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Town of Rotterdam
Schenectady County, NY

Exit 26 & I-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

I. INTRODUCTION
Ovetrview

The purpose of this study is to help further re-
fine the Town of Rotterdam’s future land use
vision for the corridor study area and to develop
the necessaty tools to help shape this vision and
the associated multi-modal transportation sys-
tem.

The Exit 26 & I-890 Land Use and Transporta-
tion study area includes approximately 475 acres
of land located along the southern shore of the
Mohawk River in the Town of Rotterdam,
Schenectady County, New York. Figure I-1
shows the limits of the corridor study area. Land
uses include agticultural, residential, office/retail
and industrial. While the development pattern of
this area is generally consistent with current
zoning and desired land use pattern, increasing
development pressure has brought about con-
cern regarding the future land use pattern and
the implications of additional development.
Currently, certain regulations permit some zon-
ing districts to use the regulations of the less
intense zoning districts. For the most permissive
districts, this allows for several different devel-
opment options which in many cases are not
compatible with the land features and transpor-
tation infrastructure in the cotridor study area.

Statewide Context Map

2
-

Schenectady County - - -

This potentially incompatible land use mix per-
mits everything from heavy industrial to low-
density residential and agricultural uses that may
not be compatible with each other or the envi-
ronmental and/or physical constraints and con-
ditions in the area.

The significantly different potential land use
types also generate different amounts of traffic
which affects the traffic patterns and flows for
the Study Area and possibly the larger region.
The Town of Rotterdam recognizes that in-
creased development potential in the corridor
study area could have a significant impact on
both the landscape and the transportation sys-

Study Area Limits

Route 58 @ Mabie Lane

NYS Thruway Exit 26 Bridge
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Exit 26 & I1-890 Town of Rotterdam
Land Use and Transportation Study

Schenectady County, NY

Town of Rotterdam Property
(former Bonded Concrete) ~

Lower Rotterdam Junction - - -

Gardinier St.
Dredge Spoils Site - ==~~~
(Public Ownership - New York State)

NYS Owned Land = - - - _ _ _ _

- Freight Rail Line

Mohawk Hudson = g
Bike - Hike Trail -~~~ _ Mohawk River
Navigable Channel
- - - = NYS Owned Land
Kiwanis Park -~ ~ : i I
Overview Features
- Mohawk River
E Channel
- Mohawk River
Mohawk Hudson
Bike-Hike Trail
NYS Thruway Exit 26 & 1-890 Corridor Study Area Overview Figure I-1
Land Use & Transportation Plan WilburSmith
March 2008
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Town of Rotterdam
Schenectady County, NY

Exit 26 & I-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

tem. This impact could be felt within the corri-
dor along State Route 58, the Route 55/1-890/
NYS Thruway interchange area, the Mohawk-
Hudson Bike Hike Ttrail crossing over Route 58S,
existing residents, businesses, and neighbor-
hoods in and adjacent to this corridor study
area.

Furthermore, in 2004 the Town of Rotterdam
extended public water into the corridor study
area which has brought increased development
interest in the area and thus, the rationale for
development of this Study. The Town is also
considering replacing an existing water tower
that serves the area and the potential magnitude
of future development is an important consid-
eration for assessing needed capacity of a future
watet tower.

To ensure that future growth in the corridor
study area is consistent with the desired poten-
tial future development pattern, this study fo-
cuses on recommendations related to the fol-
lowing topic areas:

e Land Use

e Access Management, including Drive-
way Consolidations

e Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommoda-
tions

e  Traffic Calming

¢  General Zoning and Subdivision Regu-
lation Recommendations

Study Process

This study was submitted to the Capital District
Transportation Committee (CDTC) by the
Town of Rotterdam for the Linkage Program
because of the potential for future growth
within the corridor study area and the implica-
tions that this growth could have on the areas
land use and transportation infrastructure.

The Town of Rotterdam, in conjunction with
CDTC, contracted with Wilbur Smith Associ-
ates (WSA) to assist in developing the study. A
Study Advisory Group (SAG) was created that
included the Town of Rotterdam, CDTC,
Schenectady County, the NYS Canal Corpora-
tion, the NYS Thruway Authority, the NYS
Department of Transportation, the Capital Dis-
trict Transportation Authority (CDTA), and the
local bicycle/pedestrian advocacy group. This
group refined the project timeline, discussed
potential opportunities, constraints, and consid-

Trail
Crossing
Over
Route 58
Looking
East

erations for the corridor study area, and held
public meetings to solicit input from residents
and individuals interested in helping to develop
the future vision for the corridor.

In an area consisting of land uses ranging from
agricultural to residential and heavy industrial, a
well defined, cortidor-level land use plan was
determined to be necessary to ensure appropti-
ate development patterns into the future. This
plan provides the framework for refining the
land use and transportation network within the
Study Area Corridor.

Corridor Study Area Limits

The CSX rail line serves as the southern bound-
ary of the corridor study area essentially cutting-
off the area from adjacent areas just to the south
of the rail line. The NYS Thruway creates an
additional barrier between the corridor study
area and the remainder of the Town of Rotter-
dam. In addition, to the north and east, the Mo-
hawk River creates a natural batrier which sepa-
rates the corridor study area from the Town of
Glenville, across the river to the north. In the
eastern portion of the corridor study area, I-890
and the associated highway ramps are the domi-
nant feature.
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Exit 26 & I1-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

IV. RECOMMENDED
TRANSPORTATION
ALTERNATIVES

It was evident from discussions with Town offi-
cials, the SAG, and at public meetings that the
land use form desired was mixed use that mini-
mizes the potential need for future transporta-
tion infrastructure expansion or improvements,
incorporates development patterns that make
expanding bus service to the area feasible, and
generally retains the character of the corridor
study area. The improvements proposed in this
study assist in maintaining an acceptable trans-
portation level of service, but are also intended
to help mitigate potential issues that may be
factors leading to the higher than normal crash
rates (See Table 1) and prevent additional poten-
tial new corridor safety issues from developing.
This study should not, however, be interpreted
as being the definitive answer to Route 5S cross-
ing issues. A closer engineering/design examina-
tion with the input of NYSDOT will help fur-
ther refine and justify some of the proposed
improvements.

The recommendations proposed for this study
were divided into two geographic regions - east
and west. The improvements assume that cur-
rent level of service is acceptable, that the pre-
ferred land use plan will be implemented, and
that as a result, the level of service along Route
58 will be considered generally acceptable at
build-out because the number of trips along
Route 55 will not exceed the congestion thresh-
old of the road for an unacceptable amount of
time (i.e. peak hour times may experience unac-
ceptable congestion, but the cost-benefit does
not dictate expensive expansion options to
Route 55).

