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Part 1: Advisory Task Force



Advisory Task Force Members

Route 1 Priority Corridor Study

Name Affiliation

Paul Halkiotis Norwood

Sarah Bouchard Norwood

J A Collins Norwood

Mark Ryan Norwood

Tony Mazzucco Norwood

Andy Murphy Norwood

Michael Rosen Norwood

Tom O’Rourke Neponset River Regional Chamber
Karen Dumaine Neponset Valley TMA
Pamela Haznar MassDOT D5
Barbara Lachance MassDOT D5

Adi Nochur MAPC

David Soares MassDOT D5
Cheryll-Ann Senior MassDOT D5

Ahmad A Shuhibar MassDOT D5

Makaela Niles MassDOT Planning



Part 2: Review Comments



10/13/22, 6:10 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - MAPC comments on Route 1/Norwood study

Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

MAPC comments on Route 1/Norwood study
1 message

Nochur, Aditya <ANochur@mapc.org> Tue, Oct 11, 2022 at 4:26 PM

To: "sasante@ctps.org" <sasante@ctps.org>
Cc: "Pollack, Travis" <TPollack@mapc.org>, "Bourassa, Eric" <EBourassa@mapc.org>

Hello Seth,

Thanks again for the opportunity to participate in the process for the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in
Norwood. Please see below for MAPC's comments and let us know if you have any questions or responses.
I've also included a couple of comments from Travis on the 9/20 meeting presentation which are relevant
for the final report as well.

Can you let us know if the final report will be presented at an upcoming MPO meeting and if so, when?
Best,

Adi

MAPC Comments on Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in Norwood

Page-specific study comments
Pg. 16: Can Figure 1 be updated to show the 34E bus in addition to the commuter rail routes?

Pg. 17: Can a mention of transit be added to the goal of "increasing the quality and quantity of walking and
biking options"?

Pg. 17: The community survey should be mentioned under the Community Engagement heading.

Pg. 29: MAPC appreciates the mention of the Neponset Valley Route 1/1A study and its microtransit
recommendations.

e Can the report also explicitly mention that the recommendation for a redesign of Route 1 (including
walking, biking, and transit) was part of the Neponset study?

¢ (Can the report also mention that long-term improvements along Route 1 will support potential future
fixed-route transit in the corridor? Fixed-route transit is more efficient than micro-transit long-term.

Pgs. 32-33: Can the Walking Challenges subheading explicitly mention the fact that 90% of the northern
direction of Route 1 and 60% of the southern direction lack sidewalks?

e This finding was verbally presented at the meeting on 9/20 and brings into stark and compelling focus
the pedestrian infrastructure deficiencies along the corridor. However, this finding is not obvious from
the report unless one takes the time to analyze Figure 4 on pg. 30 (which was also included on slide

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c2ad6d4564 &view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1746424295826679149%7Cmsg-f%3A1746424295826...
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12 from the 9/20 meeting presentation).

* See also Travis' comments below on the 9/20 meeting presentation re: being specific about unsafe
conditions for pedestrians and cyclists.

Pg. 69: Can the installation of plastic flex posts to calm traffic and improve pedestrian safety be added to
the list of Short-Term Improvements?

Pgs. 69-70: Can the installation of bumpouts/curb extensions, the removal of slip lanes, and "no right on
red" and pedestrian-only signal phases be added to the list of Corridor Wide Improvements?

e Bumpouts/curb extensions (which can be installed in the short-term using plastic flex posts -- see also
comment above for pg. 69) create narrower turning radii and travel lanes, calm traffic, reduce
crossing distances, and improve pedestrian/driver visibility.

¢ Slip lanes interrupt the pedestrian environment and create safety hazards for people walking.

* "No right on red" and pedestrian-only signal phases reduce pedestrian/driver conflicts and improve
safety for people walking.

Pg. 76: Can the report note the pros/cons of the rotary vs. diamond interchange at Pendergast Circle,
especially for vulnerable road users (pedestrians, cyclists)? Some initial thoughts below.

¢ The proposed diamond interchange seems better for pedestrians than either of the rotary options,
which would require people walking to go significantly out of their way to access crossings across
Nahatan/Neponset Streets.

e The potential recommendation to "Convert [Pendergast] circle into a roundabout with
accommodations for walking and biking and slip/bypass lanes to reduce speeds of vehicles
and increase capacity" has some apparent contradictions.

o Can the recommendation to include slip/bypass lanes be removed? Slip/bypass lanes can
increase vehicle speeds and also interrupt the pedestrian environment and create safety
hazards for people walking (see also comment above for pgs. 69-70).

Other study comments

- Can the visual Summary of Improvements (slide 35 from the 9/20 meeting presentation) be
included in the report?

- Slide 35 from the 9/20 meeting presentation (see comment above) also proposes the installation
of two midblock crossings at specific locations, but this recommendation has not been included in
the report.

¢ Is CTPS no longer proposing these midblock crossings and if so, why?

o If CTPS is still proposing these midblock crossings, can they be explicitly mentioned in the
report? Will these crossings be signalized in some fashion?

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c2ad6d4564 &view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1746424295826679149%7Cmsg-f%3A1746424295826...

2/3



10/13/22, 6:10 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - MAPC comments on Route 1/Norwood study
- Can the report mention the need for the Town of Norwood to consider walking/biking

improvements along the local roads that intersect with Route 1 to maximize
pedestrian/bicycle/transit access and connectivity along the corridor?
o Pgs. 19-22 of the report note the lack of sidewalks on parts of several local roadways,
including Union Street, Morse Street, and Access Road.
- Can the report include a map of local land uses and/or more information on destinations people
are accessing along the corridor?

o Pgs. 23-26 of the report briefly describe the land uses in the vicinity of the study
intersections.

e The community survey may have relevant information on destinations along the corridor.

Comments from Travis on 9/20 meeting_presentation

- Slide 7 (LOS Existing PM Peak hour). I've said similar comments before to Seth and CTPS on
the Dedham corridor study. At a minimum, | would not show green-yellow-red in the circles; maybe
just show red for "F" without green or yellow for anything better than "F". | prefer if they did not
assign A-F scores on the delay, since these are placing a score/grade on queuing time that may
not be universal for all users. Just show the number of seconds of delay as a fact, without a grade
or score, especially if we're not assigning any type of grade/scores on the pedestrian or bicyclists
level of service or level of comfort/safety (see next comment).

- Slide 12 (Mobility): Good information here, but as noted above there's no "Level of Service" for
pedestrians or cyclists included. | would like the final report to note the distance between
signalized crossings (i.e., how far does someone need to walk to get to a signalized crossing), and
note how much of the corridor has no sidewalk(!) Be specific on data such as the lack of a cycling
network. The report should be specific on the unsafe conditions for peds/cyclists, which are
reflected in the community survey as well. I'm sure Seth will include that in the report, but just
noting | don't see it in the slide show.

- Slides 27-29: Love the idea of sidewalk level bike path. I'm seeing that street level bike paths with
flex posts that get run over by big vehicles are not working.

Adi Nochur

Senior Transportation Planner
anochur@mapc.org | 617-933-0759
Pronouns: he, him, his

Metropolitan Area Planning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, MA 02111
WWW.MAPCOTE

Get involved in Greater
MetroCommon x 2050 Boston's next Regional Plan!

¥ P —_ - S —
MetroCommon.mapc.org

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public record, and therefore
subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.
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MAPC Comments on Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in Norwood

Page-specific study comments
Pg. 16: Can Figure 1 be updated to show the 34E bus in addition to the commuter rail routes?
MPO staff updated Figure 1 to include bus route 34E.

Pg. 17: Can a mention of transit be added to the goal of "increasing the quality and quantity of
walking and biking options"?

MPO staff added transit option to the goals.

Pg. 17: The community survey should be mentioned under the Community Engagement
heading.

MPO staff mentioned the community survey in the heading on Community Engagement.

Pg. 29: MAPC appreciates the mention of the Neponset Valley Route 1/1A study and its
microtransit recommendations.
¢ Can the report also explicitly mention that the recommendation for a redesign of Route
1 (including walking, biking, and transit) was part of the Neponset study?

¢ Can the report also mention that long-term improvements along Route 1 will support
potential future fixed-route transit in the corridor? Fixed-route transit is more
efficient than micro-transit long-term.

MPO staff incorporated those two recommendations into the report.

Pgs. 32-33: Can the Walking Challenges subheading explicitly mention the fact that 90% of the
northern direction of Route 1 and 60% of the southern direction lack sidewalks?

e This finding was verbally presented at the meeting on 9/20 and brings into stark and
compelling focus the pedestrian infrastructure deficiencies along the corridor.
However, this finding is not obvious from the report unless one takes the time to
analyze Figure 4 on pg. 30 (which was also included on slide 12 from the 9/20 meeting
presentation).

e See also Travis' comments below on the 9/20 meeting presentation re: being specific
about unsafe conditions for pedestrians and cyclists.

In addition to Figure 4, MPO staff stated the percentages in each direction of Route 1 in
Norwood that are without sidewalks.



Pg. 69: Can the installation of plastic flex posts to calm traffic and improve pedestrian safety be
added to the list of Short-Term Improvements?

Route 1 in Norwood is a high-speed corridor (45 mph and 50 mph) and would require stronger
and well-designed barriers to separate people who bike from vehicular traffic. May not be a
short-term improvement.

Pgs. 69-70: Can the installation of bumpouts/curb extensions, the removal of slip lanes, and "no
right on red" and pedestrian-only signal phases be added to the list of Corridor Wide
Improvements?

e Bumpouts/curb extensions (which can be installed in the short-term using plastic flex
posts -- see also comment above for pg. 69) create narrower turning radii and travel
lanes, calm traffic, reduce crossing distances, and improve pedestrian/driver visibility.

o Slip lanes interrupt the pedestrian environment and create safety hazards for people
walking.

« "No right on red" and pedestrian-only signal phases reduce pedestrian/driver conflicts
and improve safety for people walking.

The Route 1 intersections in Norwood are large. They have been designed to accommodate the
high volume of large tractor-trailers that service businesses in the corridor (automobile
dealerships, big-box stores, manufacturing, and science and medical technology industries).

Good idea! No Turn on Red signs at selected intersections with poor sight distances.
All crossings on Route 1 have exclusive pedestrian signal phases.

