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I. INTRODUCTION

The first plan of development for Montville was completed in 1864 after study of the various
physical, social, and economic factors influencing the Town's growth and development.‘ Since
1964, a lot has happened to ‘Montville in terms of growth and development. During the 1860's
the Town grew at a rate faster than any other community in Connecticut. New houses,
apartment buildings, and commercial establishments sprang up throughout the Town. New
roads and streets were built or improved, power lines multiplied, and in recent years public
sewers were installed to serve the growing and sprawling community. This growth, and
subsequent growth in Montville through the 1970’s has changed the nature and needs of the
community. ’

During this period of growth there evolved an increasing awareness of, and concem for,
maintaining the environmental quality as more and more of the natural landscape was altered to
support various land uses. At the same time local, regional, state, and federal agencies were
leaming more about the natural and man-made environment and producing information which
can be used to help in maintaining environmental quality as growth continues.

The purpose of this report is to provide comprehensive policy direction for the most appropriate
use of land in Montville, and to guide future development of the municipality. Some of the
material from the 1864 plan and SCRPA's 1979 recommended plan is repeated and some
refined to reflect new information. Guidelines for types and intensities of uses in the various
parts of the community are intended to serve as a guide for subsequent changes in the Town’s
zoning regulations. :

1
Samuel Spielvogel and Associates, A Community Development Study for the Town of
Montville, Connecticut, (1964 Development Study for the Town of



Il. THE NATURAL SETTING

Like most other towns in Southeastern Connecticut, Montville’s natural landscape is very
complex, presenting obstacles to the construction of roads and buildings. But the problems
presented by the land surface also mark the natural beauty and character of the Town. One
measure of good land use regulations is how successfully they accommodate development while
maintaining the functional and visual qualities of the natural setting. An important aim of zoning
and subdivision regulations should be to ensure that proposed land uses are fitted to and
compatible with the natural landscape rather than changing land forms to suit intended uses.

A series of maps have been prepared to show the limitations that physical characteristics impose
on development in Montville. The first of these is titled Topography (Figure 1), and it shows the
natural configuration of the land surface and the system of town roads and state highways that
have been built on it.

Wooded hills, peppered with ledge rock outcroppings and boulders, are separated by narrow
valleys containing small streams and long, often inter-connected, wetlands. Steep slopes and
poorly drained soils compound the natural obstacles facing development. Elevations range from
about 600 feet near the western border of the Town to sea level adjacent to the Thames River,
which borders the Town on the eastern side.

Two significant obstructions to development are wetlands and steep slopes, as shown in Figures
2 and 3. Wetlands are defined as moving or impounded bodies of water and soils identified by
the USDA Soil Conservation Service as being poorly drained or floodplains. Steep slopes are
more arbitrarily defined, depending on how prevalent they are in a particular area. Since sloping
land is more the rule than the exception in this area, only the steeper slopes are considered real
obstructions for most developed uses. Figure 3 shows those areas of Montville with slopes 20%
or greater, or two feet of vertical change in ten linear feet.

Less obvious to the untrained observer, yet of great importance as a development limitation, are
soil conditions. Soils in this area present varying limitations for building foundations, on-lot
sewage disposal systems, roads, landscaping and other activities associated with man-made
uses. Soil types and the relative severity of their limitations for development have been
presented for Montville in mapped and tabular form by the Soil Conservation Service.? For the
most part, soil conditions that make development difficult can be overcome by using various
construction techniques. However, conditions can be severe enough to make corrective costs
prohibitive.

The.soil map is an invaluable tool for agencies concemed with regulating the use of land. It does
not answer all the questions that might arise concerning the physical complexities of a particular
property, but it provides the land use decision maker with considerable information on the soils
likely to be found on the property. When the soil map information is used in conjunction with the
County Soil Survey Report, the implications of the soils on alternative developed uses can be
analyzed.

The soils mapping for Montville has been revised by the Soil Conservation 'Sewice. The new
maps should become a standard reference for all local land use control agencies.

The irregular and complicated physical characteristics suggest the need fpr land use regulatior}s
that permit flexibility and encourage innovation. A large part of Montville should not be built

2 Eor details see USDA Soil Conservation Service, Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Stqtion
and Storrs Agricultural Experiment Station, Soil Survey of New London County, Connecticut,
(1983) .
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upon. Other parts may be used with care, and on a limited portion development poses no severe
threat. If growth is to occur - and it surely will - it should be encouraged to locate on the better
building land and discouraged where severe physical conditions exist. In this manner sensitive
natural features are preserved, and nature is used to add beauty and distinctiveness to
development. By concentrating development in areas that have fewer problems, roads, power,
water, sewers, and other services may be supplied more efficiently and cheaply.



lll. THE PRESENT USE OF LAND

RESIDENTIAL:

Figure 4 shows the way Montville’s land surface has developed. Of the 3450 acres of land that
is developed now, over 74% or 2559 acres are residential properties. This is a substantial
increase over the 1528 acres used for residential purposes in 1962. It is also a much higher
proportion of residential to total developed land than exists for the region as a whole. Residential
land uses generally represent about one half of the total developed land in a community.

COMMERCIAL:

All of the non-residential categories of developed land have also gained significantly during the
last decade and a half, but the amount of land involved in each is minor compared with the
residential acreage. About 103 acres of commercial land has been added to the town, most of
which is in scattered parcels, with no major concentration, except that the bulk of these uses
have been located along Route 32 which extends for about five miles through the town.

INDUSTRIAL:

Some 183 acres have been classified as industrial. This includes manufacturing and
warehousing activities, the Connecticut Light & Power Company generating station, junk yards,
and the town landfill area. The most significant growth in this category in recent years has been
the expansion of the United Nuclear Plant near Trading Cove. There have been several
changes in use of existing industrial buildings, but entirely new industries have been few and
small. No specific area of the town has evolved as an industrial growth area over the last
planning period.

RESOURCE EXTRACTION:

Land used for natural resource extraction (sand, gravel, and rock excavations) has increased
greatly since 1961, reflecting the growing demand and suitability of land in Montville for such
activity. Such uses present frequent land use conflicts. Major stream valleys often contain large
deposits of sand and gravel. These deposits usually form good building sites, but they also have
value as a construction material. At the same time they are the soil strata which stores vast
supplies of water for man’s daily needs. Consequently, the greater the demand for these soils as
building sites or as construction materials, the greater the threat to the quality and quantity of the
groundwater.

INSTITUTIONAL/GOVERNMENTAL.:

Institutional and governmental acreage has increased about 60% since 1962, reflecting primarily
the expansion and addition of educational facilities.

OPEN SPACE/RECREATION:

Open space and recreation increases, amounting to more than 440 acres since 1962, include
Camp Oakdale and the large natural area along the northern border of the town. Other major
open space in town includes Fort Shantok State Park, Boy Scout property surrounding Cochegan
Rock, Nature Conservancy properties on Route 82 and near Raymond Hill Road at Lynch Hill
Road, property owned by Norwich around Stoney Brook Reservoir, and New London land around
Lake Konomoc, Bogue Brook and Barnes Reservoirs, the town's conservation area on
Chesterfield Road, and brings the total area at the present time to about 2370 acres.



User-oriented recreation facilities consist of Camp Oakdale, the “Town” park consisting of about
80 acres at roughly the geographic center of the municipality. Neighborhood recreation facilities
are centered upon existing school playground equipment and sports facilities.

AGRICULTURAL LAND LOSSES TO DEVELOPMENT:

According to measurements taken in 1962 and 1982, land used at least occasionally for
agricultural purposes has declined, but not substantially. Records show 1,145 acres in this use in
1962 and 1013 acres in 1982, a decline of 13%. Only 3.7% of Montville’s land area is presently
used for agriculture. The decline is slight, considering the significant growth the town has had
during the same period, indicating that non-agricultural land has accommodated just about all of

the new growth.



EXISTING LAND USE - January 1983
MONTVILLE, CONNECTICUT

USE CATEGORY ACRES .. PERCENT OF PERCENT OF TOTAL
: DEVELOPED LAND* LAND

Low Density Residential 958 27.8 - 34
Medium Density Residential 1543 44.7 5.5
High Density Residential 58 1.7 2
Commercial 159 4.6 5
Industrial - 183 5.3 .6
Institutional & Governmental 139 ’ 4.0 5
Excavations 410 11.9 14
Open Space/Recreation 2370 - 8.5
Agricultural 1013 - ' 3.6
Undeveloped : 21,027 - 75.8
Total Land - 27,648

* All use categories except “open space and récreation", “agricultural®, and “undeveloped”.

The most apparent aspect of Montville’s land use pattem is its scattered distribution. Whereas
Uncasville and the Oxoboxo Valley were the focus of growth prior to the 1980's, relatively little
has occurred in these areas since then. The growth of the 1860's and the 1970's, which has
been predominately residential, has been located, for the most part, east of the Connecticut
Tumpike and to the north of Horton Cove. Two notable exceptions are concentrations of about
400 dwellings in Montville Manor and 200 in Oakdale Heights, two major developments near the
westemn border of the town. Other residential development has been small in comparison or
scattered, and almost all of it has occurred north and east of Old Colchester Road.

A more detailed analysis reveals that low density development has increased by over 2% since
the SCRPA inventory in 1978 to represent almost 28% of developed land while the share of
medium density development as a percentage of developed land has decreased by almost 2% to
nearly 45%. This condition implies that Montville is continuing to scatter its land use pattem,
thereby increasing population and need for services in areas which are not within planned areas
for possible utility service and in which response times for emergency serves are lengthened due
to distance and road conditions.

A review of recent subdivision and residential building activity trends underpins this apparent
desire to generate residential activity in the outer-lying “fringe” areas outside existing and
planned utility service areas. This ultimately indicates that the municipal sewers in places have
yet to significantly attract development. Mechanisms should be developed to promote compact
urban form,

Commercial and industrial growth has been less pronounced, with no clear cut trends apparent in
terms of growth rates. But it should be noted that the percentage of commercial and industrial
land as a percentage of “developed” land has decreased since 1978, while residential land
development has continued to increase its share in the same context. In the long term this can
have profound implications on residential property tax rates. )
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IV. POPULATION PROJECTIONS

REGIONAL SETTING

With the recent publication of demographic reports by SCRPA which were based largely on the
1980 Census, it became evident that population projections should be re-examined. The region
had not grown as fast as indicated by regional and state population projections. The 1980
population was actually 27,000 persons less (about 11%) than the projections shown in the 1976
Regional Development Plan. These projections in the 1976 Plan were much lower than earlier
projections completed in the 1860's and early 1970’s. Each projection completed over this ten-
fifteen year time period showed a lower and lower 1980 projected total.

The region's growth of 5,264 persons to a 1980 total of 225,666 persons represented a 2.4%
increase from 1970. This was the slowest rate of growth since the decade of 1800 to 1810 and
the smallest numerical increase since the decade of 1880 to 1830. The region experienced a net
out-migration for the decade. Natural increase, which is the excess of births over deaths, was
16,158 persons for the 1970-80 decade which means that out-migration was 10,894 persons. A
variety of factors most likely came into play during the 1970’s which influenced this slow growth.
Among these factors are a lower birth rate (49% decrease from 17360 to 1980), job and business
opportunities expanding in the southem and southwestem states, the expensive cost of
borrowing capital - especially mortgage money, and the adoption by state and local governments
of more stringent environmental and land use controls.

MONTVILLE SETTING

Montville's growth of 793 persons between 1970 and 1980 was a 5.1% increase. This represents
a 95% decrease from the 1960 to 1970 growth rate of 102%. Montville's growth was the slowest
rate since 1930 to 1940 and the smallest numerical increase since the decade of 1940 to 1950.

Montville also experienced a net out-migration for the decade. The excess of births over deaths
for the 1970-80 decade was 1,714 which means that net out-migration had to be 921 to result in
a 793 person growth. This is a complete reversal from 1860 to 1970 when the Town experienced
a net in-migration of 5,595 persons. Most likely the regional factors refemed to previously also
applied in Montville. For instance, the birth rate in Montville declined from 146.3 births per 1,000
women of the child-bearing ages in 1960 to 63.7 births per 1,000 women in 1980, a decrease of

56%.

This kind of environment makes population projections even more difficult than usual.
Projecting is an art that attempts to provide reasonable assessments about the future based on
assumptions concerning fertility, mortality, and migration. Projections are simply a future
possibility and should not be regarded as the final certainty. This should be clearly understood
by users such as public and private decision makers. Projections should be continually reviewed
to reflect new data, trends, and methodologies, always keeping in mind that “....the stubbomly
uncertain future resists precise prediction.”* .

PROJECTIONS

Because no one method of population projection is entirely reliable, different approaches are
used to provide a range of possible estimates within which, it is hoped, the actual population will
occur. All approaches assume that the 1978-83 trend will be fairly representative of the next five

' Morrison, Peter, Overview of Population Forecasting for Small Areas, (June, 1975). p. 18



years and that there will be no major changes in existing conditions. If a major change occurs
which results in major new residential construction in Montville, then these population estimates
should be adjusted based on the new information.

Method 1

The first approach uses the average yearly population increase from 1980 to 1983 with no
separate computations for natural increase and migration. Beginning with the current population
estimate in Montville, this average yearly percentage increase is applied to the Town on a yearly
basis to determine the 1990 projected total. Population data for this approach are based on
estimates of the Connecticut Department of Health Services. yearly totals prior to 1980 were not
used for two reasons. First of all, the yearly state estimates prior to the 1980 Census totals were
higher than the Census figures. Use of these estimates would result in a negative growth rate for
Montville from 1978 to 1980.

The Health Services yearly estimates actually exceeded the 1980 Census totals for Montville in
1973. Secondly the pre-1980 state estimates excluded institutional and group populations and
post 1980 estimates included these populations. Since 1981, the Department of Health Services
has included housing data in determining its annual population figures so the estimates should
be more reliable than they have been in the past. This approach results in a projected
population of 17,091 persons in 1980. This represents a 3.9% growth rate or slightly less than
that from 1970 to 1980.

