanical $11,700.00 100% 5/26/2022 Work completed on 5/26/22 $11,700.00
144|FY22-23 Main Library AirTemp Mechanical $12,895.00 100% 4/6/2022 Work completed on 4/6/22 $15,000.00
145|FY21-22* Animal Control Facility Van Zelm Engineers - Design $19,850.00 100% 8/9/2022 Final report submitted on 8/9/22 $19,850.00
146 FY22-23* Animal Control Facility KEHES Group LTD $2,200.00 100% 8/9/2022 Renovation vs. new buliding estimate report $2,200.00
147|FY21-22* Police Complex SAV-MOR $17,700.00 100% 10/7/2022 Completed $17,700.00
148 FY22-23 Fire House #4 Buckley As_sociates - Material.s $3,662.00 100% 9/26/2022 Completed $10,000.00
R&C Electric - Labor/Installation $5,430.00 100% 10/7/2022
149|FY22-23 Police Complex MBI/Building Maintenance Staff Completed as of 1/28/23 Staff project/3013 funding
150 CIP Fire Headquarters SP+A/Millennium Builders $1,300,000.00 Final Pay Application processed on 1/31/23 $1,300,000.00
151|FY22-23* City Yard AB-MEE $16,440.00 100% 3/1/2023 Completed on 3/1/23 $16,440.00
152(FY21-22%* Fire House #5 Van Zelm Engineers $3,045.00 95% 6/30/2023 Construction administration until completion $9,715.00
153|FY22-23 Fire House #5 R&C Electric $58,000.00 100% 3/1/2023 Completed on 3/1/23 $75,000.00
154|FY22-23 Police Complex Roberge Painting Co. $16,750.00 100% 3/7/2023 Completed on 3/7/23 $25,000.00
155|FY19-20 51 High Street Millennium Builders, Inc. $143,882.78 100% 5/26/2023 Completed on 5/26/23 $75,000.00
156(FY21-22 Fire Hosue #2 Van Zelm Engineers $2,353.92 95% 8/1/2023 Final walk through remains $13,195.00
(s,|FY22-23 Fire Hosue #2 AB-MEE $173,500.00 100% 7/7/2023 AC SVStemgg;s:f;'tgf::iit_i:'n ﬁ::ﬁi}:‘h;':f:iiscomp'emd' $125,000.00
158|FY23-24* Police Complex Stanley Wiesen, Inc. $22,460.00 100% 1/2/2024| Replacement of Front Desk, Records and side door glass $22,460.00
- — 5
160 Fv23-24 51 High Street - BPRYCS American Total Pro.tection LLC $20,935.00 100% 4/30/2024 Completed on 4/30/24 $30,000.00
Accurate Commercial Door $4,623.00 100% 10/4/2023 Completed on 10/4/23
161 FY23-24% J.P. Casey Salt Dome Millennium Builders Inc. $21,274.12 100% 4/26/2024 $3f548'20 Char\ge Order for' expanded scope repairs $17,725.92
AB-MEE $3,800.00 100% 5/23/2024 Electrical restoration and LED lighting upgrades completed $3,800.00
162|FY23-24 Beals Center Millennium Builders Inc. $8,738.15 100% 6/5/2024 Window replacements completed on 6/5/24 $15,000.00
163 FY23-24 51 High Street - BPRYCS Dalene Flooring $3,431.45 100% 9/13/2024 Installation completed on 9/13/24 $25,000.00
164|FY24-25* Police Complex Fire Control Services Co. Inc. $5,485.00 100% 10/3/2024 Completed on 10/3/24 $0.00
165(FY24-25 Police Complex Oakland LLC S 66,042.40 100% 10/15/2024 Completed on 10/15/24 $50,000.00
166|FY24-25 Fire House #2 MBI/Gordian 100.00
167|FY24-25 LED Upgrades - Beals, FD2, 51 High Resource Light & Energy - - - via Eversource On-Bill 0% Finanance Program
168|FY24-25 Police Complex Overhead Door Hartford $34,340.00 100% 1/17/2025 Completed on 1/17/25 $25,000.00
Fire HQ, Fire #2, Fire #5, 51 High . .
FY24-25 Street, Beals Center, Police Complex, Eagle Environmental, Inc. $21,228.76 100% 2/12/2025 All survey inspections completed on 2/12/25, $20,000.00
169 Manross Library Final summary reports received
170(FY24-25%* Main Library Hartford Elevator $7,412.50 100% 4/15/2025 Replacement of door control board - South Elevator $7,575.00

Acct 1018310-570200
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 29, 2025
TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano

Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: DPW - ROADWAY CRASH REPORT ANALYSIS

Please find attached Collision Analysis report for the City of Bristol’s roads and state highways located
within the City. The reports provide crash information associated with fatal and serious injuries. The
reports are obtained from the Connecticut Crash Repository and are based, per DPW’s request for a period
of approximately the last 3 years (1/1/22 to 4/30/25 ). The source of information for the Data provided in
the repository report is from the Bristol Police Department. Each report prepared by the Bristol Police
Department is submitted to and summarized to produce the Connecticut Repository Report.

Police Officers are trained to complete crash reports in accordance with the Manual on Classification of
Motor Vehicle Crashes (MMUCC), however there is subjectivity in completing reports and in order to
obtain accurate a useful information it is important that the police reports are completed in a consistent
manner. A link to the Connecticut Repository and MMUCC website is provided below. Please registration
to obtain full use of the Connecticut Repository site: link shown below.

Connecticut Crash Repository

https://www.ctcrash.uconn.edu/

Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle Crashes (MMUCC)

https://www.transportation.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/resources/government/traffic-
records/304331/ansid16-2017.pdf

Crash information contained within the Connecticut Crash Repository report involve all accidents including
fatalities and or serious injuries within the City on municipal roads. Report data for serious injuries may be
updated and revised over time as the extent of injury changes from an injury to a fatality if the person
subsequent to a crash passes away. In addition, two fatalities that have occurred in Bristol crashes are not
included in the report since the investigation is not finalized.
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It should be noted that as indicated in the report ’the data is exempt from discovery or admission under 23
U.S.C. 409%, with the intent that it cannot in lawsuits. That is due to the recognized benefit to studying
crash history to improve roadway safety and simply collecting the data does not require any specific action.

There are three categories of data that are entered in the crash report.

1) Crash —identifies each crash
2) Vehicle — identifies all vehicles involved in the crashes
3) Occupants — identifies occupants in vehicle, as an example a bus could have 50 or so occupants

A summary of Connecticut Crash Repository report for the last 3 years, is provided below: Note, the item
numbers below equate directly to report page numbers.

1) Crash Severity — 2150 total crashes reported. Crashes that are Property Damage Only (PDO) with
less than 1000 dollars in value are required and therefore may not be reported by the police and
included in data. 0.33% of crashes had fatal injuries, totaling 8 fatalities. While 1.96 % had either a
fatality or a suspected serious injury, 24.3 % had either a fatality or at least a suspected injury.

2) Top 10 Routes — The report does not define a specific route however it does indicate elevated
accidents at the intersection of Middle and Pine, Farmington and Brook St, Broad St and Summer at
Center St.

3) Time and Date of Crashes —The most common day of the year was January 5, and top time for
crashes 3 to 4 pm on a Tuesday and 7 to 8 am on Wednesday and Saturday at 2 am.

4) Crash Conditions - shows the road surface and weather conditions. This is helpful where to utilize
specialize surface treatments, like the High Friction Surface Treatment (HFST) recently installed by
the DOT on CT Route 6 and installing slippery when wet, bridge ices before road signs or fog area.
Light conditions are also shown that will be helpful in determining if lighting might be a concern
with crashes. 75-80% of crashes occur during dry weather, the remainder are during wet, snow or
icy weather. Between 64 and 73% of crashes occur during daylight. So, adding lighting may be a
concern if the amount of night crashes exceeds the approximate amount of travel. Based on this
data our crash history is consistent with night vs day travel.

5) Report Roadway Features 1- Describes the location of the crash in relation to intersections,
driveways and other features. Nearly 46 % of crashes are intersection related, these crashes could
be reduced by adding advanced warning, supplemental and bigger signs, along with retroreflective
stripes on the sign posts. Driveway’s locations requirements for commercial properties are regulated
by City Zoning regulations as part of the access management policy (chapter 12),

6) Report Roadway Features 2 — shows crash locations in relation to roadway horizontal and vertical
features. 10% of crashes are on horizontal curves, and 15% are on downhill grades. The horizontal
curves can be improved by providing advanced warning signage, enhanced curve delineation
through markings and rumble strips, and the downhill crashes can be helped by steep grade warning
signs and advanced stop ahead or signal ahead signage.

7) Report Contributing Factors — Includes other items that can be factors in the crash. Note 90% have
no contributing factors, but road surface condition accounted for 6%, see discussion in item 4 about
weather.

8) Report Contributing Factors -Vehicle — This chart shows vehicular deficiencies identified in crash.
This quality of this data is improved in justification where periodic vehicle inspections of motor
vehicle are required for registrations. Less than 3% of vehicles involved in Bristol reported crashes
had an identified deficiency.

9) Crash Manner and Location - shows location of crash and manner of crash. Top causes are angle
crashes 34%, (intersecting vehicles), Rear End crashes 26% (following too closely), sideswipe same
direction 7% (possibly lane width), 3.5% Head-on and sideswipes same direction can be improved
by providing wider lanes, wider medians or Center Line Rumble Strips (CLRS), these are important
due to the general seriousness of head-on crashes.

10) First Harmful Event 1 — This information tells what was hit during the crash. About three quarters
(75%) are vehicle to vehicle crashes. 20 crashes were pedestrians and 9 were Pedal cyclists. These
also are critical because of the risk of serious injury to both the pedestrian and the cyclist. Shorter
crossing distances at crosswalks, installing Rectangular Rapid-Flashing Beacons (RRFB’s),
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sidewalks, separated bike lanes and bike traffic signal controls. Additional item indicates the items
hit by the drivers including trees, poles, guiderail, curbs, mailboxes and other items. The roadside
barrier policy will address many of these items, mailboxes and driveways should be located on
lower volume and speed streets on corner lots.

11) First Harmful Event 2 — This chart shows more detailed information than the previous page, where
location and event are combined. Note some items are shown 2 different ways, either off on
roadway, or on roadside.

12) Vehicle Crash Events — This chart shows multiple vehicle reports, note vehicle 1 and 2 are listed

13) Vehicle Body Type — shows vehicle types Most where Passenger cars, SUV’s and Pick-ups. The
type of vehicles can be utilized to review intersectional sight distance and crossing times, since
Trucks/buses are higher than passenger vehicles and require more acceleration time than cars. Motor
cyclists and moped crashes are also shown. These could be roadway friction related crashes or
enforcement in the case of mopeds.

14) Traffic Control Devices — This chart shows that 38% of crashes occurred where a traffic control
device was located. With over 20 % located at traffic signals and 18% at Stop controlled
intersections. These crashes can be reduced by upgrading signals with video detection and updating
stop sign and stop bar locations at stop-controlled intersections, and improving intersectional
sightlines.

15) Vehicle Actions - This is vehicle location upon crash. 44 % of crashes involve vehicles going
straight. About 7% of vehicles were involved in crashes into parked cars.

16) Demographics — Shows ages of drivers and occupants involved in crashes. Highest percentage of
drivers are in the 21-35 age bracket, these drivers tend to operate at higher speeds and are
potentially distracted. 42% of passengers are 15 or less.

17) Fatalities and Injuries — This chart shows driver and passenger data. This shows that 70% of crashes
are by single occupant vehicles, and by percentage the drivers and passengers are equally at risk of
injury 15% vs 16% in a crash.

18) Conditions at time of crash - This shows driver and passenger conditions at time of crash. 2.3% of
drivers were under the influence, other causes which includes being asleep or fatigued, ill or fainted
at less than 1%. These crashes can potentially be reduced by Police Department enforcement.

19) Seatbelt use — Use by drivers and passenger. 90% of drivers wore belts, and 73% of passengers.
Enforcement may improve seatbelt use.

20) Airbag Deployment — Airbags were deployed in 12-13% of crashes.

21) Ejection Status and Injuries — 4 of the 8 fatalities within the reporting period were ejected from the
vehicle.

22) Driver Actions- Describes driver actions. Top is following too closely, there are over 200
occurrences of running a stop sign.

23) Driver Distraction — Of the 82 percent of crashes that had a report about 3% had a distraction, the
largest was other inside the vehicle at 1.4%.

24) Pedestrians —Date indicates about half of the pedestrian crashes were a result of unsafe acts by the
pedestrian
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25) Motorcycle Crashes — Data indicates 3 of the fatalities were motorcyclists, and about half of
motorcycle crashes involved injuries. Only about 30 percent of the motorcyclists in crashes had an
approved helmet. Of the 3 fatalities non had compliant helmets.

26) Work Zone Crashes- 3 Work zone or secondary crashes occurred, 2 were with law enforcement
present. No injury data is shown.

Additional reports can be generated utilizing detailed locations, vehicles type, time of day or type of
accident.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns at 860-584-6113.
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Crash Severity

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 o 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: Afl, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

These figures display crash-level data only and provide the totals for crashes involving an injury of that type.