’ . A . 4
g A1 Trawel A1 Trawel ‘g”{ g

5 :
Sideal,  Bicycle Lane Lane Bicycle  Sidenak
o Lane Lane o
Graz 2 Grass
i E 2 Pairtedt s

P Center-Line
Divider

Undeveloped Land East of
Lower Rotterdam Junction

Conceptual 2-lane Cross-Section for Route 5S

Conceptual Transportation Improvements -
Cortridor Study Area Eastern Half

The eastern half of the corridor study area is less
developed, has direct access to 1-890 and the
NYS Thruway Interchange, the beginning of
Route 5S, and also has the most undeveloped
land providing for significant potential future
development.

The recommendations include the following and

are found in Figure 1-9:

e  Access Management for Kiwanis Park to
better define the one-way entrance and exit
circulation.

e Ensure that vegetation is cleared at the Ki-
wanis Park Driveway crossings of the Mo-
hawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail, and add
signage for both vehicles and bicyclists/
pedestrians warning of the crossing.

e Consolidate driveways for the two existing
light industrial uses on the west side of
Route 58 with future development and/ot
construction of a roundabout if deemed
appropriate.

e Work with CDTA to determine if re-
routing the Route 78 bus along Route 58S is
feasible and if so, locating a bus pull-off in
Lower Rotterdam Junction (Note: CDTA is
cutrently evaluating routes in Schenectady
County).

e Continue inspection and maintenance of
the pedestrian facilities on the 1-890 bridge
over the Mohawk River.

e Provide access from the large potential
development parcels to a roundabout or
other access management intersection only,
with other Route 5§ access points being
petmitted as right-in/right-out only.

e Create a stopping area along the Mohawk
Hudson Bike-Hike Ttrail at the future NYS-
DOT wetland mitigation project .
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Town of Rotterdam
Schenectady County, NY

Exit 26 & I-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

Corridor-Wide Policies:

- Future access to Route 5S shall be
through shared driveways, controlled inter
sections, or via access to a lower classifica
tion road. Any individual non-residential
access to Route 5S shall be right-in/right-
out only.

- Any land development along the Mohawk
River must provide a 50’ natural area buffer
and Public access easement for potential
use as a tiver-side pathway or trail.

- Work with NYSDOT to ensure vegeta
tion is cleared from clear sight triangles on
a regular basis.

Conceptual Transportation Improvements -

Corridor Studv Area Western Half

The western half of the corridor study area is
more developed, with a mix of uses in Lower
Rotterdam Junction, though there is significant
undeveloped land with frontage along Route 58
south of Lower Rotterdam Junction.

The recommendations include the following and
are found on Figure 1-10:

Close the western intersection of Lower
Gregg Road at Route 5S and realign the
eastern intersection to a 90’ angle with
Route 5S.

At the Lower Gregg Road “I” intersection,
place directional signage to improve safety
of turning movements by preventing vehi-
cles from crossing over the centerline of
Route 5S to make a turn (interim step until
road intersection improvements above are
implemented).

Narrow the curb-cut of Old Crawford
Road at Route 5S and move the road inter-
section west to improve the sight-line onto
Route 5S (narrow by choking-down the
existing pavement on the eastern side).
Provide crossing improvements for the
Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike crossing over
Route 55 (See Crossing Improvements
Map).

Retain the existing dredging area for future
dredging activities. Buffer this atea from
any future adjacent uses.

Require access for any development be-
tween Old Crawford Road and Mabie Road
on both roads (density minimum may need
to be considered for this requirement).

Add street trees and pedestrian scale light-
ing along Route 5S where sidewalk is pro-
posed. Consider potential lighting and tree
design and require similar design for new

development. Consider the potential to
provide large street trees on the east side of
Route 58 where overhead utility poles and
lines do not exist, and shorter trees that will
not interfere with the overhead utility poles
and lines on the western side of Route 5S.
Add the following along Route 5S:

- 5’ concrete sidewalk with a 5 grass strip
to both sides of Route 5S between Mabie
Lane and the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike
Trail. Construct the west side improve-
ments now, east side improvements with
future development.

- Curbing and shoulder striping to create a
feel of a narrower roadway.

Provide a 5 bicycle lane along Route 5S
west of the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike
Trail crossing.

Ensure adequate signage is provided at
Mabie Lane and Route 5S to direct trail
users.

Narrow the existing SI Group driveway
cutb-cut. Provide a main entrance with
parking area access from an internal drive-
way only.

Ensure vegetation is cleared at the Mabie
Lane crossing of the Mohawk Hudson
Bike-Hike Trail.

Improve trail crossing signage on Mabie
Lane and on the Trail for users of the Trail
and Mabie Lane.

Repave Mabie Lane.

Create a direct connection from the future
park to the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike
Trail.

Replace/fix the existing detetiorating rail-
road crossing on Route 5S.

Work with CDTA to determine if re-
routing the Route 78 bus along Route 58S is
feasible and if so, locate a bus pull-off in
Lower Rotterdam Junction (Note: CDTA is
currently evaluating routes in Schenectady
County).

Corridor-Wide Policies:

- Future access to Route 5S shall be
through shared driveways, controlled inter
sections, or via access to a lower classifica
tion road. Any individual non-residential
access to Route 58 should be right-in/right-
out only.

- Any land development along the Mohawk
River must provide a 50’ natural area buffer
and Public access easement for potential
use as a river-side pathway or trail.
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Exit 26 & 1-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

Access management

improvement to better S
define one-way entrance and exit T~
(NOTE: Park Improvements Pending)

Working with CDTA, determine:

1) If Re-Routing Route 78 bus is feasible.
2) If so, Provide a bus pull-off in ~ _ _ i
Lower RotterdamJunction. Sy
(NOTE: CDTA is currently evaluating
routes in Schenectady County)

Consolidate Existing Driveways
with Future Development -
and/or Construction of roundabout

Ensure vegetation is cleared at the

park driveway crossings of the Trail. e
Add crossing signage for both =
__.mzn_mwm_._nuwn%n_wﬂ_‘_umn_mﬂzm:m.

Future Land Use Inset

Continue Inspection and

¥ . - Maintenance of Pedestrian Facilities

Access to Roundabout, Other Access
Management Intersection or Right-In,

7 Right-Out Only w/ Future Development

Future Wetland Mitigation Project -

, Create Stopping Area with benches

Corridor-Wide Policy:

Future access to Rt. 55 should
be through shared driveways, controlled
intersections or via access to a lower
classification road. Any individual non-
residential access to Rt.55 should be
right-in/right-out only.

Any Land Development
Along the Mohawk River should
Provide a 50" Natural Area Buffer
And Public Access Easement for

Potential Use as a Riverside
Pathway or Trail.