Method 2

The second approach uses separate computations for natural increase and migration. Natural
increase is based on birth and death data from 1978 to 1982. Migration is based on the
migration rate of persons under eighteen years of age for which accurate data is available for the
years 1978-1982. The total migration component for Montville is assumed to be in the same
proportion as that shown for persons under eighteen. This information is applied to the Town on
a yearly basis to compute the 1990 total. This approach results in a loss of 7.1% to a 1990 total
of 15,293 persons. This approach clearly reflects the smaller number of young persons in Town.
This method is not as reliable as it used to be because young persons have declined from over
36% of Montville's population in 1970 to about 24% in 1980. In 1971-72, Montville had 4,509
pupils (average daily membership) and in 1981-82, this had decreased to 3,206 pupils, a 29%
decrease. This data is also reflected in the composition of Montville's households. Forty-three
percent of Montville's 5,337 occupied housing units in 1980 were of one or two person size. Of
~ these, 5,337 occupied units, only 50% had persons under eighteen present in 1980. Thus, using
young persons to predict migration for the Town total population is less valid than it once was.

Method 3

The use of housing data presents a third approach for projections. This approach assumes that
the 1980 ratio of dwelling units to population will be proportional for the years 1983 to 1990.
Based on 1978 to 1982 residential building activity, an average number of new residential units
per year through 1990 was added to Montville's 1982 base figure so that the ratio could be
computed for 1980. This approach resuits in a 1990 population of 18,120, or a 10.1% gain over
the 1980 population.

Method 4

The fourth method employs average persons per dwelling unit, projected building activity as
discussed under the third approach above, and natural increase as discussed under approach
two above, to determine future population. The yearly average number of new residential units
is multiplied by average unit size and this total, along with the natural increase total, is added to



the Montville 1983 base population on a yearly basis to arrive at the 1990 total of 18,855 a
14.6% gain above the 1980 totals.

If approach two is eliminated because young persons are no longer the overall key to Montville
migration pattemns, then the projected average of the remaining three approaches is 18,022
persons for 1990, a 9.5% gain. This figure is quite close to the June 1983 projection by the
Connecticut Office of Policy and Management of 17,960 for Montville in 1990.



POPULATION PROJECTIONS

YEAR METHOD PROJECTION
1990 1 17,001
1990 2 15.203
1990 3 18,120
1990 4 18,855
AVERAGE PROJECTION
EXCLUDING METHOD 2
1890 18,022

Source: SCRPA, Montville Pog‘ ulation Projections, 24, January 1984



SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS

Data supplied to the Planning Office by the Superintendent of Schools indicates total enroliment
figures in the Montville Public School System have dropped steadily since 1972.

The 1984 estimate for total enrollments through the 1989-80 school year continues this trend
toward reduced enrollments. However, current estimates indicate that if the curmrent trends
continue, an upturn in total enrollment in the school system is expected by the 1992-93 school
year. The basis for this projection lies in the general increase expected in high school (8th - 12th
grade) age children. Increases in this category should be relatively substantial.

Determinations resulting from analysis of this data point to lack of increases in enroliments of
school children in the K - 8th grades in conjunction with a general decrease in birth rates. The
short term (10 year) implications appear to point to no need for additional elementary, junior, or
high school facilities to accommodate students. In addition it appears unlikely that capacity
problems will result between now and the turn of the century. However, these projections should
continue to be monitored, and this element of the plan updated at minimum, every five (5) years

to be sure.



V. HOUSING

TRENDS

Montville's greatest growth occurred during the 1960’s when it led all Connecticut towns in rate of
growth. Several major subdivisions were constructed during those years, including Montville
Manor, Oakdale Heights and the Lathrop Development. Growth continues, although at a
slackened pace.

As of the 1980 Census, Montville had 5551 housing units (including all types). Occupied housing
units totaled to 5337. Mobile homes number 319 and constitute 6.7% of occupied housing units.

Although no new muitifamily developments have been constructed in Montville, the installation
and extension of the municipal sewer service into western Montville in conjunction with soaring
building and land costs has generated a potential market for this type of development. SCRPA
projects that multifamily development will maintain its current share of 15% of the housing
market in town. This could change with revisions to the zoning regulations in the future.

Single family home development should remain constant as well, according to SCRPA’s
projections.

NEEDS

SCRPA’s analysis points to a projected need for low-and moderate-income housing in
Southeastern Connecticut in the future. This category includes elderly and non-elderly units.
Based on income data for families contained in the publication, a need for these types of housing
construction appears evident in Montville.



VI. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT GOALS

INTRODUCTION

This brief element of this plan is intended to provide a list of those broad goals the town wishes
to accomplish. These goals are further refined in the individual plan elements discussed later in
this document. s

GOALS

1.) Provide for residential development at densities and in areas compatible with
economic, social, transportation, and environmental objectives of the plan.

2.) Achieve a land use design which adds to the economic viability of the town by way
of efficient use of public and municipal utilities, provision of sufficient amounts of

land for commercial, industrial, and residential development, and sound
environmental. planning.

-3.) Achieve a more balanced residential population density distribution in developing
areas, and in areas serviced or to be serviced by public and municipal utilities.

4.) Enhance the quality of the environment and its natural resources.

5.) Preserve those areas of historic and cuitural significance.

6.) Strategically locate the individual land use sectors in a manner that serves the

- growing needs of the town and all its residents in accordance with the transporiation
system'’s capabilities.

7.) Establish an efficient and coordinated transportation system to serve the needs of
the Town of Montville.

8.) Enhance prospects for open space and recreation in the Town of Montville.



VII. LAND USE

INTRODUCTION

The land use element of the Plan represents the graphic and policy coordination of those other
sections of this report dealing with environmental constraints, trends, tow-wide goals and
objectives, the transportation system, and public utilities. In order to attain this system design,
current conditions must be inventoried and problems analyzed. Goals and objectives, and
alternate land use designs must also be deéveloped and compared respectively. Ultimately, the
future land use pattern and policies which are developed should represent the guidance system
upon which future development proposals are weighed.

PROBLEMS AND NEEDS ANALYSIS

Section |l of the Plan outlined broad implications of past land use and zoning policies in the
Town of Montville. Residential development appears abnormally high as a percent of developed
land and is of the scattered-sprawl type. This development is also taking place away from
established public and municipal water and sewer services, necessitating installation of
individual wells and septic systems rather than hook up to existing utilities. This particular trait
ultimately can add to, and promote inefficient delivery of, services and unnecessarily increase
the needs for additional municipal expenditures. This process also tends to reduce the prospect
of protecting sensitive natural resources.

Commercial and industrial development has not increased at any pronounced rate due to lack of
strong public policy in these areas, and commercial development in particular has decreased as
a percentage of developed land in recent years.

Other significant land use problems which must be addressed involve better coordination
between land use and transportation planning, alleviation of land use conflicts and traffic
congestion in the Route 32 corridor, provisions for adequate and suitably located housing,
increased protection of natural resources and the rustic nature of the town, and development of a
focal point in Town for business and government activities.

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
1.) Goal:

Achieve quality and controlled commercial and industrial development to serve the community
and its various living areas.

Obijectives:
Broaden tax base; reduce petroleum based energy consumption; promote water dependent
industry in harmony with coastal resources; improve access and traffic conditions in Route 32

corridor area and in Town generally; provide for development of economically viable local
shopping facilities to serve areas designated for higher densities.

2.) Goal:

Locate major development concentrations in areas that will be most conveniently served by
existing, planned, or programmed utility and transportation facilities.



Objectives:
Reduce response time for emergency services; reduce potential for groundwater pollution from

individual septic systems; preserve rural and environmentally sensitive areas; reduce
maintenance costs and overall use of inadequate roads; reduce infrastructure costs and

maintenance.

3.) Goal:

Establish a street system that affords safe and convenient travel by vehicle or on foot through
Town.

Objectives:
Enhance safety of motorists, bikers, pedestrians, joggers, etc.; reduce energy consumption;
reduce through traffic within low density residential areas and local streets; develop coordinated

sidewalk system along collector and arterial streets to link living areas to areas of substantial
pedestrian traffic such as schools and shopping centers.

4) Goal:
Achieve a variety of housing opportunities within the town.
Objectives:

Make home ownership available to persons of various income levels; improve housing
conditions and availability of same for Montville's residents; promote energy efficiency and
reduce costs for and consumption of energy.

5.) Goal

Protect present and potential future water supply sources from pollution and premature
development.

Objectives:
Ensure safe and clean drinking water supplies for all Montville residents.
6.) Goal:

Avoid development of areas identified as being sensitive soils, wetlands, flocd plains,
watersheds, or having steep slopes.

Objectives:
Reduce prospects of water pollution; protect environment and wildlife for all Montville residents;

reduce threats to public health and welfare from flooding; establish open space system which
defines corridor development and provides buffers between individual villages where possible.

7.) Goal:

Preserve rural character of the town.



Objectives:

Maintain rustic character of Montville; direct development to areas suitable for more intensive
development, while preserving lower densities in other areas; maintain unique character of
individual villages within the town.

8.) Goal:

Preserve areas of unusual beauty which lend character and identity to Montville.

Objectives:

Maintain scenic quality of areas when road improvements are made; maintain low intensity uses
in identified scenic areas, and assure that development is consistent with preservation of scenic
resources; promote cluster development.

9.) Goal:

Achieve adequate open space and recreation area for all Montville residents.

Objectives:

Protect strategic environmental resources; discourage sprawl pattems of residential
development; undertake detailed study of recreation needs and ensure provision of necessary
user-oriented facilities.

10.) Goal:

Achieve a development pattern that reduces the dependence on the automobile for personal
mobility.

Obijectives:

Reduce petroleum based energy consumption; increase SEAT transit ridership; establish
sidewalks to influence pedestrian travel.

11.) Goal:

Establish a focal point for economic, governmental, and cultural activities in Town most
conveniently accessible to a majority of residents.

Objectives:

Develop “Town Center” concept in Uncasville village area.

PLANNING PRINCIPLES AND STANDARDS

Principal Use Space Needs

Commercial:

Land use in this category represents 4.6% of developed land in Town. Although this total

appears somewhat consistent with general percentages found in the average town or small city,
this space is disproportionately confined to the Route 32 corridor area.



To provide for adequate community-neighborhood shopping facilities in the future, an evaluation
of existing population distribution is needed. The population in 1980 in the area west of 1-395
totaled 9,336 (57% of population), while the population east of 1-395 totaled 7,119 (43% of
population). Utilizing the highest population projection listed, and assuming that these population
distributions remain constant, space in this use should exceed eight (8) acres in the westem tract
and five (5) acres in the eastem tract. If the population projection actually anticipated is used
(18,022), these requirements do not significantly change. These broad areas have been utilized
to determine space needs due to lack of defined planning districts. A standard of .8 acre of
shopping space per 1,000 population for communities of roughly 2,500 persons is utilized

Based on the above analyses, and an evaluation of existing commercial space in actual
commumty-nelghborhood shopping use, provisions should be made to assure locations and
space for this use in proper locations in the Future Land Use Plan in both sectors, and primarily
in the area west of 1-395.

In terms of general space needs for all business to serve the needs of the town, an analysis of
approximate existing commercial floor space in the Route 32 corridor (primary trade area) and
projected population of the area were made; the need for commercial space on a townwide
basis. To date, roughly 150 acres of land are devoted to this_ activity in the corridor area,
including actual floor space and other developed area. If parking is factored out, floor space
should theoretically total to roughly 75 acres. Utilizing the highest possible population projection,
and assuming an increase in population of 13.9% in the corridor area over the 1980 total,
provisions should be made to assure that at least 31 additional acres are procured for town
serving business use by 1990. If the population projection actually anticipated is used (18,022)
and growth of 8.8% is anticipated, necessary provisions are markedly reduced to about 20 acres.

it should be noted that the higher population projection utilized above is close to recent
projections by the Connecticut Office of Policy and Management for the year 2000.

Commercial zoning now exceeds 450 acres throughout Town, with almost all of it in the Route 32
corridor area.? It appears evident that the current zoning scheme far exceeds the town's needs;
this is particularly evident in the Route 32 corridor area. This imbalance should be adjusted in
accordance with the general goals of the plan.

Industrial

Current employment densities are critical to projecting future space needs in this category.
When numbers of employees are analyzed in relation to land areas devoted to industrial use, a
net employee density in the vicinity of nine (9) employees per acre (peak shift) resuits; however,
employee density at certain plants in Town range as high as the 20’s. Trends appear to forecast
lower overall employment densities, due to increased automation and general desire to take
advantage of cheaper suburban and rural based industrial land. A standard of 10 employees per
gross industrially used acres appears appropriate for planning purposes.

Based on a current survey of major employers and industrial employment data indicated in the

Updated Facilities Plan, 1977, this type of employment has increased 2.3% since 1977. The
total forecast for manufactunng employment in the state assumes a 3.3% increase between
1983 and 1987. If this standard is applied to the primary industrial employment in Town, the

' Chapin, F. Stuart and Kaiser,Edward J. Urban land_Use Planning, Third Edition, (Urbana,
Chlcago London: University of lllinois Press, 1979) p.462
Edward J. Kant and Associates, Town of Montville, Connecticut, Phase Il Sewerage Program,
ated Facilities Plan, (May 1977), and Town Planner’s Survey.
For a more detailed discussion see con Labor Department-Employment Security Division,

Annual Planning information, Fiscal Year 1983.



town could expect more than 2229 industrial jobs by 1987, 71 more than the surveyed 2158,% and
2275 by 1990 if that growth rate holds constant. If the density standard of 10 employees per
acre is applied, necessary industrial acreage could total 228 acres by 1990. With only 183 acres
:nduse. |provisions should be made to assure that sufficient land is set aside for potential
ndustrial use.

Industrial zoning in Town now exceeds 2000 acres, well in excess of that area remotely
necessary for industrial development. This figure should be slightly adjusted in conformance
with other goals of plan. However, due to the terrain and general lack of adequate industrial land
in Town, strategic sites ideal for future industrial development should be reserved to protect the
long term interests of the town.

Due to the limited data available concemning employment projections, this element of the plan
should be updated at least every five years.

Residential

Land area devoted to actual residential use totals 2559 acres in Town. Land area necessary to
accommodate future residential development on a town wide basis should be able to hold a total
of as many as 6115 dwelling units if the highest population projection for 1980 (18,855) is used
along with a constant dwelling unit size of 3.083 persons as a worst case scenario, and 5846
dwelling units if the average projection of 18,022 persons is utilized under the same formula;
these represent dwelling unit increases of 778 and 508 respectively over 1980 totals. However,
increases in muitifamily type development is expected in the future which could conceivably
distort this possible forecast and land area necessary for development due to smaller dwelling
unit sizes and innovative designs normally associated with this development. SCRPA assumes
that muitifamily development will retain its current share of 15% of all housing units though 1990.

