MEMORANDUM
TO: Genesee Transportation Council Members & Alternates
FROM: Richard Perrin, Executive Director ?.P

DATE: March 2, 2010

SUBJECT:  Proposed Resolutions 10-1, 10-2, 10-4 through 10-8, and 10-10 (Accepting
submission of reports and executive summaries as evidence of completion of
various UPWP Tasks)

The following items are provided for your consideration:

1. Proposed Council Resolution 10-1 (Accepting the report, Alternatives to Improve
Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics: Route 39/North Street/Court Street C orridor,
as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6803) and the Executive Summary of the
report.

The Village of Geneseo has completed UPWP Task 6803, Village of Geneseo Circulation
and Parking Study.

2. Proposed Council Resolution 10-2 (Accepting the report, Wyoming County No
Passing Zone Study, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6222) and the Executive
Summary of the report.

Wyoming County has completed UPWP Task 6222, Wyoming County Safe Passing Zone
Survey.

3. Proposed Council Resolution 10-4 (Accepting the executive summary, Local Update
of Census Addresses (LUCA) Appeals, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 4102)
and the Executive Summary of the project.

The Genesee/Finger Lakes Regional Planning Council has completed UPWP Task 4102,
Local Update of Census Address Appeals.

4. Proposed Council Resolution 10-5 (Accepting the executive summary, Regiona/
Traffic Count Collection, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 4370) and the
Executive Summary of the project.

GTC staff and Ontario County have completed UPWP Task 4370, Regional Traffic Count
Collection.

5. Proposed Council Resolution 10-6 (Accepting the report, Port of Rochester
Transportation Evaluation and Support Study, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task
4800) and the Executive Summary of the project.

The City of Rochester has completed UPWP Task 4800, Port of Rochester Transportation
Evaluation and Support Study.
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6. Proposed Council Resolution 10-7 (Accepting the executive summary, Overhead
Traffic Sign Visibility Upgrade Project, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6201)
and the Executive Summary of the project.

Monroe County has completed UPWP Task 6201, Monroe County Overhead Traffic Sign
Visibility Upgrade.

7. Proposed Council Resolution 10-8 (Accepting the reports, £rie Canal - Glenwood
Lake Connector Trail Feasibility Study, I-590 Bicycle/Pedestrian Bypass Feasibility Stuay,
and Lehigh Valley Corridor Acquisition and Rail-to-Trail Conversion Feasibility Study, as
evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6510) and the Executive Summaries of the
reports.

GTC staff and participating communities have completed UPWP Task 6510, Priority Trails
Advancement.

8. Proposed Council Resolution 10-10 (Accepting the report, Ontario County Fixed
Route Evaluation, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 8536) and the Executive
Summary of the report.

Ontario County has completed UPWP Task 8536, CATS Route Analysis and Service
Improvement Plan.

Proposed Resolutions 10-1 and 10-2 were reviewed and recommended for your approval by the
Planning Committee at its January 7, 2010 meeting. Proposed Resolutions 10-4, 10-5, 10-7, 10-
8, and 10-10 were reviewed and recommended for your approval by the Planning Committee at
its February 11, 2010 meeting. Proposed Resolution 10-6 was reviewed by the Planning
Committee at its February 11, 2010 and February 23, 2010 meetings and recommended for
your approval at its February 23, 2010 meeting.

Recommended Action:
Approve Resolutions 10-1, 10-2, 10-4 through 10-8, and 10-10, accepting the reports and

executive summaries as evidence of completion of UPWP Tasks 6803, 6222, 4102, 4370, 4800,
6201, 6510, and 8536, respectively.
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-1  Accepting the report, Alternatives to Improve Circulation,

Parking, Safety and Aesthetics: Route 39/North Street/Court
Street Corridor, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6803

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 6803, Village of
Geneseo Circulation and Parking Study, for the purpose of developing capital and
regulatory alternatives to improve the circulation, parking, safety, and aesthetics of NYS
Route 39 (Main Street) and the North Street/Court Street corridor within the Village and
portions of the Town of Geneseo;

Said Task included inventorying existing and projected conditions along the corridor and
in the surrounding area, assessing needs and opportunities within the study area, and
developing recommendations to promote streetscape improvements, safe intersections,
and the efficiency of the corridor for all users of the transportation system;

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the report, Alternatives to Improve
Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics: Route 39/North Street/Court Street Corridor,
which provides proposed physical improvements to the study area along with associated
costs and land use recommendations to improve safety and efficiency; and

Said report has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and has been found to be consistent with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan and worthy of further
development.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the report, Alternatives to
Improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics: Route 39/North Street/Court Street
Corridor, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6803; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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Alternatives to improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics
Route 39 / North Street / Court Street Corridor

Village of Geneseo

Executive Summary

In the fall of 2008 the Village of Geneseo engaged the team of Stuart I. Brown Associates and
LaBella Associates to develop design and regulatory alternatives to improve circulation, parking,
safety and aesthetics along the Route 39 / North Street / Court Street corridor. A steering
committee of 10 individuals representing the Village and study area stakeholders was convened and
an initial meeting was held in October 2008. Funds to complete the study were provided through
the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) administered by the Genesee Transportation Council
(GTC). The Study Area, as shown in the figure below, includes Main Street, Court Street, North
Street, and sections of Avon and Lima Roads.
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Alternatives to Improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics
Route 39 / North Street / Court Street Corridor

Village of Geneseo

Existing Conditions & Public Input

A review and evaluation of existing conditions, plans and regulations was the first task
completed by the Steering Committee. An initial and relevant finding that emerged upon review of
the data is that the Geneseo area is growing on many fronts:

¢ Population in the Geneseo Area grew by four percent between 1990 and 2000 and is
expected to grow another seven percent over the next 10 years.