Work with NYSDOT to Ensure
Vegetation is Cleared From Clear Sight
Triangles on a Regular Basis

Corridor Study Area Boundary
> Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail

NYS Thruway Exit 26 & I-890
Land Use & Transportation Plan
March 2008

Conceptual Transportation Improvement Alternatives - Study Area Eastern Half

Figure |-9
WilburSmith

AtSoEiATE
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Exit 26 & I1-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

- Work with NYSDOT to ensure vegeta
tion is cleared from clear sight triangles on
a regular basis.

Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail Crossing of
Route 5S - Conceptual Alternatives

Particular attention was given to studying the
crossing of the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike
Trail over Route 58 just south of Lower Rotter-
dam Junction. This crossing has been a safety
concern for town residents, officials, and trail
users for years and some changes were made in
recent years.

Safety at this crossing is still a significant con-
cern and as a result, detailed analysis and consid-
eration of potential measures that could make
the crossing safer were considered for this
study, Figure I-11. The result is a detailed plan-
ning-level outline of recommendations that
could be implemented. In some cases additional
engineering work is most likely necessary, to
ensure that the proposed improvements ate
designed appropriately at this crossing location
and along the approaches of Route 5§ to the
crossing. Some of these recommendations may
not be consistent with current NYSDOT prac-
tices and designs, but it was agreed that it was
appropriate to recommend all potential safety
improvement options in this document and then
wotk with NYSDOT, and utilize Chapter 9 of
the MUTCD, during implementation to con-
sider and implement all feasible and acceptable
options.

e Re-angle the road crossing to shorten the
crossing distance and create a sharp deflec-
tion angle in the trail, forcing bicyclists to
slow-down. This may require the purchase
or an easement on adjacent property.

e Provide a light-colored textured crosswalk
across Route 5S

e  Retain the existing high visibility trail cross-
ing signs

e  Place a weave-pattern of bollards, or similar
element, just outside the right-of-way of
Route 5S on both approaches of the trail
crossing over Route 58S.

e  Relocate the existing trail user stop signs to
the area approaching the proposed weave
pattern of bollards.

e  Work with the adjacent property owner on
the east side of Route 58 to create a design
that discourages trail users from using the
existing driveway and instead stay on the
trail and use the crosswalk, but that still
permits access to the property for the
owner.

e Replace all wooden bollards with knock-
down type bollards or a similar element.

e  Place pavement paint warning trail users of
the road crossing,.

e Retain the existing Route 5S curve chev-
rons for eastbound traffic. Add additional
chevrons for eastbound traffic and provide
chevrons for westbound traffic.

e Consider a flush or raised median as a pe-
destrian refuge island - with any future road
widening.

e Consider relocating the trail crossing to the
Lower Rotterdam Junction Residential
Area. This is a long-term recommendation
that would require significant coordination
with local property owners.

e Dlace signs, roadside poles, and/or land-
scaping on the west side of Route 58S at the
crossing to prevent illegal parking.

e Retain the existing pavement paint and
signs on the approaches to the crossing.

Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail Crossing -
Eastern & Western Approach Alternatives

In addition to modifications to the crossing,
changes to the approaches of Route 5S leading
up to the crossing area are recommended to

Eastern Approach at the Trail Crossing of Rt. 58
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increase vehicle driver awareness of the crossing
and enhance safety at the crossing include:

e  Ensure vegetation is maintained to provide
for the maximum sight-distance for trail
users and vehicle drivers approaching the
crossing.

e  Retain the existing Route 5S curve chev-
rons for eastbound traffic. Add additional
chevrons for eastbound traffic and provide
chevrons for westbound traffic.

e Retain the existing bicycle crossing sign and
pavement paint if two warnings are war-
ranted ot move signs to the proposed sign/
pavement marking locations.

e Place high visibility bicycle crossing ahead
signs further from the crossing. Consider
providing trail user activated flashing cross-
ing lights on these signs.

e Ensure significant enforcement of speed
limits within the lower speed areas. Work
with NYSDOT to determine if extending
the lower speed zone to begin further from
the crossing location, in conjunction with
design changes, is watranted to mitigate
speeding issues.

Western Approach to the Trail Crossing of Rt. 58

e  Ensure that future access to proposed de-
velopment sites near the crossing provide
the maximum distance from the trail possi-
ble to prevent potential trail crossing/
vehicle turning movements, unless a new
access is permitted on the curve of Route
5§ through some type of access controlled
intersection, in which case the trail crossing
should be incorporated into the intersection
design.

Eastern Approach to the Trail Crossing of Rt. 58 at Lower Gregg Road
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Town of Rotterdam
Schenectady County, NY

Place High-Viz Bicycle Crossing _
Ahead Sign. Consider abilityto ~ ~ = = =
provide trail user activated

flashing crossing lights

Relocate Existing and/or Place Additional
Bicycle Crossing Ahead Pavement

Paint
Future Access to Undeveloped
Land, if developed, should be
Retain Existing Bicycle Crossing Sign ~ _ designed with significant
and Pavement Paint _ _ _ consideration of the trail
crossing to minimize the
potential to add additional
conflict points. Any opportunity
to use enhance safety at the
crossing should be considered
with future development on
the adjacent land.
NYS Thruway Exit 26 & 1-890 Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail Crossing - Western Approach Alternatives Figure I-13
Land Use & Transportation Plan WilburSmith

March 2008

ASSOCIATES
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Potential Future Capacity Improvement
Considerations

If development in the area causes the AADT to
cross the congestion threshold of 10,600 vehi-
cles per hour (two-way AADT), the Town will
need to consider the cost/benefit and need for
capacity improvements to State Route 5S. It is
likely that the AADT along Route 58 from 1-890
to a new potential Professional Business Devel-
opment District (PBDD) development will cre-
ate increased traffic, but depending on the type
of development, the effects could be contained
in the area between I-890 and the development
access, thus minimizing potential future capacity
improvements in this area.

Further north the effects of development in the
PBDD District are likely to be much less, again
depending on the types of uses provided. The
main effects in this area will come from devel-
opment within General Development Areas 5, 6
and 7, and the town should be aware as devel-
opment comes in what the potential increase in
traffic will be so that the appropriate improve-
ments can be negotiated with developers as de-
velopment is proposed. Currently, the AADT
could almost double from current counts before
the congestion threshold is met and for the two-
way peak hour volume to also almost double
before the congestion threshold it met.

There are many considerations to make when
deciding if capacity improvements are necessary.
CDTC’s New Visions 2030 lists eight conges-
tion management planning and investment prin-
ciples which basically state that management of
demand and operational actions are preferable
to capacity expansion, and capacity expansion is
only appropriate under certain conditions. If it is
determined that capacity improvements are
needed, further study and evaluation will likely
be needed.