Pg. 76: Can the report note the pros/cons of the rotary vs. diamond interchange at Pendergast
Circle, especially for vulnerable road users (pedestrians, cyclists)? Some initial thoughts below.

¢ The proposed diamond interchange seems better for pedestrians than either of the
rotary options, which would require people walking to go significantly out of their way
to access crossings across Nahatan/Neponset Streets.

¢ The potential recommendation to "Convert [Pendergast] circle into a roundabout with
accommodations for walking and biking and slip/bypass lanes to reduce speeds of
vehicles and increase capacity" has some apparent contradictions.

e Can the recommendation to include slip/bypass lanes be removed? Slip/bypass lanes
can increase vehicle speeds and interrupt the pedestrian environment and create
safety hazards for people walking (see also comment above for pgs. 69-70).

MPO staff, added text to note the advantages and disadvantages of each the options.



At this planning stage the objective is to consider multiple control strategies when planning a
new or modifying an existing intersection/interchange. At the design stage, a detailed review
will be conducted to for each of the strategies to objectively select a control strategy that meets
the project purpose and need that fits the location’s context and roadway classification, while
providing safe travel facilities for all road users.

Other study comments

- Can the visual Summary of Improvements (slide 35 from the 9/20 meeting presentation) be
included in the report?

Yes, MPO staff included the visual summary of improvements as Figure 39 in the report.

- Slide 35 from the 9/20 meeting presentation (see comment above) also proposes the
installation of two midblock crossings at specific locations, but this recommendation has not
been included in the report.

¢ Is CTPS no longer proposing these midblock crossings and if so, why?

o If CTPS is still proposing these midblock crossings, can they be explicitly mentioned in
the report? Will these crossings be signalized in some fashion?

Yes, MPO staff still recommend the midblock crossings north of Pendergast Circle and they are
mentioned in the report. Because of the high vehicle speeds and multiple lanes on Route 1, the
crossings would be signalized.

- Can the report mention the need for the Town of Norwood to consider walking/biking
improvements along the local roads that intersect with Route 1 to maximize
pedestrian/bicycle/transit access and connectivity along the corridor?

e Pgs. 19-22 of the report note the lack of sidewalks on parts of several local roadways,
including Union Street, Morse Street, and Access Road.

Yes, MPO staff noted the Norwood Complete Streets Programs at several locations in the report.
The walking and biking infrastructure improvements on Route 1 would be more beneficial if they
also connect to the proposed Complete Streets improvements on local roads, especially on side
streets connecting to Route 1.



- Can the report include a map of local land uses and/or more information on destinations
people are accessing along the corridor?

e Pgs. 23-26 of the report briefly describe the land uses in the vicinity of the study
intersections.

e The community survey may have relevant information on destinations along the
corridor.

MPO staff do not have adequate information on trip destinations along the corridor.

Comments from Travis on 9/20 meeting presentation

- Slide 7 (LOS Existing PM Peak hour). I've said similar comments before to Seth and CTPS on the
Dedham corridor study. At a minimum, | would not show green-yellow-red in the

circles; maybe just show red for "F" without green or yellow for anything better than "F". |
prefer if they did not assign A-F scores on the delay, since these are placing a score/grade on
gueuing time that may not be universal for all users. Just show the number of seconds of delay
as a fact, without a grade or score, especially if we're not assigning any type of grade/scores on
the pedestrian or bicyclists level of service or level of comfort/safety (see next comment).

MPO staff removed the color codes for the intersection LOS from all figures in the report.

- Slide 12 (Mobility): Good information here, but as noted above there's no "Level of Service"
for pedestrians or cyclists included. | would like the final report to note the distance between
signalized crossings (i.e., how far does someone need to walk to get to a signalized crossing),
and note how much of the corridor has no sidewalk(!) Be specific on data such as the lack of a
cycling network. The report should be specific on the unsafe conditions for peds/cyclists, which
are reflected in the community survey as well. I'm sure Seth will include that in the report, but
just noting | don't see it in the slide show.

Thank you! MPO staff added more text in the report to explain the walking and biking LOS

- Slides 27-29: Love the idea of sidewalk level bike path. I'm seeing that street level bike paths
with flex posts that get run over by big vehicles are not working.

Thank you again!



10/13/22, 6:11 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - Re: Reminder: Review and Comment on the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in Norw...

Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

Re: Reminder: Review and Comment on the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in

Norwood
1 message

Holly Jones <hjones@norwoodma.gov> Tue, Oct 11, 2022 at 1:12 PM
To: sasante@ctps.org
Cc: Sarah Bouchard <sbouchard@norwoodma.gov>, Paul Halkiotis <phalkiotis@norwoodma.gov>

Hi Seth,

Sarah recently forwarded the Rte 1 Corridor Study to me for any potential comments. Here are my
thoughts.

-1 appreciated the figure 27 lower left hand precent image showing a partially seperated bike lane
with a traffic calming stormwater bumpout. Route 1 is a lot of impervious that drains to the
Neponset Watershed as well as tributaries including Traphole Brook, Meadow Brook, Plantingfield
Brook, and Purgatory Brook. Many of these water bodies are impaired and the Neponset has a
TMDL for bacteria. Combining traffic calming practices, seperated bicycle lanes, and green
instrastructure BMPs like stormwater bumpouts is a win-win-win for water quality as well as
increasing green space and reducing the urban heat island effect created by Rte 1.

-Although it may have been part of the selection criteria, the report omits that Rte 1 abuts or runs
through several environmental justice neighborhoods in Norwood. In the south there is an EJ
neighborhood for minority populations to the West of Rte 1 from the Walpole line to Dean St, while
Rte 1 passes through another EJ neighborhood on the north side of town from East Cross St to
Plantingfield Brook. These areas should be promoted to higher interest for upgrades to safety and
accessibility as well as increased access to green space.

-Rte 1 contributes significantly to a heat island effect in Norwood; safety for bikers and pedestrians
includes reducing the heat island effect using tools such as landscaping and green stormwater
infrastructure. | would recommend creating bike lanes with concrete rather than asphalt or using a
lighter paint in order to reduce heat island effects and extreme temperatures (as in the lower two
precent images in figure 27)

-It wasn't mentioned in either short or long-term recommendations to ensure that bicycles are able
to trigger traffic light changes at all intersections on Rte 1

-cars making turns or merging will be the most dangerous situation on rte 1 (since there is no
parking allowing cyclists to get "doored"). Slowing right-hand turns, including into businesses as
well as intersections, will assist this. I'm not sure of the solution for the "on-ramp" type entrances to
Rte 1 (Access Rd, Neponset/Nahatan St) but those types of entrances crossing with the bike lanes
should also be carefully thought out.

~Holly

From: "Sarah Bouchard" <sbouchard@norwoodma.gov>

To: "Holly Jones" <hjones@norwoodma.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2022 11:45:39 AM

Subject: Fwd: Reminder: Review and Comment on the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in Norwood
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Forwarding this over in case you have any comments or interest.

Sarah Dixon Bouchard
Assistant Town Planner
Town of Norwood
781-762-1240 x6055

From: "Seth Asante" <sasante@ctps.org>

To: "Paul Halkiotis" <phalkiotis@norwoodma.gov>, "Sarah Bouchard" <sbouchard@norwoodma.gov>, "Mark Ryan"
<mryan@norwoodma.gov>, "Tony Mazzucco" <tmazzucco@norwoodma.gov>, "Michael Rosen"
<mrosen@norwoodma.gov>, "Tom Orourke" <tom@nrrchamber.com>, director@neponsetvalleytma.org, "Pamela
Haznar (DOT)" <pamela.haznar@state.ma.us>, "Barbara Lachance" <barbara.lachance@state.ma.us>, "Nochur,
Aditya" <ANochur@mapc.org>, "Soares, David (DOT)" <david.soares@state.ma.us>, "Senior, Cheryll-Ann (DOT)"
<cheryll-ann.senior@state.ma.us>, "Niles, Makaela (DOT)" <makaela.niles@state.ma.us>, "Krevat, Derek (DOT)"
<derek.krevat@state.ma.us>, "Shuhibar, Ahmad A (DOT)" <ahmad.a.shuhibar@state.ma.us>

Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2022 10:42:14 AM

Subject: Reminder: Review and Comment on the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study in Norwood

Good morning,

This is a friendly reminder for those who have not yet sent in their comments on the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study
in Norwood. The deadline for submitting comments is October 11.

The link to the draft report is here

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/u79n0ptnuwlvu3z/AABb-OLpzFuroHyeCXb2DsZaa?d|=0

Thank you to those who have already submitted their comments.

Seth

Seth Asante

Chief Transportation Planner

Central Transportation Planning Staff

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization
857.702.3644 | sasante@ctps.org | www.ctps.org
Facebook | YouTube | Twitter | Instagram | LinkedIn

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public record, and therefore
subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.
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Hi Holly,

Sarah recently forwarded the Route 1 Corridor Study to me for any potential comments.
Here are my thoughts.

-| appreciated the figure 27 lower left hand precent image showing a partially separated
bike lane with a traffic calming stormwater bump out. Route 1 is a lot of impervious that
drains to the Neponset Watershed as well as tributaries including Traphole Brook,
Meadow Brook, Plantingfield Brook, and Purgatory Brook. Many of these water bodies
are impaired and the Neponset has a TMDL for bacteria. Combining traffic calming
practices, separated bicycle lanes, and green infrastructure BMPs like stormwater bump
outs is a win-win-win for water quality as well as increasing green space and reducing
the urban heat island effect created by Route 1.

Thank you. We agree with your comments and will incorporate them in the report.

-Although it may have been part of the selection criteria, the report omits that Route 1
abuts or runs through several environmental justice neighborhoods in Norwood. In the
south there is an EJ neighborhood for minority populations to the West of Route 1 from
the Walpole line to Dean St, while Route 1 passes through another EJ neighborhood on
the north side of town from East Cross St to Plantingfield Brook. These areas should be
promoted to higher interest for upgrades to safety and accessibility as well as increased
access to green space.

Thank you. Transportation equity was part of the selection criteria. Route 1 abuts and
runs through several transportation equity neighborhoods in Norwood and these
improvements would increase safety and mobility for those neighborhoods. We added
more text to emphasize this benefit under the Summary of Proposed Improvements
heading.

