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	The state is sticking with its plan to reroute traffic around bridge work on Route 4 in Woodstock, according to Vermont's transportation secretary.

In a letter sent last week to the head of the Rutland Regional Chamber of Commerce, Secretary of Transportation Neale Lunderville said the state is rejecting an alternative proposal for detouring traffic while the bridge near the recreation center in town is closed for repairs next spring. The alternative plan would have rerouted traffic through a one-mile stretch of residential neighborhoods in Woodstock.

"The local detour you asked us to promote was considered, but was not deemed a viable option for several reasons," Lunderville wrote.

The rejection came as a huge disappointment to Thomas Donahue, executive vice president and chief executive officer of the Chamber of Commerce, who wrote to the agency last month urging it to use the local detour instead of a more circuitous route that state planners have approved.

The state's plan calls for Rutland-bound traffic arriving from Interstate 89 to detour onto Exit 3 in Bethel, then travel along Routes 107 and 100 to reach Rutland County.

Rutland-bound traffic traveling north on Interstate 91 would be detoured onto Exit 8 in Ascutney. From there, traffic would follow Routes 131, 103 and 100 into Rutland County.

In his letter, Lunderville said the bridge is scheduled to be closed for 27 days starting May 29 and ending June 24.

Donahue has argued the state's plan would hobble commerce along busy Route 4, and he has predicted some small businesses would not survive the bridge's closing.

"If you closed Main Street (in Rutland) for 27 days, how do you think those businesses would stay open if traffic was rerouted through Danby and Pittsfield," he said Thursday. "Businesses need every advantage to succeed and at this point, we're putting them at a disadvantage."

Donahue had asked the state to consider an alternate route over Pleasant, Elm and River streets in Woodstock.

But Lunderville listed a number of reasons why that route was rejected.

"Truck traffic cannot negotiate the sharp turn at the junction of River Street and Vt. 12 and it would not be appropriate to direct such traffic through this residential neighborhood," he wrote. "Even if trucks were detoured and passenger cars used the local detour, traffic studies have shown that the congestion at this junction would be unacceptable."

The pending detour will affect commerce in regions other than Rutland.

However, officials at the Woodstock Chamber of Commerce and the Hartford Area Chamber of Commerce weren't as concerned as Donahue about the looming bridge closure.

Annette Compton, executive director of the Woodstock Chamber, said she wasn't looking forward to the bridge closing, but she noted that the traffic could still get from one side of town to the other by using the local detours, even if they weren't the state-sanctioned detour.

"They will be open. I don't think the state can legally close the road," she said. "This isn't going to be fun for any of us. I don't think anyone is thrilled about it, but it has to be done and we would all like it done as quickly as possible."

David Murison, a consultant to the Hartford Chamber and a Woodstock resident who lives about five blocks from the detour route Donahue favors, shared Compton's sentiments about a speedy finish to the repairs.

Originally, he said, the state was thinking about doing the repairs in two parts, interfering with traffic on the road for a portion of two foliage seasons. But after going back to the drawing board, planners came back with a more palatable plan that would complete the work in two months, he said.

"Personally, I think Tom is being a bit reactionary about the whole thing," said Murison, who said he was speaking for himself, not for the chamber. "My attitude is, if the people in Woodstock are willing to accept having the work done for two months, that's good enough."

Donahue said he has yet to decide whether to respond to Lunderville's letter.

"At this point, he's the secretary of transportation and he's saying 'no', so I don't know if there will be another step," he said.
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