Although a review of available vacant land within these areas anticipated to develop in the future
reveals that the population totals cited above could easily be absorbed in the future, (even at a
density of one (1) acre per dwelling unit) the Future Land Use Plan should make provisions to
assure adequate space in this category, taking into consideration ultimate density standards
preferred in the land use design.

Alternative Land Use Designs
Basic alternatives to providing for future growth on a town wide basis appear to be as follows:
1.) Continue existing zoning and density pattemns.
2.) Concentrate growth to the 1-395 and Route 32 corridor area.
3.) Concentrate growth along established and planned transportation and utility corridors

to establish a more balanced residential population density distribution (Oxoboxo
corridor and Route 32 corridor).

The above scenarios represent three (3) basic possibilities of Montville’s future. Evaluation of
these conditions in terms of addressing the determined problems and needs of the town indicates
that altemative #3 best serves the long term interests of Montville. This alternative takes into
consideration and is responsive to the following:

1.) Established traffic and general transportation oriented problems affecting Route 32.

4 Survey by Town Planner’s Office, Summer, 1983.



2) The existence of major transportation arteries and municipal utilities to serve the
Route 163, Maple Avenue, and Old Colchester Road (Oxoboxo) corridor, as well as
the Route 32 corridor.

3.) The need for viable satellite commercial centers in the Oxoboxo corridor to serve
anticipated population increases west of 1-395 and at the same time alleviate some
traffic congestion in the Route 32 corridor.

4.) The existence of a variety of housing types and lot sizes, including properhes in the
moderate price range in the Oxoboxo and Route 32 corridors.

5.) The existence of sufficient amounts of suitable and vacant land area in the Oxoboxo
and Route 32 comidors outside strategic environmental resources such as flood
plains, major ground water sources, and established watersheds with direct or
feasible access to municipal and public utilities.

6.) The need to discourage development in those particular “wedge” areas between
corridors which should be designated for conservation.

,7.) The need to direct development to those areas most easily accessible to public
services, commercial facilities, and town government.

8.) The need to direct development in an orderly manner to corridor areas in order to
discourage development of rural fringe areas.

9.) The need to maintain and reduce response times of emergency vehicles.

10.)The need to alter land use policies and controls which direct virtually all medium and
higher density residential development as well as commercial development to the
Route 32 corridor.

Alternative #1, if allowed to continue, would maintain the status quo. This would mean
continuation of strip commercial development and zoning in the Route 32 corridor area, and lack
of sufficient commercial space west of 1-395 to serve those residents. In addition, as
demonstrated in discussion under Table 1, the trend toward scattered, sprawl type of residential
development with individual wells and septic systems would continue. This alternative also
maintains zoning policy in direct conflict with established infrastructure improvements and
density patterns, and goals 1, 2, 4, 10, and 11 of this element.

Alternative #2 is somewhat similar in scope to #1; however, this scenario goes further and
assumes resistance to medium and high density residential development in the Oxoboxo
corridor, as well as commercial and industrial zoning west of 1-395 in general. In tum, all
medium and higher density residential development and commercial and industrial development
would be directed to the Route 32 corridor. This alternative would appear to intensify congestion
of Route 32, would represent a dramatic departure from existing zoning and land use pattems,
and would conflict with goals 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, and 11 of this element.

Location Considerations
Commercial
In identifying areas where commercial development should be encouraged, an attempt was

made to focus on areas already used for commercial purposes and to provide opportunities for
commercial establishments to locate and expand in each section of the town.



There are basically three types of commercial areas proposed for Montville. First, the larger
area recommended for Uncasville is proposed as the major center of non-residential business
and commercial development, but professional, governmental, and cultural facilities as well.
The area has been in transition in recent years and much of it is already devoted to non-
residential use. A street system presently exists in this area which offers alternative access
routes to many of the properties fronting on Route 32. This permits site designs that take
advl?ntage of Route 32 exposure but don't depend on the busy road for access to buildings and
parking.

The desirable type of development in Uncasville will occur only if it is based on an acceptable
design. A detailed plan for this area should be prepared, reflecting desirable standards and
integrating existing streets and non-residential land uses to the extent possible. The economic
success of this area depends on an overall design that reverses the current trend of
uncoordinated commercial growth.

The second type of Commercial area on the Plan Involves the four smaller areas on Route 32.
A large percentage of establishments already located in these areas cater to the motoring public
on Route 32. Although opportunities for such uses are needed, they have been responsible for
the congested conditions on this important route. As noted in Section XI of this report, the
continued development of Route 32 frontage property for unlimited commercial use must be
checked if the road is to avoid increased congestion. Therefore, it is proposed that Route 32
commercial development be contained within the four areas shown and that measures be taken,
as proposed in Section XI, to make these areas safer for both vehicular as well as pedestrian
traffic. This type would most appropriately include general as well as highway oriented
commercial facilities designed to serve the motoring public as well as the residential population.

The third type of commercial area can best be described as the neighborhood commercial
center. As Figure 5 shows, these are proposed strategically throughout the town. These are
intended primarily to accommodate stores selling convenience goods and services. Such a
center might also be geared to include an automobile service station, one or more professional
offices, and other convenience and service establishments geared to providing for the needs of
growing residential areas.

These commercial areas cited above have been noted with symbols establishing strategic
locations. Standards set out in the space needs section of this element should be utilized in
conjunction with other acceptable planning standards to implement the goals of the plan at the
zoning stage.

Industrial

In the process of identifying areas that would be suitable and attractive for industrial uses,
several factors were considered. These included:

Convenient highway access for heavy traffic,

Proximity to water, rail, or expressway transportation facilities,
Present use of the site,

Compatibility with surrounding uses,

Availability of public utilities,

Physical suitability for construction, and

Impact on natural resources.

NoasON=S

The locations for industry shown on this Future Land Use Plan vary little from those proposed by
the 1964 Plan. Four areas presently contain industrial uses. One of these is on Trading Cove
and is the site of the United Nuclear Corporation. Another is in Uncasville and includes the
Stone Connecticut Paperboard Corporation. The third is part of the Oxoboxo Valley below
Wheeler Pond, which has several existing and abandoned industrial complexes. Those



companies present operating include: Yale Auto Salvage, Tech-Air, and Robertson Paper Box.
Further down the valley in Uncasville is the Faria Corporation and Thames Permacrete. The
fourth area lies along the turnpike in the vicinity of Gallivan Lane. Mandar Corporation and the
Pepsi-Cola Bottling Company are located in this area.

With the exception of the Gallivan area and the Oxoboxo Valley area, all.of the industrial areas
noted above are served by rail transportation, and the CL&P uses the river for fuel deliveries.
Town sewers are available in the Oxoboxo Valley and will serve the Trading Cove and
Uncasville industrial sites. Public water service from Norwich supplies the United Nuclear plant
on Trading Cove, but all other sites in the town depend on individual wells, outside of Faria and
Thames Permacrete which are to be serviced by the recently instituted Montville Water System.

The Chesterfield industrial site takes advantage of good access, which would be further
enhanced by the completion of Route 11 at-some point in the future. This site is large,
undeveloped, and contains few physical limitations, but is located partially within designated
watersheds. Similarly, the Gallivan Lane site is adjacent to Stoney Brook, which flows through
the area of Johnson’s Pond Aquifer. In addition, the Route 82 site |s currently zoned for industry
and has convenient access thereto.

Extreme care should be taken when reviewing applications for uses in these sensitive areas.
Applications for zoning permits should be accompanied by data and analysis on the exact nature
of the activity, water usage, wastes generated, effects on stream and groundwater flows, and any
non-point source pollution. The applicant should also provide an erosion and sedimentation
control plan that includes provisions for a storm drainage system with an impervious catch basin
system to provide for recovery of normal and accidental industrial spills. Only after a favorable
review of this information by the State Departments of Environmental Protection and Health
should a zoning permit be considered by the Zoning and Planning Commission.

A Comparison of the Future Land Use Plan (Figure 5) and the Existing Lane Use map (Figure 4)
shows that several of the industrial sites already contain considerable development. There is
little room for additional industrial use of the Uncasville site which is almost completely filled by
facilities related to CL&P and Stone Connecticut Paperboard Corp. The Trading Cove and
Oxoboxo sites are also heavily used, but much of the non-industrial use could be replaced with
industrial uses if the opportunities arise. Considerable undeveloped area is available; however,
at the Gallivan Lane and Chesterfield sites, and, because of the nature of the earth materials at
the Horton Cover site, the undeveloped part of this site could be improved for industrial use.

In spite of Montville's location on the Thames River and the presence of the Central Vermont
Railroad along the eastern edge of the town, industrial development is not recommended for
more area fronting on the river. The railroad is built on a narrow shelf by the river for most of its
distance through the town. In most areas the land rises sharply immediately west of the railroad.
In the two areas where some undeveloped land exists between the railroad and the river (Point
Breeze and Massapeag), poor road access and nearby residential development make the
undeveloped land unattractive for major industrial use. Montville's riverfront land north of
Uncasville is unsurpassed in the region for its scenic quality, and every effort should be made to
preserve this natural beauty for the future residents of the area. For these reasons it does not
seem appropriate to designate additional areas along the river for industrial use. This is further
borne out in the Coastal Management element of this plan.

High Density Residential

This term applies to residential densities of more than four families per acre. The most common
dwelling type in this category would be apartments, although closely spaced single and two-
family homes or townhouses could be included. It is assumed that public water and sewerage
would be available to serve areas of high-density residential development.



The only areas recommended for this use are limited to the southeastern corner of the town, in
and adjacent to the village of Uncasville. There are several reasons for selecting these areas: a)
Each area is within or adjacent to existing or programmed sewer service areas, b) the town water
supply system proposed for Montville encompasses these areas, c) access to commercial and
governmental facilities and services would be more convenient to these proposed areas, d)
existing roads for access to high-density residential complexes, and e) the areas could be
conveniently served by local and inter-town bus services.

More area between 1-395 the Tumpike) and the Thames River is not recommended for High
Density Residential because of the lack of major roads to serve the area. Route 32 is the only
north/south road in this part of Montville and it is already congested. It not only serves through
traffic, but abutting homes and businesses as well. In addition, it collects virtually all of the
north/south traffic generated by the numerous residential developments in the area between the
tumpike and the river. Since a second major paralleling north/south road in this corridor is
unlikely in the future, land use density restrictions must be used to keep traffic on Route 32
within tolerable limits.

Medium Density Residential

Densities in this category range from one to four families per acre. Within this density range lie
most of the existing major subdivisions in Montville. Because of the complex nature of the
landscape in this region, large developments at this density usually will require public water and
sewerage sooner or later.

The Plan proposes medium density residential development in those areas of Montville generally
serviceable by the existing and planned sewers. This includes a large part of the town east of
the Connecticut Turnpike and most of the area between Old Colchester Road and the Oxoboxo
River, extending from Montville Manor to Uncasville. These areas are not uniform throughout,
but are interspersed with wetlands, watercourses, and other physical problems. They are,
however, generally better than other parts of the town and are more conveniently located with
respect to existing and possible future public utilities.

These would be the areas where most of Montville's residential growth should occur during the
remainder of this century. The predominant housing type would probably continue to be single-
family detached homes in conventional subdivisions. However, cluster developments,
townhouses, garden apartments and other residential development techniques could be
appropriate provided the overall zoning density is not exceeded and uses are compatible in scale
with neighboring development.

Low Density Residential

Areas of Montville in this category contain large amounts of reasonably good building land, but
they are not conveniently located with respect to existing and planned utility service areas.
Therefore it is recommended that the density of development in these areas be low enough to
permit dependence on individual wells and septic systems far into the future. Residential types
would be limited to single-family detached dwellings. Lot sizes should range between one and
three acres per dwelling.

Low density development is recommended for the Chesterfield and Gardner Lake areas of
Montville, as well as for the land sloping southwesterly away from Old Colchester Road. A
smaller area between Route 32 and the Thames River is also proposed for this density because
of the disproportionately high costs that would be involved to serve it with public sewers.

Conservation



The areas recommended for conservation have both a functional and an aesthetic purpose.
They serve to protect natural resources; but they aiso enhance the appearance of the town.
Included in this category are physically sensitive areas which have severe limitations for
development, reserved open space and recreation areas, potential groundwater sources, existing
and potential surface reservoirs and their watersheds, and land along the Thames River which
contributes to the unique scenic quality of the estuary.

These areas should be restricted to low intensity uses. Where residences are permitted, lot sizes
should be larger than three acres per dwelling.

Future Land Use Design

The coordinated design representing the intent of those goals and objectives, and planning
principles and standards set out herein follows on Figure 5.

Industrial land shown is in the range of 1500 acres. Although this would represent a reduction of
currently zoned industrial land (2000+ acres), areas intended to be eliminated from this potential
use were removed due to conflicts with specific goals and/or locational principles set out in the
plan. Projected need for industrial land required through 1990 should not exceed 228 acres.

locations to be devoted to commercial use have been shown strategically; however, those areas
designated are assumed to be specifically delineated at the zoning stage. There is sufficient
land area at these locations to meet the future commercial needs of the town.

Land areas devoted to residential development (excluding conservation) exceeds 12,000 acres.
Actual residential use is limited to 2559 acres. Sufficient land is available for future residential
deyelopment.



Viil. UTILITIES

INTRODUCTION

Most of Montville's development is serviced by private on-lot water supply and sewage disposal
systems. However, there are significant areas that are served by community and municipal
water systems, and municipal sewerage. These are shown on Figure 6 and described in this

section.

WATER SUPPLY'

Significant Community and Municipal water systems include the following:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5.)

6.)

7)

8.)

Country Estates, Inc., located on Old Colchester Road near the Montville High
School, serves about 35 single-family homes, aithough the system was originally
designed to serve more than 100 homes.

Deer Run Supply, located on Route 85 near its intersection with Route 161, serves
about 18 homes and a three-unit apartment building.

The G & J Water Company serves the development known as “The Lathrop
Development®, located between Route 32 and the Thames River, just south of
Mohegan-Pequot Bridge approach. There are more than 375 single-family homes in
this development, and most of them are served by the public system.

Kitemaug Orchard Association includes about 118 single-family homes. It is located
between Horton Cove and the Thames River.

The Oakdale Heights Homeowner’s Assaciation consists of residents in a subdivision
which includes 212 single-family homes in the southwestern part of the town. The
association operates the system which provides water to all of the homes in the
development.