% of All
Crashes

Fatal Injury (<) I 7 Fatal Injury (K) 7 0.33%

Suspected Serious Injury (A) _ 35 Suspected Serious Injury (A) a5 1.63%
Suspected Minor Injury (B) — 263 Suspected Miner Injury (B) 263 12.23%
Possible Injury (¢) [ TN A e e P i <1 Passible Injury (C) a8 101

No Apparent Injurics (0) R T B e e e e A e NSRBI RIEY 1627 7567%

1 2 5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1.000 2,000

Injury Status of Crashes Grash Severity Crashes

2.150 100.00%
Numger of Crashas (Logarithmic Scals) Grand Total b
Injuries per Crash Fatalities per Crash
Z.bﬁﬂ 1,632 2143
2,000
1,000
) = 1.000
g8 5 407 ]
¢ e & 500
g 2
£ £
£ o E
3 =
e T
g 2 g 100
1 =
7 50 5
K] F =y
5 19 &
5 G 2
-] k-]
5 10 5 S o .
5 <]
£ s E s
: ;B
2 2 1
1 1
1 2 3 4 5 or More 0 2
Injuries per Crash Crashes % of All Crashes Fatalities per Crash Crashes % of All Crashes
; o RS 0 2,143 98.67%
1 407 18.93%
2 82 381% 1 5 —_—
¥ 19 0.88%
4 7 0.33% 2 1 0.05%
5 or Mare 3 0.14%
Grand Total 2,150 100.00% Grand Total 2,150 100.00%

These data are exempt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Top 10 Routes Hme and ©

e )

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 (o 4/30/2025), Severily: Alf, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Alf, Local Road Name: Alf, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

This page incorporates dynamic filtering on the tables and mile marker bar graph

- Top 10 Routes for Crashes
By selecting a record, the other figures will be filtered by that selection. Any
selections made on this page will not be reflected anywhere else in the
report.

Please Note: The location and route number are both drawn directly from the
crash reports and have not been checked for entirely errors. These may not
directly correspond and are not guaranteed to be accurate.

Crash Locations (limited to the 10,000 most recent crashes)

g
@ ) @ é Farmington
; @
@ ghrd®RE 5reyens St z
z z
e v Bensted ]
b \ ensted'Carner,
\ i @ 3 “-—--._.._,___,-/
* Edgeowvood
| H W
} 9res\ﬂ°“ 5 ﬁ’/
vl 4 - st D,
East Plymouth : B 5. ari®s Or /‘
G — % % ’
< o 2
L @ %, E g &
\\ / gre _‘33 Pinnacle Heights
O £ .5
,_A"’/T'e\rryv:lle 3 o=

+ / Housing
: = Forestuille™ > = -
; y 50 QR
Romaston™ G AL o (] : Plainville
o Pl'-,'moulh/ Peguabuck @..,Bf'lstol 7

s 20 Frest ;
/ :

i) Mount Pleaza

Housing

h ast Bristol / :’ﬁ“\ o
m - . et
I 4 & . ) /
B % v =5
s Bridge il & ‘fvd‘ L
5 )

@
/ 372

Allentewn

- ! - Tolles
% 2025 Mapbox ©0p=nStreetMap

80
£ 80
=
& 0
&5

20
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These data are exempt from discovery or admission under 23 U S.C 408, Data Extracted 5/1/2023
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Time and Date of
Crashes

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Alf, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 lo 7117.36

Crash report entries into the CTCDR are backlogged to Feb 2025. Crash figures from Feb 2025 to present will be affected

because of this.

Month and Date of Crashes

2025 2‘323 20294 2uzf 123456 7 5 910111213 141516 17 13 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31
Crashes gr:;:ils Crashes ér;g:;L Crashes gr:s!.}":‘s Crashes é’r:é;:; i *E— ;_ - STE n P T —' '} g

Jan 940 135% 500  88&% 740 107% 510 S8E% | mmem B ‘ g i c P

Feb 550 7.9% 590  88% 530  77% 120  13.8%

Mar 400  57% 550  8.2% 800  87% 120 138%

Apr 430 62% 660  98% 510  8.8% 120 13.8%

May 670 §6% 580  88% 500  7.2%

Jun 530  76% 480 T1% 580  84%

Jul 520  74% 450  B7% 330 55%

Aug 650 9.3%  47.0  70% 550  B.0%

Sep 520 7.4%  69.0  102% 470  6.8%

et 600 86% 540 BO% 690 100%

Nov ~ 650 93% 630  93% 540  7.8%

Dec 520 74% 500 T4% 720 10.4%

Total €98.0 100.0% 874.0 100.0% €91.0 100.0% 87.0 100.0% Dec

Hour of % of All

i 1 j  Bmipme TR e
412 AM 37 172%

12 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 10 1 1AM 26 1.21%
AM AM AM AM AM AM AM AM AM AM AM AM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM 2 AM 21 0.98%

RS - I t o

Sunday 3 AM E] 0.42%
4 AM 15 0.70%

%

Monday 5AM 21 0.98%
5 AM 61 284%

B
Tuesday 7 AM 123 5.72%
8 AaM 137 6.37%

~ u
Wednesday 9 AM a5 4.00%
10 AM 80 3.72%

o
Thursday 11 AM 113 5.26%
12 PM 132 521%

5.30%

Friday 1PM L iy
2 PN 164 7.83%

208 G.58%

Saturday 3PM i
4PN 183 8.98%

5 PM 188 8.74%

Saturday Friday Thursday Wednesday Tuesday Monday Sunday Grand Total & PM 134 8.23%

7B 91 4.23%

Crashes 27 343 333 382 307 305 227 2,150 8PM 88 3.16%
s pM &1 2.84%

% of Total Crashes 12.60% 15.95% 15.58% 16.84% 14.28% 14.19% 10.56% 100.00% e o

10 PM 55 2.56%

s
These data are exemp! from discovery or admission under 23 U.8.C 40¢. Data Extracted 5/1/2025 11PM ?5 1.83%
Grand Total 2,130 100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Crash
Conditions

Queries Selected: Town: Brstol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Saverity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -7 to 117.36

Traffic Surface Conditions

O e e T U 2022 2023 2024 2025
wet SN SRR aso % of Al % of All % of All % of Al
Crashes Crashes Crashes o Crashes Crashies Crashes Crashes

rashes
Snow R RS 2 Dry 5250 754% 5350 784% 5160 747% 660  759%
tee/Frost R 2 Vet 1020 146% 1240 184% 1270 184% 50  69%
siwsh T RE - leaiFrost 510 7% 30 04% 130 19% 50 57%
Mud, Dirt, Gravsl Snow 00 14% 80 12% 230  33% 70 80%
Sand Slush 40 06% 40  06% 80  12% 30 34%
Standing Water Unknawn 3.0 0.4% 20 0.3%
oil Sand 10 0.1%
. Mud. Dirt, Gravel 10 01%
Unknown R 5 oil 10 0%
1 5 10 50 100 500 1,000 Standing Water 10 01%
Number of Crashes (Logarithmic Scale) Grand Total 6S8.0 100.0% 874.0 100.0% 8810 1000% 87.0 100.0%

Weather Conditions

2022 2023 2024 2025 e R e T ]

Crashes Cu’?athgi Crashes (_?’: az;‘:‘: Crashes Cu':acsi)':: Crashes é’?;;;‘:! Rain _ 233
Clear 5520 751% 5510 818% 5380 780% 830 782% cloucy I ] 1
Rain 80.0  8.6% 85.0 12.6% 830  12.0% 50 57% snow RS 55
Cloudy 200 28% 170 25% 310  45% 30 34y  Freezing Rainor Drizzie FNENIREENSRERNENE oo
Freezing Rain or Drizzle 500 7.2% 30 04% 40 08% 10 1% Blowing Snow [EIERIRAGN 10
Snow 90 1.3% 14.0 2.1% 230 3.3% 50 103% Fog, Smoke, Smog ma
Biowing Snow 40 0.6% 80 0.8% Sleet or Hail [ 2
Unknown 30 04% 10 G1% 10 0.1% Other
Fog, Smeke, Smag 2.0 0.3% 20 0.3% Net Asplicabie
Steet or Hail 10 01% 1.0 01%
Not Applicable 10 01% Unknown EEESSIEGERE o
Other 1.0 11% 1 10 100 1,000
Grand Total 898.0 100.0% 6740 100.0%  691.0 100.0% 870 100.0% Number of Crashes (Logarithmic Scals)
Light Conditions
Dark - Lighted [ 443 2022 2023 2024 2025
Dari o L:ghfed _ fad Crashes Cn'fa:fhzg Crashes (;J:az;:;‘ Crashes ;‘f;;;':: Crashes C;faz;zg
Dark - Unknown Lighting _ 8 "
oawn N » Dark - Lighted 1530 218% 1260 187% 1430 207% 210 241%
Dark - Nol Lighted 320 4.8% 350  52% 380  55% 80  92%
Cayight [Tl  Dork - Unknown Light 20 03% 30 04% 30 0.4%
ousk [ 25 Dawn 50  0.7% 0 04% 50  0.7%
— Daylight 4930 70.6% 4950 734% 4970 718% 560 644%
Dusk 100 12% 100 15% 40  08% 10 1.1%
unknown [ © Otner 10 1%
1 10 100 1.000 Unknown 30 0.4% 2.0 0.3% 1.0 0.1%
Number of Crashes (Logarithmic Scaie) Grand Total 698.0 100.0% 6740 100.0% 4910 100.0% 87.0 100.0%

These data are exampt from discovery ar admission undear 23 U S.C 405. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Page 51



Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Features 1

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Crash Specific Location

Crash Specific Location

Non - Junction

Intersection

Intersection Related

Railway Grade Crossing
Driveway Access

Driveway Access Related
Through Roadway

Acceleration [ Deceleration Lane
On a Bridge

Other Location Within an Interchange
Other

Unknown

Grand Total

Crashes
836
601

218

44

2,150

B Non - Junction

H ntersection

T intersection Related

. Railway Grade Crassing

. Driveway Access

Driveway Access Related

. Through Roadway

. Acceleralion / Deceleration Lane

[7] onaBndge

[7] Cther Location Within an Interchange

B otrer

Eﬂ Unknown

% of All Crashes
38.88%
27.95%
18.28%

0.14%
084%
10.13%
2.05%
0.05%
0.05%
0.19%
1.358%
005%
100 00%

Type of Intersections

1,000

500

200

o

(X3

Not at Intersection
4 - Way Intersection

Type of Intersecticn

Not at Intersection
4 - Way Intersection
T - intersection

Y - Intersection

5 poeint or more

L - Intersection
Roundabout

Traffic Circle
Unknown

Grand Total

These data are exampt from discovery or admission undsr 22 U S .C 409. Data Extracled 5/1/2025

T - Intersection

o=
<
100
3
i 50
@
8
5]
20 e ©
| II

Y - Intersection

Traffic Circle - 2
Roundabout - 2

L - Intersection
5 paint or more

Crashes
1,158
511

437

15

1"

16

2.150

s

% of All
Crashes

53.72%
2377%
2033%
0.70%
0.51%
0.74%
0.08%
0.08%
0.05%
100.00%

Unknown 1

Page 52



Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Roadway
Features 2

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: Aff, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Roadway Alignment and Grade

Roadway Roadway
Alignment Grade

Curvolen  Doneni R N R e 7
Level B R T e O o<
Sag (Bottom) w 3
Unknown
e R R e 7
Curve Rignt Do | S 42
dicrast N ©
Level e e e e e P 79
Sag (Bottorn) [ ERIRNN 2
Unkrowr R 3
Uphil R e e A e e e B
Stralght Daanii e e R Y ] 252
e R e -
o R R e e e P 2 32
Sag (Bottomn) R 3
i R e R ] a2
Unknown Level e e aan

1 2 5 10 20 S0 100 200 500 1,000 2,000
MNumber of Vehicles {Logarithmic Scale)

Roadway Grade Count of Vehicles % of Total Vehicles Roadway Alignment Count of Vehicles % of Total Vehicles
Downbhill 580 15.10% Curve Laft 200 5.35%
Hillcrest 36 0.92%
c Right 1 4.61%
Level 2,870 7345% CUve e w B1%
Sag (Bottom) 8 0.20%  Straight 3,514 89.94%
Unknow 12 0.31%
e ¢ Unknown 4 0.10%
Uphill 391 10.01%
Grand Total 3,907 100.00%  Grand Total 3.807 100.00%

Thess data are exampt from discovary ar admission under 23 U.S C 408. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Confributing

Factors

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (YearAll or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1to 7117.36

Contributing Circumstances (Exciuding Nuil and None)

Contributing Circumstances Environment

Contributing Circumstances Road Weather Conditions Visual Obstruction(s) Animal{s) in Roadway Other
Backup - Prier Crash 1
Backup - Regular Congestion 1
Road Surface Condition 82
Missing / Broken Traffic Control Device 2
Nen-Highway Work 1 1
Other 2
Unknown
Contributing Circumstances Road Crashes % of All Crashes Contributing Circumstances Environment
Nene 1,944 90.42%

) Nene
Backup - Regular Congestion 34 1.58%
Road Surface Condition 122 587%  Weather Conditions
Work Zone 3 0.14%
Backup - Prior Crash 2 0.09% Visual Obstruction(s)
Other 4 0.19% Glare
Non-Highway Work 15 0.70%
Debris 1 0.05% Animal(s) in Roadway
Obstruction in Roadway A 019%

Other

Rut, Hole, or Bumps 4 0.19%
Missing / Broken Traffic Control Device 3 0.14% Unknown
Unknown 14 0.65%
Grand Total 2,150 ooy, GrandTetal

Thase data are exempt from discovery or adrmissicn under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Unknown
1
13
Crashes % of All Crashes
1,853 80.84%
134 6.23%
4 0.19%
24 1.12%
18 0.84%
1 0.05%
18 0.74%
2.150 100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Contributing

g 36tor: | Factors-Vehicle

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:Alf or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/20235), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number:

Contributing Circumstances Vehicle

None 3,797

Unknown 53
Brakes
Tires 9

Mirrors ]

Not Applicable g

o

Other

Null 4

Power Train 3

Lights 3

Steering 2

Windows/Windshield 2

Suspension

20 50 100 200 500 2,000 5,000

Number of Vehicles (Logarithmic Scale)