-Route 1 contributes significantly to a heat island effect in Norwood; safety for bikers
and pedestrians includes reducing the heat island effect using tools such as
landscaping and green stormwater infrastructure. | would recommend creating bike
lanes with concrete rather than asphalt or using a lighter paint in order to reduce heat
island effects and extreme temperatures (as in the lower two precent images in figure
27).

Thank you. Green infrastructure and landscaping improvements such as porous
pavements, trees, swales, rain gardens, and bump-outs in the corridor would help to
reduce pollution, stormwater runoff, and urban heat island effect. We have addressed
this in the report.

-It wasn't mentioned in either short or long-term recommendations to ensure that
bicycles are able to trigger traffic light changes at all intersections on Route 1

Thank you. We have included the recommendation in the short-term improvements.



-cars making turns or merging will be the most dangerous situation on Route 1 (since
there is no parking allowing cyclists to get "doored"). Slowing right-hand turns, including
into businesses as well as intersections, will assist this. I'm not sure of the solution for
the "on-ramp" type entrances to Route 1 (Access Rd, Neponset/Nahatan St) but those
types of entrances crossing with the bike lanes should also be carefully thought out.

Thank you. These issues would be addressed if the proposed improvements advance to

the design and engineering stage. However, a well-designed protected intersection,
signage, and pavement markings would minimize potential conflicts between users.

Seth



10/13/22, 6:12 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - Re: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck

Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

Re: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck
1 message

Joe A Collins <jacollins@norwoodma.gov> Mon, Oct 3, 2022 at 1:29 PM
To: Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

Seth,

How many respondents to the survey indicated that they walk or cycle on Route 1? What
percentage reported that they walked or cycled?

Here are my comments:

o Traffic speed and distance between places of interest are far too great to make the
corridor walkable, even if we were to enhance the miles of sidewalk along Route 1.

+ Even if we were to add pedestrian refuge islands, crossing Route 1 would still be a
terrifying endeavor.

+ We would be better served by enhancing the ability to walk or ride bikes in and around
Norwood Center and South Norwood than trying to make the Route 1 Corridor
something it's not.

o The intersections are massive for a reason: Many businesses on or along Route 1 in

Norwood need tractor trailers to easily access their business to deliver raw

materials/goods or pick up goods to be sold elsewhere.

| agree that Route 1 looks awful, and we could do much to make it look nicer.

| believe your list of walking and cycling challenges (5.2.2) clarifies how much the Town and
Commonwealth would need to accomplish for the corridor to become walkable and cycle friendly.
Not only would this be incredibly expensive, but | am concerned that it would negatively affect the
Town's commercial and industrial tax base by making it challenging for trucks to get to and from
places of business along Route 1 in Norwood.

Best,

Joseph A. Collins, CEcD

Economic Development Director | Town of Norwood
JaCollins@norwoodma.gov | Office: 781-762-1240 | Cell: 781-686-7828
www.Norwoodma.gov

From: "Seth Asante" <sasante@ctps.org>

To: "Shuhibar, Ahmad A (DOT)" <ahmad.a.shuhibar@state.ma.us>, "JaCollins"
<jacollins@norwoodma.gov>, "Mark Ryan" <mryan@norwoodma.gov>, "Paul Halkiotis"
<phalkiotis@norwoodma.gov>, "Sarah Bouchard" <sbouchard@norwoodma.gov>, "Tony
Mazzucco" <tmazzucco@norwoodma.gov>, "Andy Murphy" <amurphy@norwoodma.gov>,
"Thomas O'Rourke" <tom@nrrchamber.com>, "Michael Rosen" <mrosen@norwoodma.gov>,
"Pamela Haznar, DOT" <pamela.haznar@state.ma.us>, "Barbara Lachance"
<barbara.lachance@state.ma.us>, "Cheryll-Ann Senior, DOT" <cheryll-ann.senior@state.ma.us>,
"Medeiros, Michael P (DOT)" <michael.p.medeiros@state.ma.us>, "Aditya Nochur"
<ANochur@mapc.org>, "David Soares, DOT" <david.soares@state.ma.us>, "Karen Dumaine"
<director@neponsetvalleytma.org>, "Makaela Niles, DOT" <makaela.niles@state.ma.us>
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10/13/22, 6:12 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - Re: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2022 2:54:40 PM
Subject: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck

Good afternoon,

Thank you for meeting this morning. Your feedback is highly appreciated. The attached document is the presentation
slide deck. Let me know if you have any questions or feedback.

Best,

Seth

Seth Asante

Chief Transportation Planner

Central Transportation Planning Staff

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization
857.702.3644 | sasante@ctps.org | www.ctps.org
Facebook | YouTube | Twitter | Instagram | LinkedIn

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public
record, and therefore subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.
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11/6/22, 1:35 PM Central Transportation Planning Staff Mail - Re: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck

—

CTPS comuwmmeomsmon Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

—

Re: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck
1 message

Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org> Mon, Oct 17, 2022 at 11:38 AM
To: Joe A Collins <jacollins@norwoodma.gov>

Hi Joe,
Thank you for your comments. They are very good comments and | have responded to them below.

e How many respondents to the survey indicated that they walk or cycle on Route 1?7 What
percentage reported that they walked or cycled?

There were 270 respondents to the survey question: what challenges do you experience walking or
biking in the corridor? This number represents about 34% of the total respondents to the survey.

o Traffic speed and distance between places of interest are far too great to make the corridor
walkable, even if we were to enhance the miles of sidewalk along Route 1.

The enhancements to walking and biking infrastructure would address current and future needs of
the corridor to be able to support the rezoning, smart growth, future transit services, and
economic vitality of the Route 1 corridor. The improvements would support near-term microtransit
pilots in the corridor to provide key first- and last-mile connections between the commuter rail
stations and Route 34E bus stops to the employment centers along Route 1.

e Even if we were to add pedestrian refuge islands, crossing Route 1 would still be a terrifying
endeavor.

Yes, | agree. In addition, providing pedestrians with enough time, countdown timers, and moving the
pedestrian walk phase to occur before Route 1 through traffic would improve safety.

e We would be better served by enhancing the ability to walk or ride bikes in and around Norwood
Center and South Norwood than trying to make the Route 1 Corridor something it's not.

Enhancing walking and biking in Norwood Center and South Norwood is also important. Please let
me know which roadways to consider in both neighborhoods. MPO staff would review them for
future studies.

e The intersections are massive for a reason: Many businesses on or along Route 1 in Norwood
need tractor trailers to easily access their business to deliver raw materials/goods or pick up goods
to be sold elsewhere.

The proposed walking and biking infrastructure will not remove any of the truck/tractor trailer
accommodations at the intersections—they are very important to the businesses along Route 1.

e | agree that Route 1 looks awful, and we could do much to make it look nicer.

Yes, | agree with you. Route 1 needs improvements to make the corridor a welcoming environment
for all users. Green infrastructure improvements such as trees, rain gardens, stormwater treatments,
and bumpouts could be included in the design of the improvements to address landscaping and
streetscape issues as well as urban heat index.

e | believe your list of walking and cycling challenges (5.2.2) clarifies how much the Town and
Commonwealth would need to accomplish for the corridor to become walkable and cycle friendly.
Not only would this be incredibly expensive, but | am concerned that it would negatively affect the
Town's commercial and industrial tax base by making it challenging for trucks to get to and from
places of business along Route 1 in Norwood.

The walking and biking infrastructure and other recommendations are long-term improvements.
They would go through several review phases before advancing into projects. If implemented, they
would support the economic vitality of the Route 1 corridor.

Thank you for your participation in the Route 1 Priority Corridor Study.
Seth

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c2ad6d4564 &view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a%3Ar-7480009142736984564%7Cmsg-a%3Ar7357713026... 1/3
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Seth Asante

Chief Transportation Planner

Central Transportation Planning Staff

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization
857.702.3644 | sasante@ctps.org | www.ctps.org
Facebook | YouTube | Twitter | Instagram | LinkedIn

On Mon, Oct 3, 2022 at 1:29 PM Joe A Collins <jacollins@norwoodma.gov> wrote:
Seth,

How many respondents to the survey indicated that they walk or cycle on Route 1? What
percentage reported that they walked or cycled?

Here are my comments:

« Traffic speed and distance between places of interest are far too great to make the
corridor walkable, even if we were to enhance the miles of sidewalk along Route 1.

o Even if we were to add pedestrian refuge islands, crossing Route 1 would still be a
terrifying endeavor.

* We would be better served by enhancing the ability to walk or ride bikes in and
around Norwood Center and South Norwood than trying to make the Route 1 Corridor
something it's not.

e The intersections are massive for a reason: Many businesses on or along Route 1 in
Norwood need tractor trailers to easily access their business to deliver raw
materials/goods or pick up goods to be sold elsewhere.

o | agree that Route 1 looks awful, and we could do much to make it look nicer.

| believe your list of walking and cycling challenges (5.2.2) clarifies how much the Town and
Commonwealth would need to accomplish for the corridor to become walkable and cycle friendly.
Not only would this be incredibly expensive, but | am concerned that it would negatively affect
the Town's commercial and industrial tax base by making it challenging for trucks to get to and
from places of business along Route 1 in Norwood.

Best,

Joseph A. Collins, CEcD

Economic Development Director | Town of Norwood
JaCollins@norwoodma.gov | Office: 781-762-1240 | Cell: 781-686-7828
www.Norwoodma.gov

From: "Seth Asante" <sasante@ctps.org>

To: "Shuhibar, Ahmad A (DOT)" <ahmad.a.shuhibar@state.ma.us>, "JaCollins"
<jacollins@norwoodma.gov>, "Mark Ryan" <mryan@norwoodma.gov>, "Paul Halkiotis"
<phalkiotis@norwoodma.gov>, "Sarah Bouchard" <sbouchard@norwoodma.gov>, "Tony
Mazzucco" <tmazzucco@norwoodma.gov>, "Andy Murphy" <amurphy@norwoodma.gov>,
"Thomas O'Rourke" <tom@nrrchamber.com>, "Michael Rosen" <mrosen@norwoodma.gov>,
"Pamela Haznar, DOT" <pamela.haznar@state.ma.us>, "Barbara Lachance"
<barbara.lachance@state.ma.us>, "Cheryll-Ann Senior, DOT" <cheryll-ann.senior@state.ma.
us>, "Medeiros, Michael P (DOT)" <michael.p.medeiros@state.ma.us>, "Aditya Nochur"
<ANochur@mapc.org>, "David Soares, DOT" <david.soares@state.ma.us>, "Karen Dumaine"
<director@neponsetvalleytma.org>, "Makaela Niles, DOT" <makaela.niles@state.ma.us>
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2022 2:54:40 PM

Subject: Route 1 Norwood Presentation Slide Deck
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Good afternoon,

Thank you for meeting this morning. Your feedback is highly appreciated. The attached document is the
presentation slide deck. Let me know if you have any questions or feedback.