* Employment in the area grew by 17 percent between 1998 and 2006.

* Building Permit activity, especially in the Village and communities adjacent to the
Village, was brisk. The Towns of Livonia, Avon and Geneseo all issued more than 100
residential building permits between 2000 and 2007.

Population, employment and housing market growth all have an impact on the generation of traffic
within the corridor.

Area commuters also placed demands on the transportation network in the corridor. Between
1980 and 2000, the number of Livingston County residents working outside the County has roughly
doubled. While two out of three Livingston County residents worked in Livingston County in 1980,
only one out of two residents worked in the County in 2000.

The impacts of traffic growth are felt primarily at the Court Street / North Street / Main Street
intersection within the corridor. The afternoon levels of service (a measurement of vehicle delay at
intersections), for the Court and North Street approaches to the intersection are failing and
accidents rates there are above the statewide average.

The Main Street / Park Street intersection, about 2,000 feet south of the Court Street / North
Street / Main Street intersection, is also failing. This intersection serves as a principal vehicular
entrance (and exit) for the State University of New York at Geneseo (SUNY Geneseo) campus from
Main Street.

Vehicular traffic in Geneseo must share the roads with a significant number of pedestrians.
More than 1/3" of Village of Geneseo residents walk to work or school. Based on actual pedestrian
counts, the majority of the pedestrians in the study area cross at the Main and Center Streets
intersection. Pedestrians also heavily use other Main Street intersections as well as Court Street
intersections. A recently completed Pedestrian Committee Report recommended the installation of
additional crosswalks and the completion of an integrated, continuous sidewalk network
throughout the community which would include connections to the emerging community trail
system.

To complement and extend the pedestrian network, Geneseo is fortunate to have an efficient
and well utilized bus system operated by the Livingston Area Transportation System (LATS).
Between 2003 and 2008, ridership on buses operated by LATS increased by more than 100,000.

Executive Summary “
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Alternatives to Improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics
Route 39 / North Street / Court Street Corridor

Village of Geneseo

Perhaps due to the impressive multi-modal network in Geneseo the demand for parking is not
critical in the Main Street business district. A survey of on street and off street parking areas
adjacent to Main Street revealed that during peak times (late morning & afternoon), there was a
healthy vacancy of approximately 30 percent. However, there were only four parking spots for
bicycles in downtown Geneseo.

Support for the multi-modal network is provided by the recently completed Comprehensive
Plan and revised Zoning regulations. Both documents reinforce the community’s desire to enhance
the multi-modal network and preserve the small town character of the community.

The small town character that the community wants to preserve is exceptional. Main Street’s
pedestrian oriented urban form is characterized by angled parking, frequent crosswalks, attractive
human scaled buildings, a fountain and a historic County Courthouse that provides northbound
Main Street travelers an attractive visual termination.

However, east of the courthouse, the condition of the North Street roadway is not acceptable.
The pavement condition in many areas is poor, exposed swales provide drainage and there are no
defined edges to the street.

A Community Workshop and Survey reinforced the findings of the existing conditions analysis.
Workshop and survey participants wanted to enhance the Village’s pedestrian network, improve
the Court/North/Main Street intersection, upgrade North Street’s condition and preserve the
character of Main Street.

Issues and Opportunities

The most significant issues and opportunities to emerge upon review of the existing conditions
and public input were:

* The need for sidewalks in the Village and Town of Geneseo on the west side of Lima
Road between Kimberly Drive and Country Club Road, on the east side of Lima starting
approximately four houses south of Volunteer Road to Country Club Road and on the
west side of Avon near the Courthouse.

e Safety, circulation and aesthetic improvements at the following intersections:

o Court St./North St./Main St.
o Center St./Bank St./Main St.
o Park St./Main St.

O Route 20A/Main St.

* Aesthetic and safety improvements (to slow down traffic) on North Street.

* Maintaining the view of the Courthouse for northbound travelers along Main Street and
the view of the Valley west along Court Street.

¢ Intersection visibility, especially on the west side of Main Street where side streets are
on aslope.

* Reducing speeds for travelers entering the Village on Lima Road

Executive Summary n
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Alternatives to Improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics
Route 39 / North Street / Court Street Corridor

Village of Geneseo

¢ Increasing lighting levels on Court Street and Main Street, especially near pedestrian
crosswalks.
¢ Opportunities to upgrade the gateways at Lima and Volunteer, Route 20A and Main

Street, and Route 63 and Court Street.

Alternatives Development for Intersections and Roadways

Prior to developing recommendations for problem intersections and roadway segments, an
analysis of potential intersection and roadway configurations was performed. Alternatives for the
Court/North/Main intersection were evaluated based on future levels of service and impacts on
safety, bicyclists, pedestrians, aesthetics and cost. Based on the intersection evaluation, two
acceptable alternatives included installation of a traffic signal and a roundabout.

Several roadway alternatives for North Street were also considered. Among the acceptable
alternatives was the expansion of the parkway (boulevard) on the south side of North Street that
did not involve any major reconstruction.