1,000

Contributing Circumstances Count of
Vehicle Vehicles
None 3,797
Unknown 53
Brakes 14
Tires 9
Mirrors g
Not Applicable 5
Other 5
Null 4
Power Train 3
Lights 3
Steering 2.
Windows/Windshield 2
Suspension 1
Grand Tetal 3.807

These dala are exempl from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 408. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markars: -1 to 717 36

% of Total
Vehicles

G§7.18%

1.36%

0.23%

0.23%

0.13%

0.13%

0.10%

0.08%

0.08%

0.05%

100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Crash Manner

and Location

Queries Selected: Town: Sristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 lo 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: Aif, Mile Markers: -1 to 717.36

Location of First Harmful Event Manner of Crashes
1,000 745
Road: 5l
VL — i 487
500
RoadSide _
200 152
51
45
ey _ ” 40 34
20 19
Off-Roadway Unknown
10 8
RS —
5
BRI R, _
2
e - 1
= = = o = 1 c @ € c L c
g &« £ 52 £ © F =2 E§ 3
Unk < E 9 43 © g e £8 S £
; 2 =y ]
nknown g 2 ;3_ z 2 T 54 4 i
5§ 3 g g &8
1 10 100 1,000 ?n 8 H
Mumber ¢f Crashes (Logarilhmic Scale) ® « 2
@ @
Location Of First Harmful Event Crashes % of All Crashes  Manner Of Crash Crashes % of All Crashes
On Roadway 1,840 85.58%  Angle 745 34.65%
Roadside 185 860% RearEnd 588 26.47%
In Parking Lane / Zone 13 0603  Single Vehicle Crash 487 22.66%
) . — o
Shoulder a7 1.72% Sideswipe, Sama Dirgction 152 7.07%
Other 51 2.37%
Off-Roadway Unknawn 22 1.02%
Head On 45 2.09%
30 1.40%
other ° Rearto Sids 40 186%
i 8 0.28%
Median L Sideswipe, Different Direction 34 1.58%
Qutside Right - of - Way 15 0.70% Rear to Rear 10 0.88%
Unknown 2 008%  yrknown 2 0.37%
Grand Total 2,150 100.00%  Grand Total 2,150 100.00%

These data are sxsmpt from discovery or admission under 23 U S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Queries Selected; Town: Bristol, Date (YearAll or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severily: A, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Afl, Local Road Name: Afl, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

First Harmful Event for the Crash

~

Non - Collisien Fell / Jumped from Vehicle

Overturn or Rollover

Other Non-Callision

Cellision with a Moter Vehicls in Operation

u|
£

Collision with a

8F ! First Harmful
Event 1

o

Forson, Parked Motor Vehicla I e e e P T e PR ] 125
Vehicle, or Coli X
Nehile: o Catlaon i a Pecestnin R T )
Object Callision with Cther Non-Fixed Object e e S M U e
Dear | st RS R
Podal Gycle / Padal Cyeist RS -
Other Non-mtarst TR «
Animal other than Deer(live) R e &
Struck by Falling, Shifting Carga T
Railway Vehicle
Unknown Unknown T
Collsion with a Uity Light P T s G A et
Fixed Object Curo

Caollision with Other Fixed Object
Other Post/ Pole

Tree

Mailbox

Guardrail Face

Traffic Sign Support

Fence

Embarkment EFE R
Bridge Overhsad Structura B

Bridge Rail [ M

Bridge Pier or Support
Concrate Traffic Barrier
Traffic Signal Support

-
[
o

These data ars exempt fram discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 40%. Data Extracts

I
w
)
(=]
5]
&
)
w
‘\
©
@
&
=~
-

w

10 20 50 100

Numiber of Crashss (Logarthmic Scale)

200
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Lacal, Road Number: A, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Event
Categories

Non -
Collision

Collision
with a
Person,
Vehicle, or
Non-Fixed
Object

Unknown

Collisien
with a
Fixed
Object

Grand Total

First Harmful Event Raadw’i: Shoulder

Qverturn or Rollover 3

Fell / Jumped from Vehicle T/

Other Non-Collision 3

Total 13

Collision with a Padestrian 18

Pedal Cycle / Pedal Cyrlist 9

QOther Non-motorist 4

Railway Vehicle 1

Animal other than Deer(live) ]

Collision with a Motor Yehicle in Operation 1.501 3

Parked Molor Vehicle 112 1

Struck by Falling, Shifting Carge 1

Collision with Other Nan-Fixed Object 12 1

Deer 16

Total 1,880 5

Unknown

Total

Bridge Overhead Structure -

Bridge Pier or Suppart 1

Bridge Rail 1

Curb 32 11

Embankment 2

Guardrail Faca 12

Concrete Traffic Barner 1

Tree 5 1

Utility / Light Pole 27 9

Traffic Sign Suppart a 1

Traffic Signal Suppaort

Fence 4 1

Mailbax 5 2

Other Post ! Pale 24 4

Collision with Other Fixed Object 25 2

Total 147 3z
1,840 ar

Thess data are exempt from di

i

Eirst Harmful
Event 2

Median Roadside

B am oW

SN
n
&

@
@
o

avery or admission und

In

o Off-
Parkin
Lana? ll}o:dway
Zona Unknown
7 1
5 2
12 3
2
1
a
i
1
1
4
7
1 18
13 22

Qutside
Right - of
- Way

Other

er 23 U.S.C 409, Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Grand

Unknown Total

KN oo
T~

DM =m0

2 2.150
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Vehicle Crash
Events

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

15 Most Common Harmful Events for Vehicles

Most Harmful Most Harmful Event For
Event Category Vehicles

Non-Callision Rallover
Collision with Motor Vehicle in motion
Person, Vehicle, oo vehicle
or Non-Fixed Other N Fixed Obi
Object ther Nan - Fix ject
Animal (live)
Pedestrian
Collision with Utility Pale
Fixed Object Other Fixed Object
Other Paost, Pcle, or Support
Trae {standing)
Curb
Mailbox
Fence
Not Applicable or  Not Applicable
Unknown Unknown

1 2 5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1,000 2,000
Number of Vehicles (Logarithmic Scale)

Harmful Events - Full List

Most Harmful Event For Vehicles 3::::' :sf ”‘V‘:fh:-;:‘s' ~ 1stEventfor veniclas Sgll::ltl:sf %V:LT;:;'  2ndEventfor Vehicles 3:::; :sf %Vzi;f;}:sl
Moter Venhicle in matian 3142 80.42% Rollover 3 0.08% | |
Parked Vehicle 204 5.22% Cargo / Equipment Loss or Shift 1 0.03% | natfAepleble e B | .
| Motor Vehicle in Motion 47 1.20% |
Not Applicable 43 1.10% 1 Equipment Faijlure 1 0.03% ; | Other Non - Fixad Object a 0.23% |
Unknown 4 0.10% . Ran Off Readway Right 41 361% | . G Eands 11 0.08% |
Other Fixed Objact 80 2.05% Ran Off Roadway Left 48 123% | Ran Off Roadway Right 25 0.90% ;
Guardrail Face 20 0.51% Cross Median 1 003% . i
Utility Pole 53 1.38% |
Other Nen - Fiked Object 28 067% Cross Centerline 2g 0.74% | Other Fixed Object % 0.84% - ;
Ulility Pale 110 2.82% | Downhill Runaway 3 0.08% L, parked Vehicle 28 079% i
Tree {standing) 36 092% | Fell/Jumped from Vehicle 7 0.18% o ——— 15 o 48 ' |
Animal {live) 22 0.56% | Other Mon-Callision 7 0.18% Euib &5 166%
Redssirian @ 054% L Radgstion 2 o54% Ran Off Roadway Left 21 0.54%
Other Post, Pole, or Support 51 1.31% 1 Pedalcycle / Pedalcyclist 10 0.26% Other Post, Pole 26 0.67%
Ran Off Readway Right j z.gii’u ‘ | Other Non-motarist 4 010% e —— 0 028%
Concrete Traffic Barrier .03% | Railway Vehicle 1 0.03% |
Rollover 18 0.46% || Ammaly‘(live) 22 0.56% Smbapmnt ’ oo
Other Non-Collision T 0.18% ‘ | Mator Vehicle in Mation 3.155 80.75% e ! oo
o ' Rollover 13 0.33%
Curn 19 049% | | Parked Vehicle 189 4.84% Mailbox 18 nareL

Thesea data are exampt from discovary or admission under 23 U.S.C 402, Data Extracled 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Alf, Local Road Name: Alf, Mile Markers: -1 to 717.36

Yehicle Types

passener cor (R e T 2 o
s F R R e e o e e T TR, 1080
pickup e e e B e ey e e e ey 38t
Passencer van EEE R R T, 12
MediumiHaavy Trucks {>10,000 Gvw) | ) 7+
Cargo Van (>10,000) | S <
Other Light Trucks (<10,000 Gvwv) | ) =7
worereye e PR T S T 1
unnown R R R 25
other [ e R e (] 24
Schoot 8- | -1
Transit Bus ] o
wopsc TR T o
Other Bus _ 3
Moter Home _ 2
Low Speed Vehicle _ 2

Motor Coach
4 2 5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1.000 2.000
Vehicles

Vehicle Type Count of Vehicles % of Total Vehicles
Passenger Car 2,031 51.88%
suv 1,080 27.64%
Pickup 381 9.75%
Passenger Van 132 3.38%
Medium/Heavy Trucks (>10,000 GVW) 74 188%
Unknown 25 0.84%
Other Light Trucks (<10,000 GVW) 37 0.95%
Cargoe Van (>10,000) 44 1.13%
Other 24 0.61%
Motorcycle 3 0.79%
School Bus 21 0.54%
Transit Bus 10 0.26%
Other Bus 3 0.08%
Moped 9 0.23%
Low Speed Vehicle 2 0.05%
Motor Home 2 0.05%
Moter Coach 1 0.03%

3.907 100.00%

Grand Total

These data are exempt from discavery or admission under 23 U S.C 408 Data Extractad §/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Traffic Control
Devices

Queries Selected: Town: Brstol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Numbar: All, Local Read Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Traffic Control Device Status Traffic Control Device Type
2
E Flashing Traffic Cantral Signal — 10
2
E Person - 3
= Marked Uncontrolled
=3 11
5 10 Crosswalk - 2
=
£ Unknawn
=
Railway Cressing Device
1 1 1 Other
" f:{u: i Yes Ne Missing Unknown 1 10 100 1,000
pplicable Number of Vehicles {Logarithmic Scale)
Traffic Control Device Status
Unknown No Yes Missing Mot Applicable
. . Count of % of Tolal Count of % of Total Count of % of Totat Gaunt of % of Total Count of % of Tatal
Traffic Control Device Type Vehicles Vahicles Vehicles Vehicles Vehiclas Vahiclas Vehicles Vehicles Vehicles Vehiclas
Na Contral Device 2,400 100.00%
Person 3 0.20%
Traffic Contral Signal 7 63 64% 797 5335%
Flashing Traffic Contrel Signal 10 0.67%
Step Sign 1 100 00% 3 2727% 666 a4 58% 1 100.00%
Yield Sign 7 047%
Warning Sign T 047%
Railway Crossing Device 1 007%
Markec Uncontrolled Crosswalk 2 0.13%
Other 1 0.07% 0 0.00%
Unknown 1 8.08%
Grand Total 1 100.00% 1 100.00% 1,494 100.00% 1 100.00% 2,400 100.00%

Thesa dala are sxsmpt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Exlracted §/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Vehicle Actions

Queries Selected: Town: Brstol, Date (YearAll or 1/1/2022 lo 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: AY, Local Read Name: Afl, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Vehicle Action

Straight Ahead

Stopped in Traffic
Turning Left |
Parked |

Backing |

Turning Right

Slowing

Negotiating a Curve

Passing/Overtaking a Vehicle |
Entering Traffic Lane |

Changing Lanes

Unknown |

Other

Making a U-Turn |

Leaving a Traffic Lane

Wreng way or side

Traveling in Bike Lane |

Overtaking / Passing a Cyclist

Direction of Travel

Direction Of
Travel Before
Crash

North

South

East

West

Unknown

Grand Total

Count of Vehicles

w©
frs
[X]

826

1.023

1.004

4z

3,907

10 100
Number of Vahicles (Logsrithmic Scale)

% of Total Vehicles

23.34%

23.70%

26.18%

2570%

1.07%

100.00%

1.000

ol
Straight Ahead 1,717 43.95%
Stopped in Traffic a77 12.21%
Turning Left 432 11.06%
Parked 270 6.91%
Backing 211 5.40%
Turning Right 183 4.94%
Slowing 137 3.51%
Negotiating a Curve 131 3.35%
Passing/Overtaking a Vehicle 129 3.30%
Entering Traffic Lane &3 2.18%
Changing Lanes 38 0.92%
Unknown 26 0.67%
Other 25 087%
Making a U-Turn 15 0.38%
Leaving a Traffic Lane 11 0.28%
Wrong way or side 8 0.20%
Traveling in Bike Lane 2 0.058%
Overtaking / Passing a Cyclist 1 0.03%
Grand Total 3,907 100.00%

. Unknown

M ast

M rorn

H south

. Wast

Tnese dala are sxempt from discovery ar admission under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

1S
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Demographics

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 o 4/30/2025), Severity: Alf, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Aff, Local Read Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 lo 117.36

Age by Person Type

0-15
16-20
21-25
26-30
31-35
3640

5155 IR e e e e e S TR [ Drivers

56-60 IR T e B e e B sceangans

61-65 |EEN T L e e e e S P ROy

s6-70 B T R W oter

Unknown EIEESIEE
oK
Drivers Passengers Other Grand Total

Age Count of People % of Total People Count of Paople % of Total People Count of Peopla % of Total Paople Count of People % of Total People
0-15 3 0.08% 472 432.25% 3 221% 431 2.48%
18-20 3.2 9.83% 177 15.85% 45 551% 554 10.92%
21.25 arr 10.24% 78 7.07% 26 9.56% 482 9.50%
26-30 414 11.30% 68 5.81% 21 7.72% 503 9.92%
31-35 385 10.45% &4 573% 36 13.24% 485 956%
36-40 362 95.83% 41 367% 27 6.93% 430 8.48%
4145 283 7.96% 37 331% 24 8.82% 354 5.98%
46-50 244 6.63% 24 2.15% 15 5.51% 283 5.58%
51-55 235 6.38% 34 304% 22 8 08% 291 574%
56-60 239 6.48% 24 2.15% 22 8.09% 285 5.82%
€1-65 209 567% 29 2.50% 28 10.29% 266 5.24%
66-70 181 4.91% 19 1.70% 12 4.41% 212 4.18%
=70 280 T.87% 43 3.85% 15 551% 348 5.86%
Unknown a7 2.36% & 0.72% 3 1.10% 98 1.93%
Grand Total 3,683 100.00% 117 100.60% 272 100.00% 5,072 100.00%

Gender by Person Type

B orvers Drivers Other Grand Total
2K
o H ctrer Count of People % of Total Peaple Ceunt of Pecpla % of Tatal Pecple Count of Peopie % of Total Pacple
o
E Male 2,013 54.66% 182 62.13% 2182 5517%
k-]
E K Female 1,542 41.87% 100 36.76% 1.642 41.52%
£
S
= Unknown 128 348% 3 1.10% 131 2.31%
oK TR :
""" "~ Grand Total 3.683 100.00% 272 100.00% 3,955 100.0G%

Male Female Unknowi

These data are exempl from discavery or admission under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Fatalities and
Injuries

Queries Selected: Town: Bristof, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Nams. All, Mile Markers: -1 to 177,36

These figures display person-level data only and provide the total injuries for all people involved in the crash.