Environmental Justice

Increased attention has been given to the Na-
tional Environmental Policy ACT (NEPA) re-
lated to its ability to balance overall mobility
benefits of transportation projects against pro-
tecting quality of life of low-income and minor-
ity residents of a community. President Clinton
issued Executive Order 12898 to bring attention
to environmental and human health impacts of
low-income and minority communities—
referred to as environmental justice—when fed-
eral funding is involved. The goal of an environ-
mental justice review is to ensure that any ad-
verse human health or environmental effects of
a government action, such as federally-
supported roadway or transit projects, does not
disproportionately affect minority or low-
income residents of a community or neighbot-
hood. Environmental justice is a public policy
objective that can help improve the quality of
life for those whose interests have traditionally
been overlooked.

The CDTC staff undertook a review of civil
rights/envitonmental justice impacts of trans-
portation actions proposed under this study.
Based on a review of the latest socioeconomic
data available, the CDTC staff determined that
there are a total of zero TAZ’s in the Corridor
Study Area that are identified as Environmental
Justice Target Population Areas. All of the
transportation recommendations for the study
would provide fair access and do not result in
negative impacts to any minority or low-income
residents. However, additional information gath-
ered through the public review process could
suggest a different outcome. In addition, exami-
nation of regional equity impacts would be nec-
essary if any transportation action is considered
for inclusion in the CDTC’s Transportation
Improvement Program.

|<—*|‘*1 Fm%—z'ﬁWHﬂ

Sidenak ,BL'g-fcle Lt g o ey Shosider Lane

BIC’!."ClE Sideyyak

Conceptual Potential Future 2-lane Cross-Section
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Equitable access to, consideration within, and
effects of the design and implementation of
federally assisted projects is also a key aspect of
environmental justice. However, design and
construction is the responsibility of the imple-
menting agencies in the region. For projects
identified in this study, implementing agencies
would either be the New York State Depart-
ment of Transportation, Capital District Trans-
portation Authority, Schenectady County, or the
Town of Rotterdam.

Environmental Justice Target Population Areas
are defined as any TAZ with low income, mi-
nority, or Hispanic populations equal to or
greater than the regional average.

The regional averages are as follows:

Populations iseg::;:sl
Minority Population 11.2%
Hispanic Population 2.6%
Low Income Population 8.9%

V. IMPLEMENTATION

Implementation of this study is vital to the suc-
cess of creating the vision for the cortidor study
area. Much of the implementation of this study
will come through the efforts of the Town of
Rotterdam through zoning changes and working
with property owners and future developers.

It will be important for the Town to work
closely with CDTC, Schenectady County, NYS-
DOT and CDTA to ensure efforts are efficient,
coordinated, and consistent with activities and
actions being considered or undertaken by these
other agencies. It is mainly the responsibility of
the Town, through residents, community
groups, the Planning Commission, and Town
Board to continue to promote the ideas and
recommendations contained hetrein and ensure
that the appropriate agencies are undertaking
the work that needs to be done to implement
this study.

The recommendations of this study have been
prioritized into near-term (2008—2013), mid-
term (2013-2018), and long-term (beyond 2018).
This prioritized list is intended only as a guide to
implementation and is based on current known
funding opportunities, current needs, and priori-
ties of the community. All project partners real-
ize that as opportunities arise they will need to
re-evaluate the recommendations and act ac-
cordingly to further the goals of this Study.

The implementation matrix, Table 5, lists the
recommended actions and concepts (found
within this study and detailed on the recommen-
dations maps), the implementing agency and the
order of magnitude cost for each improvement.
The order of magnitude costs are estimates only
and do not include engineering/design costs,
potential Right-of-Way acquisition costs, or
installation costs.
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Table

5: Implementation Matrix

. . .. Order of Magnitude X . Implementation .
Recommendation/Action Description . g Potential Funding Source p . Timeframe
Cost Estimate* Entity
Land Use/Zoning
Draft regulations to rezone land within the|
Municipal Funds. Consid i
Rezone 9 General Development Areas | corridor study area to the proposed new $15,000 un1c.1 P,a unes. Lonsider hy S8 | Town of Rotterdam
; . i municipal staff where feasible. ]
zoning classifications
Devel 1 i 1 imil hi I Municipal F DT T
evelop a land use/transportation plan| Conduct .a‘study similar to this to analyze $20,000 u'n1c1pa unds & CDTC Town of Rotterdam
for Route 5S west of the study area conditions west of the Study Area Linkage Study Program
10,000 Planni Municipal or County Fund
Refine & implement Open Space & | Work toward preserving undeveloped land 310, anning  uicipal or Lounty Funds, oo of Rotterdam,
. . . . $15,000/ acre Regional Open Space Program or ]
Green Ribbon Plan along the river and trail corridor L Schenectady County
acquisition Lands Trust
Transportation
fassn R R Rty Further ir.npr.ove /) d'eﬁne 'one-'way entrance Municipal or County Funds, Town of Rotterdam
Drivewavs and exit circulation with signage and $8,000 CDTC Spot Improvements & /or Schenectady [
Y brush clearing at trail crossing Program, Schenectady County County
Re-Route Bus Route 78 Work with CDTA to re-route the 7?5 bus up| Depends on work n/a CDTA
Route 5S to Rotterdam Junction needed  —
Consolidate Existing Driveways for When development or redevelopment
o . . : . . Depends on work
Light Industrial Uses west of Kiwanis occurs or the need exists, work with needed n/a Town of Rotterdam
Park property owners to modify existing access
Continue Inspect{on and 'l\tlz.untenance Contmue' t.o' ensure that the. pedestrian Depends on work NYSDOT NYSDOT
of Pedestrian Facilities facilities do not deteriorate needed
Access to a roundabout or other access . Developers, with
. . Ensure that future development provides . . e q
management intersection type for Depends on work Provided with Future coordination/review
. adequate access management through a |
future development in General . . . needed Development by the Town of
well-designed intersection concept
Development Area 3 Rotterdam
. i Municipal or County Funds,
Create St Ar th benches at th T f Rotterd
Future Wetland Mitigation Project | — -« > CPPINg Area With benches atthe | 4500 per bench NYSDOT as part of mitigation | 0 o oo o —

mitigation project

project, community funding

NYSDOT

(With wetland development)

Corridor-wide: Future Access to Rt. 58
shall be through shared driveways,

With future development, ensure that the

$0.5 - $5.0M depending

Developers, with

controlled intersections of Access to a appropriate intersection design is used to on desien and site Provided by developers, municipal| coordination/review
ili |
. . . . facilitate flow on Route 5S and allow safe gna funds, NYSDOT and TIP by the Town of
lower classification road, right-in or . constraints
. ingress/egress for new development Rotterdam
right-out
Storsttilireilen ) osed| oo ljareacsts Future devel.opment' along the riverbank ' . Dev.elop.ers, wit.h
. . should provide a 20' natural area buffer Depends on work Provided with Future coordination/review
along the Mohawk River must provide . R I
and a 20' public access easement for use as needed Development by the Town of
buffer and access easement X R .
a riverside pathway or trail Rotterdam
Corridor-wide: Work with NYSDOT to Ensure that clear sight triangles are
ensure vegetation is cleared from the | cleared and that adequate sight distances | Primarily labor expense NYSDOT NYSDOT ]
roadside are maintained at intersections
Provide pedestrian connections such as a
Provide Pedestrian Connections west of| sidewalk or pathway to the cultural sites, |$125,000/Mile-sidewalk| Municipal or County Funds, TIP,
Town of Rotterdam |

the corridor study area

eventually potentially connecting with
Rotterdam Junction

$700,000/Mile-Pathway

CMAQ Bike/Ped set-aside funds

(With additional study)