Other acceptable roadway alternatives for North Street involve the elimination of the drainage
swale with an enclosed system to facilitate the construction of a level street cross section. This
“major reconstruction” option allows several aesthetic roadway treatments that provide traffic
calming benefits. One treatment entails the installation of large parkways of equal size on both
sides of the street, while another introduces a median to the center of the roadway.

Recommendations

Recommendations to improve the circulation, parking, safety and aesthetics of the study area
were based on a careful consideration by the steering committee of the costs and benefits of each
concept. A summary of the recommended alternatives and actions are as follows:

1. Install decorative traffic signal poles and heads at the Court St./North St./Main St.
intersection, along with bump outs at two of the four corners.

2. Erect a no left turn sign for northbound vehicles on Park Street at the intersection with
Main Street to restrict turns during peak SUNY Geneseo workday departure times.

3. Construct a “hybrid” alternative roadway on North Street that would include large
parkways and a mid block section that also includes a median.

4. Install bump outs and enhanced crosswalks at all intersections on Main Street and
adjacent side streets.

5. Add pedestrian crossing signs at all intersections or key intersections on Main and Court
Street, and install pedestrian warning signs prior to pedestrian crossing areas.

6. Install sidewalks on Lima and Avon roads.

7. Add a bus stop on Center Street near Main Street.

8. Add bike racks on Center and Bank Streets near Main Street.

Executive Summaryn
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Alterngtives to Improve Circulation, Parking, Safety and Aesthetics
Route 39/ North Street / Court Street Corridor

Village of Geneseo

9. Carry out streetscape improvements on Main Street including decorative lighting and
the creation of a “pedestrian” zone around the bear fountain.

10. Reduce the speed limit on Lima between Country Club Road and Volunteer Road.

11. Increase lighting levels on Court Street.

An implementation table follows the recommendation section. The table outlines an
implementation plan over a five year period with planning level cost estimates and potential
sources of funding. The goal of the implementation table is to provide a feasible strategy tailored to
funding opportunities. In short, the recommendations in this plan, and the benefits they engender,
can be realized by the Village within a very short time frame with the cooperation of corridor
stakeholders, elected officials and funding agencies.

Executive Summam
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-2  Accepting the report, Wyoming County No Passing Zone Study,

as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6222

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 6222, Wyoming County
Safe Passing Zone Survey, for the purpose of determining the locations where safe
passing can and cannot be permitted on county roads in Wyoming County;

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the report, Wyoming County No
Passing Zone Study, which included an inventory of existing centerline striping on
Wyoming County roads and a horizontal and vertical alignment survey to determine if
additional locations should be designated “No Passing” zones, as well as the preparation
of a final report and a GIS database documenting findings; and

Said report has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and its recommendations have been found to be consistent with the
goals, objectives, and recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan and
worthy of further development.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED

That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the report, Wyoming County
No Passing Zone Study, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6222; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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Task # 6222 — No Passing Zone Study

No Passing Zone Study
Wyoming County

Executive Summary
December 2009

The Wyoming County No Passing Zone Study was undertaken to update its designated
no passing zones which were based on a nearly 20-year-old survey. The update was
needed to reflect changes to the roadways, land-use changes, and growth of foliage in
the rights-of-way subsequent to the previous survey. The project was included in the
2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program as Task #6222, not to exceed $24,000 in
contract cost and was classified as a Technical/Data Collection project.

The Scope of Work included an inventory of existing centerline striping on County roads
and a horizontal and vertical alignment survey to determine if additional locations should
be designated “No Passing” zones as well as the preparation of a final report and a GIS
database documenting findings.

Wyoming County issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) in July 2009, and proposals
were received from Mastermind Systems Inc. and POPLI Design Group. The selection
committee reviewed and ranked the proposals and Mastermind Systems Inc. was
selected as the preferred consultant. The contract was awarded in September 2009 for
an amount not to exceed $24,000.

Mastermind Systems Inc. subsequently performed the Safe Passing Zone Survey and
provided Wyoming County with the following deliverables: Four copies of the no passing
zone logs; one copy of the existing as of 9/12/09 logs; a compact disc containing
Mastermind software and blank data; and a compact disk containing the new data. The
project was completed at a total cost of $21,689.10, and the final invoice in that amount
was provided to Wyoming County on 11/15/09.

The Wyoming County Safe Passing Zone Survey will be utilized to determine whether
additional no passing zones should be designated in the county and whether existing
zones should be modified to reflect changed conditions. An updated survey will improve
traffic safety on Wyoming County roads.

Prepared by Wyoming County
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-4  Accepting the executive summary, Local Update of Census

Addresses (LUCA) Appeals, as evidence of completion of UPWP
Task 4102

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 4102, Local Update of
Census Addresses Appeals, for the purpose of appealing addresses that were not
accepted by the U.S. Census Bureau during the original LUCA submission process to
ensure the most accurate Census count for the Genesee-Finger Lakes Region;

Said Task included reviewing the lists of addresses not accepted by the U.S. Census
Bureau, determining the reason for each rejection as well as the quality and reliability of
each rejected address’s original source database, gathering county and municipal input,
and preparing a list of addresses for resubmission along with supporting proof of their
existence;

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the submission of appealed
addresses, by county, to the U.S. Census Bureau; and