The Montville Manor Division of the Southeastem Connecticut Water Authority
serves almost 400 customners in the western part of the town. Most of these are
single-family homes, aithough several apartments and the elementary school are
served by the system too. This is Montville's largest water system.

United Nuclear Corporation and about 75 single-family residences in the Holly Hill
Homes development in the northeast comer of the town are served by the Norwich
Water System.

Town of Montville Municipal Water System (Phase I) serves 49 homes in the
Uncasville Village section. The system is an extension of the New London-
Waterford system.

With the exception of the Deer Run and Holly Hill developments, as well as the municipal water
system for Montville, all the above systems use will supplies. Deer Run is served by water from

!Information contained in items 1-6 is based on up-dated statistics originally presented in
Southeastern Connecticut Water Authority and Southeastem Conn. Regional Planning Agency,

Water Supply Plan for the Southeastern Connecticut Region, Volume |, Inventory, (1869)



New London’'s Bogue Brook and Bames Reservoirs. Holly Hill's water is supplied by the Norwich
Department of Public Utilities, while the Montville Municipal system is served by the City of New
London’s surface water supplies.

The Uncasville area is the most intensely developed area of Town and contains a mix of
industrial, commercial institutional and residential uses. A majority of homes are served by on-
site utilities. A survey as early as 1860 by Department of Healith in the Uncasville area indicated
that almost one out of three wells were probably or definitely unsafe for drinking purposes. Most
others had some objectionable characteristic such as color, turbidity, hardness or contained iron,
manganese, or sodium chloride but were safe for drinking. The development of this specific
area of the Town of Montville particularly demonstrates the problems which result from lack of
coordinated land use and environmental planning. The potential for problems increases with
maintenance of individual wells and septic systems in intensely developed areas;

Furthermore, in 1982 toxic chemicals appeared at dangerous levels in the Uncasville area in the
vicinity of the Faria manufacturing plant. This problem created the need for a public water
system to alleviate health hazards. Phase | of the system is now ln operation. ‘A second phase
is now pregrammed.

The water system plan incorporated into Figure 6 has been designed to coordinate short term
needs of residents suffering from specific well pollution and long term objectives for the
Uncasville area. The tow phase program will provide for higher residential densities and
increased commercialization of the Town Center in this developing area. These are both
consistent with the development goals of the Plan.

The density of growth in the Oxoboxo Valley, Uncasville, and some of the developments of
Route 32 introduces a variety of pollutants into the ground An additional threat to the Uncasville
-area and other developed areas adjacent to the Thames is salt water intrusion which penetrates
water bearing strata adjacent to the river, imbalances occur in pressure between fresh and salt
water, and the sait water penetrates further inland, contaminating wells in the process.

Long Term Supply Needs

The primary area of growth over the long term will continue to be directed to Uncasville, the
entire Route 32 corridor, and westward along the existing municipal sewer service area. In order
to meet the required demand for water by the year 2000, necessitated by population increases,
additional public water supplies will be needed to insure safe drinking water and sound
environmental planning.

The town should protect present and future water supply sources to assure availability of
supplies for development of necessary public water systems to accommodate future population
increases and other development.

Development of a comprehensive solution to provislon of safe drinking water for the areas of
Town planned for more intense development in the future should also be impiemented. This
may be accomplished by way of a coordinated regional or inter-town approach, or through an
eventual Town oriented system utilizing ground water resources approved by the Selectmen.?
Currently, a second phase of Montville's municipal water system is programmed and outlined in
Figure 6. Development of this system as well as the existence of Phase | present the possibility
of serving those areas planned for increased growth and densities in the land use plan in the
future. Specifically, system extensions should be primarily directed to those areas designed for
densities of 1 to 4 dwelling units and more per acre in the Route 32 corridor and Oxoboxo Valley
areas.

2For a detailed design and discussion see Moffitt and Duffy, Consulting Engineers, Water Supply
Plan for the Montville Water Utility, (1984)



SEWERS

With the completion of the Phase | Sewerage Program, two of the town’s more severe sewage
disposal problem areas were relieved. These were Montville Manor and Oakdale Heights. But
other significant problem areas remain, particularly in the part of Town to the east of the
Tumpike. This is the area of need being addressed by Phase |l of the program.

The Updated Facilities Plan prepared in connection with the Phase Il Sewerage Program
presents the findings of a survey undertaken to identify areas that were experiencing surface
and/or groundwater pollution from failing septic systems. The survey was confined to the area of
the town east of the Connecticut Turnpike. A total of 103 septic systems were found to have
failed, and another 93 systems were listed as “possibly failing or questionable."3 The report
stresses the fact that small lot sizes and complex scil conditions preclude on-site solutions for
many of these problems.

The expansion of the area served by sewers will increase proportionately to the pressures for
more intensive development east of the tunpike. Because of the special attraction for growth of
this area of Town, a separate section of this report has been devoted to a discussion f its
particular problems.

The Phase Il Facilities Plan presents in great detail the physical and development conditions that
have contributed to the waste disposal problems. It also describes the existing waste disposal
methods and proposes an extension of the municipal sewer system into the area of the town
generally east of the Connecticut Tumpike. Several altemnatives were analyzed, such as
community wide on-site disposal and extension of the Norwich system among others, but were
found to be less cost effective.

Certainly, development will increase in the areas served by public sewers. However, both sewer
mains and treatment facilities have capacity limits which in turn limit the amount of development
that can be served by them. Currently, the sewage treatment plant has a design capacity of 1.4
million gallons per day (gpd). Phase | usage appears to be stabilized at roughly .350 million
(350,000) gpd.® Inclusion of Phase Il would introduce an additional 750,000 gpd of sewage into
the treatment plant. It is essential not only to determine the most appropriate locations for future
land uses but also to control densities consistent with the capacities of public facilities.

Population projections for the Phase | and Il areas, contained in the Facilities Plan report,
indicate that the sewage treatment plant has been designed to accommodate future population
increases through the end of the century, including planned contributions from industrial and
commercial development. Additional measures may be easily instituted to increase capacity of
the plant when necessary.

Protection of surface and ground water supplies is ultimately tied to an adequate sewage
disposal system for any and all residents. The planned sewer extension in Phase Il is consistent
with the recommendations for increased residential densities outlined in the Future Land Use
Plan.

The town should also continue to consider new technological methods which may come about in
order to meet the over-all needs of the town in its quest for orderly development.

3 Edward J. Kant and Associates, Town of Montville, Connecticut, Phase |l Sewerage Program
Updated Facilities Plan, (1977) :
Department Administrator

Discussion held on June 10, 1983, with Carol Sutera, Sewer
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IX. COASTAL MANAGEMENT
INTRODUCTION

The largest type of future land use proposed for in the 1864 land use plan, within which is now
the designated coastal area, is residential. Two categories of residential use were
recommended: Residence A, intended for 40,000 square foot lots where public water and sewer
services are not available; and Residence B, at a density of 17,500 square feet per lot, provided
its adequacy for water and sewer facilities. Large areas along Massapeag Side Road and
Kitemaug Road were recommended for Residence A, while a few small areas of Uncasville in
the coastal boundary, south of Horton Cove, were recommended for Residence B.

Despite the 1864 plan’s lack of attention to coastal issues, land use in the coastal area of
Montville has not changed that drastically in the ensuing 20 years. This is unusual in that
Montville led all towns in Connecticut in rate of growth during the 1860's and in 1977 led all other
Southeastern Connecticut communities in building permits issued. But most of this growth has
occurred outside of the coastal area. In 1962, the major industrial uses of Connecticut Light and
Power, United Nuclear, the facility which is currently the location of Stone Connecticut
Paperboard, and the large excavation adjacent to Horton Cove, were all present in the coastal
area. So too were the newly constructed residential subdivisions known as Kitemaug Orchards
and the Lathrop Development (which is partially in, the rest lying adjacent to, the coastal area).
The main building of the Midway Shopping Center (Then the Beit Brothers Shopping Center) had
been constructed, and Route 32 was the focus of commercial activity in town. The majority of
land use changes in the coastal area since 1862 has been an infilling of commercial
development along Route 32, an intensification of existing uses such as the shopping center and
drive-in theater, the expansion of industrial uses, as well as the tow above-named subdivisions,
the construction of the sewage treatment plant, and the construction of the Mohegan-Pequot
Bridge. The residential population of the coastal area, now estimated to be 998, has certainly
not grown at the same high rate as the rest of the town.

The significance of the preceding historical perspective is that in spite of no special recognition
being given to coastal issues and resources in past planning endeavors, the coastal area has not
been radically altered for the worse. This presents a distinct opportunity to preserve and
maintain the unique character of this area though the coastal planning effort.

PROBLEMS AND NEEDS ANALYSIS

Coastal management is a relatively new policy in land use planning. The Connecticut Coastal
Management (CAM) Act adopted by the legislature in 1979, states that a municipal coastal plan
shall include an identification of a municipality’s major coastal related issues and problems. In
the Preliminary Coastal Area Management Program for the Town of Montville, completed in
1981 by Samuel Spielvogel and Associates, a number of coastal issues were identified. These
issues constitute the primary needs and problems related to the coastal area which are of
concern to the Town. An expanded analysis of each of these issues is presented below,

1.) Scenic protection of the shoreline area including visual access.

_ Due to the fact that a large part of the coastal area is undeveloped, there exist many fine
scenic and visual resources along Montville's 10.6 mile coastline. The natural landscape
along the banks of the Thames River, consisting of a combination of densely vegetated
flatlands and steeply sloping rises, provides an attractive panorama. In addition, there are
many good viewpoints in Montville's coastal area from which the river can be observed.
These include the following locations:

! Derived from the 1980 Census of Population



2)

(A) Fort Shantok Road Extension. There is a good view from the unpaved section of this
road just north of Route 2A. This road has a higher elevation than the State highway at
this point. The view to the south is over trees and Fort Shantok to the river, and to the
north there is an expansive view of the upstream portion of the Thames. This
undeveloped area is State property.

(B) South end of Fort Shantok Park. At this end of the Park, there is a view up and down the
river from a bluff, and also from the river bank. The Mohegan-Pequot Bridge lies to the
north, but is far encugh away not to be an intrusion. Periodic selective tree cutting may
enhance the opportunity for this view.

(C) Massapeaqg Side Road. There are several attractive views up and down the river from
this town road which is high above the river bank. Residential development in this area
is sparse on this side of the river, as well as on the east bank. Three of the viewpoints
are especially good because of their unobstructed view of the river; two look out over
sand and gravel excavations, and one over a vacant field. However, without property
acquisition, the opportunity for roadside pulloffs is limited at these locations due to the

, width of the road.

(D) Kitemaug Road. There are at least two locations providing a good view of the water
from this Town road. The first is on the very hilly and winding section of Kitemaug Road
just south of Massapeag Road, where some selective tree cutting would provide an even
better view of the river. The second scenic viewpoint is found at the northem end of
Horton Cove looking down the cove, just south of where Kitemaug Road intersects with
Massapeag Road.

(E) Dock Road. An excellent view up and down the Thames River is located at the end of
Dock Road on land owned by Stone Connecticut Paperboard Corp. this site is presently
used as a boat launch by the public . To the south, a view exists all the way to the Gold
Star Bridge between New London and Groton, to the north lies Dow Chemical in Ledyard
at a bend in the bank of the Thames, and across the river on the east bank can be seen
the Harvard and Yale boathouses in Gales Ferry.

The construction of a public boat launching site by the State within the coastal area to satisfy
public need.

Presently there are no formally established locations in the Montville Coastal area where the
general public can launch their boats. A few private sites are scattered along the coast, and
an informal arrangement with Stone Connecticut Paperboard Corp. is deficient in terms of
the informality of the agreement, due to questions of liability and permanency of the
arrangement. Other sites in Montville are limited by their private ownership, and/or
landlocked by the presence of the railroad along the shoreline.

The one good site which has been considered a potential boat launch site since the State
purchased it in 1972 is an approximately 4 acre parcel at Point Breeze. it is estimated that
this site, if. developed, could accommodate 35 cars and trailers. In 1979, a letter from the
Deputy Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Protection to First Selectman
Beetham indicated that the boat launch would be opened by 1981. However, the launch has
not yet been established, and it has been reported by DEP that their priorities have shifted
due to a lack of funding.? The cost of providing access to the site was found to be prohibitive,

2Telephoma conversation with Dean Kraska and Les Whitham, Parks and Recreation Division,
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection, 28 July 1982.



and .DEP has instead concentrated on upgrading and developing other boat launches in the
Region, for which they feel there is a higher public demand.

3.) Eventual conversion of a limited number of residences within the coastal area to year round
use.

There is a small clustering of 13 summer cottages located on Point Breeze in the Montville

Coastal area. These are primarily one-story dwellings, most of which are located on lot sizes

of less than one-half acre.> These cottages were built over a span of years from 1915 to

1970, with most of them being owned by people who reside outside of Montville during the

rBemainder of the year. Only a small number of vacant building lots remain in the Point
reeze area.

At this time, there does not appear to be any pressure to convert these dwellings to year
round use.! Any future demand for conversion is limited by: the existing septic systems,
many of which are antiquated and are not up to code; the size of the lots; the proximity to the
river; and the slope of the land toward the river. The Town Building Inspector and Sanitarian
has emphasized that a heavy burden of proof to meet the requirements of the state Public
Health Code would be placed upon any applicant for conversion of a residence in the Point
Breeze area due to these limitations.

A related issue is the use of houseboats and ‘“live-aboards” for permanent residences.
Although not currently of concermn in Montville, these types of vessels can cause problems
related to the disposal of effluent, public access to the water, and encroachment on the
existing river channel.

4) Reduction of groundwater pollution from domestic and industrial septic disposal by careful
site planning.

In March, 1977, a sewer needs study was conducted in Montville to determine the nee for
sewers in the Phase Il sewerage program planning area.” This study combined information
from the following sources: a sanitary survey by the Connecticut Department of
Environmental Protection; existing Town Sanitarian records; and a State Health Department
well water study. In the Montville Coastal area, subsurface sewerage disposal problems
were identified in the following locations:

- A recorded septic system failure or repair on the easterly side of Route 32 just south of
the Norwich Town Line.

- Several recorded septic system failures or repairs on the westerly side of Massapeag
Side Road.