Narrow Schenectady Industries

Work with Schenectady Industries to
narrow the existing curb cut and provide

Depends on work

Schenectady

Sch tady Industri |
Driveway curb-cut parking area access from internal driveway needed chenectady Industries Industries
only (With additional study)
T cil s e R e Ensur'e that adequate signage is provided . Municipal or County Funds,
for trail users on the detour route from the $500 per sign CDTC Spot Improvements Town of Rotterdam |G
and Route 5S. .
Trail to Route 58 Program
. . NYSDOT with road repaving,
. Provide a bicycle lane along Route 5S west . . . ]
' -
5' Bicycle Lane along Route 5S of the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail $250,000/Mile TIP, CMAQ Bike/Ped set-aside | Town of Rotterdam
funds
Provide a concrete sidewalk and grass
12 ile fa
5' Concrete Sidewalk w/5' grass stri strip along both sides of Rt. 58 between sidtjs a?lloootflfrllloe t:) rcost Municipal Funds, TIP, CMAQ Town of Rotterdam
walkw/s'g P Mabie Lane and the Mohawk Hudson P rWR O\,X;l iwiti " Bike/Ped set-aside funds
Bike-Hike Trail ° acquisitio
Provi bi houl ith D k
Curbing and Shoulders rovide curbing m.ld shoulders wit epends on wor NYSDOT with road repaving, TIP| Town of Rotterdam ]
development or with road upgrades needed
Retain the existi dgi fi Y 1
Retain Dredge Spoils Area ctain the existing dredging area for $0 NYS Canal Corporation NS Canal
future activities Corporation
Lower Gregg Road "T" Intersection | Place directional signage to direct traffic $1,000 MusicipallFunds Schenectady County
Improvements headed east or westbound on Rt. 58  ——
. Close the western intersection and realign Town of Rotterdam,
Lower Gregg ¥oad Inttetsectlon Re- the eastern intersection to a 90' angle with I()lelcjlendds l(;r(l)\\;ork ¢ TIP, NYSDOT Funds Schenectady County, e
alighmen Route 5S needed an costs & NYSDOT
N the existi b cut and th
Old Crawford Road Improvements r:rrr:;)i‘:,)in e:oxz;sivlvr;g z:rlerst (t:(;l ilen rorxr:eo :f hte Depends on work Municipal Funds, CDTC Spot | Town of Rotterdam ]
P g o P g needed Improvements Program & NYSDOT
distance
devel b he RR track
Access to Mabie Lane and Old New ev.e opment between the trfic s Depends on work Provided with Future
and Trail should have two access points Town of Rotterdam |
Crawford Road for new development R needed Development
provided when developed
E;js::reT ‘;eigle(t:attloni rlls (ileal:d jt tI(lie Mal:le Town of Rotterdam
Vegetation Clearing at Mabie Lane sig?lt fiist:ncesofj)i vfhiilz ci:livee:s :23‘:1_;1 Primarily labor expense Municipal or County Funds & /ot Schenectady |
County
users
Municipal Funds or C
. . . Improve signage warning of the trail unicipal Funds or Lounty Town of Rotterdam
Improve Trail Crossing Signage at crossing for both Mabie Lane and trail $2,000 Funds, CDTC Spot Improvements & /or Schenectad
; ; ]
Mabie Lane g ’ Program, CMAQ Bike/Ped set- Y
users . County
aside funds
R he existi h 1 for .10 mil Municipal F Devel ]
e Tbie Lane epave the exlstmg rough pavement on $ 65,000' or .10 mile unicipal Funds, Developer or Town of Rotterdam
Mabie Lane repaving work TIP
i T f R
Create Connection to Future Park from| Connect the Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike |$50,000 for .05 mile (_does Municipal or County Funds, O;:r; Oh nottter;iam I
Trail Trail to the future park with a paved trail | "°t2cc0untforpotential "} orpp () Bike /Ped set-aside funds chenectady
unknown envr. issues) County
Replace/Fix Railroad Crossing | ¢ ©Xisting crossing is deteriorating and | - Depends on work Railroad, NYSDOT, TIP NYSDOT [

needs to be repaired or replaced

needed
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Table 5: Implementation Matrix

Recommendation/Action

Description

Order of Magnitude
Cost Estimate*

Potential Funding Source

Implementation
Entity

Timeframe
2008 2018

Bicycle & Pedestrian

Retain Existing Route 5S Signage and

Retain the existing elements if two sets are

. appropriate, otherwise move to location $0 NYSDOT funds NYSDOT
Pavement Paint .
further from crossing
for refl -
Place signs, poles or landscaping to | Prevent illegal parking off of Route 5S at $50((:le(:t:)e $ Se ‘E)t(;)(; fter € Municipal or County Funds, Schenectady County
prevent illegal parking the trail crossing P > NYSDOT funds & /ot NYSDOT
landscaping
T T Ty A e Place pavement pamt. in the sl?ape of a car $1.0 per linear foot for Municipal or County Funds,
. to warn of the upcoming crossing of Route . CDTC Spot Improvments Schenectady County
Trail paint
5S Program
Place 2 knock-down bollards or similar ..
element at least 50' from the ROW on each Municipal or County Funds,
Place Knock-Down Type Bollards atfeas . $3,000 CDTC Spot Improvmements | Schenectady County
approach to warn of the upcoming
q Program
crossing
Add Pedestrian Activated Flashing Add flashing beacons in the pavement at $15,000 NYSDOT funds, CDTC Spot | Schenectady County,
R

Beacons

the crossing

Improvements Program

NYSDOT

Relocate the trail crossing to Lower
Rotterdam Junction

Construct new trail on the east side of
Route 5S from the crossing area to a point
within Lower Rotterdam Junction