Said submission has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and has been found to be consistent with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the executive summary, Loca/
Update of Census Addresses (LUCA) Appeals, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task
4102; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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# 4102 Local Update of Census Addresses Appeai

Local Update of Census Addresses (LUCA) Appealé

Executive Summary

The Local Update of Census Addresses (LUCA) program was an opportunity offered to
local governments to review the accuracy of, and make revisions to, the U.S. Census
Bureau’s Master Address Files (MAF). The MAF is used to distribute Census forms for
the decennial census. The Local Update of Census Addresses Appeals project was the
second and final phase of the LUCA program. Similar to the first phase of LUCA,
Genesee/Finger Lakes Regional Planning Council (G/FLRPC) acted as the liaison for all
participating counties and municipalities in the region. The intent of this program was to
appeal addresses that were not accepted in the original LUCA process by confirming the
existence of as many rejected addresses as possible. These addresses were then returned
to the Census Bureau with proof/evidence of their existence.

G/FLRPC received files for eight out of the nine Counties in the G-FL Region (excluding
Ontario County) on October 31* 2009. The Census Bureau originally gave reviewers 30
calendar days to complete the appeal, but later this deadline was extended to 45 days.
The Ontario County files were received November 24" 2009.

Many of the addresses submitted to the Census Bureau during the original LUCA
submission were accepted (see Table 1). It is important to note that all of the addresses
accepted were not new addresses to be added to the Census Master Address File (MAF);
many were already present in the original MAFs but were accepted as corrections.

A large number of addresses were not accepted from the first round of LUCA and were
returned to G/FLRPC with the potential to be appealed (see Table 1). These addresses
were rejected for a number of reasons. The two most common reasons were the Census
Bureau not being able to find the location of the addresses during field verification, or the
addresses did not appear to be residential properties. Some of these addresses should
have been accepted, and would later be appealed. During the first round of LUCA,
G/FLRPC chose to submit all addresses that had the potential of being accepted. The
number of rejected addresses was inflated because the Census Bureau included many
duplicate addresses in the files that were returned, which needed to be deleted because
they were not able to be appealed. The Census Bureau also included addresses in the
returned files that were deleted during address canvassing independent of the addresses
originally submitted during the first phase of LUCA (see Table 1). The Census Bureau
allowed these address deletions to be appealed during the process along with the rejected
addresses.

In order to appeal addresses, the Census Bureau required the submission of quality
address sources in order to prove that each of the addresses in question existed as
residences. Before the Census materials arrived at G/FLRPC, the original LUCA address
submission sources were reexamined to determine which were of a high enough quality
to use in an appeal and which were not. Further information was collected and submitted
to the Census in order to illustrate the strength and validity of each source. This source

Prepared by Genesee/Finger Lakes Regional Planning Council
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# 4102 Local Update of Census Addresses Appeai

information included frequency of updates, update methods, quality assurance measures,
uses of data, and inclusion of property use labels. Some sources did not have enough
information distinguishing residential addresses from other addresses, or mailing
addresses from location addresses so they could not be used as proof. The sources that
were used to file the appeal included County files such as Office of Real Property
Services files, E911 files, voter registration files, and utility files, as well as a multitude
of local municipal sources.

When the address files were received from the Census Bureau, G/FLRPC started the
review process by first formatting the files and sources of proof to be consistent with
each other. This was necessary in order to be able to use queries to compare the files.
Next, as many duplicate addresses as possible were deleted.

In order to be able to submit the maximum amount of appeals with quality proof in the
given time frame, G/FLRPC reached out to the county planning departments from across
the Region to determine if they would be interested in giving some assistance in the
process, as well as finding out if their municipalities could be involved individually.
Some counties agreed to give us assistance, as did a number of municipalities. This local
knowledge and proof that was gathered helped G/FLRPC to be able to appeal more
addresses in addition to strengthening the appeal of other addresses.

G/FLRPC then reviewed the rejected addresses as well as the addresses deleted during
canvassing and compared them to each of the address sources to determine which to
appeal. The final step in the process consisted of combining the G/FLRPC appeals and
proof with all of the local appeals done on the county and municipal levels including
local proof. The final appeals were then sent back to the Census Bureau.

Table 1 — Address Counts of Census Returned Addresses and G/FLRPC Submitted

and Appealed Addresses
Returned to G/FLRPC
Deleted-
County Submitted Accepted |Not Accepted| Canvassing Appealed
Genesee 9,503 2,714 6,779 1,790 4,489
Livingston 9,923 4,167 5,554 2,102 4,988
Monroe 32,781 13,036 19,671 12,197 16,354
Ontario 18,896 8,453 10,426 3,961 4,914
Orleans 8,611 3,385 5,154 1,168 1,706
Seneca 8,160 3,542 4,618 1,662 2,202
Wayne 7,912 3,753 4,155 2,536 2,072
Wyoming 6,558 2,224 4,330 1,599 1,225
Yates 4,331 1,144 3,154 1,214 727

Prepared by Genesee/Finger Lakes Regional Planning Council
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-5  Accepting the executive summary, Regional Traffic Count

Collection, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 4370

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 4370, Regional Traffic
Count Collection, for the purpose of obtaining current traffic volume and vehicle
classification data for non-state, federal-aid eligible roadways in the region;

Said Task included the collection of traffic volume and vehicle classification counts at
specific locations for non-state, federal-aid eligible roadways and select local roadways
in accordance with New York State Department of Transportation Traffic Monitoring
Standards as detailed in Engineering Instruction (EI 01-001);

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the collection and distribution of
traffic count data for 1,320 sites; and

Said report has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and has been found to be consistent with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED

That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the executive summary,
Regional Traffic Count Collection, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 4370; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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Regional Traffic Count Collection
(UPWP Task 4370)

Executive Summary
Objective
To obtain traffic count information for non-state, federal-aid eligible roadways and select local
roadways for the purposes of tracking long-term traffic growth and supporting transportation

decision making in the nine-county Genesee-Finger Lakes Region.