Best,
Seth

Seth Asante

Chief Transportation Planner

Central Transportation Planning Staff

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization
857.702.3644 | sasante@ctps.org | www.ctps.org
Facebook | YouTube | Twitter | Instagram | LinkedIn

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public
record, and therefore subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.
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From: Haznar, Pamela R. (DOT)

To: Seth Asante

Cc: Mark Abbott; Lachance, Barbara A. (DOT)
Subject: RE: Route 1 in Norwood

Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 7:24:27 AM

The District supports a study on Rte 1.

| am cc-ing Barbara Lachance, District Transportiaon Planner as point of contact.
Thank you for this important work

Pam

Pamela Haznar, P.E. District Five Project Development Engineer
MassDOT - Highway Division

1000 County Street, Taunton, MA 02780

857-368-5050 (office) | 508-809-0134 (cell)

From: Seth Asante <sasante@ctps.org>

Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2021 3:18 PM

To: Haznar, Pamela R. (DOT) <Pamela.Haznar@dot.state.ma.us>
Cc: Mark Abbott <mabbott@ctps.org>

Subject: Route 1 in Norwood

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon Pamela,

The Metropolitan Area Planning Council has been working with the Neponset Valley
Transportation Management Association and communities along the Route 1 corridor
from Dedham to Foxborough on addressing job/transit access. They are
recommending various transit pilot projects but their long-term recommendation is to
make that Route 1 corridor more transit, pedestrian, and bicycle friendly.

Also, the Route 1 corridor in Westwood, Norwood, and Walpole was identified in the
Boston Region MPQO'’s Long-Range Transportation Plan’s Needs Assessment as in
need of safety improvements and modernization to address multimodal
transportation. The MPQO’s recurring study Addressing Priority Corridors from the
Long-Range Transportation Plan Needs Assessment focuses on these corridors,
where staff do a detailed analysis and develop improvement concepts of a corridor.

We are currently in the process of selecting a corridor for the FFY 2022 study.
However, the length of Route 1 in these three communities is too long to be done in
one study, so we could only possibly study one of them—Norwood. Route 1 in



Norwood is the busiest in the three communities, serves mixed land uses, and has
the most pressing need for safe pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. In addition,
safety and operations are concerns, as there are five HSIP crash clusters in this
corridor.

| am contacting you to see if District 5 will support studying Route 1 in Norwood to
address the corridor needs.
As usual let us know if you have any questions.

Thank you,
Seth

Seth A. Asante

Chief Transportation Planner

Central Transportation Planning Staff

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization

857.702.3644 | sasante@ctps.org | www.ctps.org
Facebook | YouTube | Twitter | Instagram | LinkedIn

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public record,
and therefore subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.



From: Pollack, Travis

To: Seth Asante; Mark Abbott
Subject: Corridor Long-Range Planning
Date: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:01:32 PM

Seth and Mark,

Hope you are doing well. | am working with the Neponset Valley TMA and communities along
the Route 1 corridor from Dedham to Foxborough on addressing job /transit access. We're
recommending various transit pilot projects but our draft long-term recommendation is to make
that Route 1 corridor more transit/pedestrian friendly, similar to the Providence Highway/VFW
Parkway recommendations from Dedham and West Roxbury that was just completed.

Eric B. here asked that we include in that recommendation, information on the Boston MPO
ADDRESSING PRIORITY CORRIDORS FROM THE LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

NEEDS ASSESSMENT
https:/ /www.ctps.org/data/calendar /htmls /2021 /MPO_1021_Work Program_LRTP_Priorit
%20Corridors.html where staff do a very detailed conceptual design of a corridor.

Is this Route 1 corridor already evaluated in this program? What would it take for this corridor
to be included in this program?

Also, since this corridor is MassDOT owned, are there other MassDOT funding sources that can
be used to do a study and implement multi-modal changes?

Any information would be helpful. Happy to get on a short phone call if that might help.
Thanks.

Travis Pollack, AICP — Senior Transportation Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Council

617-933-0793

tpollack@mapc.org

WWW.Mmapc.org

Pronouns: he, him, his

Get involved in GreaterBoston's next Regional Plan!
MetroCommon.mapc.org

Please be advised that the Massachusetts Secretary of State considers e-mail to be a public
record, and therefore subject to the Massachusetts Public Records Law, M.G.L. c. 66 § 10.
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TO:
FROM
RE:

Jamey Tesler, MassDOT Secretary and CEO and MPO Chair
Tegin L. Teich, Executive Director, MPO Staff

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

January 20, 2022
Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization]

. Seth Asante, MPO Staff

Selection of FFY 2022 LRTP Priority Corridor Study Location

1 BACKGROUND

During

the development of the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning

Organization’s (MPO) Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), Destination
2040, the MPO staff identified existing needs for all transportation modes in the

region.

' The results were compiled in the LRTP Needs Assessment, which is

used to guide the MPQO’s decision-making process for selecting transportation
projects to fund in future Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP). The
MPOQO’s goals that guided the development of the LRTP Needs Assessment
include the following:

Based

Safety—make all modes safe

Preservation—maintain and modernize the system and plan for its
resiliency

Capacity Management and Mobility—use existing facility capacity more
efficiently and increase healthy transportation capacity

Clean Air/Clean Communities—create an environmentally friendly
transportation system

Transportation Equity—ensure that all people receive comparable benefits
from, and are not disproportionately burdened by, MPO investments,
regardless of race, color, national origin, age, income, ability, or sex

Economic Vitality—ensure our transportation network serves as a strong
foundation for economic vitality

on previous and ongoing transportation-planning work, including the

MPQO’s Congestion Management Process (CMP) and planning studies, MPO staff
identified several priority arterial roadway segments that require maintenance,

' Destination 2040: The New Long-Range Transportation Plan of the Boston Region Metropolitan
Planning Organization was adopted by the Boston Region MPO in August 2019.

Civil Rights, nondiscrimination, and accessibility information is on the last page.

State Transportation Building <« Ten Park Plaza, Suite 2150 -+ Boston, MA 02116-3968

Tel. (857) 702-3700 + TTY 711 + www.bostonmpo.org



Selection of FFY 2022 LRTP Priority Corridor Study Location January 20, 2022

modernization, and safety and mobility improvements. These locations are
documented in the LRTP Needs Assessment.

To address problems on some of these arterial segments, the Addressing Priority
Corridors from the Long-Range Transportation Plan Needs Assessment study
was included in the federal fiscal year (FFY) 2022 Unified Planning Work
Program (UPWP).2 This memorandum presents the results of the selection
process and provides a recommended study location for the MPO board's
review.

By focusing on arterial segments, planners can evaluate multimodal
transportation needs comprehensively (with the goal of creating Complete
Streets).? A holistic approach to analyzing problems and forming
recommendations ensures that the needs of all transportation users are
considered. Ultimately, this approach will result in roadways where it is safe to
cross the street and walk, or bicycle to shops, schools, train stations, and
recreational facilities, and where buses can run on time. Typically, the
recommended improvements are within a roadway’s right-of-way and the
interests and support of stakeholders are also considered.

SELECTION PROCEDURE
The process for selecting study locations consisted of three steps.

1. MPO staff gathered and assembled data about the arterial segments from
the LRTP Needs Assessment and used the data to identify and prioritize
segments in need of improvement.

2. Staff examined the arterial segments more closely by applying specific
criteria.

3. Staff scored each arterial segment and assigned a priority of low, medium,
or high to each segment.

Details about each step in the process are provided below.

2 The FFY 2022 UPWP was endorsed by the Boston Region MPO on August 19, 2021. The FFY
2022 UPWP was reviewed by the MPO’s federal partners and went into effect on October 1,
2021.

3 A Complete Street is one that provides safe and accessible options for all travel modes, such
as walking, biking, transit, and vehicles, for people of all ages and abilities.

Page 2 of 12
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2.1  Gathering Data and Identifying Potential Arterial Segments

MPO staff identified 43 arterial segments in 33 municipalities in the Boston region
based on the following data sources:

The Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) Road
Inventory File and 2014—-18 crash database was used to assemble the
following information for each arterial segment: roadway jurisdiction,
National Highway System status, average daily traffic (ADT), high-crash
locations, and crashes involving people walking or biking

The MPQO’s CMP data on arterial congestion were used to determine
average travel speeds, travel-time index (travel time in the peak period
divided by travel time during free-flow conditions), and speed index
(average travel speed divided by the speed limit) on each arterial segment

The MPQ’s data on gaps in the bicycle network and data on the location of
bicycle facilities were used to identify the needs of people who bicycle,
including locations where connectivity between bicycle facilities and
accommodations could be improved*

Data on Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority (MBTA) bus service
performance and passenger loads were used to determine the percentage
of bus trips that do not adhere to the schedule (such as providing late
service) or do not adhere to passenger load standards (resulting in
crowding)

Data on MBTA bus routes, subway lines, and commuter rail lines were
used to identify which arterial segments serve MBTA buses or stations

Data on the MPQO'’s transportation equity analysis zones were used to
identify areas of concern as relates to transportation equity

Data selected from MassDOT’s Project Information database, the MPO’s
FFYs 2022-26 TIP project database, MPO planning studies and other
studies, and municipal websites were used to obtain data on projects,
studies, and TIP projects that are planned or programmed for each arterial
segment

Table 1, located at the end of the memorandum, presents the data and
information gathered about each of the arterial segments:

Community

4 Beth Isler, Bicycle Network Evaluation (Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization,
May 2014),
https://www.ctps.org/data/pdf/programs/livability/MPO_ 0515 Bicycle Network.pdf.

Page 3 of 12
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2.2

e Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC) subregion

e Jurisdiction
e MassDOT district office
¢ National Highway System

e Number of crash clusters that are eligible for Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) funding

e Transit service performance

e Proximity to a transportation equity analysis zone (within one-half mile
distance)

¢ Relevant studies or projects within or near the segment

Table 1 also includes the score and priority rating that was determined by
applying the selection criteria. The processes for scoring and assigning priority
ratings to segments are described below.

