
 

  

R ic hmon d  B ik e ,  Wa lk ,  an d  Tra i ls  P la n  

P ro jec t  Adv iso ry  Co mmit tee  Me e t in g  # 3  /  

P u b l ic  Me e t in g  # 2  

May 24, 2021 

Virtual Meeting held via Zoom 

 

 

The Town of Richmond, Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission (CCRPC), and Toole 

Design held joint Advisory Committee meeting and Public Meeting for the Richmond Walk, Bike, and 

Trails Plan on Monday, May 24, 2021 from 6:00 to 7:30 pm. The meeting was advertised through a flyer 

(attached) and meeting information distributed in advance in/through the following locations/channels: 

▪ Richmond Front Porch Forum 

▪ Richmond town website 

▪ Richmond social media 

▪ Key locations throughout Richmond - The Town of Richmond Office, the Post Office, and the 

Richmond Market 

▪ CCRPC website 

▪ Email to Steering Committee (the committee was asked to share with their networks) 

▪ Email to CCRPC project list 

 

The meeting provided an opportunity to review and discuss the proposed draft network 

recommendations. The slide deck is available at https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-

content/uploads/2021/05/Public_Meeting_slides_final_20210524.pdf.  

 

AG END A 

1: Welcome (discussion/Mentimeter) 10 min. 

• Welcome, team intros, meeting goals 

• Housekeeping – Zoom and Mentimeter operations 

• Virtual sign in and demographic data collection 

2: How recommendations were developed (presentation) 10 min. 

• Quick review of project schedule and tasks, phase 2 study area 

• Walk through engagement and process for developing recommendations 

https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Public_Meeting_slides_final_20210524.pdf
https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Public_Meeting_slides_final_20210524.pdf
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• Quick review of other relevant projects (Bridge St project, Rt 2 repaving) 

• Reminder of Vision Statement /project goals 

• Share network development principles 

3: Recommendations for Route 2/Main Street (presentation + discussion) 25 min. 

• Walk through long term and interim recommendations 

• Discuss “detour” options 

4: On/off-road Network Recommendations (presentation + discussion) 20 min. 

• Share Bridge St recommendations 

• Walk through long term and interim recommendations 

5: Goals and Vision Statement Check + Final Thoughts (discussion) 15 min. 

• Discuss how recommendations meet project goals and vision, discuss challenges and future 

opportunities, time for further questions 

6: Thanks, Next Steps and Wrap-up (presentation) 5 min. 

• Thank community for their involvement 

• Quick review of plan components, timeline for completion, opportunities for community 

weigh 

• Closing comments from CCRPC/Town of Richmond 

 

A tt e nd a n c e 

Steering Committee 

• Ian Stokes, Richmond Climate Action Committee 

• Chris Cole, Transportation Committee 

• Cathleen Gent, Transportation Committee 

• Jon Kart, Transportation Committee 

• Jonathan Weber, Local Motion 

• Justin Graham, RiseVT 

• Allen Knowles, Transportation Committee 

 

Public 

• Cecelia Danks 

• John Hamerslough 

• Martha McSherry 

• Wright Preston 

• Judy Rosovsky  

• Andy ? 

 

Planning Team 

• Ravi Venkataraman, Town of Richmond 

• Bryan Davis, CCRPC 

• Marshall Distel, CCRPC 



 3 

• Kristen Lohse, Toole Design  

• Lily Ko, Toole Design 

 

Toole Design used Mentimeter, an interactive online survey, to gather meeting attendee demographics 

including gender, age, race/ethnicity, neighborhood. Toole Design then shared the presentation slides 

about the project process, long term and interim recommendations, and next steps.  

 

D IS CUS S ION  

Route 2 detour analysis 

• Not sure why cemetery isn’t an option from the start 

• Is there a private property impact if we went through the cemetery? 

o Cemetery commission hasn’t provided permission 

• Has Railroad company been open to projects like this? 

o They’re generally resistant but there are instances of willingness to work with 

communities. Some recognize value of sharing their corridors. 

o Sometimes depends on liability, width of right-of-way (ROW), etc. 

• Jericho Rd > School > Rt 2 option 

o A lot of up and down for little benefit – would avoid that 

o Stick with route 2 or work on cemetery route 

o Making cemetery nicer and more attractive to others would be good 

o + vote 

• What is the ROW on Rt 2? 

o Not much more than paved width 

o Learned from previous Rt 2 shared use path study that the railroad ROW trumps the 

highway ROW, so that’s one of the challenges 

o Would there be an ability to get 4’ shoulder widths throughout Rt 2? 

▪ In some areas, yes, but not consistently 

• Rail with trail 

o Would require barrier due to high speeds of trains - there is precedent for this 

• Cemetery  

o Has there been a new discussion with Cemetery Commission? No, based on older 

discussion 

▪ Would be good to talk with them again since they might be more open to this 

idea. 