Fatalities and Injuries

Fatal Injury (K)

o

Suspected Serious Injury (A) 41

Suspected Minor Injury (B)

Possible Injury (C}

No Apparent Injury (O) 4,161

Unknown 231

0 100 200 500 1,000 2,000 5,000
Numbsr of Peopls {Legarithmic Scals)

1 2 5 10 20 5

Occupant of a Mator

Driver Passenger Pedestrian Qther Pedestrian Bicyclist Vehicle Not in Gperation
Fatal Injury (K) 8 1 1
Suspected Serious Injury (A) 28 7 3 1 1
Suspeacted Minor Injury (B) 233 88 10 5 4
Possible Injury (C) 225 78 4 3
No Apparent Injury (O) 3,180 862 4 2 3

These data are sxempl from di

very or admission under 23 U.S.C 408. Dala Extracted 5/1/2025

|/
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Condition at
Time of Crash

Queries Selected: Tawn: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 1o 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: Alf, Mile Markers: -1 to 1717.36

Condition at the Time of the Crash

5,000 3,393
2,000
1.0C0

500

200
100

50

MNumber of Drivers (Logarithmic Scale)

ha

Apparently Noermal

Apparently Normal
Under the Influence
Asleep or Fatigued
Emotional

Other

Physically Impaired
Il or Fainted
Unknown

Grand Total

Asleep or Fatigued

Drivers

Count of People
3,383
84

38

15
128

3,683

These data are exsmpt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 408, Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Emotional

% of Tolal Pegple
92.13%

228%

0.88%

0.38%

0.18%

0.16%

0.43%

342%

100.00%

84
16
. | |

Il or Fainted Other

Other
Count of People

36

235

272

Physically Impaired Under the Influence Unknown
Grand Total
% of Total People Count of Peaple % of Total People
12.24% 3,428 86.70%
84 212%
35 0.91%
14 0.35%
0.37% 8 0.20%
7 0.18%
16 0.40%
86.40% 361 8.13%
100 00% 3855 100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Seatbelt Use

Queries Selected: Town: Bristo/, Date (Year:Alf or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Restraint Systems Used

4000

3500

3000

2500

2000

Number of People

1500

1000

500

0

Sheulder and Lap
Belt Used

Restraint System Used

Shoulder and Lap Belt Used
Restraint Used, Type Unknown
Child Restraint Systems Used
None Used-Moter Vehicle Occupant
Shoulder Eelt Only

Not Applicable

Lap Belt Only

Other

Unknown

Grand Total

Unknown

Child Restraint

Systems Used

Drivers

Count of Feaple
3,349
13

38
41
a7

2

15
178
3,683

% of Total People
90.93%
0.35%

1.03%
1.11%
1.28%
0.05%
0.41%
4.83%
100.00%

Not Applicable

Drivers
E Passengers
H other
None Used-Motor Shoulder Belt Only Other Restraint Used, Lap Belt Only
Vehicle Occupant Type Unknown
Passengers Other Grand Total

Counl of Pecple % of Total People

719 73.28%
188 13.16%
13 1.33%
11 1.12%
22 2.24%
9 0.82%
19 1.84%
981 100.00%

Gount of People % of Tolal Pegple

1

3

33.35%

B85.67%

100.00%

These data are exampt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 403. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Count of People
4,069
13
188
53

52

89

i

15
187
4,867

%% of Total People
87.19%
0.28%
4.03%
1.14%
111%
1.48%
0.24%
0.32%
4.22%
100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables A0

Airbag
Deployment

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (YearAll or 1/1/2022 lo 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Alf, Local Road Name: Aff, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Airbag Deployment
. Drivers.
! Passengers

4000

3500

3000

2500

2000

Number of Paople

1500

1000

500

Not Deplayed Unknown or Not Depleyed - Combination Deployed - Front Deployed - Side Deployed - Curtain Deployed - Other
Applicable

Drivers Passengers Other Grand Total

Airbag Deployment Count of People % of Total Pecpla  Countof People % of Total People  Count of People % of Total People  Count of Pecple % of Tetal Pecple

Not Deployed 3,074 B3.48% B27 T41T% 3 100.00% 3,804 81.32%
Deployed - Front 208 5.65% 24 2.15% 232 4.83%
Deployed - Combination 210 5.70% 66 5.92% 276 5.75%
Deployed - Side 45 1.22% 7 0.63% 52 1.08%
Deployed - Curtain 24 0.85% 7 0.63% 31 0.65%
Deployed - Other 3 0.08% 3 0.06%
Unknown or Not Applicable 118 3.23% 184 16.50% 303 5.31%
Grand Total 3.683 100.00% 1115 100.00% 3 100.00% 4.801 100.00%

These data ars exempt from discovery or admission under 23 U S.C 408. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Ejection Status

and Injuries

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Aif, Local Road Name: A/l, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Ejection Status and Restraint Use o[ 050
None
2 ; Used-Motor Sheoulder and Shoulder Belt Restraint Used, Child Restraint :
Ejection Status Unknown Vehicle Lap Belt Used Only Lap Belt Only Type Unknown  Systems Used Not Applicable Other

Occupant

Not Ejected 33 52 11 13 188 65 15
Unknown or Not Applicable 2 4
Ejection Status and Injury Status by Persen Type (Excluding Null Values)
Drivers Passengers Other Grand Total
Ejestion Injury Status Countof People % of Tolal Paople  Counl of Pecpls % of Total People  Count of People WofTotal o0 ot of People Al Tzl
Status jury £ = + Pzople = P=ople
Not Ejected  Fatal Injury (K} 4 011% 1 0.08% 5 0.10%
No Apparent Injury (O} 3,188 86.56% 962 86.12% 3 160 00% 4.153 86.47%
Paossible Injury (C) 225 6.11% 78 6.98% 303 6.31%
Suspectad Minor Injury (B) 231 8.27% 63 5.18% 300 6.25%
Suspectad Serious Injury (A) 28 0.79% 7 0.63% 36 0.75%
Unknown ar  Fatal Injury (K) 2 0.05% 2 0.04%
Nat
Applicable
Mo Apparent Injury (O) 2 0.05% 2 0.04%
Susp=acted Miner Injury (B) 2 0.05% 2 0.04%
Grand Total 3,683 100.00% i d 100.00% 3 100 00% 4,803 160.00%

Thess data are exsmpt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 408. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Page 68



Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Driver Actions

ER

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (YearAlf or 1/1/2022 \o 4/30/2025), Severily. All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -7 to 1717.36

Drivers' First Actions

Urknown B R e g e B e e s e o
o oo on P O I 57
Follorwed Too Giosely RN 1>
Failad to Yield Right-of-Way [ e e ] 204
Failed to Stay in Lane R R 213
Ran Stop sign NS 20+
imoroper Backng [ SRR 152
I
Ran O Roachvy ] 125
Operated in Inattentiva or Negligent Manner i e ] 114
——
My
I
S
Operated in a Reckiess Manner e 18
Ovar-Steering EEMNNNSRRE 15
wWrang Side or Wrong Way [ 11
Disregarded Other Traffic Sign iiElRa e 10

Disragarded Other Road Marking FEEEEH 2

1 10 100 1.000
Mumber of Drivers (Logarithmic Scale)

Speed Related

% of

Count of Total

People  People

No 3225 87.5%%
Unknown 278 7.55%
Teo Fast for Conditions 162 4.40%
Exceeded Spead Limit 14 0.38%
Racing 3 0.08%
Grand Total 3683 100.00%

Unknown

B No

B racing

Bl =xceaded Spaed Limit
- Too Fast for Conditions

Unknawn

" . o Ceunt of
First Action - Driver People
Ne Contributing Aclion 1,578
Fellowed Too Closely 412
Failed to Yield Right-of-Way 294
Failed to Stay in Lane 218
Ran Slep Sign 204
Impraper Backing 188
Improper Turn 152
Ran Off Roadway 125
Operated in Inattentive or 114
Megligent Manner
Improper Passing 105
Other Action 100
Unknawn 76
Ran Red Light 34
Swerved or Avgided 27
Operatad in a Reckless

18
Manner
Over-Steering 15
Wrong Side or Wrong Way "
Disragarded Other Traffic 10
Siagn
Disregarded Other Road 0
Marking
Grand Total 3,683

These data are exempt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 408, Data Extracted 5/1/2025

% of Total

Peaple

42.85%

11.19%

7.98%

5.92%

5.54%

5.10%

4.13%

3.39%

3.10%

2.85%

0.92%

0.73%

0.49%

0.41%

0.30%

0.27%

0.05%

100.00%
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 lo 4/30/2023), Severity: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -11o0 1717.36

Driver Distraction by Driver's First Action

Driver
Distraction

Driver Distracted By

Mam._nally Talking on Other Activity
Driver Actiens Not Distracted Operakmg_an Hands-Fr_ee- Electronic ' Passenger Other In;ide Ouis'rc!e the Unknown
Electronic Electronic % the Vehicle Vehicle
Communicati.. Device Devico

No Contributing Action 1 1 1 1 138
Ran Off Roadway 7 1 1 2 5 39
Failed to Yield Right-of-Way 227 1 2 64
Ran Red Light 22 1 2 g
Ran Stop Sign 148 1 1 2 52
Disregarded Other Traffic Sign 8 1 1
Disregarded Other Road Marking 2

Improper Turn 109 2 2 2 3 34
Improper Backing 145 1 42
Impraper Passing 82 2 21
Wrong Side or Wrong Way 8 3
Followed Too Closely 279 8 3 3 18 10 90
Failed to Stay in Lane 149 2 6 1 7 2 51
Operated in a Reckless Manner 6 12
Operated in Inattentive or Negligent Manner 59 3 7 1 ] 38
Swerved or Avoided 24 1 2
Over-Steering 14 1
Other Action 70 2 1 1 4 2 20
Unknown 37 39

Distracted Driving

Driver Distracted By Count of People % of Total People

Not Distracted 2,802 78.79%
Manuall;{ Operating an 20 0.54%
Electronic Communication

Talking on Har!ds-Free i 0.03%
Electronic Device

Otht_?r Activity, Electronic 25 0.88%
Device

Passenger 8 0.22%
Other Inside the Vehicle 52 141%
Outside the Vehicle 19 0.52%
Unknown 656 17.81%
Grand Total 3,683 100.00%

Not Distracted

Other Inside the Vehicle £

Other Activity, Electronic [
Device §

Manually Operating an
Electronic Communication

Passenger

Talking en Hands-Free
Electronic Device

Unknown '.:,:7 656

10 &0 100 500 1,000
Number of Drivers (Logarithmic Scale)

These data are exampl from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracled 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Pedestrians

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year All or 1/1/2022 to 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Alf, Local Road Name: Aff, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Pedestrian Circumstances at the Time of the Crash

No Impraper Action [ iiE

In Roadway Improperly - 2

Failure to Yield Right-of-Way

Dart/Dash 2

Other

Failure to Obey Traffic Signs, Signals, or Officer

Not Visible
Wrong-Way Riding or Walking
Adjacent to Roadway

Improper Turn/Merge

Improper Passing

Unknown

1 2 5 10 20 50 100 200
Number of Pedestrians (Logarithmic Scale}

Circumstances At Time of Crash Count of People % of Total People

Mo Improper Action 13.0 4.78%
In Roadway Improperly 2.0 0.74%
Failura to Yield Right-of-WWay 8.0 221%
DartDash 2.0 0.74%
Other 3.0 1.10%
Failure to Obey Traffic Signs, Signals. or Officer 10 0.37%
Not Visibls 40 1.47%
Wrong-Way Riding or Walking 1.0 0.37%
Adjacent to Roadway 1.0 0.37%
Improper Turn/Merge 20 0.74%
Improper Passing 1.0 0.37%
Unknown 235.0 86.76%
Grand Total 272.0 100.00%

Pedestrians Distraction

Unknown

. Qther, Qutside
B Mot Distracted
. Unknown

Distracted By

Count of Pecple % of Total Paople

(group)

Not Distracled 310 11.40%
Qther, Cutside 1.0 0.37%
Unknown 2400 88.24%
Grand Total 272.0 100.00%

These data are exampt from discovery ar admission undar 23 U.S.C 409. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Motorcycle
Crashes

25

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 \o 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: Afl, Local Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Injuries Resulting from Motorcycle Crashes

100%

AR it }

80%

80%

40%

% of Peaple Involved

20%

: g ]
Motarcycle Involved

0% .