Selection Criteria

MPO staff examined the arterial segments closer by applying the following six
criteria and assigning points based on the number of criteria that apply to each

location.

1. Safety Conditions, 0—4 points (each of the four criteria is worth one point)

0]

0]
0]

0]

Location has a higher-than-average crash rate for its functional
class

Location contains an HSIP-eligible crash cluster

Location is identified in the Massachusetts Top High-Crash
Locations Report

Location has a significant number of pedestrian and bicycle
crashes per year (two or more per mile) or contains one or more
HSIP-eligible bicycle-pedestrian crash cluster

2. Congested Conditions, 0—-2 points (each of the two criteria is worth one

point)

0]
0]

Travel-time index is at least 1.3
Travel-time index is at least 2.0

3. Multimodal Significance, 0-3 points (each of the three criteria is worth one

point)

0]
0]

0]

Location currently supports transit, bicycle, or pedestrian activities
Location needs to have improved transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities

Location has a high volume of truck traffic serving regional
commerce

Page 4 of 12
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2.3

4. Regional Significance, 0—4 points (each of the four criteria is worth one
point)

0 Location is in the National Highway System

o0 Location carries a significant portion of regional traffic (ADT is
greater than 20,000)

0 Location lies within 0.5 miles of a transportation equity analysis
zone

o Location is essential for the region’s economic, cultural, or
recreational development

5. Regional Equity, 0-2 points (each of the two criteria is worth one point)
0 Location is in an MAPC subregion where there has not been a
priority corridors study
0 Location is in an MAPC subregion where there has not been a
priority corridors study in the previous three years

6. Implementation Potential, 0—3 points (each of the three criteria is worth
one point)
o0 Location is proposed or endorsed for study by the agency that
administers the roadway
0 Location is proposed or endorsed by its MAPC subregional group
and is a priority for that subregional group
o Other stakeholders strongly support improvements for the location

Rating Potential Roadways

MPO staff rated arterial segments with a total score of 11 or fewer points as low
priority; those with a score of 12 to 13 points as medium priority; and those with a
total score of 14 or more points as high priority. Staff gave six arterial segments a
high-priority rating based on safety and operational needs, multimodal and
regional significance, regional equity, and support for improvements from
agencies and municipalities. Staff then examined high-priority segments more
closely and excluded arterials for which there were projects that covered a
substantial length of the corridor or if the segments met any of the following
criteria excluding it from further consideration: recently completed, in
construction, in design, under study, or programmed in the TIP with the 25
percent design completed.

The arterial segment of Route 1 in Norwood received the highest score. Staff
also evaluated walking and biking accommodations and safety improvement
needs for the segment with the highest score by applying the MPO’s Pedestrian
Report Card Assessment and Bicycle Level-of-Service Metric (Bicycle Report

Page 5 of 12
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Card).® Based on the assessments, accommodations for people who walk or
bicycle on Route 1 in Norwood were rated poor. The location highly qualifies for
study based on accommodation for people who walk or bicycle, or safety and
operation improvement requirements. Appendix A (attached) contains detailed
results of the assessments for Route 1 in Norwood. Based on this evaluation,
staff recommends studying the segment on Route 1 in Norwood. Figure 1,
located at the end of the memorandum, shows the study area with five HSIP
intersection crash clusters.

ARTERIAL SEGMENT SELECTED FOR STUDY: ROUTE 1 IN NORWOQOD

The arterial segment on Route 1 in Norwood received a total score of 16, based
on the selection criteria. Route 1 runs north and south through Norwood, and it
serves residential, commercial, industrial, educational, and recreational areas.
Within the selected corridor, there are several transportation equity zones that
exceed the threshold of the MPO, including minority, limited English proficiency,
and carless households.

Being a principal arterial, Route 1 carries local and commuter traffic to and from
Boston and connects major east-west roads—Everett Street, Neponset Street,
Dean Street, Summer Street, Morse Street, and Union Street. Staff's evaluation
indicates that there are safety and mobility problems in the segment. Five
locations along the segment contain HSIP-eligible crash clusters, one of which is
in the top 200 of intersection crash clusters in Massachusetts. Also,
accommodation for people who bicycle is poor and better bicycle connections are
needed in the corridor. Accommodations for people who walk need improvement
as there are gaps in the sidewalk network.

MassDOT Highway District 5 has been fielding inquiries about improving the
safety of people walking and biking along the corridor. MAPC has been working
with the Neponset Valley Transportation Management Association and
communities along the Route 1 corridor from Dedham to Foxborough on
addressing job and transit access. They are recommending various transit pilot
projects, but the long-term recommendation is to make the Route 1 corridor more
friendly for people walking, biking, and taking the bus. Appendix B (attached)
includes various letters of support for studying Route 1. MassDOT District 5,
MAPC, and The Town of Norwood also support studying Route 1 in Norwood to
identify solutions to these problems.

5 Ryan Hicks and Casey-Marie Claude, Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization,
Pedestrian Level-of-Service Memorandum, January 19, 2017; Casey-Marie Claude, Boston
Region Metropolitan Planning Organization, Development of a Scoring System for Bicycle
Travel in the Boston Region, November 8, 2018.
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For the study, MPO staff would focus on segments of the corridor that would
benefit the most, especially regarding safety and for people walking or biking.
Staff would also work with stakeholders directly to identify problems and develop
solutions. This recommendation meets the selection criteria and supports the
transportation improvement policies of the MPO’s LRTP.

NEXT STEPS

MPO staff will present the recommended study location to the MPO board. MPO
staff will meet with officials from Norwood, MAPC, MassDOT, and other
stakeholders to discuss the study specifics, conduct field visits, collect data,
identify needs, and develop solutions.
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Arterial Seg

TABLE 1

ments Considered for Study: Priority Corridors for Long-Range Transportation Plan Needs Assessment Study

Number of Top-| Number of In or Near
National 200 High-Crash | HSIP-Eligible |Crowded | Transportation
MAPC MassDOT Highway Locations Crash Clusters |or Late Equity Priority Safety Congested Multimodal Regional Regional Implementation Priority
Arterial Segment |Community |Subregion District |Jurisdiction |System 2015-17 2015-17** |Bus Area Study, Project, or TIP Project Conditions*** |Conditions***| Significance** | Significance*** | Equity*** Potential*** Score | Rating |Summary of Comments
MassDOT' I-95 South Corridor Study provided a MPO St?ff recommenlds studying Rout(=T 1in Nlorwood tg addrelss safety,
A 3 q congestion, and multimodal transportation. This four-mile arterial segment
comprehensive evaluation of the I-95 and Route 1 corridors " X N
N serves mixed land uses and has pressing need for safe accommodations
south of Route 128 that included a recommended plan of short- . L. X N
N ) for people walking and biking. There are gaps in the sidewalk network and
term and long-term improvements; June 2010. . % y ) o .
B o . . sections of the existing sidewalks are in poor conditions. The existing 6- to
MassDOT Project #609371, Median jersey barrier and fencing X X N
8 3 10-foot shoulders need improvements to provide a safe environment for
upgrade; completed in 2020. e biking. In additi P d " i
MassDOT Project #608052, Route 1 at Morse Street; in design [zl i), [ @RI, SRty ENE EEElions E1o CaiEsit:, 65 e
Route 1 Norwood TRIC 5} MassDOT Yes 1 5} N/A Yes o — ? ) 3 2 3 4 1 3 16 High locations along the segment contain HSIP-eligible crash clusters, one of
MagstT Project #608599. Stormwater improvements alon: which is in the top 200 of intersection crash clusters in Massachusetts.
] B i 2 9 Finally, MAPC has been working with the Neponset Valley Transportation
Route 1 and I-95; programmed in FFY 2022. L L X
5 . ’ Management Association and communities along the Route 1 corridor from
MassDOT Project #605857, Route 1 at University Avenue and P b
¢ Dedham to Foxborough on addressing job/transit access. They are
Everett Street; programmed FFY 2025. di . it pill : but their I
MassDOT Project #606545, Median jersey barrier and fencing ST VL YD (TS e (et (T el (e et
N A g recommendation is to make the Route 1 corridor more transit, pedestrian,
upgrade; completed in 2012. X .
and bicycle friendly.
MassDOT Project #608651, Adaptive traffic signal control on
Route 37 (Granite Street). Installation of adaptive traffic control The arterial segment has a 5- to 6-foot shoulder on either side of the
signal equipment, vehicle detection, communication equipment, roadway for most of the corridor. There are sidewalks on either side of the
and managing software at seven traffic signals on Route 37; in roadway throughout the corridor. However, the corridor needs upgrades of
Route 37 Braintree SSC 6 MassDOT Yes 1 2 Yes Yes construction. 3 2 2 4 2 2 15 High its infrastructure for safe accommodations of people walking, biking, or
taking transit. MassDOT recently completed installing adaptive traffic
MassDOT Project #607684, Bridge replacement, B-21-017, control signal equipment, vehicle detection, communication equipment, and
Washington Street (Route 37) over MBTA/CSX railroad; managing software at seven traffic signals on Route 37.
preliminary design.
MassDOT Project #608068, Installation of an adaptive traffic O_n this segment, there are no accommodations fo_r blcyc_les, gaps in the
. N N sidewalk network, and travel lanes that are very wide (drivers form two
control signal system on Cambridge Street, Middlessex N s - N
" ¥ o lanes in each direction). Land use is mixed along the corridor. There are
Turnpike, and Burlington Mall Road. The project includes the three MBTA bus routes operating in the corridor. Pedestrian and bicycle
Route 3A Burlington NSPC 4 MassDOT Yes 0 1 Yes Yes installation of compatible traffic signal control equipment, video 3 1 3 4 2 1 14 High op 9! S icy
N L N X crashes have occurred in the corridor. The installation of an adaptive traffic
detection, communication devices and software to integrate 11 . A . .
. N N control signal system is underway on Cambridge Street, Middlessex
MassDOT and 16 town-owned traffic signal locations into one " ¥ !
N R L N Turnpike, and Burlington Mall Road to integrate 11 MassDOT and 16 town-
adaptive signal system; in construction. L . . N .
owned traffic signal locations into one adaptive signal system.
MassDOT Project #609402, Framingham-Natick resurfacing
and related work on Route 9; programmed FFY 2025;
construction slated to begin summer 2026.
MassDOT Project #607732, Framingham-Natick Cochituate Rail
Trail. The project involves construction of 2.4 miles of rail trail
and includes a grade separated crossing at Routes 9 and 30; in
construction.
. MassDOT Project #608006, Framingham Pedestrian Hybrid - N
Route 9 Framlng_ham MWRC 3 MassDOT Yes 2 6 No data Yes Beacon Installation at Route 9 and Maynard Road and the 3 2 3 4 1 1 14 High The FFY 2021 Pnonty_Com_dors for LRTP Needs Asse_ssment Study and
and Natick X X L N several MassDOT projects in the corridor will address issues.
Framingham Fire Station; in design.
MassDOT Project #608281, Installation of adaptive traffic
control signal equipment, vehicle detection, and communication
equipment at five traffic signals in Framingham and Natick on
Route 9; in construction.
MassDOT Project #608836, Drainage improvements on Route 9
at Route 126 interchange and salt shed relocation (Phase 1);
advertised for bids as of June 2021.
In FFY 2019, MPO staff studied Route 16 in Chelsea and Everett and
MassDOT Project #604660, Everett-Medford-Bridge suggested improvements to address safety, congestion, multimodal
Replacements, Revere Beach Parkway (Route 16), E-12- transportation, and pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. The section of
004=M-12-018 over the Malden River (Woods Memorial Bridge) Route 16 in Medford has five HSIP intersection clusters, including two
Route 16 Medford icc 4 MassDOT Yes 1 P Yes Yes and M-1g—017 over MBTA and Rivers Edge Drive; under 3 2 3 4 0 2 14 High pedestrian clusters. The rogdway experiences conggstlon andl high truck
construction. volumes. It also carries vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic to
MassDOT Project #605531, Structure maintenance, E-12- Wellington Station. Studying this segment in Medford will provide MassDOT
004=M-12-018, Revere Beach Parkway (Route 16) over the with improvement concepts to comprehensively address safety, capacity
Malden River (Woods Memorial Draw Bridge); in construction. management and mobility, and accommodations for people walking or
biking in the corridor.
MassDOT Project #601630, Reconstruction and widening on
Route 18 (Main Street) from Highland Place to Route 139 (4.0 . This arterial segment was not selected because a MassDOT project,
Route 18 Weymouth  |SSC 6 MassDOT Yes 3 8 Yes Yes miles) includes replacing W-32-013, Route 18 over the Old 4 2 2 4 2 0 14 High currently in construction, would address problems in the entire segment.
Colony Railroad (MBTA); in construction.
Route 2A/3 Arlington ICC 4 Arlington Yes 0 1 Yes Yes None 3 2 3 4 0 1 13 Medium |None
MassDOT Project #606318, Intersection improvements at
Gallivan Boulevard (Route 203) and Morton Street; in
construction.
MassDOT Project #608755, Intersection improvements Morton
Street (Route 203) at Blue Hill Ave, at Courtland Road/Havelock
Street, and at Havard Street; programmed in the FFY 2019 TIP; . .
Route 203 Boston icc 6 MassDOT  |Yes 5 12 Yes Yes in design. 4 2 2 4 0 1 13| Medium |The FFY 2012 Priority Corridors for LRTP Needs Assessment Study and