Depends on work
needed

Provided with Future
Development, TIP, CMAQ
Bike/Ped set-aside funds

Town of Rotterdam

Relocate Existing Trial Stop Signs

Move existing stop signs at each approach

Primarily labor expense

Municipal or County Funds -
Public Work Department

Schenectady County

Install a weave pattern of bollards to

Municipal or County Funds,

| IHII[

Replace Existing Boll ith
eplace Existing Bollards with weave deflect trail users but permit emergency L [ I CDTC Spot Improvments Schenectady County
pattern of bollards near ROW . (2 approaches)
vehicle access Program
. L . Municipal or County Funds,
Consider applicability of placing a
DOT, CDT h
Median Island in Route 5S pedestrian refugecirs:;l:iclll on Route 58 at the $15,000 Impva‘ii‘e(zts,PCmngnipgt o Sc en;z;;cll)yOCTounty,
g Bike/Ped set-aside funds
Retain High-Visibility Trail Crossing . . . .
R
S vt B fi v S etain existing signage $0 None Needed n/a n/a
In conjunction with other improvements, $1.0 per linear foot for
Narrow the Travel Lane to 11' narrow the lane width, where necessary, to <P | . NYSDOT Funds NYSDOT ]
. , \ paint striping
provide a consistent 11' lane
In conjunction with other improvements, Costs mav includ
Consider expanding lower speed limit |consider the applicability of expanding the osts . ay meluce Town of Rotterdam,
. .. . materials but are None Needed [
area and/or lowering speed limit lower speed zone east and possibly . NYSDOT
. ... primarily labor expense
reducing the speed limit, if warranted
Re-Angle Crosswalk and provide a Re-angle the crosswalk to shorten the $15,000 for crosswalk, Municipal or County Funds, Schenectady County, p——
. . unknown land NYSDOT Funds, CMAQ
lighter colored, textured crosswalk distance traveled over Route 5S .. R . NYSDOT
acquisition cost Bike/Ped set-aside funds
Place 1 st ligh h side of Rout
Place Solar Powered (non-cobra type) ace T street fig ,t on cach side of Route Municpal or County Funds,
R . . 5S where the trail meets the roadway to $7,000 Schenectady County |
Light Poles at the Trail Crossing . . R . CDTC Spot Improvements
illuminate the crossing at night
k with the adj
Minimize Potential Use by Trail Users|| O« with the adjacent property ownet to .
. . . discourage use of the driveway by trail Depends on work Municipal or County Funds,
of the Driveway Adjacent to the Trail . . Schenectady County [
Crossin. users, but still provide access to the needed Property Owner/Futute Developet
g property.
Place radar speed signs on or near the trail Municipal or County Funds, Schenectadv Count
Place Permanent Speed Radar Signs | crossing warning signs furthest from the $5,000 NYSDOT Funds, CDTC Spot NYSDy oT o
Trail Improvements
Pl f i i
P Second e ofHigh Vi | P2 et o e
Crossing Warning Signs Further from . ) € uP & $2,000 NYSDOT Funds NYSDOT [
. crossing, consider adding user activated
the Crossing for Both Approaches . .o
flashing crossing lights
Work with th wnet /fi
Future Access to Land Adjacent to ork with t € property o . er/future Depends on work Provided with Future
developer on design and location for future| Town of Rotterdam |GG

Trail

access to property adjacent to the crossing

needed

Development

* - Costs are planning-level estimates of average cost for materials only. Detailed engineering plans, installation (labor) costs and cost estimates for each element may be needed, and
discretion should be used when calculating estimates for work, but generally the following should be added to the costs detailed above: Contingency - 30%, Engineering - 12%,
Construction - 8% and other costs, such as right-of-way acquisition. Magnitude cost estimates were calculated using NYSDOT cost estimates, recent projects in the region with

similar elements, and online research.
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Funding Options

Uncertain funding times combined with the
demands and needs of aging infrastructure, and
other project needs, makes available funds for
projects extremely competitive. Municipal budg-
ets are stretched as far as they can be to provide
the services and infrastructure expected by resi-
dents and businesses.

Financial realities bring about genuine concern
regarding the fundability of future projects and
needs. Transportation professionals generally
agree that under current funding allocations,
fiscal constraint regulations, and inflation, if
current highway spending levels were to be pro-
jected out into future years, available funds will
not provide adequate investment to fully main-
tain and enhance the transportation system that
exists today.

The 2008 NYSDOT publication Multimodal In-
vestment Needs & Goals For the Future states that
“The dilemma facing New York State’s trans-
portation infrastructure is being replicated
across the country...A new policy framework
for investing in our transportation infrastructure
is needed to preserve the vital transportation
network and to improve it for meeting the new
demands of competing in the global economy.
This new policy framework should allow us to
overcome the deficiencies in our transportation
assets and, more importantly, to make cost-
effective investments that will support our
transportation system.”

The potential sources of funding for future
transportation projects are largely unknown.
Nevertheless, project recommendations and
actions must be moved forward with the expec-
tation that there will be available funding in the
future.

This financial plan provides details on potential
funding sources listed in the implementation
matrix.

CDTC Transportation Improvements Pro-
gram & NYSDOT - Statewide Transporta-
tion Improvement Program (STIP)

Description

The CDTC is the designated Metropolitan Plan-
ning Organization (MPO) tasked with fulfilling
federal laws related to transportation planning in
Albany, Rensselaer, Saratoga and Schenectady
counties. A significant part of this responsibility
includes development of the Transportation

Improvement Program (TIP) for this region.
The TIP is a staged multi-year program of pro-
posed transportation improvements projects.
MPOs, and in this case CDTC, are responsible
for programming federal transportation funds
for local highway and transit projects through
the TIP. The TIP includes projects programmed
for a 5-year period and is updated every 2 years
The CDTC receives and reviews applications
from local municipalities for potential TIP pro-
jects ranging from preliminary engineering stud-
ies to right-of-way acquisition and construction.
Placement in the TIP is highly competitive and
local municipalities must provide a 20% local
match. The current TIP covers the period
2007—2012 and will be updated in 2008 for the
2009—2014 time period.

Current Funding Allocation
Approximately $716M for all projects listed in
the current TIP.

CDTC Spot Improvement Program

Description

A funding set-aside to establish a program for
projects whose scopes are too small for other
funding sources. Spot Improvements are actions
that address problems at specific locations such
as intersections, short lengths of roadway or
single destinations.

Funding

This is a competitive funding program and only
solicits project applications every 2 years. Cur-
rent funding is allocated at $100,000 per yeat.
Projects are funded 80% federal funds, 20%
local match.