Na Motorcycle Involved

Injury Status

Fatal Injury (K)

Suspected Serious Injury (A)
Suspected Minor Injury (B)
Possible Injury (C)

No Apparent Injury (O)
Unknown

Grand Total

B Fatal injury (K
i - Suspected Serious Injury {(A)

H suspected Miner Injury (8)

Helmet Use of Riders in Motorcycle Crashes

-
Unknown

Helmet Use

ks
Ne Helmet E f

Helmet, DOT -
Compliant |

Helmet, but not
DOT Compliant |

No Helmet

Helmet, DOT -
Compliant

Helmet, but not
DOT Compliant

Helmet. but
Unknown if
DOT-Compliant

Helmet, but K Unk
Unknown if | Drivers nxnawn
DOT-Compliant :—A] Passengers
o] & 10 15 20 25 30 Grand Total

Number of People

Motorcycle Involved

Count of % of Tatal
Pzople People
3 5.45%

1 10.91%

14 25.45%

4 7.27%

25 a7.27%

2 3.64%

85 100.00%

No Motorcycle Involved

Count of % of Total
Peaple Peoplz
5 0.10%

35 070%

307 6.12%

306 8.10%
4135 82.42%
229 4.56%
5,017 100.00%

1 Passible Injury (C)

Ne Apparent Injury ()

1] Unknawn

Fatal Injury No Apparent

(K} Injury (O)
z 4
2

1 1
19

3 26

Possible M?n":r"]f‘?;"‘r:
Injury (C

jury (C) B)

1 P

2 4

1 2

2

4 14

These data are exempt from discovery ar admission under 23 U.S.C 40%. Data Extracted 5/1/2025

Grand Total
Count of % of Total
Paopls Pzcple
8 0.16%
41 0.81%
321 6.33%
310 5.11%
4,181 82.04%
23 4.55%
5072 100.00%
Suspected
Serious  Grand Total
Injury (A}
4 18
1 9
1 1
5
1 22
5 53
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Collision Analysis Safety Tables

Work Zones
Crashes

Queries Selected: Town: Bristol, Date (Year:All or 1/1/2022 lo 4/30/2025), Severily: All, Route Class: Local, Road Number: All, Lacal Road Name: All, Mile Markers: -1 to 117.36

Location Relative to Work Zone (Excluding Null and Non-Work Zone Crashes) Type of Work Zone (Excluding Nulf and Non-Work Zone Crashes)
Crashes % of All Crashes Crashes % of All Crashes
Mot a Work Zons 2,147 98.86%
Not a Work Zone 2,147 28.85%
Lane Closure 2 0.05%
Activity Area 3 0.14%
Othar 1 0.05%
Grand Total 2,150 100 00%
Grand Total 2,150 100.00%

Workzone Crashes
o

Activity Area W Lans Closure
M otrer

Workzone Related Crashes % of All Crashes Worker Presence Crashes % of All Crashes :;::seE:é:rcement Crashes % of All Crashes
No 2,147 99.86% Nol 2 Work Zone 2147 goggst  MNota Work Zene 2,147 99 86%

bg 1 0.05%
Yes 3 0.14%  Yes 3 0.14%

Yes 2 0.09%
Grand Total 2,150 10000% Grand Total 2,150 100.00% Grand Total 2150 100.00%

These data are exempt from discovery or admission under 23 U.S.C 408. Data Extracted 5/1/2025
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or surveying purposes. Users of this information should review or consult

Crash Data 2022-2025

City Streets
Bristol, Connecticut
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Department of Public Works | 860.584.6125

MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 28, 2025
TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: DPW DRAFT COMPLETE STREET POLICY

Please find enclosed a draft Complete Street Policy for review and approval. As indicated in the
policy, Complete Streets is an approach to planning, designing, and building streets that enable safe
access for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and
abilities. The primary concept is that streets should not be designed merely for vehicles. Rather,
consideration should be given to all potential users of City streets.

The Complete Street Policy establishes the framework to incorporate Complete Streets processes
and roadway standards into City projects. Although the Department of Public Works will be the
lead City department implementing Complete Streets, full integration will include City Land Use
boards, the Commission of Disability, ECD, Police, Fire, Parks and the Senior Center. The policy
also requires an internal committee comprised of the Director of Public Works, City Engineer, City
Planner, and ECD Executive Director to ensure Complete Street implementation and execution.
The policy also establishes oversight by the Board of Public Works, and requires the creation of a
City Bicycle Committee to develop a Bicycle Facility Plan. Full implementation of Complete
Streets will require revisions to the City’s Street Ordinance, along with revisions to the City’s
Zoning and Planning regulations.

Complete Streets does not require sidewalks, bike lanes, traffic calming, or streetscape elements on
all City streets. However, it does require a review prior to City projects that necessitate that other
users and street elements are evaluated and considered, along with documenting the decision
process. A primary goal of Complete Streets is to shift away from prioritizing vehicle speed and
travel time. A checklist of Complete Streets items that shall be evaluated as part of the Complete
Street process is attached.

The Department of Public Works supports Complete Streets and sees implementation of Complete
Streets as a means to improve roadway safety. It should also be noted that approval and
implementation of Complete Streets has been a condition of a number of State and Federal
roadway grants, including the Community Conductivity funding. Time will be required to fully
establish and implement Complete Streets in order to work with the various City and Community
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Boards, Commissions, and City Departments. However, to move forward the Department of Public
Works requests the following Board of Public Works Action:

Approve the proposed Complete Street Policy as presented by the Department of
Public Works

If approved, the Department of Public Works will establish the internal committee of the Director
of Public Works, City Engineer, City Planner, representative of the DPW Engineering Division,
and the City’s ECD Executive Director to proceed with implementing Complete Streets. The
representative of the DPW Engineering Division will be Anthony Lorenzetti, P.E. The committee
may be expanded with time, to include members of City Land Use Boards, Commission on
Disabilities, and representatives of the Senior Center.

It should be noted that the draft Complete Street policy is based, in part, on the Complete Street
policies from West Hartford Connecticut and Riverside California.

A link to a complete street guidebook prepared by NVCOG is provided provided below:

NVCOG Complete Streets Guidebook 100124 FINAL

As indicated above, the approval of a Complete Streets policy is becoming a condition in a number
of State grants. Pending State bill SB 1377 increases funding for Complete Streets. On a Federal
level, grant funding for alternate vehicles such as bicycles paths are being de-prioritized. See link
to article regarding federal funding/ prioritizes.

https://usa.streetsblog.org/2025/03/12/breaking-u-s-dot-orders-review-of-all-grants-
related-to-green-infrastructure-bikes

However, the availability of Federal discretionary grant funds for a Connecticut municipalities is
anticipated to be very low.

Please feel free to contact me at 860-584-6113 with any questions/concerns.
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CITY OF BRISTOL COMPLETE STREET POLICY

1.0 SCOPE

Complete Streets is an approach to planning, designing, and building streets that enable safe access for all
users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and abilities. This approach
also emphasizes the needs of those who utilize multi-modes of transportation, mostly in City areas with
low-income levels and the highest housing and population density.

An objective of the Complete Street policy is to maximize City investments in areas where existing multi-
model roadway infrastructure is required, due to lack of long-term investment, and is needed due to high
population density. With that said, the Complete Street policy will be incorporated into ALL Department
of Public Works project to ensure that all modes of transportation and needs of all residents are met.

While Complete Streets is a process and approach to street design, there is no singular design
prescription for Complete Streets. Each one is unique and responds to its community context. A complete
street may include: sidewalks, bike lanes (or wide paved shoulders), special bus lanes, comfortable and
accessible public transportation stops, frequent and safe crosswalks, median islands, accessible pedestrian
signals, curb extensions, narrower travel lanes, roundabouts, and more.

The March 2022 USDOT and FHWA Report to Congress Entitled “Moving to a Complete Streets Design
Model: A Report to Congress on Opportunities and Challenges,” defines Complete Streets as “Complete
Street is safe, and feels safe, for everyone using the street. The Infrastructure, Investment and Jobs Act
(IIJA), also known as the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL), Section 11206, defines Complete Streets
standards or policies as those which “ensure the safe and adequate accommodation of all users of the
transportation system, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public transportation users, children, older
individuals, individuals with disabilities, motorists, and freight vehicles.”

The report also states: “Building Complete Streets encompasses planning, designing, constructing,
maintaining, and operating roadways and public rights-of-way with all users in mind to make the
transportation network safer. In principle, Complete Streets are multimodal and provide safe access for all
roadway users. In practice, it is not always possible to accommodate all modes in a single street due to
right-of-way constraints, so a practical approach to Complete Streets also focuses broadly on building
Complete Networks to provide connectivity for different modes of travel. Complete Networks may use
parallel routes to facilitate access that variously prioritizes different modes throughout an area while
ensuring the safety of all roadway users. Creating Complete Streets also requires safety data analysis and
safety countermeasure identification and implementation. “In summary the report states that: “Complete
Streets provide users with essential access to the transportation network, regardless of mode choice,
access, or connectivity, determines how easily people can move throughout the transportation system. At
its simplest level, network connectivity addresses how travelers can move safely and easily from place to
place. Safety and comfort for those who use transit, walk, bike or roll are integral to the objective of
providing connections and access for those who choose to use those modes.”

The City of Bristol Planning commission is required by statute to develop a Plan of Development every
10 years to act as a blue print for the city. The 2015 Plan of Conservation and Development chapter 13
addresses the future transportation needs of the city. Section 13.2 lists the Overall Transportation System
Goals. The first goal is to provide a comprehensive and integrated system to best meet the needs of
Bristol residents, businesses, and visitors. Other overall goals of the plan are vehicular, pedestrian, bicycle
circulation, and transit. These items are expressed more thoroughly as policies in section 13.3. Section
13.3.1 Comprehensive System, promotes a “Complete Streets” approach to ensure that local roadways are
designed to accommodate multiple modes of transportation (motor vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, public
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transit, etc.) where and when appropriate.” The development a of a Complete Streets Policy will make the
City Eligible for Future Community Connectivity Funding that is being administered by The State of
Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT), and help the city to incorporate Complete Street
Elements in state funded projects.

2.0 VISION - GOAL

This Complete Streets policy shall be considered as an integral component of the project design for
all City owned public street right of ways including sidewalks and pathways. The transportation
network shall be safe, accessible, comfortable, accommodating, and welcoming to all users including
pedestrians, people with mobility challenges, cyclists, motorists, commercial vehicles, and
emergency vehicles.

A Complete Streets approach will encourage non-motorized modes of transportation and a
Complete Streets culture that promotes an inter-connected community, healthy living, and a
thriving City.

Specific benefits include the following:
I. Makes roads safer through development of separate pedestrian and cyclist
facilities where possible, that will improve safety and increase capacity for

vulnerable users.

il. Enables healthier lifestyle choices by providing an expanding variety of safer and
convenient walking and bicycling options;

1. Expands or completes the network of safe walking and bicycling routes to schools,
parks, and other community services;

iv. Encourages Economic Development;

V. Provides for uniformity from project to project and from state to city streets;

vi. Potentially reduces vehicular traffic volumes and improved air quality;

vii. To make the roadway and street environment safer and more inviting by reducing the

frequency and severity of vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian-related accidents.

Complete Streets are necessary to promote an integrated and balanced transportation network. Complete
Streets strive to provide the best possible blend of service, mobility, convenience, and safety while
reinforcing a positive social, economic, and environmental influence.

Complete Streets shall be a vital component of the City’s transportation network and contribute directly to
the health, safety, economic vitality and quality of life in the City. Through implementation of Complete
Streets principles, the transportation network in the City will be safe, accessible, comfortable, and
convenient for all transportation users.

Implementing a Complete Street policy shall ensure all people can comfortably travel to and from their
destinations safely, in a reasonable amount of time, in a cost-effective manner. A Complete Streets policy
is both about prioritizing the most vulnerable users of the transportation system (people walking, rolling,
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and biking), and fostering a paradigm shift away from prioritizing speedy car travel. The Complete Street
policy shall ensure City roadways complement and enhance the surrounding land use and neighborhood
character and accommodate all users, including drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians and transit patrons, older
residents, children, and persons with mobility impairments.

3.0 EQUITY - PRIORITIZATION OF UNDERSERVED COMMUNITIES

There are populations and communities within our City that face higher transportation burdens and
experience greater barriers to accessing resources and opportunities, as well as disenfranchised
populations, and communities that have traditionally been underrepresented in City planning and
decision-making processes. These populations include low-income individuals, people of color, senior
residents, children, youth, people with disabilities, and people living in households without access to a
private automobile. Each of these groups are either at higher risk of injury or death while walking or
biking, and are more likely to walk, bike, or use public transit than the population as a whole. Therefore,
this population needs to be considered specifically when improving the transportation environment. To
begin to address these inequities, the City shall incorporate equity criteria into the project prioritizing
process and developing an inclusive community engagement process to reach our most vulnerable users
and underrepresented populations. It is important to incorporate equity criteria when evaluating
maintenance in order to maintain accessibility for everybody, including the most vulnerable users.

All users and all transportation modes shall benefit from Complete Streets improvements.