MassDOT Project #606896, Reconstruction on (Route 203)
Gallivan Boulevard, from Neponset Circle to east of Morton
Street intersection; in preliminary design.

MassDOT Project #606897, Improvements on (Route 203)
Morton Street, from west of Gallivan Boulevard to Shea Circle;
in preliminary design.

several MassDOT projects in the corridor will address issues.




Number of Top-| Number of In or Near
National 200 High-Crash | HSIP-Eligible |Crowded | Transportation
MAPC MassDOT Highway Locations Crash Clusters |or Late Equity Priority Safety Congested Multimodal Regional Regional Implementation Priority
Arterial Segment |Community |Subregion District |Jurisdiction |System 2015-17 2015-17**  |Bus Area Study, Project, or TIP Project Conditions*** | Conditions***| Significance*** | Significance** | Equity*** Potential** Score Rating |Summary of Comments
The City has been transforming the Route 2A corridor to The City has implemented several projects to transform Route 2A corridor
Cambridge improve safety for people walking, biking, or riding transit and into a route for everyone and improve safety for people walking, biking, or
Route 2A Cambridge  |ICC 6 9 Yes 1 5 Yes Yes improve travel times and reliability of bus transit service. The 4 2 2 4 0 1 13 Medium |riding transit. The improvements include separated bike lanes, bus lane,
and DCR N . . ; . . .
City has implemented separated bike lanes, bus lanes, and parking/loading times, and traffic signal phase intervals to accomodate
parking/loading changes throughout the corridor. people biking.
Route 16 Chelsea and cc 4 MassDOT Yes 7 8 Yes Yes FFY 2019 Priority Corridor for LRTP Needs Assessment Study 4 1 3 4 0 1 13 Medium The FFY 2019 Prlorltleorrldgrs for LRTP Needs Assessment Study and
Everett (Chelsea and Everett) several MassDOT projects will address issues.
MassDOT Project #606109, Intersection improvements at Route
. . MassDOT Project #606109, Intersection improvements at Route . 126/135/MBTA and CSX railroad. Roadway has received improvements to
Route 135 Framingham IMWRC 3 Framingham |Yes 1 2 No data Yes 126/135/MBTA and CSX railroad; in preliminary design. 4 1 2 4 1 1 13 Medium address congestion and make it multimodal (accommodation for people
walking or biking).
MassDOT Project #808817, Resurfacing of Route 107 and
related improvements; programmed FFY 2021.
MassDOT Project #608927, Reconstruction of Route 107 in
Lynn and Salem; in preliminary design. This arterial segment was the subject of a Route 107 Corridor Study in
MassDOT MassDOT project #609246, Rehabilitation of Western Avenue . Lynn and Salem, which was completed by MassDOT in 2016. The
Route 107 Lynn 1cc 4 and Lynn Yes 4 10 Yes Yes (Route 107); in preliminary design. 4 1 8 4 0 1 13 Medium proposed improvements would be addressed under Project #608927;
MassDOT Project #604952, Bridge Replacement, Route 107 currently in design.
over the Saugus River; programmed 2019.
MassDOT Project #26710, Bridge Replacement, Route 107
over the Saugus River (Fox Hill Bridge); completed spring 2013.
MassDOT Project #607428, Resurfacing and intersection
improvements on Route 16 (Main Street), from Water Street
MassDOT n’;/sr: ﬁ;:F;‘:]?:g?;?g_;:&;?zrsz;g ;TOM"rfgrdrg—r:?rz:galiiY This corridor received improvements in 2013 based on a CTPS study, and
Route 16 Milford SWAP 3 and Mifford Yes 0 3 No data Yes 2019 , prog 3 2 2 4 1 1 13 Medium |a MassDOT resurfacing and intersection improvement project was
MassDOT Project #606142, Signal and intersection programmed for FFY 2019.
improvements on Route 16 (Main Street and East Main Street)
at six locations; completed in 2013.
MassDOT Project #608569, Intersection improvements at Route
3A (Southern Artery) and Broad Street; programmed FFY 2022
MassDOT TIP. Route 3A (Hancock Street and Southern Artery) has received several
. ’ MassDOT Project #605729, Intersection and signal " improvement projects and was the focus of a CTPS study. The location was
Route 3A Quincy Icc 6 gﬁ:il:(,:and Yes 1 10 Yes Yes improvements at Hancock Street and East/West Squantum 4 2 2 4 0 L 13 Medium suggested in the 2017 MPO Outreach Program.
Y streets; completed in 2015.
An FFY 2012 CTPS safety and operations study addressed
problems at the Route 3A and Coddington Street intersection.
MassDOT MassDOT Project #609399, Resurfacing and related work on The location has a potential MassDOT resurfacing project and could benefit
Route 28 Randolph TRIC 6 and Randoloh Yes 3 9 Yes Yes Route 28; in preliminary design. 4 2 2 4 0 1 13 Medium |from some upgrades for safe accommodations for people walking, biking, or!
P Arterial Coordination Study, CTPS study (2010). riding bus transit.
MassDOT Project #608521, Bridge Maintenance, North Street This roadway has had Complete Streets improvements, including sidewalks
MassDOT (Route 114) over Bridge Street (Route 107) and MBTA,; in and bicycle lanes on either side of the roadway. The section that requires
Route 114 Salem NSTF 4 and Salem Yes 0 1 Yes Yes construction. 3 2 2 4 1 1 13 Medium |improvements to address safety, capacity management and mobility, and
MassDOT Project #605332, Bridge Replacement (Route 114) accommodate bicycles is between Bridge Street (Route 107) and Route
North Street over North River; in design stage. 128.
MassDOT Project #94762, Bridge Rehabilitation, Br# W-13-014 . .
Route 16 Wellesley MWRC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 0 N/A Yes Route 16 (Washington Street) over Route 9 including relocation 3 2 2 4 1 1 13 Medium The location was suggested in 2014 LRTF outregch through verbal
and Wellesley L N comments at a 495/MetroWest Partnership meeting.
of retaining wall; completed.
_Massl;)OT Prolec_t #608231, F_iec_onstryctlon of ROUt? .3A . A road safety audit was completed for Route 3A in Weymouth in September
including pedestrian and traffic signal improvements; in design. 2016. Th dit identified th bl d d h d d
MassDOT Project #604382, Route 3A (Washington Street) 16. The audit identified the problems and needs on the roadway, an
Route 3A Weymouth  |SSC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 1 Yes Yes IS ) ’ 2 2 2 4 2 1 13 Medium |suggested short-, medium-, and long-term improvements. MassDOT
Bridge; in construction. > . N . N ! .
3 . . Project #608321, in design, will address problems and needs identified in
MassDOT Project #608483, Work consists of resurfacing on .
. . . the corridor.
Route 3A; in preliminary design.
MassDOT Project #608051, Reconstruction of Route 38 from
Route 62 to the Woburn city line, add bike lanes, sidewalks, and
turn lanes, and upgrade signals; programmed FFY 2024.
MassDOT MassDOT Project #609253, Intersection improvements at Several sections of the arterial have projects that are currently in design
Routes 38/129 Wilmington |NSPC 4 and Yes 0 3 N/A Yes Lowell Street (Route 129) and Woburn Street; programmed FFY 2 2 2 4 2 1 13 Medium 5 proj . v gn-
Wilmington 2024 These MassDOT projects would address problems in the corridor.