Transportation Enhancements Program
(TEP)

Description

The TEP is a federally funded program adminis-

tered by NYSDOT that provides funding for

transportation projects of cultural, aesthetic,

historic, and environmental significance. Eligible

projects using TEP funds must be consistent

with one of the following twelve FHWA catego-

ries:

e  Provision of Facilities for Bicycles and
Pedestrians

e  Provision of Safety and Educational
Activities for Pedestrians and Bicyclists

e Acquisition of Scenic Easements and Sce-

Page 39



Exit 26 & I1-890
Land Use and Transportation Study

Capital Di

One Park Place

nic or Historic Sites (Including Historic
Battlefields)

e Scenic or Historic Highway Programs
(including Provision of Tourist and Wel-
come Center Facilities)

e Landscaping and Other Scenic Beautifica-
tion

e  Historic Preservation

e  Rechabilitation and Operation of Historic
Transportation Buildings, Structures, or
Facilities (including Historic Railroad
Facilities and Canals)

e  Preservation of Abandoned Railway Corri-
dors (including Conversion and Use for
Pedestrian and Bicycle Trails)

e Inventory, Control, and Removal of Out-
door Advertising

e Archeological Planning and Research

e Environmental Mitigation to Address Wa-
ter Pollution Due to Highway Runoff or
Reduce Vehicle-caused Wildlife Mortality
while Maintaining Habitat Connectivity

e  Establishment of Transportation-Related

Museums

Funding

This is a competitive funding program provided
every few years. Requests for funding must be at
least $200,000, with federal funding reimburse-
ment capped at $2.5M per project. Funding is
limited to the amount provided in each applica-
tion cycle and is typically very competitive.

Congestion, Mitigation, Air Quality (CMAQ)

Description

The CMAQ program supports the air quality
improvement and congestion relief goals of the
USDOT and was developed to fund transporta-
tion projects and programs that will assist in
reaching attainment or maintenance of the na-
tional ambient air quality standards for ozone,
carbon monoxide and particulate matter. There
are two categories of funding, diesel retrofits,
which are not part of the planning effort of this
study, and cost-effective congestion mitigation
activities that provide air quality benefits, which is
consistent with several of the recommendations
in this study. All projects funded by CMAQ must
reduce ozone, carbon dioxide and particulate
matter from the transportation system and thus,
contribute to the overall clean air strategy. Eligi-

ble projects must fall into one of the following
general categories:

e (Capital investment in new or expanded
transportation projects or programs that
reduce emissions, including infrastructure,
congestion relief efforts, diesel engine ret-
rofits or other capital projects

e  Operating assistance for new transit ser-
vices, intermodal facilities, travel demand
management strategies, and incremental
costs of expanding existing transit services

e Studies that are part of project develop-
ment, such as preliminary engineering, un-
der NEPA as well as FT'A Alternatives
Analyses.

Funding

Funding for the CDTC region totals $24M for
the current 5-year TIP program. Allocations ate
currently split into five categories and can
change with each TIP update.

Transportation, Community and System
Preservation Program (TCSP)

Description

This program provides grant funding to states,

MPOs, local governments and tribal govern-

ments to develop projects that integrate trans-

portation, community and system preservation

plans and practices that provide the following:

e Improve the efficiency of the transporta-
tion system in the U.S.

e  Reduce environmental impacts of transpot-
tation

e Reduce the need for costly future public
infrastructure investments

e Ensure efficient access to jobs, services,
and centers of trade

e Examine community development patterns
and identify strategies to encourage private
sector development patterns and invest-
ments that support these goals

Funding

The TCSP program is currently funded through FY
2009, with a total of $270M being available during
the 2005-2009 program period.
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Recreational Trails Program

Description

This is a matching grant program administered by
the Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preser-
vation. Funds are available to non-profit organiza-
tions, municipal state and federal agencies, Indian
tribal governments, and other public agencies and
authorities for the acquisition, development, rehabili-
tation, and maintenance of trails and trail-related
projects.

Applicability
Corridor-Wide

Funding
Allocations change periodically. For FY 2008, there

is approximately $1.93M allocated state-wide.

High Risk Rural Roads

Description

This program funds construction and operational
improvements on roadways that have accident rates
for fatalities and incapacitating injuries that exceed
the statewide average on rural major or minor collec-
tors or rural roads, or that will likely have increases
in traffic volume that are likely to create an accident
rate above the statewide average for the respective
roadway functional classification. Funds are allocated
through FY 2009.

Applicability

Corridor-wide if increases in traffic are likely to cre-
ate an accident rate above the statewide average.
Specific accident rate studies will need to be analyzed
to assess the ability to apply for these funds.

Funding
Funding levels for this program are not yet deter-

mined

New York Main Street Program

Description

New York Main Street is a state-run program opet-
ated by the Housing Trust Fund Corporation — New
York State Division of Housing and Community
Renewal. The program provides financial and techni-
cal assistance and resources to communities to help
with efforts to preserve and revitalize the main
street/downtown business districts. The program
requires that the Main Street program be carried out
in a concentrated area, typically no more than three
contiguous blocks, that has experienced sustained
physical deterioration, decay, neglect or disinvest-
ment, and has a number of substandard buildings or
vacant residential or commercial units. With the fu-

ture potential build-out of Lower Rotterdam Junc-
tion, the area may become eligible for this program,
but if not, it is possible to use and develop standards
for future construction that are consistent with this
progtam and promote development/redevelopment
of a cohesive Main Street.

Applicability

Villages and Hamlets meeting the following criteria:
Eligible applicants include not-for-profit community
based organizations, business improvement distticts,
and other entities pursuant to the not-for-profit cor-
poration law that will serve as Local Program Ad-
ministrators.

Eligible funding activities for designated Main Street
areas include fagade renovation, building renovation,
downtown anchors (expand cultural or business an-
chors), and streetscape enhancements. Designated
areas must meet the target area income standards.

Funding
Program funds are awarded on a competitive basis.

Safe Routes to School

Description

The Safe Routes to School Program is a federal-aid
program developed as part of SAFETEA-LU and
administered by the Federal Highway Department
(FHWA) and the New York State Department of
Transportation.

Eligibility

The Program provides funding for projects provid-
ing public access and use that directly or indirectly
incorporate five categories: Engineering, Education,
Enforcement, Encouragement, and Evaluation. A
municipality or public school or district ate eligible
to submit for funding. The project location must be
within 2 miles of a primary or middle school
(Approximately 50% of the study area corridor is
potentially eligible because it is within a 2 mile prox-
imity of the Woestina Elementary School in Rotter-
dam Junction).

Funding:

For the 2008 funding round, the cost of a project or
activity funded was covered 100% by federal fund-
ing. There was no local match required, however it is
a reimbursement program. All projects must have
requested a minimum of $25,000, with a maximum
cost of $150,000 for non-infrastructure projects or
$400,000 for infrastructure projects, and a $550,000
maximum total project cost.
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Appendix A
2001 Town of Rotterdam Comprehensive Plan land use in Study Area #3 Summary
Section 2.6.22 — Rotterdam Junction

Recommendation: The most significant land use issue in this sub-area is the proximity of the public well
fields to the center of the hamlet, and the high density and intensity of uses surrounding this important
public water source. Rezone Zone 1 wellhead protection zone to Residential. Remove business and pro-
pose residential A-RA zoning, permit limited commercial development and implement the appropriate
measures and zoning restrictions that can be imposed to minimize the threat of contamination to the
hamlet’s groundwater supply. The area east fo the well field, from Parkis Street which is currently zoned
commercial and containing several residences and a vacant parcel is recommended to be rezoned to Ru-
ral Agricultural, RA, depending on the protection zone delineations. The former Bonded Pit, now owned
by the Town, is presently zoned industrial, should be rezoned to LC-2, Land Conservation Zoning for
the possible development of a park. The Area includes what is commonly known as Rotterdam Junction,
as well as Pattersonville, west of the Junction.