- Off of Kitemaug Road adjacent to Horton Cove a large number (50 or more) of failing
septic systems, possible failing systems, and recorded septic system failure or repairs,
with the largest concentration of problems in the Kitemaug Orchard area.

- Two recorded septic system failures or repairs on Dock Road.

3The lot sizes range from .1 to 16.1 acres. Source: Montville Assessor’s Office

4 Telephone conversation with Raymond Dawson, Town Building Inspector, 26 July 1982
5Edward J. Kant and Associates, Town_of Montville Connecticut Phase 1l Sewerage Program.
Updated Facilities Plan (1977) - ' - L
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Other more recent failures have been reported in the Driscoli Drive area of the Lathrop
Development

Since the above study was completed a number of the failures have been repaired.  In
most cases, the leaching system has been renovated, with the existing tank determined to
be sound. It has been estimated that many more of the failures could be corrected in similar
fashion at the cost of approximately $1,200 to $2,500 to the property owner.’

Protection of tidal and inland wetlands from encroachment.

There are several tidal and inland wetlands in the Montville coastal area which are currently
in zoning districts or are designed in the formed Plan of Development in a category not

~ conducive to their protection. Specifically, there are two inland wetlands in the vicinity of

6.)

Trading Cove near the United Nuclear Corporation plant, a series of small tidal wetlands on
the west bank of Horton Cove, and a portion of an inland wetland at the head of Horton Cove
which is part of a larger wetland lying outside the coastal boundary for exact locations, see
Map No. 5 Coastal Resources, page 13 of Preliminary Coastal Area Management Program).
The inland wetlands adjacent to Trading Cove, which have both been disturbed to varying
degrees, are located in a Coastal Industrial (Cl) district on the Zoning Map. The tidal
wetlands and inland wetlands along Horton Cove are located on properties presently zoned
for commercial (C) use, and are depicted in the Future Land Use Plan as Conservation.
Most of the other tidal and inland wetlands in the coastal area are located on land zoned
residentially and on the Future Land Use Plan shown for the categories of low density
residential or conservation.

Institution of effective measures to prevent unnecessary'soil erosion within the coastal area.

Sediment from erosion is a problem in that it depletes a land resource (soil) at its point of
origin, reduces the quality of the water resource it enters, and may deposit unneeded
material on productive croplands or other useful land. Several such erosion sources have
been identified in the Montville coastal area. ® Three of these sources are relatively small in
size and consist of:

— A gravel road at the end of Fort Shantok Road Extension located just north of Route 2A,
which slopes down to the river. The road is approximately 13 feet wide by 3800 feet
long, and it is estimated that six tons of soil are lost here annually.

- Cultivated cropland consisting of a 9 acre comfield in the Point Breeze area. This
source of sediment lies within 400 feet of the Thames River. An estimated nine tons of
soil loss originates at the site per year.

- An unpaved drive on a fairly steep slope located off of Kitemaug Road just south of the
intersection with Massapeag Road. This 12 foot by 200 foot drive results in an estimated
annual soil loss of two tons.

Soil erosion at a fourth location involves a larger surface area and results in the highest rate
of soil loss in the' Montville coastal area.

- An 18 acre surface mine immediately adjacent to Horton Cove. It is estimated that 761
tons of soil per year are lost from this site.

6Telephone conversation with Raymond Dawson, Town Samtanan 26 July, 1982. . o
Telephone conversation with Raymond Dawson, Town Sanitarian, 26 July, 1982,

8SCRPA, Erosion_and Sedimentation Sources, Southeastern Connecticut Reglon, (August
1978)
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Since such a large area and most of the Town drains into the two drainage basins which
contain the majority of Montville's coastal area (Horton Cove Drainage Basin, 14,284 acres,
and the Upper Reach Thames River Drainage Basin, 16,780 acres) the need to control
sediment and erosion throughout the Town is important and related to this coastal issue.

The possible expansion of energy facilities within the coastal area.

The Preliminary Coastal Program identified two plants located in the Montville coastal area,
both associated with energy products, as being facilities of national importance. These two
facilities are the United Nuclear Corporation (UNC) plant, which is located on Sandy Desert
Road just south of the Norwich Town Line, and the generating station of the Connecticut
Light and Power (CL & P) Company in Uncasville just north of the Waterford Town Line.
The CL&P generating station, a producer of energy, will be discussed here as an energy
facility while the UNC plant, where energy products are manufactured, will be discussed in
the following issue as an industrial use.

The generating station of the Connecticut Light and Power Company, a division of Northeast
Utilities, is comprised of one 8-megawatt generating unit and one 400-megawatt generating
unit. A spokesman in Northeast Utilities Capacity Planning Section reported that there are
no plans to change the Montville station for the immediate future.® Neither of their two units,
which have expected lives of 40 years, are candidates for retirement until some time in the
1990's. The spokesman said that even, retirement plans are speculative, because by that
time technology may have changed, enabling these plants to be repowered. The only
identified coastal resources in the immediate vicinity of the generating station are the coastal
flood hazard area in which the plant is located, and the developed shorefront along the
banks of the Thames River.

The desire to retain and expand industrial uses within the coastal area to broaden the tax
base of the Town.

Presently, there are only three locations in the Montville coastal area which are planned for
or zoned for industry. These are the United Nuclear Corporation’s property at the northern
edge of the coastal area, the area situated just north of the Waterford Town Line where the
Connecticut Light and Power generating station and Stone Connecticut Paperboard Corp.
are located, and a smaller area west of Horton Cove which was rezoned in March 1982 to
reflect its current use as an excavation and production facility for the manufacture of
concrete blocks. There is very little vacant land available in any of these areas which could
be used for the location of additional industrial uses in the coastal area.

The United Nuclear Corporation’s Montville plant is located on a 265 acre tract of land, and
is used for the manufacture of enriched uranium nuclear reactor cores. In recent years,
coastal site plan reviews have been approved for two minor expansions at the UNC plant:
The construction of a small steam generating and distilling facility; and the expansion of a
warehouse for the storage of records and a fire truck. Presently UNC reports they have no
significant expansion plans, but do anticipate some minor expansions which may add up to
30,000 square feet of plant space over the next few years.“’ It should be noted that in 1980,
UNC sought a zone change request from two residential district classifications to
manufacturing for property immediately adjacent to their existing plant, in order to expand
their operational base. This zone change was subsequently approved by the Zoning and
Planning Commission, with the land recently rezoned by the Commission in compliance with

% Telephone conversation with Brian Curry, Capacity Planning Section of Northeast Utilities, 28

July 1982,
9 personal correspondence from Glenn O. Amy, President and General Manager, UNC Naval

Products, 5 August 1982

/
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the CAM act to the Coastal Industrial classification. Based on discussions with UNC officials
this office assumes development of this area in the future.

Coastal resources on the UNC property include shorelands, the coastal flood hazard area,
and a designated freshwater wetland, which has been substantially altered over the years
and now consists of a ballfield and two cooling ponds. .

Other areas within the coastal boundary have not been planned for or zoned industrially
because of a number of limiting factors, including: natural resource limitations such as slope,
wetlands, and flood hazard; poor access; the existing transportation network; lack of water
and sewer service; and the commitment of some areas to open space use.

Limited improvements of public roads which would eliminate road hazards but preserve the
scenic quality of the coastal area. :

Scenic viewpoints have been identified in Issue #1. The possibility of establishing new
visual access points in conjunction with road improvements is limited in the coastal area.
The only road improvement in the coastal area scheduled in the 1982-1983 Capital
Improvement Program was the reconstruction of Kitemaug and Massapeag Roads. This
project, however, was recently dropped from the Regional Transportation Improvement
Program due to a lack of Urban Systems funding. Nevertheless, any future improvement to
this road should be made with the scenic quality of this part of Montville kept in mind.
Selective cutting of trees, although mostly on private land, could enhance the view of the
river from the roads in the coastal area.



LAND USE IN THE COASTAL AREA
MONTVILLE, CONNECTICUT

Land Use

Residential - Low Density
Residential - Medium Density
Residential - High Density
Commercial

Industrial

Resource Extraction
Institutional and Governmental
Utility

Agricultural

Open Space and Recreation
Undeveloped

TOTAL:

SOURCE: SCRPA survey.

Acres

65
110
10
30
98
54
9
24
29
130
594
1,163

% of Total

5.6
9.5
.9
3.4
8.4
54
.8
21
2.5
11.2
51.0
100



LAND USE IN THE COASTAL AREA AS A PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL TOWN
MONTVILLE, CONNECTICUT

Land Use Coastal
Area, Acres
Residential - Low Density 65
Residential - Medium Density 110
Residential - High Density - 10
Commercial 40
Industrial 98
Resource Extraction 54
Institutional and Governmental = 9
Utility 24
Agricultural 29
Open Space and Recreation 130
Undeveloped 594
TOTAL : 1,163

SOURCE: SCRPA, Town Planner Surveys

* NA - Not Available

Town
Acres

958
1543
58
159
183
410
139
NA*
1013
2370
21,027
27,648

Land Use in Coastal
Area as % of Land
Use in Town
6.7
7.1
17.2
25.1
53.6
13.1
6.4
NA*



COASTAL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

1.) Goal:

2)

Preserve as much as possible the rural character of the coastal area.

According to table 4 (Land Use in the Coastal Area), 818 acres, or 70.3% of the coastal area,
are classified as being land used for open space and recreation, agriculture, low density
residential purposes, or is undeveloped. On a Town-wide basis this figure is even higher as
25,368 acres, or 91.7% are included in one of these four land use categories. Despite the
development booms of the 1960’s and 1979's the Town has retained its rural character which
attracted many of the residents in the first place. As has been previously discussed, the
coastal area has not changed that much in the past 20 years. In the coastal area, as well as
in other areas of town, this rustic character can be preserved while at the same time
accommodating well-planned, phase development of the shoreline so that scenic areas are
protected, coastal resources are not encroached upon, and road improvements do not
destroy the scenic quality of an area, all coastal issues identified previously.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM goals of insuring that development of land in the coastal
area proceeds in a manner consistent with the land to support development [Section 22a-
92(a)(1) of the Coastal Management Act as included in Chapter 444 of the Connecticut
General Statutes], and to locate and phase utilities so as to encourage concentrated
development in areas which are suitable for development [Section 22a-92(b)(1)(B)].

Goal:

Protect present and possible future water supply sources within the coastal area by
encouraging the type of development which will cause the least threat of pollution.

As was indicated in Issue #4, groundwater pollution from domestic septic and industrial
waste disposal has been a problem in the coastal area. Careful siting of future septic
systems, and the locating of new development on land having the capacity to handle the
septage that will be generated, is needed to prevent further groundwater pollution. This can
be most effectively done through the site plan review process, early in the stages of a
development application.

Objectives:

This is consistent with the CAM goal of insuring that the use of land and water resources of
the coastal area proceeds in a manner consistent with the capability of the resources to
support that use without disrupting the natural environment [Section 22a-92(a)(1)], and to
regulate the shoreland use and development in a manner which minimized adverse impacts

. upon adjacent coastal systems and resources [Section 22a-92(b)(2)(1)].

3)

Goal:

f‘ Protect inland and tidal wetlan’ds from'deilv'ellqpment and/or pollution.

- The discussion in Issue #5 described the fact that there are a number of inlaﬁd and tidal

wetlands in zoning districts or areas on the former land use map which might be subject to

_ “intensive development. Both of these resources can best be protected through existing
~ -regulations. Tidal wetlands are regulated under the State Tidal Wetlands and Watercourses

X
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Act, Sections 22a-28 through 22a-35. They are defined by statute as being “those areas
which border on or lie beneath tidal waters, such as, but not limited to, banks, bogs, salt
marsh, swamps, meadows, flats, or other low lands subject to tidal action...” (CGS Section
22a-29). The CAM Program has summarized the natural functions of tidal wetlands as
being: areas of high nutrient and biological productivity; contribute to the base of the food
chain; provide habitat and refuge areas for shorebirds; and serve as a nursery ground for
various estuarine organisms. Tidal wetlands also serve to improve water quality by trapping
sediments; buffer the shorelands from storm-caused high waters; have the potential to
provide recreational and educational opportunities; and their vegetation stabilizes the
shoreline and buffers erosion. Due to their fragile nature, the CAM Act categorizes the
protection of tidal wetlands as being in the national interest [Section 22a-9 (14)(A)]. Many of

_ the State's tidal wetlands have been lost through filling and due to poorly sited development.

4)

In Montville, it is fortunate that.most of the existing tidal wetlands have not yet been unduly
encroached upon. Permits are required from the Connecticut Department of Environmental
Protection, Wetlands Management Section, for most activities in tidal wetlands.

The CAM Act defines freshwater wetlands as including: inland wetlands which consist of any
soil type designated as poorly drained, very poorly drained, alluvial, or floodplain under the
State Inland Wetland and Watercourses Act, Sections 22a-36 through 22a-45; and tidal
wetlands not regulated under the Tidal Wetlands Act, but which consist of poorly and very
poorly drained tidal soils of the Pawcatuck and Westbrook series. They consist of banks,
bogs, swamps, meadows, and submerged lands. Freshwater wetlands serve many of the
same natural functions as tidal wetlands. They act to slow and store stormwater; are areas
of high biological productivity; serve as a wildlife habitat for a large variety of wildiife; and
trap sediments and filter impurities. In addition, inland wetlands can -provide many
recreational opportunities such as fishing, hunting, and wildlife observation. Inland wetlands
in the coastal area are currently regulated by the Town of Montville Inland Wetlands
Corpmission. Permits must be obtained from this agency for regulated activities that would
develop or alter an inland wetland.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM policies of preserving and enhancing coastal resources
[Section 22a-92(a)(2)], of requiring that structures in tidal wetlands be designed, constructed,
and maintained to minimize adverse impacts on coastal resources [Section 22a-92(b)(1)(D)],
to preserve tidal wetlands to prevent their despoilation and destruction in order to maintain .
their natural functions [22a-92(b)(2)(E)], and to disallow the filling and dredging of tidal
wetlands except where the impact on coastal resources are minimal and where no feasible
alternatives exist [Section 22a-92(c)(a)(B) and (E)].

Goal

Reserve. areas which because of their scenic qualities contribute to the amenity of the
coastal area.