MassDOT Project #601732, Rehabilitation, Route 129 (Lowell
Street) from Route 38 (Main Street) to Woburn Street;
completed in 2009.




Number of Top-| Number of In or Near
National 200 High-Crash | HSIP-Eligible |Crowded | Transportation
MAPC MassDOT Highway Locations Crash Clusters |or Late Equity Priority Safety Congested Multimodal Regional Regional Implementation Priority
Arterial Segment |[Community |Subregion District |Jurisdiction |System 2015-17 2015-17**  |Bus Area Study, Project, or TIP Project Conditions*** | Conditions***| Significance*** | Significance** | Equity*** Potential** Score Rating |Summary of Comments
DCR conducted a traffic study of several intersections along
Mount Auburn Street and Fresh Pond Parkway, in partnership
with the City of Cambridge, MassDOT, and the MBTA.
MassDOT Project #608806, Multiuse Path Contruction (Phase
1), Create a multiuse greenway on the former B&M railroad right- . . . . .
) of-way extending from Concord Avenue in Cambridge through 4 DCR and the City of Cambridge studied the portion of the corridor at and
Route 2/3/3A/16  |Cambridge |ICC 6 DCR Yes 3 4 Yes Yes N 3 2 2 4 0 1 12 Medium |south of Mount Auburn Street . The study focused on safety measures, bus
the Fresh Pond Reservation, under Huron Avenue and Mount L o
Auburn Street and into Watertown; this project is in prioritization, and accessibility.
construction.
MassDOT Project #609290, Intersection improvements at Fresh
Pond Parkway/Gerrys Landing Road, from Brattle Road to
Memorial Drive.
MassDOT Project #602984, Crosby's Corner (Route 2 at Route
2A) improvements; completed. FFY 2013 Priority Corridors for LRTP Needs Assessment Study (Concord
MassDOT Project #608015, Reconstruction and widening on and Lincoln)
Route 2, from Sandy Pond Road to Bridge over MBTA/B&M
railroad; in preliminary design Route 2 was suggested during MPO outreach as a route experiencing
Route 2 Concord MAGIC 4 MassDOT Yes 0 3 N/A Yes MassDOT Project #602091, Concord Rotary; in preliminary 2 2 2 4 1 1 12 Medium |congestion that affects MAGIC communities and Cambridge.
design.
MassDOT Project #604069, Bridge Replacement over Sudbury There are many projects and studies conducted for this corridor, including
River; in preliminary design. the Route 2 (Crosby's Corner) improvements and Concord Rotary upgrade
MassDOT Project #606223: Bruce Freeman Rail Trail and improvements.
Construction (Phase II-B) in Acton and Concord; in construction.
MassDOT Project #602383, Reconstructed Route 99 with a
traffic signal upgrade, from Second Street to the Malden city This roadway is not recommended for study because MassDOT completely
line; completed in 2008. reconstructed Route 99 with signal improvements from the Alford Street
Route 99 Everett ICC 4 Everett Yes 0 1 Yes Yes 2 2 3 4 0 1 12 Medium |Bridge to the Malden city line. Route 99 (Lower Broadway) has also
MassDOT Project #602382, Reconstructed Route 99 from received improvements, including pedestrian and bicycle accommodation,
Sweetser Circle to the Alford Street Bridge in 2013; completed as a result of the Encore Boston Harbor mitigation improvements.
spring 2013.
In FFY 2015, a subregional priority roadway study was conducted for Route
MassDOT Project #605168, Improvements on Route 3A from 8Ain Hingham and Hull.
Route 3A Hingham SsC 5 MassDOT Yes 0 1 Yes Yes Otis Street/Cole Road including Summer Street and rotary and 2 1 2 4 2 1 12 Medium The locati wved st 1t from the T £ Hingh d Hull
Rockland Street to George Washington Boulevard; in design. © location recelved strong support from the fowns of Hiingham and Hufl,
as well as the South Shore Coalition and the MassDOT Highway Division
District 5 Office.
MassDOT Project #607342, Intersection and Signal This arterial segment was studied in FFY 2020. There are four HSIP
Improvements at Route 28 (Randolph Avenue) and intersection clusters in the segment. There is no accommodation for
Chickatawbut Road; programmed FFY 2022. bicycles in the segment, which presents a significant connectivity problem
. MassDOT MassDOT Project #609396, Resurfacing and related work on . because several of the side streets have bicycle lanes. There are peak
Route 28 Milton ICC and TRIC 6 and Milton Yes 1 3 Yes Yes Route 28; programmed FFY 2024. 4 2 3 3 0 0 12 Medium period traffic congestion problems that create safety, operations, and
MassDOT Project # 106901, Reconstruction on Route 28 mobility issues for the residents. In addition, recommendations from the
(Randolph Avenue) from Reedsdale Road to Quincy town line; study could be incorporated into MassDOT Project #609396 or a new
completed in 2008. project.
Route 114 in Peabody was listed as a potential corridor in need of signal
. progression and improvements to accommodate people who walk and bike.
MassDOT MassDOT Project # 608567, Improvements at unte 114 at . Hov?rever, the arterial segment was not selected because, according to
Route 114 Peabody NSTF 4 Yes 0 2 Yes Yes Sylvan Street, Cross Street, Northshore Mall, Loris Road, Route 3 2 2 3 1 1 12 Medium N s "
and Peabody 128 Interchange, and Esquire Drive; in design MassDOT Highway District 4, a road safety audit was completed for the
’ ’ ) segment in August 2016, and a consultant has started design work as part
of Project #608567; in design.
Route 16 (Revere This location is not recommended for study because the Suffolk Downs
Revere ICC 4 MassDOT Yes 0 1 Yes Yes None 2 2 3 4 0 1 12 Medium [Redevelopment project is evaluating several scenarios that would affect
Beach Parkway) N
traffic on Route 16 and Route 1A.
Route 107 Corridor Study in Salem and Lynn; completed in
2016.
MassDOT Project #608059, Stormwater improvements along
Route 107 (Salem Bypass Road); in construction. The Route 107 corridor in Lynn and Salem was studied in 2016 and many
MassDOT MassDOT Project #608650, Adaptive Signal Controls on Route . of the recommendations have advanced into MassDOT projects. The
Route 107 Salem NSTF 4 and Salem Yes 0 L Yes Yes 107 (Highland Avenue); in construction. 8 2 2 4 1 0 12 Medium proposed improvements would be addressed under Project #608927;
MassDOT Project #608817, Resurfacing and related work on currently in design.
Route 107; in construction.
MassDOT Project #608927, Reconstruction of Route 107; in
preliminary design.
MassDOT Fro;ect #605146, Rgconstructlon of Canal Street The southern end of this arterial segment was included in the study of
from Washington Street and Mill Street to Loring Avenue (Route - . . . .
MassDOT 1A) and Jefferson Street; completed in 2018. _ Route 1A at Vinnin Squgre in Marblehead and in S_wampspott, this location
Route 1A Salem NSTF 4 Yes 0 0 Yes Yes N N . 3 1 2 4 1 1 12 Medium |was selected as the subject of the FFY 2016 Priority Corridors Study. The
and Salem MassDOT Project #601017, Reconstruction of Route 1A (Bridge . ) f Route 1A and Jefferson Street and Canal Street was
Street) from the Beverly/Salem Bridge to Washington Street intersection o Route 1A a efierso eeta a
B reconstructed in 2018.
(6,000 feet); completed in 2013.
This location was suggested during 2014 LRTP outreach at a
495/MetroWest Partnership meeting.
Route 16 Sherborn SWAP 3 Sherborn Yes 0 2 N/A Yes None 2 2 1 4 1 2 12 Medium

The section that experiences the most crashes and congestion is in the
town center, where Route 16 and Route 27 combine and split.