The City of Bristol’s ADA Transition plan prioritizes the Downtown District of the City and access to
municipal facilities. The Downtown District is an economically disadvantaged area prioritized for new
accessible sidewalk facilities. The City is utilizing Community Connectivity funding through (CTDOT)
for pedestrian improvements in the Downtown District, Federal Hill, and West End, along with Bristol
Housing Authority properties in the Lillian Road, Vance Drive, and other areas.

4.0 CHOOSING COMPLETE STREET PROJECTS - APPLIES TO ALL PROJECTS
AND PHASES

A strong and effective Complete Streets policy starts to reshape the process by which projects are chosen
for funding and advancement. An objective of the Complete Street Policy shall be to reduce the focus on
prioritizing vehicle level of service (how many cars can be moved through a corridor), or account for
potential impacts to vehicle travel time, while ignoring the more holistic impacts of improving access to
jobs and services. The City’s Complete Street policy shall establish the following project criteria
priorities:

a. Safety

b. Mobility

c. Pedestrians

d. Cyclists (within reestablished priority zones)
e. Motor Vehicles

We recognize that all modes of transportation cannot always have separate code compliant
accommodations within every publicly owned right of way due to physical restraints. However, the
overall goal is for all users to safely and conveniently use the transportation system. The City shall
establish criteria to encourage funding prioritization for Complete Streets implementation with at
least the following principles in mind:
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i Connectivity— connecting existing infrastructure to existing infrastructure and creating
additional connections to community assets (including but not limited to: businesses, schools,
community centers, city halls, medical facilities, parks, voting locations, and libraries).

ii. Multimodality— implementing projects that expand infrastructure for modes of
transportation other than the car.

iii. Economic Development— proposed project supports broader efforts to enhance economic
development. In addition to these criteria, the City shall work to gather community input on
projects being considered to determine which projects should be developed first.

An important aspect of this Complete Streets policy is to ensure that City bicycle riders feel safe traveling
within and throughout the City. The City currently lacks defined bicycle routes for convenient and easily
accessible transportation through and around the City. To address this, the Board of Public Works shall
establish a City Bicycle Advisory Committee, and the Committee shall develop a Bicycle Facility Plan.
Such Plan shall be presented to the Board of Public Works no later than nine (9) months from the
adoption of this Complete Streets Policy, and shall be reviewed and/or updated every three years.

5.0 EXCEPTIONS

Each project shall be approached as an opportunity to improve the safety and accessibility of the
street and public right of way for all users.

However, exceptions shall be made if any of the following criteria will render Complete Streets
improvements unworkable:

a. Where specific users are prohibited by law from using the ROW (e.g. pedestrians
and bicyclists within a limited access highway). However, exclusion of certain users
on particular ROW's shall not exempt projects from accommodating other permitted
users;

b. Cost is disproportionate to the current need or projected future need for Complete Streets
improvements, or unusual circumstances, such as where natural features (e.g. steep hills,
ledge, flood plains, wetlands) make it very costly or impossible to accommodate all modes,
or funding is not available;

c. There is an absence of current and future need with an Average Daily Traffic (ADT) of
1000 or less and is more than a mile from neighborhoods, schools, or points of interest.

d. Emergency repairs, such as a water main leak, that require an immediate, rapid response;
however, temporary accommodations for all modes should still be made. Depending on the
severity of the repairs, opportunities to improve multimodal access should still be considered
where possible.

e. Transit accommodations are not required where there is no existing or planned transit
service.

f. Routine maintenance of the transportation network that does not change the roadway
geometry or operations, such as mowing, sweeping, and spot repair.

g. Where a reasonable and equivalent project along the same corridor is already programmed to
provide facilities exempted from the project at hand.
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Requested exceptions shall be evaluated initially by the Director of Public Works in consultation with
the City Engineer or City Planner, and then presented at a regularly scheduled Board of Public
Works meeting for action.

Notwithstanding the above, in accordance with the Connecticut General Statutes, as amended, where a
transportation project includes state or federal transportation funding, the determination of the
applicability of the exception request must be made by the Board of Public Works. Once the Bicycle
Facilities Plan is adopted by the Board of Public Works, any recommendation for an exception to this
policy that is objected to when concerning the Bicycle Facilities Plan, shall be brought to the Board of
Public Works. All granted exceptions shall be posted to the City’s Department of Public Works website.
Where exceptions are granted, parallel accommodations for the category of users excluded shall be
considered on alternate routes within the transportation system.

6.0 MANDATORY COORDINATION BETWEEN AGENCIES

A Complete Street is defined as a street that meets the needs of all users: motor vehicles, pedestrians,
cyclists, and including populations of low-income individuals, people of color, senior residents, children,
youth, people with disabilities, and people living in households without access to a private automobile. In
order to meet their needs, it is imperative that the Complete Street policy includes outreach programs to
receive input from the organizations within the City representing the various communities and City
Departments such as the following:

Senior Center

Veterans Strong

Commission on Disability

Parks Department and Youth Services
Economic Community Development

kW=

The Complete Street policy also recognizes that all streets within the City are not under the jurisdiction of
the City. The State of Connecticut highway system includes CT Route 69, 72, 6, and 229 within the City.
Although the City does not have authority over state roads, and requires permits to work on said roads,
the City’s Complete Street policy shall require the Department of Public Works to provide input and
recommendations to the State of Connecticut to perform and construct state roadway projects within the
City in accordance with the City’s Complete Street policy.

In addition, there are private roads, typically constructed to support private developments such as
condominiums or private unit developments. Although private, these roads require approval by the City’s
Zoning Commission or Planning Commission, therefore coordination of the land use commissions shall
be included in this policy to ensure private property developments are constructed in accordance with
City Complete Street requirements. It is anticipated that compliance with City Complete Street policies
will require revisions to City Zoning and Planning Commission regulations. In accordance with this
policy, the Department of Public Works shall review all applicable Zoning and Planning Commission
regulations. Within two years of adoption of this policy, the Department of Public Works shall submit any
and all required regulation revisions to the Zoning and Planning Commissions for review and approval.

7.0 ADOPTION OF DESIGN GUIDANCE DOCUMENTS AND STANDARDS

Complete Streets is not just a set of projects, it’s a holistic approach and process to the transportation
system, which by definition, applies to all kinds of projects. Implementing Complete Streets requires
more than just isolated projects here and there. It requires building a complete network of streets that are
safe for all users. With that said, current City roadway design standards shall be reviewed and will require
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anticipated modifications and revisions to implement Complete Streets best practices design standards.
As such, this policy shall require a complete review and revisions to City current roadway design
standards. Complete Street design standards shall comply with and be part of the following design
standards:

All Complete Streets improvements within public ROWs shall conform to the following standards. Of
the following list, AASHTO and MUTCD are considered the definitive design guides for changes within
the State ROW. Because Complete Streets design is an evolving field, the latest edition of these
standards shall be referenced for design guidance:

1). City of Bristol Roadway Design Standards

2). CT DOT Highway Design Manual, and supplements, including City of Bristol approved
modifications

3). U.S. Access Board - Accessible Public Rights-of-Way Accessibility Guidelines 4). CT DOT
Standard Specification Form 819, and supplements, including City of Bristol approved modifications

5). CT DOT Traffic Control Signal Design Manual

6)._American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)

A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets (“Green Book™)
7). AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
8). AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design and Operations of Pedestrian Facilities
9). ASSHTO Guide on Achieving Flexibility in Highway Design
10). ASSHTO Guide on Geometric Design of Transit Facilities on Highways and Streets

11). Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT)

Comprehensive Pedestrian Safety Strategy

12). Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD)
13). FHWA Lighting Handbook
14). FHWA Achieving Multimodal Networks
15). FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide
16). FHWA Incorporating On-Road Bicycle Networks into Resurfacing Projects

17). Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach
18). National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO)
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Urban Bikeway Design Guide

The City of Bristol is committed to applying Complete Streets principles to all transportation and
roadway projects. Each project shall be approached as an opportunity to improve the safety and
accessibility of the transportation network for all users.

Periodic maintenance activities, such as re-striping and re-surfacing, which have potential to allow for
low-cost improvements, e.g. “road diets” that narrow the vehicle travel lanes and provide space for the
addition or widening of bike and pedestrian lanes, shall be considered. This means that small and
routine tasks, not just the larger construction and reconstruction projects, provide opportunities to
implement Complete Streets. Many small, low-cost improvements will, when thoughtfully
implemented over time, create a much friendlier and safer environment for everyone.

Traffic Signal timing adjustments can be used to improve pedestrian safety.

Preventive maintenance activities, such as mowing, cleaning, sweeping, spot repair, concrete joint
repair, pothole filling, water, sewer and drainage, or other utility installation or repairs taking place
without any other tangible improvements, illumination addition, signing only, landscaping, guiderail
installation and repair, traffic signal repairs, do not mandate Complete Streets Improvements. To the
maximum extent possible, however, provisions for safe access shall be made for all modes of
transportation during maintenance activities.

Roadway and Transportation improvement projects, such as road widening and intersection
improvements, shall be thoroughly evaluated for Complete Streets improvements, and are subject to
the exception criteria outlined in the following section.

8.0 COMMITMENT TO PROACTIVE LAND USE PLANNING

Land use context and flexibility shall be considered relative to potential Complete Streets improvements.

The overall goal of this approach is to preserve and enhance scenic, aesthetic, historical, and
environmental resources while improving or maintaining safety, mobility, and infrastructure conditions.

It is the intent of this Policy that the City will endeavor to incorporate Complete Streets policies into the
zoning regulations, subdivision regulations, the Plan of Conservation & Development, and all other
relevant planning and regulatory documents to help support the community's Complete Streets vision.
Additionally, the Planning & Zoning Commissions are encouraged to review all private development
proposals with the goal of helping facilitate the community’s Complete Streets vision. All City projects
that have land use considerations shall consider how such actions may impact the community’s
Complete Streets vision. Biking and walking facilities to City owned facilities including schools and
parks, shall be prioritized.

The endeavor to support the City’s Complete Streets Policy and principles shall also necessitate a greater

consideration for how transportation intersects with broader land use decisions. As a result, all new or

revised land use policies, plans, zoning ordinances, and other documents shall be required to specify how

they will support Complete Streets. The overall goal of this approach is to preserve and enhance scenic,
aesthetic, historic, and environmental resources while improving accessibility and promoting a sense of
place.

9.0 Jurisdiction
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This Complete Streets Policy shall apply to all City owned streets and land within public ROWs. All
Complete Streets improvements must be coordinated between all relevant City of Bristol
departments such as Public Works, Police, Fire, Economic Development, Mayor’s Office, Parks
Recreation and Youth, Water, Emergency Management, Public Health, and Senior Services. In
particular, the Police Department is the designated Legal Traffic Authority for the City and therefore
plays a critical role in evaluating, supporting, and potentially permitting Complete Street
components.

All new private development projects, which propose improvements within the public ROW, shall be
encouraged to comply with this Complete Streets policy. The issuance of all Department of Public
Works permits shall be contingent upon meeting the Complete Streets requirements. Private
development projects proposing work within the City’s roadway right of way shall be reviewed for
consistency with the Complete Street policy as part of the approval process.

Owners of private streets and ways shall also be encouraged to adhere to this policy.

The State of Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) controls several principal
transportation corridors within the City. The City shall work cooperatively with CTDOT to plan and
implement Complete Streets improvements within these ROWs.

Public Act PA 09-154 and the CTDOT Complete Streets Policy shall be applied to all planning, design,
construction and major maintenance within State controlled ROWs.

Utility companies operate within City and State ROWSs. Their planning, construction, and major
maintenance can create both opportunities and barriers to Complete Streets improvements. The City shall
coordinate with utility companies to ensure that utility projects and Complete Streets improvements are
coordinated wherever possible.

The City shall also coordinate Complete Streets planning and construction with transit agencies, the
NVCOG (Naugatuck Valley Council of Governments), and adjacent municipalities to facilitate
effective application of resources.

10. Performance Measurement

Measurement of Complete Streets improvements will require periodic and sustained evaluation to
measure progress and effectiveness. The Department of Public Works will complete a yearly review of
performance measures and report said measures to the Board of Public Works each calendar year. The
measurement of all Complete Streets improvements for the previous calendar year are to include the
following:

a) Funding: Total dollar amount spent on Complete Street Improvements

1. Total funds
2. Town funds
3. Grant funds or other source

4. Roadway Infrastructure Improvement Fund expenditures
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b) Sidewalks/Pedestrian/Transit Improvements:

1. Linear feet of sidewalks replaced or new and other pedestrian accommodations built by

the city
2. Linear feet of sidewalk built by others

3. Number and description of crosswalks installed or improved, include Rectangular
Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB’S)

4. Number and description of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accommodations

installed or improved

5. Number and description of public or private transit accessibility improvements
installed or improved by type and number

c¢) Bicycling Improvements:

1. Linear feet of bicycle lanes, routes, or trails built by width and type
2. Number and description of bicycle parking facilities installed

d) Traffic Calming:

1. Number and description of traffic calming measures implemented

2. Number of new traffic control signs/signals installed that assist with the Town’s
Complete Streets policies

e) Maintenance Activities:
1. Description of Maintenance Activities of existing Complete Streets facilities
f) User and Crash Data:

1. Motor vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian crash data

g) Exceptions:

1. Number of Exceptions requested and approved, including Board of Public Works
approval dates.

h) Lighting

1. Number of street lights added/removed or modified
i) Mass Transit Route

1. Mass transit routes servicing City (additions/modifications, including bus stops)
j) Number of Community Engagements, including summary of action.

11. City Implementation Plan

The implementation of Complete Streets will require cooperation and collaboration between many
stakeholders on a regular basis. The City will take the following steps to facilitate the process:
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a) The City will develop an ordinance establishing complete streets, establishing the
Department of Public Works as the implementors of Complete Streets. Said ordinance shall
be completed ten (10) months from adoption of ordinance.

b) The Board of Public Works shall oversee implementation of the Complete Streets policy
with quarterly reports from the Board of Public Works.