Project Approach

GTC retained Lochner Engineering with Fisher Associates (Consultant) to conduct the traffic
count program in eight counties while Ontario County conducted an in-house program and
provided GTC with their count data. The Consultant was required to meet or exceed the New
York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) Traffic Monitoring Standards as detailed in
Engineering Instruction (EI 01-001) dated January 22, 2001.

The Consultant worked with GTC and with county highway/transportation departments to
determine locations where current traffic data was needed and where traffic counters would be
placed. Counts were collected in both 2008 and 2009. NYSDOT adjustment factors were used to
determine Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT). Recounting occurred as needed at locations
where observed data was deemed invalid or did not meet the requirements of NYSDOT EI-01-
001. Machine count data was then summarized into reports showing directional traffic volume
by time of day, Average Daily Traffic (ADT), and Annual ADT (AADT), and was provided to GTC
and to county highway/transportation departments in electronic and hardcopy formats. Vehicle
Classification counts were conducted at select locations. Count site locations were provided to
GTC in GIS format.

Products

Traffic volume and vehicle classification counts at select locations were obtained for 1,320
locations. The number of count sites by County is presented below:

Genesee 134
Livingston 113
Monroe 644
Ontario 175
Qrieans 50
Seneca 42
Wayne 103
Wyoming 27
Yates 32
Total 1,320

The Regional Traffic Count Collection program resulted in updated traffic count and vehicle
classification information for non-state, federal-aid eligible roadways and select local roadways
in the Genesee-Finger Lakes Region that are in accordance with current NYSDOT Traffic
Monitoring Standards.

Prepared by Genesee Transportation Council UPWP Task 4370
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-6  Accepting the report, Port of Rochester Transportation

Evaluation and Support Study, as evidence of completion of
UPWP Task 4800

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 4800, Port of Rochester
Transportation Evaluation and Support Study, for the purpose of collecting and analyzing
a variety of transportation statistics at the Port of Rochester and surrounding residential
areas to support the associated master plan;.

Said Task included the collection of traffic counts and calculation of associated levels of
service, collection of parking occupancy and duration counts, and the development of
alternatives to improve traffic flow, circulation, and parking in the study area;

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the report, Port of Rochester
Transportation Evaluation and Support Study, which provides proposed improvements
that have been and will continue to be used as part of the redevelopment of the Port of
Rochester; and

Said report has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and has been found to be consistent with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the report, Port of Rochester
Transportation Evaluation and Support Study, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task
4800; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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Executive Summary

City of Rochester
Port of Rochester Transportation Evaluation and Support Study
(UPWP #4800)

Preface:

The Genesee Transportation Council (GTC) provided funding to the City for this study through
the Unified Planning Work Program. The study objectives were to collect and analyze
transportation statistics within a two mile radius of the Port of Rochester before and afier the
start-up of the Rochester-Toronto fast ferry service. Another study objective, to occur in year
two of the Study, was to provide early-action recommendations should any transportation
problems occur during ferry operations. Of special interest were parking, arterial traffic flow,
and neighborhood cut-through traffic.

The fast ferry began operation in June 2004 by the private firm, Canadian American
Transportation System (CATS). CATS terminated service in September 2004, and the City
purchased and operated the service from June 2005 to December 2005. During that time,
transportation statistics were collected for traffic volumes, ferry arrival/departures, parking,
pedestrians, taxis, and bicycles. Much of the study report is devoted to an analysis of these
transportation statistics and development of recommendations. However, under new mayoral
leadership, City support for the ferry service ended in January 2006.

With the cessation of ferry service, GTC approved a City request to devote the remaining study
funds to convert the 2005 traffic counts to “pre-ferry” counts in order to use them in an
Environmental Impact Statement being prepared for the Port of Rochester Master Plan.
Bergmann, the selected consultant for the Study, then devised a methodology to revise the traffic
counts accordingly. These revised counts were then incorporated into the draft final report.
Observations and recommendations were developed based on these revised counts.

Report Findings and Recommendations:

Traffic:

The report contains numerous traffic counts some of which were focused on the peak activity
periods of Wednesday evenings and Saturdays. Ten traffic count locations were selected within
a two mile radius of the Port, some of which were in the towns of Greece and Irondequoit.
However, most of the traffic counts focused on the three locations immediately adjacent to the
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Port site itself—Lake/Corrigan, Lake/Portside, and Corrigan/River. Detailed Traffic Levels of
Service were calculated for the ten intersections with most of the traffic movements operating
without problems. As expected, most traffic congestion occurred on Lake Avenue at Corrigan
and at Portside Drive—the two major exits from the Port site. However. some traffic problems
were found at Lake/Lake Ontario State Parkway and at Pattonwood/Thomas.