Number of Top-| Number of In or Near
National 200 High-Crash | HSIP-Eligible |Crowded | Transportation
MAPC MassDOT Highway Locations Crash Clusters |or Late Equity Priority Safety Congested Multimodal Regional Regional Implementation Priority
Arterial Segment |Community |Subregion District |Jurisdiction |System 2015-17 2015-17**  |Bus Area Study, Project, or TIP Project Conditions*** | Conditions***| Significance*** | Significance** | Equity*** Potential** Score Rating |Summary of Comments
Route 20 Waltham ICC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 3 Yes Yes City of Waltham Transportation Master Plan, January 2017. 3 2 2 4 0 1 12 Medium This '°°a"°f‘ had been studied and improvements proposed in the Waltham
and Waltham Transportation Master Plan.
Intersection improvements on Boston Post Road (Route 20) at . A suggestion to study this location was resubmitted in a comment on the
Route 20 Weston MWRC 6 MassDOT  |Yes 0 3 Yes No Wellesley Street; in design stage. 8 2 2 8 1 1 12| Medium |5 - FFY 2014 UPWP and during the 2017 MPO Outreach Program.
CTPS and MAPC Community Transportation Technical
Assistance Program evaluated the high-crash location at the
Route 60 Ariington  |ICC 4 |adington  |Yes 0 1 Yes Yes intersection at Massachusetts Avenue in March 2010. 2 2 3 3 0 1 1 Low |None
MassDOT Project #606885, Reconstructed the intersection of
Route 3 and Route 60; completed in 2017.
This location has MassDOT projects and CTPS studies, which have not
been implemented.
2011 CTPS study, Route 126 Corridor: Transportation
. MassDOT Improvement Study. The 495/MetroWest Partnership expressed interest in a Route 16 study.
Route 16 Holiiston  IMWRC 3 |and Holiiston |8 0 2 No data No 2008 CTPS study, Washington Street (Route 16/126) at Hollis 2 1 2 8 1 2 " Low
Street. The section that experiences the most crashes is the town center portion
(under Holliston jurisdiction). A road safety audit was performed for the
town center portion in December 2012.
Route 60 Medford ICC 4 Medford No 0 1 Yes Yes None 3 2 3 2 0 1 1 Low None
Ma§sDOT Project #608484, Roadway Improvements on Route FFY 2018 Priority Corridors for LRTP Needs Assessment Study. MassDOT
138; programmed FFY 2020. Project #608484, Roadway Improvements on Route 138, will address
Route 138 Milton ICC and TRIC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 1 Yes Yes 2 2 2 4 0 1 1 Low roblems and néeds in the corridor ’
FFY 2018 LRTP Priority Corridor Study p :
MassDOT Project #608821, Resurfacing and related work on
Route 9; in preliminary design.
l\élgj;DgO (-:—Bzr?sjfoclj g?gg)z Zr&:ietiiﬁ\fviﬂg:llgd/r\?:ﬁf:c\alolril:\s?o According to MassDOT District 6, improvements were recently made to
Route 9 Newton ICC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 4 Yes Yes VIS N . 4 Y 2 2 2 4 0 1 1" Low accommodate new developments. An analysis of the new existing
Newton/Brookline city line; completed in summer 2012. conditions would be helpful to compare with the future projected conditions
MassDOT Project #606635, Reconstruction of Highland s s proj :
Avenue, Needham Street, and Charles River Bridge, from
Webster Street to Route 9; programmed FFY 2019.
Route 129 Reading NSPC 4 MassDOT |y ¢ 0 0 Yes Yes No projects 3 1 2 2 2 1 1 Low None
and Reading
MassDOT Project #608180, Resurfacing on Route 9, from limit
of add-a-lane to east of Overbrook intersection; in construction.
MassDOT Project #606530, Drainage improvements along
Route 9 Boulder Brook Culvert (design only); in design.
MassDOT Project #607340, Resurfacing and related work on
Route 9 from Dearborn Street to Natick town line; in preliminary MassDOT Project #609402 has completed a preliminary assessment of this
Route 9 Wellesley MWRC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 3 No data Yes design. 2 1 2 4 1 1 1 Low corridor that will develop into 25 percent design plans for roadway
MassDOT Project #609402, Resurfacing and related work on improvements. This project is planned to be funded through the 2026 TIP.
Route 9; in preliminary design.
MassDOT Project #94762, Bridge Rehabilitation, Route 16
(Washington Street) over Route 9, including relocation of
retaining wall; completed summer 2010.
MAPC Land Use/Corridor Study (fall 2013).
This arterial segment serves mixed land uses but there are no safe
MassDOT's |-95 South Corridor Study provided a accommodations for people walking or biking as there are no sidewalks in
comprehensive evaluation of the I-95 and Route 1 corridors the segment and the existing 6- to 10-foot shoulders need improvements to
south of Route 128 and included a recommended plan of short- provide safe environment for people biking. MAPC has been working with
Route 1 Westwood | TRIC 6 MassDOT Yes 0 0 N/A Yes term and long-term improvements; June 2010. 2 2 2 4 0 1 1 Low [the Neponset Valley Transportation Management Association and
communities along the Route 1 corridor from Dedham to Foxborough on
MassDOT Project #603162, Route 128 Add-a-Lane Bridges addressing job/transit access are recommending long-term improvements
(Bridge Ill), Route 1 and 1A over |-95/128; completed in 2012. to make Route 1 corridor more transit, pedestrian, and bicycle friendly.
MassDOT Project #604646, Reconstruction of Main Street
Route 62 Concord MAGIC 4 Concord Yes 0 2 N/A Yes (Route 62) from Water Street to the Acton town line; completed 2 2 2 2 1 1 10 Low None

2010.




Number of Top-| Number of In or Near
National 200 High-Crash | HSIP-Eligible |Crowded | Transportation
MAPC MassDOT Highway Locations Crash Clusters |or Late Equity Priority Safety Congested Multimodal Regional Regional Implementation Priority
Arterial Segment (Community |Subregion District |Jurisdiction |System 2015-17 2015-17**  |Bus Area Study, Project, or TIP Project Conditions*** | Conditions***| Significance*** | Significance** | Equity*** Potential** Score Rating |Summary of Comments
MassDOT Project #600573, Reconstructed Route 135 in Natick
in 2008. More extensive improvements were proposed in the
downtown area, on East Central Street between North Main
MassDOT Street and Union Street, including signal upgrades, new There is congestion in the downtown area and the likely focus area would
Route 135 Natick MWRC 3 and Natick Yes 0 1 No data Yes sidewalks, pavement rehabilitation, and shoulders; all 3 1 2 2 1 1 10 Low be on the intersection of Route 135 at Route 27 and the intersection of
construction operations were suspended (as of June 30, 2007). Route 135 at Speen Street due to the crash history of those locations.
2010 CTPS study, West Central Street (Route 135) at Speen
Street.
This arterial segment serves mixed land uses but there are no safe
MassDOT's 1-95 South Corridor Study presented a accommodations for pef)p!e walking or biking as there are no sidewalks in
" . . the segment and the existing 6- to 10-foot shoulders need improvements to
comprehensive evaluation of the I-95 and Route 1 corridors 8 f . P L c X N
south of Route 128 and included a recommended plan of short- provide safe environment for people biking. MAPC has been working with
Route 1 Walpole TRIC 5 MassDOT Yes 0 3 N/A No N | 2 1 3 3 0 1 10 Low the Neponset Valley Transportation Management Association and
term and long-term improvements; June 2010. " .
b . communities along the Route 1 corridor from Dedham to Foxborough on
MassDOT Project #608480, Resurfacing and related work on L . .
K addressing job/transit access. They are recommending long-term
Route 1; programmed FFY 2020. N N B 3
improvements to make Route 1 corridor more transit, pedestrian, and
bicycle friendly.
Route 117 Bolton MAGIC 3 Bolton 0 0 N/A Yes None 1 1 2 3 1 1 9 Low None
Notes:

**Number of HSIP-eligible crash clusters

EPDO is a method of combining the number of crashes with the severity of crashes based on a weighted scale. Since 2018, MassDOT applied a new EPDO method (where actual crash costs are factored in) to rank high-crash locations in
the state. All of the fatal and injury crashes were weighted together (about 30 percent of all crashes in Massachusetts), which resulted in any crash resulting in an injury (including fatal, incapacitating, non-incapacitating, and possible
injuries) having a weighting factor of 21 compared to a crash that resulted in property damage only, which would have a weighting factor of one.

***Selection Criteria

Safety Conditions: Segment has a high crash rate for its functional class, contains an HSIP-eligible crash location, a top-200 high-crash location, and/or a significant number or HSIP-eligible clusters of pedestrian or bicycle crashes.
Congested Conditions: Segment has a Travel Time Index of at least 1.3 and/or of at least 2.0, that is, which signify that it experiences delays during peak periods.

Multimodal Significance: Segment supports transit or bicycle or pedestrian activities, has a need to improve these activities, and/or has a high volume of truck traffic serving regional commerce.

Regional Significance: Segment is in the National Highway System, carries a significant proportion of regional traffic, lies within 0.5 miles of environmental justice transportation analysis zones, and/or is essential for regional economic,
cultural, or recreational development in the area.

Regional Equity: Location is in a subregion that has not had a priority corridor study before, or location is in a subregion that has not had a priority corridor study in the last three years.

Implementation Potential: Improvements to the seament are proposed or endorsed by the roadway administrative agency (agencies), proposed or endorsed by the subregion and are a priority for the subregion, and/or have strong support

ADA = Americans with Disabilities Act. BAT = Brockton Area Transit Authority. CTPS = Central Transportation Planning Staff. DCR = Department of Conservation and Recreation. EPDO = Equivalent Property Damage Only. FFY = federal
fiscal year. HSIP = Highway Safety Improvement Program. 1-95 = Interstate 95. ICC = Inner Core Committee. LRTP = Long-Range Transportation Plan. MAGIC = Minuteman Advisory Group on Interlocal Coordination. MAPC = Metropolitan
Area Planning Council. MassDOT = Massachusetts Department of Transportation. MBTA = Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority. MPO = Metropolitan Planning Organization. MWRC = MetroWest Regional Collaborative. MWRTA =
MetroWest Regional Transit Authority. NSPC = North Suburban Planning Council. NSTF = North Shore Task Force. PRC = Project Review Committee. SSC = South Shore Coalition. SWAP = South West Advisory Planning Committee. TIP
= Transportation Improvement Program. TRIC = Three Rivers Interlocal Council. UPWP = Unified Planning Work Program.

Source: Central Transportation Planning Staff.
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Selection of FFY 2022 LRTP Priority Corridor Study Location January 20, 2022

The Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQ) operates its programs, services, and activities in
compliance with federal nondiscrimination laws including Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title VI), the Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987, and related statutes and regulations. Title VI prohibits discrimination in federally
assisted programs and requires that no person in the United States of America shall, on the grounds of race, color, or
national origin (including limited English proficiency), be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or be
otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity that receives federal assistance. Related federal
nondiscrimination laws administered by the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, or both,
prohibit discrimination on the basis of age, sex, and disability. The Boston Region MPO considers these protected
populations in its Title VI Programs, consistent with federal interpretation and administration. In addition, the Boston
Region MPO provides meaningful access to its programs, services, and activities to individuals with limited English
proficiency, in compliance with U.S. Department of Transportation policy and guidance on federal Executive Order
13166.

The Boston Region MPO also complies with the Massachusetts Public Accommodation Law, M.G.L. ¢ 272 sections
92a, 98, 98a, which prohibits making any distinction, discrimination, or restriction in admission to, or treatment in a
place of public accommodation based on race, color, religious creed, national origin, sex, sexual orientation,
disability, or ancestry. Likewise, the Boston Region MPO complies with the Governor's Executive Order 526, section
4, which requires that all programs, activities, and services provided, performed, licensed, chartered, funded,
regulated, or contracted for by the state shall be conducted without unlawful discrimination based on race, color, age,
gender, ethnicity, sexual orientation, gender identity or expression, religion, creed, ancestry, national origin, disability,

veteran's status (including Vietnam-era veterans), or background.

A complaint form and additional information can be obtained by contacting the MPO or at

http://www.bostonmpo.org/mpo _non_discrimination.

To request this information in a different language or in an accessible format, please contact

Title VI Specialist

Boston Region MPO

10 Park Plaza, Suite 2150
Boston, MA 02116
civilrights@ctps.org

By Telephone:
857.702.3702 (voice)

For people with hearing or speaking difficulties, connect through the state MassRelay service:
e Relay Using TTY or Hearing Carry-over: 800.439.2370
e Relay Using Voice Carry-over: 866.887.6619
e Relay Using Text to Speech: 866.645.9870

For more information, including numbers for Spanish speakers, visit https://www.mass.gov/massrelay
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