¢) The Director of Planning and the Planning & Zoning Commissions shall review and
propose revisions to all appropriate land use regulations to support the
implementation of Complete Streets.

d) The Director of Public Works and City Engineering shall establish necessary procedures
to ensure the application of Complete Streets principles at the earliest design stage.

e) The City shall encourage staff professional development in the area of Complete Streets
through attendance at seminars, conferences, and workshops. An annual budget will be
established for training.

f) The City shall actively promote public information and education and solicit feedback
about Complete Streets from the community using outreach strategies that make use of
both electronic media and print media.

g) The Department of Public Works shall prepare a Complete Street Evaluation checklist.
Each Department of Public Works project shall be subject to completion of the
Complete Street checklist. The checklist shall address community engagement.

h) Within twelve (12) months of adoption of this policy, the Department of Public Works
shall prepare and submit for approval from the Board of Public Works Complete Street
design guidance standards.
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Complete Streets Checklist

Objectives
The Complete Streets Policy adopted on requires the provision
safe access for all users by providing a comprehensive, integrated, connected multi-modal network of

transportation option throughout

This checklist is intended to assist the in achieving its objectives for complete streets.

Project Name: Date:

Project Location / Limits:

Project Description:

Instructions: For each box checked, please provide a brief description for how the item is addressed,
not addressed, or not applicable and include supporting documentation.

Street Classification (identify street or streets within the project area)

Principal arterial [ |  Minor arterial [ | Mixed use collector [ |  Mixed use locale [_]
Residential collector [ ] Residential locale [[]  Special use street [ |

EXISTING CONDITIONS
Item to Be Addressed/ Checklist Consideration | YES | NO | N/A | Required Description
Existing Motor Vehicle Operations
Are there existing concerns within the study area, regarding |:| |:| |:|

motor vehicle safety, traffic volumes/congestion or access?

EXxisting Bicycle & Pedestrian Operations

Are there accommodations for bicyclists, pedestrians (including
ADA compliance) and transit users?

Do bicycle and pedestrian accommodations exist? (see page _
for examples)

Has the existing bicycle and pedestrian suitability or level of
service been identified?

Have the bicycle and pedestrian conditions within the study area,
including pedestrian and/or bicyclist treatments, volumes,
important connections and lighting been identified?

Do bicyclists/pedestrians regularly use the transportation facility
for commuting or recreation?

Are there physical or perceived impediments to bicyclist or
pedestrian use of the transportation facility?

Is there a higher than normal incidence of bicyclist/pedestrian
crashes within the study area?

Have the existing volumes of pedestrian and/or bicyclist crossing
activity at intersections including midblock and nighttime crossing
been collected/provided?

EXxisting Transit Operations

Do transit facilities exist within the study area, including bus and
train stops/stations?

Is the project area on a transit route? (CT Transit Service Routes)

Is the transportation facility within two miles of “park and ride” or
other transit node?

oo O |0 o) O ooy s
oo O |0 o) O ooy s
ooy O ooy ooy ey e

Are there bicycle racks, shelters, or parking for transit riders
available?

Base format from checklist developed by the City of Saratoga Springs with information taken from NJDOT CS Checklist 2
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Existing Access and Mobility

Are there any existing access or mobility considerations,
including ADA compliance?

Do connective opportunities exist with schools, hospitals, senior
care or community centers or persons with disabilities within
project area?

Are there gaps inhibiting continuous access between schools,
hospitals, senior care, or community centers or persons with
disabilities within project area?”

Existing Truck/ Freight Operations

Are there existing concerns within the study area, regarding
truck/freight safety, volumes, or access?

Project Area Context

Are there prominent landmarks, recreation, shopping, employment
center, cultural centers or other key destinations that offer
opportunities to connect this site?

Have you identified the predominant land uses and densities
within the study area, including any historic districts or special
zoning districts?

Is the transportation facility in a high-density land use area that
has pedestrian/bicycle/motor vehicle and transit traffic?

Have you identified the major sites, destinations, and trip
generators within or proximate to the study area, including
prominent landmarks, employment centers, recreation,
commercial, cultural and civic institutions, and public spaces?

Are there existing street trees, planters, buffer strips, or other
environmental enhancements such as drainage swales within the
study area?

O O oa|opgay g o g

O Oy opgar g o g

O O gdo|op oo

Existing Plans

Are there any comprehensive planning documents that address
bicyclist, pedestrian or transit user conditions within or proximate
to the study area?

Examples include (but are not limited to):

. Safe Routes to School Plans
. Municipal, Regional, or State Transportation Plan |:| |:| |:|
. Municipal, Regional and State Bicycle-Pedestrian Plans
. Sidewalk Inventories
. Mapped Greenways, Recreational Trails, Cross State Bike
Routes
. Transit Orientated Development Plans

Please list and/or describe planning or policy documents addressing bicyclist, pedestrian, transit, or truck/ freight use for

the project area. Examples can include:
Plan of Conservation and Development;
State, regional, or local Bicycle-Pedestrian Plan;

Regional and State Plans of Conservation and Development;

CTDOT Mapping of Cross State Bike Routes (ADD LINK);

State, regional, or local mapping of greenways/ recreational trails;

CT Transit locations (add link);

Transportation Committee Bicycle/ Pedestrian Priority Network;

Mapped bike routes and transit stops, on Google Earth;
Truck/ freight routes.

Base format from checklist developed by the City of Saratoga Springs with information taken from NJDOT CS Checklist
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PROPOSED DESIGN

Item to Be Addressed/ Checklist Consideration

| YES| NO | N/A | Required Description

Complete Streets Design

Bicyclistaccommodations?

Pedestrian accommodations?

Access and Mobility accommodations?

Transitaccommodations?

Truck/ freight accommodations?

Streetscape Elements?

(.
(I
(I

Bike Facilities:

Off-roadway bike
accommodations

]
>
Ll
&
Ll
Z
>

Pedestrian Facilities:

Dedicated bike lane [ es [No LINA Sidewalks on both sides of | L] Yes [INo [ INA

gﬂi[ﬁgg;se lane = $22 :Hg :Hﬁ Striped, crosswalks [ ]Yes ;No ;NA
. = = Geometric modifications [ 1Yes [_INo [_INA

Acceptable actuated traffic L | Yes [_INo [_INA to rEON BB erossin

signal bike detection, including dohecs ch asgcurb

turn lanes .

. extensions (e.g. bulb-outs

Do signals allow adequate [1'Yes [INo [INA Acceptable(prgvision for : []Yes [ INo [_INA

minimum green time for pedestrian traffic signal

bicyclist to safely cross features (e.g. ped. buttons)

intersection P .

. Pedestrian signage for Yes |_|No [_INA
Signage and pavement []Yes [INo [INA crossing &wgyfir?ding L [INo [
gfg‘f'ggﬁtfezec”'c to proposed Safety islands/medians on [T Yes [INo [INA
Bicycle safe inlet grates [ |Yes [ INo [ INA roggways with two or more

. . - traffic lanes in each direction
Bicycle parking, eg. Bike racks, []Yes [ INo [INA EnhanS@Rsupplemental [TYes [INo [INA
'tl)'lrkaenlzi(tﬂ;:earzilities- pedestrian treatments at

. — trolled ked

Transit shelters [ ] Yes [ INo [ INA g?c?:s?nrgse ¢
Bus turnouts [ 1Yes [ INo [ INA Connectivity:
Standing pads [ 1 Yes [ INo [ INA Are there pbro 'osed T 1Yes! INol INA
Has CDTA been contacted? [ 1 Yes [ INo [ INA connectioﬁs tFC)) other bike - -
Access and Mobility Facilities: paths, pedestrian facilities, or
Adequate sidewalk or paved [ ]Yes [ INo [INA transit facilities?
path Are there proposed L[ Yes [ [No [_INA
Acceptable p [] Yes [[INo [[INA connections to any key
consideration/provision for destinations listed on page 1?
accessible pedestrian traffic Are there proposed []Yes [ JNo [ INA
signal features connections to
Curb ramps, including []Yes [INo [_INA neighborhoods?
det;actable warning Streetscape Elements:
suriace Are streetscape elements Yes [ [No [ |NA
Acceptable slope and [ ] Yes [ JNo [_INA proposed suc% as - -
c_ross-slope for d.riveway ramps, landscaping, street trees,
sidewalks, crossings) planters, buffer strips, etc?
Have conflicts been reduced []Yes [JNo []NA Pedestrian-level lighting []Yes [ JNo [INA
between pedestrian, bicyclists, i :
and motor vehicles (access Public seating or benches [ ]Yes [ INo [ INA
management)?

Design Standards and Guidelines

Design meets guidelines such as described below for [ 1Yes | [ INo [ INA Describe

bicycle/pedestrian/bus/transitfacilities?

o CNU/ITE (Congress for the New Urbanism / Institute of Transportation Engineers) manual for "Context Sensitive Street Design”;
CNU/ITE Designing and Urban Walkable Thoroughfare; sUrban Bike Way Design Guide published by the National Association of City
Transportation Officials (NACTO); AASHTO A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition, 2011; AASHTO Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, 4th Edition (2012); AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, 1st
Edition; Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (2009); NACTO Urban Street Design Guide (2012); Planning Complete Streets For An Aging
Amerlca Jana Lynott et aI AARP Publlc Pollcy Instltute, (2009), nghway Capacny Manual (201 0), Publlc nght-of-Way AcceSS|b|I|ty

Base format from checklist developed by the City of Saratoga Springs with information taken from NJDOT CS Checklist

an (2010)
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Traffic Calming —
Speed LI 72
Speed Humps,/Bumps 75
Stop Signs 71
Unsafe Conditions/Vulnerable Users 36
Sidewalks
Traffic Flow and Volume
One Way Streets 17
Signage and Markings (MUTCD) 70

Sightlines

Enforcement 72
Engineering Review for Planning and Zoning/Development

Prioritization of Projects and Issues With Limited Funds 18
No Thru Trucks/Large trucks in Residential Areas
Navigating Engineering vs. Enforcement as Resources/Solutions to Issues 17
Parking and No Parking — (Not in My Backyard) 44
Major Traffic Generators — Process and Responsibilities 21
P&Z Coordination and Concurrence for State Roads 24
Educating Public on Options and Limitations (Toolbox) 27
Bike Ped Issues 37
Development of Complete Streets Policies/Projects 18
Other (please specify) 12
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 30, 2025

TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: BPW - BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS - CITY MS4 STEERING
COMMITTEE - SUMMARY OF MS4 REGULATIONS & STORM
WATER TESTING

The Department of Public Works oversees the administration of the Connecticut General Permit for
the Discharge of Stormwater from Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (“MS4
Permit”), Federal Clean Water Act (“CWA”) Permit No. CTR030042. The permit objective is to
protect water quality and achieve the water quality established in Federal Clean Water Act. The
BMPs measures to achieve these measures are in the Stormwater Management Plan, and are
organized into six categories of Minimum Control Measures:

Public education and outreach

Public participation

IMlicit discharge detection and elimination (“IDDE”)
Construction stormwater management
Post-construction stormwater management
Pollution prevention and good housekeeping

AR

Pursuant to the permit, the Department of Public Works is required to address each MS4 BMP
permit component on a yearly basis. As the BPW MS4 Committee is aware, the City has been
notified and responded to an EPA audit request for MS4 compliance. A portion of the response was
provided by the Water & Sewer Department, and DPW provided information relating to MS4
storm water.

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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As a result of the MS4 review, there is a need to perform sampling and testing of City storm
drainage outfalls. Not all outfalls require testing, only outfalls to impaired water must be tested. In
Bristol, the Pequabuck River and Coppermine Brook are classified as impaired. To comply with
the MS4 regulations, 41 of the 92 storm drainage outfalls to the referenced waters must be tested
by DPW in 2025. The testing must be performed during a storm event when the outfall is
discharging. The testing must occur within the first six hours of a storm, and a “qualifying” storm
consists of a rain event that proceeds a dry period of at least 72 hours. The intent is to obtain a
storm water sample during the first “flush” associated with the runoff of a storm event. Each
sample shall be tested for E. Coli, total phosphorus, and turbidity. Analysis for E. Coli and total
phosphorus will be performed by a certified laboratory. Turbidity tests will be performed by DPW
Engineering inspectors, using a turbidity meter in the field at the time of sampling. The estimated
testing cost to analyze 41 samples is $3,000 and the required turbidity meter is $1,100. Funding for
the testing meter will be provided through the RIF fund (City appropriation of $150,000). Once
sampling of the 42 outfalls is completed in 2025, sampling requirements will be reduced to 6
samples each year.

To assist the Department of Public Works in implementing the storm water sampling, the
Department procured the services of BL Company Inc. to prepare a Stormwater Sampling Plan,
including training of DPW Engineering staff. Links to the sampling plan, overall outfall map, and
storm drainage location maps is provided below:

BL Storm Water Sampling Plan:

https://www.bristolct.gov/DocumentCenter/View/49365/Stormwater-sampling-plan

Overall Storm Drainage Outfall Map:

https://www.bristolct.gov/DocumentCenter/ View/49366/Outfalls-map

Storm Water Drainage Location Maps:

https://www.bristolct.gov/DocumentCenter/ View/493 64/wet-sample-locations

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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In addition, please find the links below:

CT DEEP MS4 Permit & Training Information:

https://nemo.uconn.edu/ms4/

City’s 2024 annual report prepared by the Department of Public Works

https://ct-bristol2.civicplus.com/1053/Municipal-Separate-Storm-Sewer-System-MS

EPA audit request, along with the latest Department of Public Works and Sewer Department
response:

https://blcompanies.files.com/f/a72bf25ca201562f

It should be noted that there are new CT DEEP proposed regulations for MS4 Storm Water.