This goal addresses the concemns of Issue #1, scenic protection of the shoreline area, and
Issue #9, the preservation of the scenic quality of the area when road improvements are
made. The adopted 1964 Community Development Study recommended land along the
Thames River for reserve or conservation areas due to_its natural functions and because of
its unique natural beauty. In terms of zoning, there areas should be restricted to low intensity
uses.. Where future: development of:.these designated areas is proposed, the preservation of
their scenic ‘views: .and vistas should be imporant considerations in the site plan review
process.’ Techniques such as clustering could.be considered in order to preserve large areas

-of open space, but only where soil conditions are conducive to sewage disposal, In addition

to the preservation and maintenance of scenic views, public access to the waterfront,
especially where a non-water dependent use is locating or expanding, should be provided.
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6.)

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM goals of regulating shoreland use and development in a
manner which minimizes adverse impacts upon adjacent coastal systems and resources
[Section 22a-92(b)(2)(I)] and increasing access to coastal waters [Section 22a-92(a)(6)].

Goal:

Protect sensitive coastal resources in accordance with the goals and policies of the Coastal
Area Management (Coastal Area Management) Act. ~

In addition to the inland and tidal wetlands discussed in #3 above, other coastal resources
found in the Montville coastal area, and identified and defined on Map Number 5 (page 13)
of the Preliminary_Coastal Area Management Program include: the coastal flood hazard
area which stretches the entire length of the coastline; the developed shorefront in the
vicinity of Montville Station; four small water bodies; estuarine embayments consisting of the
Thames River, and Trading, Horton, and Bartlett Coves; and shorelands, which are those
upland areas exclusive of the coastal hazard areas. These coastal resources serve many
natural functions and contribute to the inherent beauty of the coastal area, and as such their
location and value should be carefully considered during the planning for any future
development within the coastal boundary.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with a number of CAM goals and policies including: to preserve and
enhance coastal resources [Section 22a-92(a)(2)].

Goal:

Reduce erosion and sedimentation within the coastal area with the aid of adequate control
measures.

Four specific sites were cited in Issue #6 as being sources of soil erosion in the coastal area.
It was also noted that a large portion of the town drains into the coastal area, further
increasing the amount of sediment which is deposited within the coastal boundary. The
control of unnecessary soil erosion and sediment can best be accomplished by implementing
preventative measures on this site. Such measures can be required of developers by local
regulations. Presently, Montville has such erosion and sediment controls.

Objectives:

This is consistent with the CAM goals of managing uses in the coastal boundary through
existing municipal planning, zoning, and other local regulatory authorities [Section 22a-

'92(b)(1)(A)] and to maintain the natural relationship between eroding and .depositional

coastal landforms, and to minimize the adverse impacts of erosion and sedimentation on
coastal land uses through the promotion of non-structural mitigation measures [Section 22a-

20U -

- . ' ¢

7. Goal:

el

Fdrm‘.f:llly establish a public boat launching site within the Montville coastal area.

L i

' As mentioned in Issue #2, the only site which:the Montville public can usé for boat launching
" is the Stone- Connecticut Paperboard- property, ‘but-this is only made available though an
~ informal agreement. A potential -boat'launich- site-on state-owned land at Point Breeze,
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9.)

purchased for that purpose, has not yet been established. One stumbling block appears to
be the cost of upgrading access to the site. The Town should officially contact the Parks and
Recreation Division of the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection in order to
determine if negotiations conceming the cost of site access could be established, and
whether this is both feasible and desirable. If establishment of this boat launch in the near
future is deemed unlikely, the Town should take steps to formalize .any agreement which
exists with Stone Connecticut Paperboard, such as by the establishment of an easement
over that company’s property. Questions conceming fiability and length of the agreement
could be addressed contractually. In return for such an easement, the Town might agree to
upgrade and maintain the parking area and ramp at the site. '

 Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM policy of encouraging public access to the waters of
Long Island Sound by the development and effective utilization of state-owned recreational
facilities within the coastal area [Section 22a-92(a)(6)], to encourage increased recreational
boating use of coastal waters [Section 22a-92(b)(1)(G)], and to expand coastal recreational
opportunities including the development of existing state-owned facilities [Section 22a-

92(c)(a)(J)).
Goal;

Monitor closely the pressures for conversion of seasonal residences, including the use of
houseboats, to year-round dwelling units within the coastal area.

As was pointed out in Issue #3, this has not yet become a problem in the Montville coastal
area. However, as housing becomes increasingly scarce and the cost of owning a home
continues to soar, alternatives to purchase of conventional year-round dwellings will be
sought. The State Public Health Code and the Town Zoning Regulations will be the limiting
factor conceming the conversion of summer cottages; presently there are no local
ordinances or regulations. which address the issue of houseboats in Montville. This type of
living arrangement can potentially cause problems previously outlined, and as such, should
be the subject of further study.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM goal of managing uses in the coastal area through
existing municipal - planning, zoning, and other regulatory authorities [Section 22a-
92(b)(1)(A)], and to conduct research in coastal matters to improve the data base upon which
coastal land and water decisions are made [Section 22a-92(a)(7)].

Goal:

Encourage the continued location of eXisting industrial uses within the coastal area, and the
location of new water-dependent uses in areas deemed appropriate.

The four major industrial uses currently located in the three industrially zoned. areas within
the coastal boundary all use large volumes of cooling or process water. However, only one
of these, Connecticut Light and Power Company, which relies on waterborne transportation
and uses river water for cooling its generators, can be classified as water-dependent as
defined in the..CAM.Act.. United:..Nuclear, Stope .Connecticut Paperboard and Thames
Permacrete all draw their cooling/processing water from their own wells. A fifth and smaller
industrial use, @ marine.repair-facility, located .between Stone- Connecticut Paperboard and
Connecticut Light and Power, is certainly,water-dependent in that: it requires direct access to
the River. - Two of: these ilarge coastally-located industries, UNC and CL&P, have been
identified in the Preliminary Coastal Area Management Program as being facilities of



national importance according to criteria in the CAM Act. It is important to the Town that the
above-named industrial uses continue to locate in the coastal area. New industrial uses will
be limited by the lack of suitable land in the coastal area, but may be accommodated by
some land within existing industrial zones.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM goals of giving high priority and preference to uses and
facilities which are dependent upon proximity to the water [Section 22a-92(a)(3)], resolving
conflicts between competing uses on the shorelands by giving preference to uses that
minimize adverse impacts on coastal resources while providing long-term and stable
economic benefits [Section 22a-92(a)(4)], and to insure that coastal municipalities provide
adequate planning for facilities and resources which are in the national interest [Section 22a-

92(a)(10)].
10.) Goal:

Explore the need for establishing a local waterfront commission to guide waterfront
improvement within the coastal area.

Under the Connecticut General Statutes [Section 7-148(a)(13)], a municipality may by
ordinance establish a board or commission to provide for improvements to its waterfront.
The establishment of such a commission in Montville may become desirable if the present
rate of development adjacent to the waterfront escalates, but may not now be necessary due
to the undeveloped nature of this area.

Objectives:

This goal is consistent with the CAM policy of coordinating planning and regulatory ggtivities
of public agencies to insure maximum protection of coastal resources while minimizing

disruption of economic development [Section 22a-92(a)(9)].
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X. TRANSPORTATION

INTRODUCTION

Historically, transportation has played a major role in the Development of Montville. The
difficulty or ease with which an individual could travel from one place to another was a prime
determinant in the location of homes, stores, and industry. For example, the location of some of
Montville's oldest homes and earliest retail establishments were along Route 32, the major route
between Norwich and New London. Similarly, the location of industry in Montville was influenced
by the rail system, and today by the highway network. ’

The location and condition of transportation facilities still play a significant role in shaping land
uses and living patterns. An illustration is the importance that the recent completion of the
Connecticut Tumpike and Route 2A had in considerably improving access between Montville
and major employment and shopping centers in the region. :

This transportation element will examine all of Montville's transportation systems, their existing
and projected conditions, and will set forth any pending or proposed improvements.
Transportation modes to be considered are vehicular circulation on streets and roads, mass
transportation including rail and marine, and finally pedestrian and bicycle systems.

STREETS AND ROADS

‘Today, the automobile is the principal mode of travel in Montville. To accommodate this travel,
the Town maintains 105 miles of roads, while the State maintains an additional 31 miles. These
roads serve two functions: they provide access to the property, and they move vehicles between
places. Many of the roads provide both functions, which often results in a conflicting and
congested situation. Route 32 is a case in point. In the discussion that follows, roads are
classified according to the character of service they are intended to provide. - Since the basic
criterion for road design is the purpose for which the road is intended, this hierarchy of roads is
accompanied by respective standards. These standards are intended to insure that future
construction and improvements will contribute to a safe and orderly flow of traffic, and
compliment the land use design. R

Functional Classification

The 1964 Community Development Study listed five categories of roads: inter-state route,
principal state route, major local street, secondary local street, and minor local street.! In order
to better reflect the function of the roads and express the nature of recent road construction, the
classification system should be renamed and shortened to four categories. The new system will
classify Montville's roads as expressways, arterials, collector streets, and local:streets. The
classification assigned here indicates the function that the road should serve. In some cases, the
road presently functions in this capacity and meets the appropriate design standards. - in others,
it is projected that the road's function will change over time, and improvements should be made
..accordingly. . . ., % R E R T
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Expressways: S SR TV S

Expressways are limited access highways which camy high-speed through traffic between
communities, regions, and states. They are designed to move large amounts of through traffic

Ysamuel Spielvogel and Associates, A Community Development Study for the Town of
Montville, Connecticut (1964) POD. 56 . ,



on a road which has grade separated interchanges and does not provide access to adjoining
properties. Montville's only expressways are the Connecticut Tumpike and Route 2A.

Arterials:

An arterial roadway's main function is to carry large volumes of traffic between towns and
between important points within the community. Arterials often represent a middle stage in
reaching a destination. All arterials in Montville except Old Colchester Road, are state-
numbered highways. In addition to serving through traffic, they also provide direct property
access; however, this is not the arterial’s primary function. The following roads are classified as
arterials: ' ' ’

Bozrah Road to Raymond Hill Road to Oakdale Road to Palmertown Road (Route 163)
Flanders Road (Route 161) : S ‘
Fort Shantok Road (Route 433) '

Hartford-New London Tumnpike (Route 85)

Norwich-New London Turnpike (Route 32

Norwich-Salem Tumpike (Route 82

Old Colchester Road . ~

.., .
Y

Collector Streets:

Collector streets also carry traffic between points in the community, but do not carry the same
volumes of traffic that arterials do. They connect areas served by local streets with one another
and with other properties and roads in the roadway system. . The following, streets inMontvitle are
classified as collectors: L S

LY - N

-Chapel Hill Road . . A
Chesterfield Road o .o
Fire Street

Fitch Hill Road

Forsyth Road.

Gallivan Lane

Jerome Road

Kitemaug Road ' o
Lathrop Road - N
Massapeag Road, _ ‘

Moxley Hill Road
Pink Row
Raymond Hill Road

- Maple Avenue

The primary function of local streets is to provide access to abutting properties. They are not
designed to serve major through traffic, nor are they intended for high speed use. The remaining
streets in Montville are classified as local.

e ("3‘-':"‘ : A B, W ot

B = . PR - s . .
Paovhaor w7t e ool v v T



Design Standards

Proposed standards for the design of each of the road classifications are suggested as follows:

Expressways Anrterials Collector Local
: : Streets Streets

Right of way 100-300° 60-100 © 60 50
Travel lane width 12 11-12' 10-11° 9-10'
Shoulder width - ' 10’ 8 6’ 4
Curvature (maximum) 3 6 8 12
Gradient (maximum) 3% 5% 7% 10%
Stopping sight distance 800’ 400 350° 300°

Existing Traffic Patterns and Conditions

- Analysis of the town'’s road system reveals a significant point with regard to townwide circulation.

- Due to topographic constraints, the majority of major roads in Montville have a northwest-
southeast orientation. The exceptions to this are Route 395 and Route 32, two of the principal
highways in the-region which camy north-south traffic. Route 32 is vital to intemal circulation,
because it is the only continuous road allowing north-south travel, having unlimited access. The
importance of this arterial in Montville's circulation system is reflected by the fact that it carries
the largest volumes of daily traffic in the town. Route 395 is a toll road and provides access at
only two locations in the town, carries the second highest amounts of daily traffic, and is an
important link with employment centers to the north and south.

Route 2A provides an important connection across the Thames River and also carries significant

amounts of daily traffic. Heavily utilized northwest-southeast roads in the town are Route 85,

which moves traffic between the New London area and Hartford; Route 163, which diagonally

: 'splits the center of Town and serves the industrial concems in the Oxoboxo Valley; and the Old

- Colchester Road, which, tegether with Route 354 in Salem, offers an alternative to Route 85 for

travel to- Colchester and serves the large residential area of Montville Manor. Northeast-

" -southwest travel is 'not continuous, necessitating a rather circuitous route of travel from the

i southwestern coiners of Montville towards Norwich. Chesterfield Road and Fitch Hill Road have
* this orientation, biit they are not linked directly together.

It is important that the road system can adequately serve the town’s existing traffic generators as
well as any new generators which may emerge. The most notable traffi¢ generators existing
today are the industrial concemns off of Route 32, the commercial establishments on Route 32,
©  and- the large -subdivisions ‘in Town (e.g. Oakdale Heights, :Montville Manor, Lathrop
"~ Development, Holly Hill area, Woodland Drive area and Kitemaug Orchards). In summer, Camp
Oakdale and Fort Shantok State Park attract large volumes of recreation-oriented traffic. It is

~ anticipated that these: areas wrll remarn the key traffic generators |n the town

T
[Ty

‘The exrsting conditions of roads in Montville vary greatly Roads range* from the four-lane
expressway of Connecticut Tumpike to short, narrow residential streets. . Theexisting right of
~ way widths of town roads are diverse and often not consistent for an entire stretch of road; nor do
= they always reflect the fiinction of that road within the classification system.:Right of way widths
are important as they ultimately limit vehicular capacity. Bavement:widths.aré -also extremely
important in this respect. Except for Routes 395 and portions of Route 32, all other roads in
.1 Montville havé Testrictive. pavemant wifdths ‘and- allow only one- movmg lane .of traffic in each
~-drreotron LETanrL »’iu L N 2+ S G D 700 1< TR M T "
STe . B IR AN S RS .r’ FRNES ‘;:;-‘,’i AT S NS M FO AT O T I
* Also affeoting road capacity is the ‘nurnber, type, ‘and” Iocatron ofi rnterSectrons shoulder width,
tumlng movements, amount and type of traffic control methads, road width, adlacent land uses,
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and number and location of access points. Conditions vary greatly within different areas of
Town, and specifically Route 32.