To address observed and anticipated congestion, it was noted that deployment of Intelligent
Transportation Systems (1TS) infrastructure, such as fixed or portable Dynamic Message Signs
(DMS) and additional CCTV camera systems, would help convey information to the traveling
public and monitor events in real-time. Also, the planned extension of River Street into the Port
site will help relieve congestion that occurs at the Lake/Corrigan and Lake/Portside intersections.
The City continues to design the River Street Extension and has obtained State Environmental
Protection Funds to extend multi-use trails and to include “green street” features into the River
Street Extension.

Parking:

General Parking

The consultant collected parking occupancy and duration counts at the six Port parking lots and
Port on-street locations over a six day period. Much of the parking capacity problems occurred
during the weekend when beach traffic is highest and when the ferry arrived in the evening. A

recommendation was made to open the former US Border Protection employee parking lot (Lot
C) to the public, which has since been implemented by the City.

Parking Lot E

One parking operational problem was found in Parking Lot E (the major parking lot north of
Corrigan Street adjacent to Ontario Beach Park). The lot was designed with two driveways
connecting to a center island (North River Street) just 25" north of Corrigan Street. All
driveways and the southbound North River Street at Corrigan are controlled by stop signs. The
short storage space between the Lot E driveways and Corrigan caused great driver confusion and
near-collisions especially during departures from special events at Ontario Beach Park. The
consultant recommends the closure of the two existing driveways with either driveway locations
further north or complete elimination of the driveways. An east-west center isle is also
recommended; however, this would eliminate many parking spaces in Lot E.

Off-Site Parking Options

The Port of Rochester Master Plan calls for redevelopment of areas that are now used for
parking. To enable this redevelopment, the consultant explored three off-site parking sites - the
Odenbacher site on Dewey Avenue just north of the Lake Ontario State Parkway (presently used
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during large special events at the Port); an old drive-in movie theater off Ling Road near
Greenleaf Road: and abandoned railroad land north of Latta Road. The latter site would require
access along the CSX railroad line servicing Russell Station. Pros and cons and cost estimates
are provided for each site. Costs range from $20,000 for the Odenbacher site to nearly $4+
million for the abandoned railroad site. This is very useful information as the City pursues
redevelopment at the Port which will likely reduce land available for public parking.

Summary:

While the original intent of the study was never realized due to the cancellation of the fast ferry
service, the Port Transportation Evaluation and Support Study did provide the City a wealth of
information on parking, traffic and pedestrian activities at the Port of Rochester. This
information can be (and has been) used by City staff and consultants as they pursue the
redevelopment of the Port of Rochester without a fast ferry service.
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-7  Accepting the executive summary, Overhead Traffic Sign

Visibility Upgrade Project, as evidence of completion of UPWP
Task 6201

WHEREAS,

The FY 2009-2010 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 6201, Monroe County
Overhead Traffic Sign Visibility Upgrade, for the purpose of inspecting and evaluating
existing overhead traffic signs on Monroe County roads and City of Rochester streets for
upgrades to improve overall visibility and legibility for all motorists, particularly the aging
population;

Said Task included evaluating all existing overhead mast arm, span wire, and rigid free
standing mounted traffic signs on City streets and Monroe County roads to determine if
these signs meet new retroreflectivity standards and current department standards for
letter size and sign location; as well as determining which signs require replacement
and/or relocation;

Said Task has been completed and will result in upgrade of 1,149 overhead signs; and
Said report has been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and has been found to be consistent with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the Long Range Transportation Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the executive summary,
Overhead Traffic Sign Visibility Upgrade Project, as evidence of completion of UPWP
Task 6201; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

THE PURPOSE OF THIS PROJECT WAS TO INSPECT AND EVALUATE ALL OF QUR EXISTING
OVERHEAD MAST ARM MOUNTED, SPAN WIRE MOUNTED OR RIGID FREE STANDING STRUCTURE
MOUNTED TRAFFIC SIGNS ON CITY STREETS AND MONROE COUNTY ROADS FOR THE PURPOSE
OF UPGRADING THESE SIGNS BY REPLACING THEM WITH SIGNS THAT HAVE A HIGHER LEVEL. OF
RETROREFLECTIVITY AND/OR INCREASED LETTER SIZE. THIS WILL PROVIDE IMPROVED
OVERALL VISIBILITY AND LEGIBILITY FOR ALL MOTORISTS, BUT PARTICULARLY FOR THE AGING
MOTORIST POPULATION.

ONCE THE INSTALLATIONS ARE COMPLETED, ALL OF OUR OVERHEAD SIGNS WILL HAVE 3M
DIAMOND GRADE 3 (DG3) SHEETING, OR 3M VIP SHEETING WHICH MEETS THE NEW
RETROREFLECTIVITY STANDARDS. IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT BASED ON ENGINEERING
JUDGEMENT, DUE TO LACK OF SPACE ON OUR MAST ARMS, AND LACK OF AVAILABLE LOAD
CAPACITY, WE HAVE DECIDED TO CONTINUE TO UTILIZE 8" LETTERS FOR OUR OVERHEAD SIGNS
IN LIEU OF THE 12" LETTERS RECOMMENDED IN THE CURRENT MANUAL OF UNIFORM TRAFFIC
CONTROL DEVICES (MUTCD).