Therefore, there may be revisions to the testing program currently being implemented by the
Department. In addition to City MS4 stormwater permit for discharge from City Streets, the

Department has similar permits and requirements for Industrial MS4.

The DPW Engineering Division will provide a presentation to the Board at its June 12, 2025
meeting outlining CT DEEP MS4 Permit requirements.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns at 860-584-6113.

City of Bristol

Public Work Department
111 North Main Street
Bristol, CT 06010
www.bristolct.gov
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May 22, 2025

Mr. Raymond Rogozinski

City of Bristol Public Works Office
111 North Main Street

Bristol, Connecticut 06010

Re: City of Bristol Stormwater Sampling Plan
BL Companies Project No. 2300149

Dear Mr. Rogozinski,

BL Companies, Inc. (BL Companies) has prepared a Stormwater Sampling Plan for the
City of Bristol, as noted in the Supplemental Response to Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Request for Information Pursuant to Section 308 of the Clean Water Act.
The City of Bristol operates under the Connecticut Department of Energy and
Environmental Protection (CTDEEP) National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
General Permit for the Discharge of Stormwater from Small Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer Systems (MS4 Permit), effective October 1, 2023. This Stormwater Sampling Plan
will include screening and/or sampling outfalls that discharge to impaired waters with the
goal of identifying the six (6) outfalls containing the highest concentrations of
contaminants of concern (i.e. E. coli, phosphorus, and/or turbidity) for subsequent annual
sampling and reporting.

1.0 Wet Weather Sampling

According to the MS4 permit, regulated MS4s that discharge to impaired waters must
create an inventory of all outfalls that discharge to impaired waters, after which the
permittee must screen these outfalls for the pollutant(s) identified as the pollutant(s) of
concern for the impairment. The City of Bristol currently contains two (2) impaired
waterbodies, the Pequabuck River and Coppermine Brook. Along these impaired
waterbodies, 101 outfalls owned by the City of Bristol have been mapped. According to
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), all portions of the impaired waterbodies
through Bristol are impaired with the bacteria E. coli and “other pollutants of concern”,
which is identified through the turbidity of water samples. In addition, 38 outfalls discharge
to a section of the Pequabuck River impaired with phosphorus.

To comply with the MS4 Permit, at least half of the 101 outfalls discharging to impaired
waters must be sampled during periods of wet weather. Samples collected from each
outfall must be analyzed for the pollutant of concern for the impairment of the waterbody
to which the outfall discharges. The data collected from wet weather screening and
sampling will be used to identify the six (6) outfalls containing the highest concentrations
of pollutants of concern for subsequent annual wet weather analysis.

355 Research Parkway = Meriden, CT 06450 = T (203) 630-1406 = F (203) 630-2615 = www.blcompanies.com
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1.1  Wet Weather Sampling Procedure

Stormwater samples will be collected from each selected outfall during any rainstorm that
produces discharge from the outfalls and that occurs at least 48 hours after any previous
rainstorm that produced discharge from the outfalls. Grab samples collected within the
first six (6) hours of discharge will be deemed sufficient. Runoff events resulting from
snow or ice melt alone cannot be used to meet these monitoring requirements. However,
monitoring may be conducted during a rain event that may include insignificant amounts
of snow or ice melt. Observation and sampling details are to be recorded on an outfall
monitoring record (attached).

Stormwater samples are to be collected in laboratory-supplied bottle ware designated for
each analyte (bacteria and phosphorus). A portable field turbidity meter may be utilized
for analysis of turbidity. Turbidity readings shall be taken at the outfall and in-stream
immediately upstream or otherwise outside the influence of the outfall. The following
contaminant concentrations would qualify the outfalls for follow-up investigation per
Section 6 (i)(1)(D) of the MS4 Permit:

e E. coli >235 coliforms/100 milliliters (mL) for swimming areas and >410
coliforms/100 milliliters (mL) for all others

e Total phosphorus >0.3 milligrams/Liter (mg/L); and/or

e Turbidity from outfall >5 nephelometric turbidity units (NTU) above in-stream
turbidity.

A BL Companies Project Scientist will cross-train City of Bristol employees in wet weather
sampling procedures prior to the initial sampling event.

1.2 Inventory of Outfalls Discharging to Impaired Waters

A total of 101 outfalls have been identified as discharging to the Pequabuck River and
Coppermine Brook in Bristol, which are considered impaired waterbodies. The following
is an inventory of the identified outfalls. Pollutants of concern were adapted from the
University of Connecticut (UCONN) Center for Land Use Education and Research
(CLEAR) Connecticut Nonpoint Education for Municipal Officials (NEMO) Program
interactive MS4 map. Please note that “other pollutants of concern” refers to turbidity.

Outfall ID Impaired Waterbody Pollutant(s) of Concern

5251 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5249 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5247 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5244 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5256 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5241 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5238A Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5232 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus

City of Bristol

BL Project #2300149
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Outfall ID

Impaired Waterbody

Pollutant(s) of Concern

5228 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5230 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
6244 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5215 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
6248 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5212 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
11461 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4532 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4527 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4948 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4886 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4943 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
4545 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5342 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5341 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
5344 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5346 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5312 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5318 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5391 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5328 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5472 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5493 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5498 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
5502 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
7543 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
7539 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7672 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7690 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7718 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7662 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7618 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7643 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7393 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7391 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7379 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7869 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7291 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7761 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7295 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
7794 Pequabuck River Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern, Phosphorus
11434 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3113 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3115 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11431 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3117 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3157 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
2653 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
2628 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9605 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
City of Bristol

BL Project #2300149
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Outfall ID

Impaired Waterbody

Pollutant(s) of Concern

9522 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
2272 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
2266 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11303 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1629 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1619 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1611 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11188 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11192 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1575 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11019 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11020 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1336 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9493 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11017 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1723 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1738 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
11016 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9433 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1310 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1320 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
8026 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9451 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1169 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1172 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
10904 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9201 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1182 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
615 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9195 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9180 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
10901 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9185 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9177 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
10896 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
1196 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
9165 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3641 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
3458 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
10848 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
8889 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
8674 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern
8672 Coppermine Brook Bacteria, Other pollutants of concern

1.3 Reporting

Results from the impaired waters investigation and monitoring program will be reported
in the Annual Report. The report shall include the outfalls screened during the year, the
number of outfalls identified for follow-up investigation, the progress of drainage area
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investigations, a description of the control measure implementation for the different
impairments, identification of the six outfalls to be monitored, and the results of the
prioritized outfall monitoring.

2.0 Reliance

This Report is for the exclusive use of and may be relied upon by the Client and its
respective successors and assigns: the City of Bristol. No parties or persons other than
those identified as authorized users may use or rely on the information or opinions in this
Report without the written consent of BL Companies. Notwithstanding delivery of this
Report by BL Companies or the Client to any third party, any copy of this Report provided
to a third party absent said written consent is provided for informational purposes only.
Reliance on this Report by any other person(s) or entity(ies) is strictly at their own risk
and BL Companies makes no warranties to person(s) or entity(ies) who use the
information provided in this Report.

BL Companies appreciates the opportunity to provide our environmental services to you.

Should there be any questions regarding this report, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,
BL Companies

’ J
{ / lfj\/
Sty LAk el

Danielle Whitcomb Joy Kloss, LEP, CHMM
Project Scientist | Senior Project Manager

Attachment: Outfall Monitoring Record

City of Bristol
BL Project #2300149
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Outfall Monitoring Record

(Complete a separate form and add photo for each outfall)

Basin Number/Outfall ID:

Outfall Physical Location:

Person Collecting Sample:

Person Examining Sample:

Date and Time Sample Collected:
Date and Time Sample Examined:
Temperature (°C):

Rainfall amount (in) or Dryweather
Nature of Discharge: Rainfall Snowmelt None
Start of Discharge Time:
Visible Sample Parameter
Color
Odor
Clarity

Floating Solids
Settled Solids**
Suspended

Solids

Oil Sheen

Foam (gently shake
sample)

Other Obvious
Indicators of Pollution

Field Measurement at Outfall Discharge

pH

Temperature (°C)
Ammonia (mg/L)
Surfactants (mg/L)
Chlorine (mg/L)
Salinity (ppt)
Conductivity (uS/cm)

E.coli (lab sample — Was sample taken for lab?
col/100 mL)

TN (lab sample — mg/L) | Was sample taken for lab?
TP (lab sample — mg/L) | Was sample taken for lab?

Turbidity (portable
meter - NTU)

Observations, concerns, comments, description of pictures taken, culvert size and material:

Name: Title:
Date: Signature:
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: June 2, 2025 rev 6/4/25

TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
City Council
Board of Public Works
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: SAFE STREETS AND ROADS FOR ALL -
AUTHORIZATION FOR MAYOR TO SIGN GRANT
APPLICATION

The Department of Public Works is requesting authorization for the City to submit a Safe Streets
and Roads for All grant application to conduct a Transportation Safety Action Plan for the City’s
municipal and state roads. The purpose of the study is to research crash history within the City and
identify roadway sections and potential improvements that can mitigate or eliminate the potential
of accidents. The City has had a number of recent crashes involving pedestrians that one of the
focal points of the study will be to reduce vehicle pedestrian accidents. The purpose of the plan is
to develop strategies and future safety improvements in alignment with a Complete Streets policy
for the City.

A future project list will be developed for implementation. The planning study will NOT obligate
the City to perform any work or complete any project, however having projects identified within a
Safe Streets and Roads for All grant does increase the potential for the City to receive additional
grants.

The cost of the proposed Transportation Safety Action Plan is $160,000, if the City receives the
grant the grant will provide $128,000. The City’s portion of the planning study cost is $32,000. A
request to receive funding is a pending Board of Finance action. In order to proceed with the grant,
the Department of Public Works request the following City Council action:

Authorize the Mayor to execute a Safe Streets and Roads for All grant and to sign any and all
related documents in the amount of $128,000. The total project cost will be $160,000 with a
City cost of $32,000, subject to Board of Finance approval.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns at 860-584-6113.
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CITY OF BRISTOL
BOARD OF FINANCE AGENDA REQUEST FORM

To: Board of Finance Commissioners
From: Public Works

(Requesting Department)
Date: June 5, 2025

(Submission Date)

For the __June 24, 2025 Board of Finance Meeting Agenda

(Date of Meeting)

This request is for:
(Please check the type of request and list in whole dollar amounts)

X Additional Appropriation $_ 32,000
O Transfer from Contingency $

O Transfer(s) $

O Grant 3

O Carry-over(s) $

O Other

Approval:

This request was approved by the Board of Public Works

(governing Board of your department)

at its meeting held on June 12, 2025__ .
(date)

(Department Head’s signature)

All requests to appear on the Board of Finance meeting agenda for consideration must
be submitted to Jodi McGrane in the Comptroller’s Office by 10:00 a.m. Monday of the
preceding week of the meeting. Board of Finance Meetings are held on the fourth
Tuesday of each month at 5:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers.
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Board of Finance Agenda Request Form

1. Reason for request:

See attached memorandum date 6/4/25 to the Board of Public Works

Additional Appropriation:

Account

Account No.

Account $
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: Juneb, 2025

TO: Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano
Board of Public Works
Energy Commission
FROM: Raymond A. Rogozinski, P.E., Director of Public Works

RE: DPW TREE POLICY —POTENTIAL POLICY REVISION —
REMOVAL OF TREES TO INSTALL SOLAR

The City of Bristol Department of Public Works is responsible to maintain trees located within the
City’s street right of way, City properties maintained by the Department of Public Works, and trees
under the authority of the Director of Public Works or Tree Warden in accordance with the City
Charter and CT State Statute Sec 23-59. In accordance with DPW policy and CT State Statute Sec
23-59, it is the City’s objective to maintain and protect healthy trees for the benefit of City
residents, and to mitigate the risk trees pose to property and persons.

As indicated above, the current policy does not allow the removal of healthy trees, however, the
Department has received a number of requests to remove trees for the purpose of installing solar
arrays on private homes. The Department recognizes that the use of green energy is beneficial to
the environment and solar reduces property owner electrical cost.

The purpose of this memorandum is to request input from both the Board of Public Works and
Energy Commission to determine if the Department should allow for the removal of trees to install
solar. Consideration factors include the condition of the tree, solar array energy production, and
potential savings to the property owner. For the purpose of a potential revision to the current tree
policy, it should be assumed that the tree is healthy. If the tree was not healthy and posed a risk, the
Department would allow the removal of the tree, irrespective of the potential benefit to the
installation of solar panels. With respect to estimated solar energy and cost savings, based on a
recent request, approximately 10,000 kWh/year would be produced from a house having a footprint
of 1,200 square feet. The estimated savings would be $1,200/year (10,000 kWh x $0.12/kWh).

Therefore, the policy question is whether or not a healthy tree should be allowed to be removed
to produce 10,000 kWh/year, and save the property owner $1,200/yr. If the Department’s
policy is revised to remove healthy trees to install solar, the following provisions shall be included
in the revised policy:
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1. Documentation from a licensed solar installer indicating solar production, energy savings,

and the need to remove the tree.

No tree shall be removed until solar is installed.

3. Trees subject to this request shall be limited to trees along the property of the owner who is
installing solar. Property owners cannot request a removal of a City tree located along the
frontage of an adjacent lot.

4. If a contractor is required to remove a City tree, all costs shall be incurred by the property
owner requesting the removal of the tree. If the tree can be removed by DPW staff, work
will be scheduled to minimize impact to DPW operations.

5. All healthy City trees scheduled for removal shall be posted, and may be subject to a tree
hearing in accordance with State Statute 23-59.

6. Inaccordance with State Statute 23-59, the City Tree Warden shall have sole authority with
respect to the removal of trees within the City.

o

Please feel free to contact me at 860-584-6113 with any comments or questions.
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