In determining traffic congestion, traffic volume must be considered along with road capacity.
Traffic volume is expressed in average daily traffic (ADT), which is a count of the average
number of vehicles which pass a given point in both directions during a twenty-four hour period.
Comprehensive traffic counts do not exrst for local roads in Montville. ‘

CONNDOT has, however, reporied capacity defcrencres on the following state roads in
Montville: ..

Route 32
Portion of Route 85
Route 161 . C e

Accidents are indications of conditions on the transportation network. CONNDOT, has. also
identified high.fre‘quency accident locations on Route 32 for the:years 1978-80, These;five
locations are centered.in.the Uncasville section of Town and all within a short distance.. The area
covers a distance along Route. 32 from the Town Hall area north to Ice.House curve near the
Massapeag Road mtersectron :ncluding . I BN R

Town Hall.fMapIe Avenue-. Route 163 intersection area R R
Beit Brothers Shopping Center area GG e

Haughton Park - Massapeag Road area - . R R
Commercral area adjacent to Haughton Mt
[RE 4 .';:-‘-".‘-: A T N R
Future Travel Pattems arrd Cogdltron . , ‘ R N T TR SN ._;;:‘;, r

In addition to the traff c generators mentloned earlrer. rt is projected that new: large resjdential
subdivisions will ibethe -principal generators of traffic:in the: future:. ;Much of the traffic, will
probably funnel onto- Routes .32 and 395. This is due to the location -,of buildable: {and in the
Route 32 Corridor-and -planned sewer service for. this -general area.. New -and expanded
commercial development must: also-be expected. Directing; future development.in an,adequate
manner will ease further impacts to an already congested condition,. primarily :associated with
Route 32.

~ev

Street and Road Imgrovement Recommendatlon o c e
EURCRIY-PItA PR TURRIGE SR AL
Certain |mpr'ovements should be made |f the road system is going to serve the Iong-range needs
of the town.:. The underlying consideration in. making improvement recommendations is to
achieve a:more efficient-use.of existing-facilities :by ,improving them, rather than constructing
entirely new facilities. :This approach is perhaps best exemplified by:the improvements-that have
been continuing on Old Colchester Road during the past several years. Minor widening,
realignmént;’ anttdramage.lmprovements have increased substantially the safety -and capacity of
this umdwtankmd.u TIOTL kv TER LS gte Coul o St . it .2
RERS N 1 S5 | NI ey P S P Rt 3 DA
An assessirent of:minor: Iocal rOad Impmvement needs was, conducted in 1972 for the Montvllle
Communttymeveﬂmment Aahon»Plan Agencyw _ Ly e : ‘
o e BF ang¥ 0w ~3 f— T ~-
Twelve hrghway'tocationswere recommended formrreeﬁv&aotion These rncluded widening.
realignment, and drainage at-various locations on Old Colchester Road, Raymond Hill Road,
Chapel Hill Road, Oakdale-Chesterfield Road, Fitch Hill Road and Gallivan Lane. To date, some
of the recommended Wimprovemenis‘have been undertaken at each of thertwelve locatlons A
. IR - SRS LTV AR 1AL RER il MR PRI S VNS o [ G o

2Connectrcut Department of Community Affaus Highway Needs Study for Mmor Road
Improvements, Town of Montville (1972)




continuing effort should be made to complete all of the improvements recommended in the 1972
Study.

The ongoing transportation planning program of the Southeastemn Conn. Regional Planning
Agency includes an annual review of state and local highway improvement needs. This is done
as part of the annual updating of the Regional Transportation Plan for Southeastern Connecticut.
Improvements recommended for Montville roads are shown on Table 5. These include
improvements previously cited by SCRPA and the Town Planner. '

The major new town highway facility proposed for Montville is the construction of an eventual
link between the westem end of Fitch Hill Road and the eastem end of Chesterfield Road; the
town lacks:a convenient route of travel in a northeast/southwesterly direction. However, other
long-term objectives of the town are shown graphically in the land use element of the plan and
involve potential local road locations.



" Table1

MONTVILLE ROAD IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

ROUTE/.ROAD DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENT
11 Continue’expressway through Town.

.

32 Realign and make traffic operations improvement between Maple
Avenue and Raymond Hill Road Sy o

AR

' Trafﬁc operatnons improvement between Route 2A and Fort Shantok

Road ‘ -
395 Construct off ramp for northbound traffic at interchange: Route 693 -
Remove Toll and pursue interchange to serve industrial site at 1-395 and
Gallivan Lane ,
163 Realign from Route 395

Realign from Lynch Hill Road to north of Mapte Avenue
Maodify bridge over Oxoboxo to improve capacity for flood waters
Old Colchester Road Realign from Chesterfield Road to Black Ash Swamp Road
Realign and widen from Laurel Point Drive to Salem Town Line
Chesterfield Road Realign from Chapel Hill Road to Route 85
Moxley Hill Rd. Realign and widen from Route 395 to Old Coichester Road

Kitemaug/Massapeag Realign and widen from Peachvale Road to Route 32
Rds.

Lynch Hill Rd. Realign and widen, Route 163 to Raymond Hill Road
Cherry Lane Continue through to provide link to Route 82

Fitch Hill Rd. and Construct link between westem end of Fitch Hill Road and eastern end
Chesterfield Road of Chesterfield Road.

SOURCES: SCRPA, Recommended Regional Transportation Plan Fiscal Year 1983,
Recommended Plan of Development for Montville, Connecticut (1979) p. 28, Town Planner



ALTERNATE TRANSPORTATION MODES AND FACILITIES
Bus Transit

Public transportation is available to Montville through SEAT’s “corridor service” and “commuter
service” lines. This level of service has remained constant since SEAT's operation of this
transportation mode in Montville in 1978.

Montville's service consists of a'bus. running on Route 32 between New London and Norwich
from 6:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.i. at intervals of 90 minutes, and a commuter bus from the vicinity of
Montville High School to Electric Boat in Groton leaving at 6:15 a.m. and retumning at the end of
the working day. R

Although future expansion of bus transit is somewhat doubtful due to the existing moratorium on
servicé ‘expansion imposed by CONNDOT, the town should pursue reasonable. and economical
policies toward economical policies toward appropriate service expansion as demand for this
transit mode increases. This could encompass an approach to integrate service to link
population centers to Town recreational facilities and Route 32 commercial centers.

Bgll . i ! . . R . ) ,'},' ’

The only rail service in Montville is freight service provided: t;y Central;Vermont Railroad, which
now operates on a single track running generally along the edge of the Thames River. The line
has: siding$ in -Uncasville: and at-Point Breeze. The spur line serves the United Nuclear
ijrPotgtion30n' Traditig-Cove: - ‘ . o o

R S N N T :

1

it # vital to the ‘€conamic interests of Mantville that rail service fagilities -be. continued and that
t,fi;ére ibe - no- décrease .or elimination of such facilities. . Recently an ;additional spur extending
‘fiom Uncasvillé to Robertson Paper Box Co. in the Oxoboxo Valley: has been abandoned by the
Central Vermont Railway Company. This mode should be encouraged by the town to aid the

Jndustrial revitalization of the Oxoboxo Valley Industrial Corvidor.

M—éﬁné.: l . N g N )‘ o h ' .': . . I . . l.l '5‘ RN

Mariné transportation Serving Montville is:confined to the Thares River...A.channel in the river
has a project depth of 25 feet and a 200-foot width, but has not been maintained to these
dimensions in recent years. Nevertheless, barge traffic still negotiates the river-as-far north as
Norwich and the CL&P power plant in Uncasville is supplied with oil by barges. Docking facilities
also exist at Stone Connecticut Paperboard in Uncasville, but are not presently used.

Although Montville's overall potential for a significant increase in the use of the coastline is
limited due to tbpography,.lack of proper access, and the: need to protect.and .ephance coastal
resources, -the:.prospect of.increased -utilization of this mode,..of ,tr'ggmspo,q(atlgﬁa_iloyld be
encouraged. This prospect could be enhanced with the encouragement of quality commercial

and industrial water-dependent uses in suitable areas.. This:is. a spgcificobjective of the plan.
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~Pedestrian and Bicycle . .- oosn o e D0 v v sk 1000 sy
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Facilities for pedestrians are virtually non-existent in Montville. Cons&iuent\yf"walkels and
. funmers share.the.town’s roads with the driving. and riding public,. a-conditipn;that is bound to
become increasingly hazardous as the town grows. The days when roads. are. yiewed as the
exclusive province of the automobile are gone. Roads should be looked upon ‘as transpoitation
corridors, serving a variety of modes. New roads and the reconstruction of existing roads should
reflect this view when possible, and should be buiit or improved with the safety of those on foot

in mind.
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Sidewalks

In order to achieve a unified transportation network which addresses the need for safe pedestrian
movement, sidewalks should; at a miinimum, be installed on all collector and arterial roads in the
vicinity of schools,:shopping centers, and other uses that generate a lot of.pedestrian traffic.

LT
A large scale retroactive program to address the lack of sidewalks would be costly. However, as
particular new-subdivision development takes place, subdividers: should: be required to, install
sidewalks. Utilizing subdivision-exactions as indicated above and-possihly. limited Town financed
construction of sidewalks:-through d long-term capital improvements' program;, a fundamental
town-wide system of walks can be achieved. R RURITRATEN

Another alternative -could be:teasonable assessment by. the. town ;of (Gosts o, citizens- for
installation of sidewalks:where citizens freely desire installation of this transportation-mode,,: . ...

e

Bike Ways NS s ae
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To date bicycle facilities are virtually non-existent as well in Montville. Transportation for

bicycles should be planned with an eye toward efficient movement of people for both economic

and recreational reasons. Bikeways should avoid steep terrain, promote public safety, and fink

centers of resigentiér.%‘ejwplgym’ent; ‘shopping, and recreational activitysi.” -, . iviaz e vie f
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Generally, tliere are dhre® types of. bikeways: Class | Bikeways are, reserved @exelusively. for
bikes and are constructed separately from roadways or sidewalks. . Class {]‘Bjkeways:share
space with either pedestrians or motor vehicles. They may consist of a marked lane along the
edge of a'road reserved’ forsbikes or they may’ be .paths. shared with-pedestrians., ;Clasg, I
Bikeways are tlioséiiwith ‘no fane markings. They .are simply, foads, .streets,: ar-walkways,
designated by sifjis a5 ikeways to caution.-vehicle. and_ pedestrian-traffic, about. the, possible

-

presence of bikesonthéroute. . - .«
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Exactly where and what class of bikeways should be established in Montville is beyond the scope
of this report. Special study of this subject is needed to analyze public values on that important
study of this subject, and a phased plan should be prepared. Implementation will take ‘many
years, but a plari‘shéuld:be 'évailablé'io guide public and privateactions as sgon:as.possible,, .
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1.) Facilitate and make more efficient local travel of a northeast-southwest nature.
‘flecessaty Tand use “controls. to increase degree-.of ;safety. throughout :Town
rispe quﬁ\“@ﬁé‘rﬁﬁand facilitate movement of.various vehicles and pedestrians.. . - -
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3) Make heedudiiyistreet andiroad improvementsy”: « .+ :'2: & €1 4. v, b
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4,) Promote completion of Route 11 in such a manner that long ‘tern - economie:. and
epvirgnm‘emgl' }goals of Moptville are assured.
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* XI. ROUTE 32 CORRIDOR

g ..
2N

INTRODUCTION

Commission review.and update.the Plan of Development évery ten years. The Commission has
decided to.review.the section of the. plan which addresses the Raute 32 Cortidor first, due to
extraordinary land use changes which are occuring in the Uncasville and‘Mohegan Sections of
the community.

Chapter.126, Section-8-23. of the. Connecticut Gerie'iali‘létéiill‘t'teﬁ'nﬁi%ﬁdé\gs’”tllat the Planning

Section 8-23 of the Statutes states that “Such Plan shall show the Commission’s
recommendation for. the,amost desirable use of land within the municipality for residential,
recreational, commercial, .industrial and other purposes and for the ost desirable density of

[3

population’: “Such plan. may .also- show the Commission’s. Je,commendagibns‘ﬂfbr a system of

principal thoroughfares; parkways, bridges, streets and.other. public’ Wayg:jifor‘fagrports. parks,
playgrounds and other public grounds; for. general location, relocation, gr;d'im’b"r{byfe’rpent of public
buildings; for the general location and extent of public utilities and jtgrmiqais._ whether publicly or
privately owned, for water, sewerage, light, power, transit-and other purposes; and for the extent
and location. of public housing projects. Such other re,bomqi;énda;tisjn% may be made by the
Commission and included in the Plan as well, in its judgment, be ,h‘éfﬂeﬁtialﬁg\ the’ municipality.
The Plan of Development shall be a statement of policies, gbals andStanlidrds for the physical
and:economic,development of the municipality, and may include 2ll necessary and related maps
explanatory, material, photographs, charts, or other perinent datd and informatjon relative to the

past, present and future trends of the municipality, and may include '(et_;if’r,'rjﬁfef_\qég-pforams for
the implementation ofithe.plan, inclyding a schedule and budget for g#b!fg@{j}ﬁlglgrgjects‘. The

Planning Commission has sole authority for approving the plan. ' - b
INFORMATION SQURCES .+ . = -+ v s . o o
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:Severat :planning: documents, studies, and griginal research vére thilifqd ’ip f(flp‘[or;qation of this

section,” Among:tha-saurces.were the. Town of Montville 1985 Plan of Develop ent, Route 32
° i, . } «T d . . A ‘ e p Y R

‘Rlanning Department. 1994, _Tsaffic. Volume Counts provided by _the $taff: oftSoutheaste
'Connecticut.Council: of .Governments, 1994, Accldént Data_Provided' by CONNDOT and the
Montville Police Department. Traffic Impact Report, Moheqgart Déstination Resoit, Close, Jensen
and Miller, P.C._ 1994, Working Papers 1, 2, 3 Route 2/2A/32 Transpoitation Stiidy.-©ONNDOT,
-Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. through August 1996, Flexible Parking Requjrements, Smith, PAS
Report #377, . Traffic: Calming, . ' ! ffic. na
#418, The Transportation Land [ nes. port -