Natural Constraints: A majority of this area is located within the Mohawk River 100-year floodplain. The
section of land south of NYS Route 5S contains soils generally categorized as “severe” by the County
Soil Survey. A New York State designated wetland is situated south of Route 5S, running parallel to the
old Erie Canal.

Existing Zoning: Zoning in this area contains an assortment of districts reflecting the mix of uses found
in the hamlet. Industrial zoning is located in Lower Rotterdam Junction, on either side of Route 5S. A
segment of commercial zoning is located on the south side of Route 5S, across from the SI Group site.
Another strip of commercial zoning is found further west on either side of Route 58S, in the vicinity of
the Rotterdam Junction well field. This strip is surrounded on all sides by R-1, Residential or A- Agricul-
tural districts. Some industrial zoning is located south of the residentially zoned area below Route 5S.
Between Rotterdam Junction and Pattersonville, the majority of land is zoned A-Agricultural. A com-
mercial district is located along either side of Route 5S in Pattersonville. R-1 districts abut this commer-
cial district to the northwest and southwest.

Existing I.and Use: The most prominent land use in Lower Rotterdam Junction is the SI Group facility,
located adjacent to the Mohawk River. According to the 1999 tax assessment database, several commer-
cial uses are located across from the plant on the south side of Route 5S. The former Bonded Concrete
gravel pit is situated north and west of the SI Group property, on the south side of Route 58. This parcel
was conveyed to the Town for use as a park.

Section 2.6.25 — Route 58S east of Marie Lane, Including Gardinier and Karl Streets, east to the Mohawk Hud-
son Bike-Hike Trail.

Recommendation: Rezone to R-1 Residential to reflect the existing land use which is residential except
where Progressive Insurance is located in the former School and Myers Tavern at the western edge.

Natural Constraints: Property is in a wellhead protection area of the aquifer recharge area for the Rotter-
dam Junction Well Field.

Existing Zoning: Currently zoned retail business.

Existing I.and Uses: Residential with limited business, tavern, insurance and small automotive repair.
2.6.27 Exit 26 Bridge Area

Recommendation: Between Route 5S and the Mohawk River in the floodplain atea, it is recommended

that the land use category be changed to LC-2, L.and Conservation. This designation would preserve this
area for public recreational uses, and address the limitations of this land for development due to its loca-
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tion within the floodplain.

Due to the recent construction of the Exit 26 bridge, the area south of Route 5S presently zoned Com-
mercial and Industrial should be rezoned to Industrial. Such a rezoning would encourage various com-
metcial and/or industrial uses that locate hete because of the prime access to both Rotterdam and areas
across the river.

Furthermore, it may be appropriate to extend the Commercial district situated west of this area to the
floodplain and east to the area to be rezoned Industrial. The area east of the Exit 26 bridge, currently
zoned Industrial and Commercial, but with no public access, should be rezoned to A, Agricultural. Such
a rezoning would provide consistency within the zoning map due to the fact that this area is not appro-
priate for commercial or industrial use (other than the existing Niagara Mohawk facility) because of the
lack of access.

Natural Constraints: None

Exiting Zoning: Zoning districts located here include industrial, commercial, and agricultural zones. The
two commercial districts are separated by a section of land zoned A, Agricultural.

In the eastern portion of this area an industrial district and commercial district area adjacent to 1-890.
These districts do not have any access to any public roads. Lands within the industrial district are used by

Niagara Mohawk, with access provided by a private utility-owned road.

Existing Tand Use: Tax patcels in this area consist of lands owned by the New Yotk State Department
of Transportation, an orchard, a warehouse facility, and several residences.

2.6.32 Route 5S North side from proposed Residential (R-1) Boundary to the SI Group site.
Recommendation: Changes from B-2 to A(Agricultural) to be consistent with abutting zoning of parcels
owned by the County and the Historical Society sites of the Native American Cultural Center and the

Mabee House, respectively.

Natural Constraints: The Mohawk River is the predominant natural constraint in this area.

Existing Zoning: A strip along Route 5S is zoned General Business (B-2), the rest is already zoned Agri-
culture.

Existing I.and Uses: Historical

2.6.34 Auto Salvage Yard at the end of Mabie Lane
Recommendation: Change the zoning of the auto salvage yard at the end of Mabie Lane from Industrial
to Agricultural due to its location abutting state regulated wetland and proposed L.C zone for the former

Bonded Concrete site.

Natural Constraints: Property is abutting State regulated wetland and proposed LLC zone for the former
Bonded Concrete site.

Existing Zoning: Heavy Industrial

Existing I.and Uses: Junkyard
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Appendix B
Public Outreach Summary

Public Meeting #1 — Existing Conditions Presentation

The first public meeting for this project was held at the Rotterdam Junction Fire District #1 building on Decem-
ber 5, 2007. The purpose of this meeting was to present the existing conditions found during field review(s) of the
study area and solicit input from the public regarding the accuracy of the existing conditions analysis.

The findings from the public meeting suggested that the conditions found in the field review(s) by the consultants
wete accurate and comprehensive. Some changes to the land use map wete found to be needed and discussions
about the impact of the potential build-out, and future zoning or rezoning, on water (and possibly sewer) infra-
structure were discussed and recommended for additional review and consideration.

Public Meeting #2 — Presentation of Draft Conceptual Land Use & Transportation Concepts

The second public meeting was held at the Rotterdam Junction Fire District #1 Building on February 11, 2008.
The purpose of this meeting was to present the proposed land use and transportation alternative concepts and
solicit input from attendees regarding the proposed changes.

The comments from the public meeting suggested that the attendees were generally accepting of the proposed
future land use categories and the related Rt. 58 and Mohawk-Hudson Bike-Hike trail improvement alternative
concepts.

Specific comments on changes needed from the presented material included the need to keep the existing drive-
way from Rt. 5§ at the Mohawk-Hudson Bike Hike Trail open for access to the property and to ensure that the
document mentioned the need to keep tall vegetation from growing to the point that it reduces visibility around
the bend in Rt. 58 at the trail crossing creating a safety concern.

Public Meeting #3 — Presentation of Study to Town Board
The final meeting for this project was a presentation of the Plan, plan concepts and recommendations to the
Town Board.
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