• School has put in several paths, skirts northern perimeter of cemetery and is lower down on 

sledding hill – is a possibility 

o But there’s a wet area at bottom 

o Does not cross the stream but there’s an entrance on the north side with a gate (that the 

police use) 

o Use of northern perimeter of cemetery might be better than going through middle of it, 

and would avoid the climb of going up Jericho 

o Tilden Ave goes over only known stream? Comes out by old gas station 

• Is Cemetery town or private? 
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o The one off of Tilden is private, not sure about other one 

• People like the suggestion of going through northern border of cemetery 

o After you get past that gate, you don’t have to go into wetlands – and you would be 

missing that tight turn 

Other Rt 2 comments 

• It’s a tough road to deal with – Trails Committee have looked at it several times 

o Improving the shoulder is easiest 

o Want to create all ages & abilities facility – plan needs to represent a vision 

• Is there a way to make the bridge over Rt 2 by Kitchen Bistro more friendly? 

o Haven’t yet looked into this one  

• Is there a way to incorporate plans into Vermont Agency of Transportation (VTrans) Rt 2 

repaving schedule? 

o Repaving plan is being scheduled for next year 

o Town is working with VTrans to make sure the repaving project is reflective of 

Richmond’s needs 

o Too early to tell – haven’t seen engineering plans from VTrans yet – will keep public 

posted on how project goes moving forward 

• Slip lane on Rt 2 onto I-89  could be removed and on/off movement could still be maintained 

since there is 2-way entry/exit (north of the slip lane) 

o What is a slip lane? 

▪ It’s a lane that allows someone changing roadways at an intersection to not enter 

the intersection. It’s a faster lane to change roads that isn’t very friendly to people 

walking and biking. 

Long-Term Network 

• How do you see the expected growth at the intersection at the market once the old creamery is 

built out? Corner is already challenging at times (@ Railroad St / Jolina Ct) 

o Narrowing and defining driveway; adding crosswalk would let people know to expect 

ped/bikes in area 

o Current Bridge Street Scoping study is taking a look at specific alternatives at this and 

other intersections  

Vision / Additional Comments 

• Are we meeting the Plan Vision? 

• It’s looking good – I’d like to see what it looks like in the final analysis and how much it’s going 

to take up in the town itself 

• Bridge St, East and West Main St are the biggest concerns 

• A lot of traffic from market and hardware store 

o We have sidewalk by market 

• Possibilities with Rt 2 looks good 

• Agree with the vision 

• Really important to make as strong of a pitch as possible to VTrans that Route 2 offers 

transportation that emphasizes safety, connecting Village and Park & Ride 

o Need cooperation from VTrans 
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• Recommendations for Jericho Rd? 

o Didn’t make recommendations for Jericho Rd because there are plans for sidewalk 

already (to extend to Southview) 

o Great for walking, but would be great to include a shared use path (SUP) 

o If cemetery is feasible for shared use path, could we consider path connection to 

schooI? 

▪ Might come down to stream crossing and topography but we’ll try to find 

something that might work 

• Could town parking lot be another access/egress from creamery development site to Bridge St? 

• Sidepath on Rt 2 – on one side of street?  

o Yes, it’s proposed on the north side with sidewalk on south side.  

• Would it be at grade?  

o Depends on conditions along route.  

• Where would you be able to cross the street when trying to get to the other side? 

o Crosswalks, especially at Main and Bridge St 

• Sidepaths could work in the village – does sidepath require additional ROW? 

o Some ROW acquisition is likely.  

• Did we look at the 2014 Rt 2 path alignment?  

o Not closely, it may not function well for all uses/all seasons but it remains an option.   

• What is the alignment of sidewalk on Bridge St?  

o This would be coordinated with recommendation from the current Bridge St Scoping 

Study. 

• Any discussion about creating sidewalk out to Johnnie Brook Rd? 

o Part of Phase 2 planning on south side of river, as well as scoping study in CCRPC 

FY22 work plan. 

o Cochran/Huntington intersection – part of current Bridge St Scoping Study 

• Where is #18 trail located? 

o Trail that connects Esplanade, Church, Railroad streets to the railroad. 

o Would be through private property (Jericho Settler Farms and Farr Family) – would 

require acquisitions 

o Would be a beautiful connection – but landowners want their land use for agriculture this 

time of year and they’re already really generous letting us cross-country ski there other 

times of year 

o And a lot more people have dogs now than they used to due to COVID and they are 

looking for more places to walk dogs 

o Jericho Settler Farms – does not want dogs on their property – so they can keep 

organic/ratings certifications, so don’t pitch dog rating as key part of trail 

o Crossing the railroad will make or break that idea 

o There is a path there already, not official path – ends up across from the rescue point (?) 

o Would need further discussion with landowners 

o 2014 Rt 2 study 

▪ One of the options – it’s feasible to have a walking/biking tunnel across railroad - 

but have to get Railroad to say YES – dream big! 

o Is bridge going over rail an option? 

▪ Railroad is so much higher – tunnel makes more sense 

• Because railroad has been non-cooperative for decades, doesn’t mean we should give up on it 
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o Dream big 

o Put pressure on them 

• Lobby Selectboard members for sidewalk on East side of Bridge St – there’s resistance from 

some Selectboard members 

• There’s been a lot of leadership changes with railroad 

o Might eventually find someone who can make a decision that hasn’t been historically 

made 

o Would encourage people to contact their railroad agency and advocate for changes 

• State has very little leverage over railroad that operates through town of Richmond – private 

railroad and private land 

o Have been more open to use of land that benefits them financially 

o Could benefit them financially potentially if they get operating fee 

Next Steps 

• This project will be presented at the 6/8 Transportation Committee and 6/21 Selectboard 

meeting, then the final plan completed  

• Reminder – this only Phase 1 

o Phase 2 south of Winooski River is incorporated into CCRPC’s budget for next year 

o Comments received earlier in this process included those for southern section so we 

have a running start. 
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