Generation, Fifth Edition, Institute of Transportation Engineers, and Congestion_Control and
Demand Management, OECD, 1994. i vt ey -
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DERINITION OF THE ROUTE 32,CORRIDOR AREA.
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" ¥he.Rotrte,32 Corridor s defined by, radirig C6vé Brook and te' Mohenali Kiftich Reservation
', to'the-north;-the Thames Riyer.to the,gasi, {he Waterford Town, Line 19'91‘6"50111“!1 afid Interstate
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+ The.Norwich-New londan. Tumpike ,(Route. . 2).was thé fifs{ timpike in; Corirlecticut Based on

-authorization of the. General; Assembly’in, May.of. 1792, " For fiany"yeals iwas' the -principal
; nogth-southarterialthraugh Montyille, 2 distinélion it now sfiafes with Inféistate 395 (-395). *
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Historically Route 32 has aiways been the focus of commercial activity in Montville. The fact
that Route 32 was the connector between the population centers of Norwich and New London
resulted in this road having the greatest amount of highway frontage development in the town.
The location of Rouj;e‘32‘v‘a‘n‘dglesqsi‘ljg;s'continued to have a strong-influénce upon developmeiit
in Town. The (}ﬁnSth;cﬁbr‘g‘éﬁ,théMghggan Sun Resort-east of Route 32 dnd-northf of Route 2A is
expected to be a_!q@[ni:[nfggit iﬁf]h;dn‘qe; upon traffic generation and land déveloptifent for the next

decade. BT B B f 1 1o IRE SR
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Route 32 is ql'gassl’ﬁfe"d._‘asi én'a,rtejn'ial;‘highway. Arterial highways are- second @hly:to:@xpressways
in the hierarchy of Tqad fietworks, - Arterials are usually heavily traveled, two 'larve or-four.lane
thoroughfares whose primary fuhction is the movement of vehicles!thirougli an.afed:.‘By.their
nature, arterials dffer the.most direct route of travel between urbart centérsiMajor shopping
centers and. §1ﬁp’.q¢&§I¢pmeni§j "a_re,gftif.fn' found alonig the front4gés of'ikiése roadways. Route32
is lined with”small” commiercial 10ts":with minimum froritage.- ~Thig’ dévelopment:ipattem
encourages numerous$ conflictig ‘\/e,hy:l'e ‘tumning movements, ‘'weivirig: niovémentsy and ‘rapid
acceleration anid decelgration. . ThE traffic flow pattem redués the” capacity'of Rotte 32 4s an
arterial,and-néga,tggjwéﬁabiliﬁy‘tq r,!ib'\ié‘ld'cél through traffic. - ~ l ol as ne et el
Capacity is a teim fiiat elates To the ability of, 4 roadway to*acommiodate givenivolumes:of
traffic. Capa,cityols_'.u§pally"é)'§brés$gdjin terms of vehicles per. hbur or Udy-and appiied to the total
number of,vehicles which can. pass d’given point for edch.fané 6f'the roadway. Gapacity ‘ofa
road can be affected by the geometfy, abutting tand uses;’typés of veRicles 'using theroad and

weather conditions. HEEOE B LA T 1 et MO B A IO

Levels of service (LOS) are defined as those operational conditoins-withint the' tfaffic strédm &
perceived by. the driver, speed, delay and density have a direct bearing on the drivers comfort
level. The level of sgpvice is ranked within Six levels ‘A" thfough ‘F*’ - A-LOS"of *A"represents

free flow, with indivjduat vehicles being unaffected by'the"preSence of othiervettioles: ALOS:of
'E’ means opérating.caritions ‘dre dt capacity:and 1.0S fdeﬁﬁe’kbreakdown ‘conditionsi. . 21
R e i L R S LI/ S e e B I
Vehicle trip geﬁeiattdﬁ“fpféxs;fdigﬁejqumb_e'“lj of -vehicles-genbraied by 4 landitise. " A trip is the
one way movenent from Jorigiti;ty destiriation. -Trip generation. is :always’given for_a'spesific
period of time whith-{s.ggnerally 3 sinple‘hour; normally peiak e, or a full'day, which-is called
average daily traffic (AQT)-", R S A W S R
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Averag‘e‘ ;‘dailg‘.;t‘r:ajﬂé'o;:.'_été,uteizs,z_usgurrenﬂy{ 13@001vehu;les per day noith of Raute 2A and
15,000 vehjcles’per day,south of Routé 2A- The .vetiicla-capacity of Route:32¢is 1 8,000.vehiclgs
Perdayn; nopoori ™ i SR I PRI P S T DAL oA
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Constraints such as grades, width, alignmient;: conflicting #raffic ovements: and. an: insufficient
number. of climbing. lanes all serve to reduce the capacity of Route 32. Residential and
institutional.uses.adjacent t Royte 32 coftrihiite to peak hour traffic congestion. >The:lafid usés
which contribute most to traffic conflicts ‘arid lower levels ‘of -sefVice aré the small:commercial
activities. with individual driveway access points. While the net effect of comrmercial tedffic
generation is not intensive and concentrated at one particular spot, such as a regional shopping
mall, it has become extensive and generalized over a longer (linear) area aforig:tie‘highway jith
an increasing number.of commercial access pojpts to each property. Lack of sufficient off street
. parking .combined with, existrig, paraliel dnd_arigulaiBarkingwithin’the’ Route* 32-fight. ofWay
preserils-aserjous, public safety, hazart., UnleSS this ‘patterri of fand use-and pirking canibe
altered and reversed, the capacity of Raute' 32 will ‘contintié*to’ dirhinish-aitth the fével® of srtice
will continue.to drop. ' , :
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Peak residential traffic demand, the geometry of Route;sz';‘iﬁa"iﬁe commercial land use and
parking pattems described above all contribute to the accideat sﬁgﬁems on Route 32.

FUTURE LAND USE, | B T,
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The Mohegan Tribe ‘0f Indians of Connecticut is schedu[é’dfitq OpPEN | ﬁe,i\_(lohegan Sun Resort in
October 1966. The 240 acre site is located -north of:Route 2A; east;of -335 and west of the
Thames River. - The -initial facility will be -a 600,000 square fobt complex, ‘with -approximately
150,000 square feet of gaming area. The-facility will‘;_'also“'mntain.;;g,“iriun_ii-pijrﬁose bingo hall,
numerous restaurants and enterfainment facilities. The Mohegan Sun- Resort'Is expected to
employ 5,000 workers initially. It is anticjpated that a hotel will be built on sité-in:the near future.

Approximately 1 9.000 ga'rking spaces will be provided on -angﬁ_qﬂ’: the site.

The Mohegan Sun R";a.s!grt\vyill be thg‘ economic eng’ih”"e_;ﬁh‘ic;h spurs future commei'cial growth
within the Route 32 Corriddr. The Planning and Zoning Commission has recently approved a six
story hotel within' -the Ceidor, this trend - can be expected to continue.
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The Regional Planning Agency has calculated that approximately 1,500 acres of buildable land
exists within the corridor, excluding potential street development, roughly 1,275 acres could be
used for residential development. This could permit an additional 1388 dwelling units to be
constructed with an average of 40,000 square feet of land per unit. If lot sizes were lowered to
an average of 12,000 square feet through cluster development and in conjunction with the
availability of water and sewer, an additional 4000 units could be constructed.

FUTURE TRAFFIC GENERATION

The Mohegan Sun Resort is projected to attract 34,000 to 40,000 vehicle trips per day on peak
days. The Mohegan Tribe has constructed a new interchange which intersects Route 2A near
Fort Shantok Park, the associated ramps lead to Mohegan Sun Boulevard which bisects the site
and connects with Sandy Desert Road. Route 2A has been widened to four lanes between 1-395
and the new interchange. The interchange construction should lessen the traffic impact to Route
32, however, additional trips are anticipated. The actual number will not be known until the
resort complex opens. The segment of Route 32 north of Route 2A is expected to exceed
capacity immediate[y. south of 2A is projected to exceed capacity by the year 2015 (vHB
Rte.2/2A/32 Transportation Study, 1995). The Planning staff believes that the section of Route 32 south
of 2A will exceed its'current capacity of 18,000 vehicles per day by the year 1999, if not sooner.

A single family detached house generates 9.55 vehicle trips per day (Trip Generation 5th Ed.ITE.).
Based on the above residential built out scenarios generated by the Regional Planning Agency
1,388 residential units on 40,000 square foot lots would generate an additional 12,779 trips per
day. Based on a lof size. of 12,000 square feet and 4000 housing units an additional 38,200 trips
per day could be generated. For comparison purposes only, a hotel with 200 rooms would
generate 1740 trips per day without shuttle bus service.

RECOMMENDED f:QOAIj AND TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

1. The State Traffic Commission permit issued-to the Mohégan: Tribe of.Indians.requires the
Tribe to reevaludte the traffic impact .of the Mohegan Sun Resort six months after the
opening date.; Currently, neither the Tribe nor the Towrn can know what impact the resort
traffic will have on Route 32 and the local reads which egress ‘This saction. of the Plan
of Development should be continually evaluated and updated.. ;

w.Rte. 2A ramps,
un'Boulevard to
regulations to

The Town and the Mohegan Tribe hive worked cooperatively 1o site.
the extension'of Matiegan Sui’Botilevard and the’ cannection’of Mo
Sandy Desert Road. : 7The Plannirig7and, Zonilig Cormiiission ha
allow for the siting‘of‘parking lots adjaterit fo trust lands.

BRI Wy o e Mw‘ L! i

The Mohegan Tribe is installing a pre-emption fraffic contro| device adjacent to the Mohegan
Fire Company to allow emergeficy vehicles o safely egress from the fire house. Additional
traffic control devices may be réquifed &t interséctions within the Corridor. This item should
be reevaluated after the Moh@géh’_S’ﬁﬁlBé‘s&ﬁ:hés_ been opefating for six months.
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The Town’s Administration, Boards, Commissions and Departments should continue to work
cooperatively, whenever possible, with the Mohegan Tribe and private developers to address
transportation issues. ;o

The number of curb cuts on Route 32“§ﬁ0i;ld be- r'nini"'mized. Existing curb cuts should be
combined whenever physically pgssible.’ A portion of the $500,000 which will be recew.ed
annually from the Mohegap_\,;ggibarfor_,,__gapita‘l i_mmoyemepszhpuld be placed in a capital
account to reconstruct curbreuts-in the Route 32 Corridor.

\\.é‘

The Town should aggreséi‘iiq}i_{éﬁi}é-é&.st"a‘lté}:_;:f[q_riijihg for realignment of Ice House Curve.

Perpendicular and paraii,é‘lﬂ‘_;')_a[ iiig,:'should-A-bbe;elimir{atqd wherever possible. The "I'_own
should consider the con§t_n:i_czt‘|d of;.:'small..s'trategica’g:lly_p[aced;mgnicipal parking to facilitate
off-street parking. =+ =% Sk Rt e

The Town Council stiould pass:an ordinance which:clarifies the maintenance and ownership
of sidewalks. The Planning nd' Zoning:Commission fas requested this ordinance for at
least- the=past. twelve yedrs:: - and-when: the: Town Council passes the ordinance the
Planning and Z6ning Commission should ‘amend the Zdning Regulations to require the
installation of sidéwalks for new commercial development which abuts Route 32. A sidewalk
construction: grogram:should be-included in the capital.plan and budget. Pedestrians should

be able 18 safely access contiguous commercial development. | Construction of sidewalks will

: iéed 10:drive from one establishment to another. This project should be

an Trihes contribution to the capital improvement fund.

shouidbe relmét_éd iq-.th;f nqdh - opposite Fitch Hill Road. The
'Road, New London Tumpike, Holly Hill Drive, Sandy Desert Road
b ‘horizontally and vbrﬁ'c_':_ally rta:a;l]gn'ed..f‘This project should be funded

by the Mahegan T

PLENAC LD 8 'w.‘-.a P BIR Ve,

The Planning.”Bepartment - will work ‘with "tfié™ Southeastem Connecticut Council of
Govemnments 4nd its:consultants to. complete’ an access management study for Route 32.
This project is expected to be started in 1997. Access management is a critical factor in
maintaining the capacity of this arterial road. When completed, the access management
plan should be adopted as part of the Plan of Development and incorporated in the Zoning
Regulations.

The Town should support the Southeast Area Transit (SEAT) District and actively participate
in the rqgvélu_ation of the role SEAT can play in providing mass transit.
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The Town' should continue to parﬁcipgte in the process established by the Multi-Modal
Advisory Committee (MAC). Asa restilt of & MAC: process, a major investment study was

cornplated? i May 1996: The-study identified: a. series_of multi-modal alternatives that
address traffic impacts in @ nine town area defined by. the Route 2 Corridor from Stonington
to Norwich and the Route 32 Corridor from*Norwich:to N. ‘*Over the course of the next two
years as the-environmental impact statément “for ‘the ‘projects in the Routes 2 and 32

Corridors addresses the feasibility of alternatives advanced, the outcome is expected to

i

hiave'a profoifid effect.on the future direction of transportation infrastructure development

{or thie regioi’score far-the foreseeable future.” (SCOG Draft TIP, FY 1997)

FUTURE LAND USE RECOMMENDATIONS

L >

Revise the Future Land Use Plan of Development Map to eliminate shallow, linear
commercial areas within the Route 32 Corridor. Allow for Commercial growth areas which



,+3." 'Reduce* the amount “of ‘land  available wi

(AR

will facilitate a shift in the tax base from residential to commercial uses. Revise the Zoning
Map and Zoning Regulations to reflect the changes in the Plan ._of Deyelop_ment. o

.+2.( Increasethe depth of commefcial zones to allow forilarge scale p‘rdjects and the clustering of
p qar:;,}harcial activities: Permit the minimunt, number of curiéutsinecessary 'to allow for safe

: and egress to arid from these sites. ” ~ "+« g oy ST L8
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e A ; ( _ thin® lhecdﬁfdurfﬂvm for residential
" developrient. The construction of large stalk Subdivisioh: dt--apariment . units would

" adversely impact traffic flow, emergency services and the:schigol system v

-4, Revise thé Future Land {Jse Plan of Development:Map, Zoning-Map ‘andiZoning Regulations

tp eliminate industrial‘uses such as earth processing facilitids which ‘ard.not compatible with
adjacent commercial usgs. . P B il Pl
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5. Allow coastal water dependent uses in Commercil deegfhﬁﬁapbfépﬂﬁt‘é..
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