THE METHODOLOGY USED FOR THE PROGRAM WAS AS FOLLOWS:

1. TRAFFIC ENGINEERING TECHNICIANS VISITED 360 LOCATIONS (186 MAST ARM SIGNALS,
140 SPAN WIRE SIGNALS AND 34 RIGID MOUNTS) AND DETERMINED IF ALL OF THE
EXISTING SIGNS HAVE THE HIGHER RETROREFLECTIVE SHEETING, AND MEET CURRENT
DEPARTMENT STANDARDS FOR LETTER SIZE AND SIGN LOCATION.

2. ONCE THE TECHNICIANS DETERMINED WHICH SIGNS NEEDED TO BE REPLACED,
RELOCATED, OR ADDITIONAL SIGNS INSTALLED, THEY CREATED WORK ORDERS TO
FABRICATE AND INSTALL THE NEW SIGNS, OR RELOCATE SIGNS AS NEEDED.

3. THE SIGN OPERATIONS SECTION RECEIVED THE WORK ORDERS, FABRICATED THE SIGNS,
IF NOT ALREADY IN STOCK, USING THE HIGHER VISIBILITY MATERIAL, AND SCHEDULED THE
INSTALLATION. THE SIGN OPERATIONS SECTION WILL INSTALL THEM WHEN THEIR
SCHEDULE PERMITS.

IN THIS MANNER, ALL OF OUR OVERHEAD SIGNS IN THE CITY AND COUNTY HAVE BEEN OR WILL
BE REPLACED WITH SIGNS WITH HIGHER RETROREFLECTIVITY MATERIAL. WHEN ALL IS SAID AND
DONE, 1,149 SIGNS WILL HAVE BEEN UPGRADED.

Prepared by Monroe County Department of Transportation, january 2010
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GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

RESOLUTION

Resolution 10-8  Accepting the reports, Erie Canal - Glenwood Lake Connector

Trail Feasibility Study, I-590 Bicycle/Pedestrian Bypass
Feasibility Study, and Lehigh Valley Corridor Acquisition and
Rail-to-Trail Conversion Feasibility Study, as evidence of
completion of UPWP Task 6510

WHEREAS,

The FY 2008-2009 Unified Planning Work Program includes Task 6510, Priority Trails
Advancement, for the purpose of advancing concept-level planning and design for
priority trail improvement projects identified in the Regional Trails Initiative;

Said Task has been completed and has resulted in the reports, £rie Canal - Glenwood
Lake Connector Trail Feasibility Study, I-590 Bicycle/Pedestrian Bypass Feasibility Study,
and Lehigh Valley Corridor Acquisition and Rail-to-Trail Conversion Feasibility Study,
which provide concept-level planning and design recommendations for the development
of these three trail projects identified in the Regional Trails Initiative; and

Said reports have been reviewed by GTC staff and member agencies through the GTC
committee process and their recommendations have been found to be consistent with
the goals, objectives, and recommendations of the GTC Long Range Transportation Plan
and worthy of further development.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
That the Genesee Transportation Council hereby accepts the reports, Frie Canal -
Glenwood Lake Connector Trail Feasibility Study, 1-590 Bicycle/Pedestrian Bypass
Feasibility Study, and Lehjgh Valley Corridor Acquisition and Rail-to-Trail Con version
Feasibility Study, as evidence of completion of UPWP Task 6510; and

That this resolution takes effect immediately.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned duly qualified Secretary of the Genesee Transportation Council certifies that
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting
of the Genesee Transportation Council held on March 11, 2010.

ROBERT A. TRAVER, Secretary
Genesee Transportation Council
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Overview

The Erie Canal - Glenwood Lake Connector Trail Feasibility Study is part of the 2007-2008 Priority
Trails Advancement (PTA) Program administered by the Genesee Transportation Council (GTC).
This feasibility study recommends the construction of a multi-use trail that will connect the Erie
Canalway Trail in the Village of Medina with a recently developed waterfront park along Glenwood
Lake in the Town of Ridgeway. Glenwood Lake, the northern terminus of the proposed trail, is only a
few blocks from Downtown Medina, yet residents have limited visibility and access to this scenic area.
The Erie Canalway Trail, the trail’s southern terminus, is an important east-west recreational corridor
within New York State, connecting Albany and Buffalo. The portion of Canalway Trail through
Medina links the village with Lockport, Albion, Holley, Brockport and the City of Rochester.
Approximately three-quarters of a mile in length, the study area traverses residential neighborhoods,
active and former industrial sites, and forested land along Glenwood Lake. The greatest physical
challenge to overcome within the study area is traversing the steep banks of the lake’s shoreline and
the small coves on the western edge of the lake.

To increase the probability that the Erie Canal - Glenwood Lake Connector Trail (hereafter
“Glenwood Lake Trail”) comes to fruition, this Executive Summary is intended to provide potential
funding applicants with a framework for utilization in future grant and funding applications. This
section generally relates to the criteria required for federal Transportation Enhancements Program
(TEP) funding. While by no means a complete application, the Executive Summary should provide
guidance on the main points to highlight in future funding acquisition attempts by community
leaders and project champions.

Community Support & Participation

In 2008, the Glenwood Lake Commission, a non-profit group seeking the establishment of a greenway
system along the Oak Orchard River, partnered with the Town of Ridgeway to create a Steering
Committee to oversee the development of a Feasibility Study for the Glenwood Lake Trail. The
steering committee included Village, Town, and State representatives as well as other local
stakeholders and interested residents. The level of community support provided by these individuals
and the organizations they represent will assist in the development of this and future trails by
leveraging construction funding with the donation of materials, labor, and sweat-equity.

The project planning consultants hired to assist with trail planning, trail design, and public
participation components of the project devoted significant time and resources to involving the public
in the decision-making and information exchange process. This included two public meetings, several
steering committee meetings, and several informal conversations with landowners and stakeholders.
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Close coordination between the steering committee and the public resulted in the selection of a
preferred alternative that had the highest levels of feasibility and consensus among project
participants. It should be noted that two private landowners adjacent to the preferred trail alignment
expressed significant concerns about the location of the trail along Glenwood Lake. Should the
community proceed with the project, the final design should strive to mitigate those concerns.

Enhancement of the Environment

Trail alignment alternatives were identified and evaluated according to several criteria, including:
types of trail users, connectivity, safety, physical constraints, and potential impacts to surroundings.
The preferred trail alignment selected, as shown on Map 5, balances these criteria along with
consideration of cost-effectiveness, direct routing, sensitivity to neighbors, and timely completion.
The preferred alignment provides access for trail users to portions of Glenwood Lake that currently
lack convenient access, including Village-owned lands along the shoreline. To minimize shoreline
and landowner impacts in one particular area, the trail will cross a cove of Glenwood Lake via a
pedestrian bridge. This will provide trail users with the opportunity to be surrounded by water and
experience Glenwood Lake as never before. By improving public access to the lake and other
important natural resources, it is likely that an increased level of conservation, preservation,
education, and participation will ensue to protect these valuable community assets. Furthermore, by
improving Village residents’ appreciation for their community and surroundings, the trail can
potentially foster an increased sense of pride that can be leveraged for continued community
revitalization initiatives.

The connection of Downtown Medina with Glenwood Lake Town Park will serve as an important
enhancement to the quality of life enjoyed by residents, visitors, and those employed in the area. Itis
anticipated that moderate economic development potential exists, resulting from increased visitation
by canal boaters and Canalway Trail users from the surrounding region that will stop to explore
Glenwood Lake and Medina. Furthermore, the connection of Lions Park, Gulf Street Park, and
Glenwood Lake Town Park via a bicycle/pedestrian safe route will enhance the safety and
marketability of Medina and Ridgeway as family-friendly communities that value recreation and
sustainable transportation choices.

Enhancement of the Transportation System

The preferred alignment for the Glenwood Lake Connector Trail consists of the A1 and B1 alternative
segments, as shown on Map 4 and consolidated on Map 5. Although initial analysis of the Study Area
broke the trail into two distinct segments, it is recommended that construction take place in a single
phase. The first segment, from Lions Park on the Erie Canal to Gulf Street Park, is considered
extremely feasible from a cost, landowner, and physical constraints perspective. The second segment,
beginning at Gulf Street Park and connecting to Glenwood Lake Town Park, is likely to come at an
increased cost due to the recommended construction of a pedestrian bridge.
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The Erie Canalway Trail is a highly traveled corridor and center of walking, bicycling and boating
activity in the area. Glenwood Lake Town Park is one of the few opportunities for public access to
Glenwood Lake due to the landholdings of Brookfield Power that circumnavigate the man-made body
of water. Currently, this park is only accessible via on-road walking/bicycling or by automobile. A
potential trail connection between activity centers at the Erie Canal and the Village of Medina to
Glenwood Lake will increase non-motorized recreational options for residents.  Although the
preferred alignment is just under one mile in length, it represents a significant opportunity to link the
community’s primary destinations.

Relationship to Existing Plans & Smart Growth

The development of the Glenwood Lake Connector Trail is consistent with the local comprehensive
plan which calls for improved connectivity along the Oak Orchard River corridor and the expansion
of recreational and non-motorized transportation opportunities. The Erie Canal Recreationway Plan
and the National Park Service Erie Canalway National Heritage Corridor support enhancing the
linkage and connectivity of the canal to corridor communities such as Medina and Ridgeway.
Additionally, development of this Study has been spearheaded by community members in an effort to
improve connectivity and promote the development of a walkable and family-friendly recreational
corridor along the Oak Orchard River and through the Village of Medina.

Projected Cost

The construction of the preferred alignment of the Glenwood Lake Trail includes the addition of 1,800
linear feet of stone dust trail, four trailheads with parking and kiosks, various signage along the trail,
and a 220-foot long pedestrian bridge. Approximately 1,900 linear feet of the trail will be placed onto
the existing street and sidewalk system, leveraging existing infrastructure investments where
possible. The planning-level engineer’s estimate of probable cost for these elements in 2009 dollars is
$2.2 million, which includes increases for contingency (25 percent), engineering (25 percent), and
construction management (15 percent) fees. It is estimated that the pedestrian bridge accounts for
$880,000 of this total. The overall cost could be lower with the donation of time, materials and sweat-
equity labor by area residents and project champions. More accurate estimates of cost would be
developed when the project moves into detailed design.

Conclusion

The Glenwood Lake Connector Trail represents a significant opportunity for the residents of
Ridgeway and Medina to improve their non-motorized transportation alternatives and provide an
enhanced level of choice in their recreational activities. The preferred alternative provides the greatest
level of connectivity, improved safety, and quality of life enhancements at the lowest cost to residents.
Moving forward, project success will hinge upon the continued cooperation of the Town of Ridgeway
and Village of Medina, and the involvement of project stalwarts that are determined and committed
to seeing this project to its fruition.
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