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I EXECUTIVE[SUMMARY

The[purpose[pf[this[btudy[Js[to[ provide[the[Village[bf[Pittsford[and[the[TTowns[pf[ Pittsford,
Perinton[Jand[JVictor,[Jin[Jcooperation[Jwith[Jjthe[JGenesee[JTransportation[JCouncil[J(GTC),[Ja
feasibility[§tudy[for[@[nultifuse[drailfoute[That[primarily[Utilizes[the[@bandoned[3egment[dfihe
Auburn[@nd[Rochester[failroad[line,[including[[dlesign[@nd[¢onstruction[¢ost[¢stimate.

The[§tudy[involved[@n[@nalysis[df:

o the[éxisting[¢haracteristics[bf[ihe[former[tail[¢orridor;

o the[presentation[pf[potential[hlignments[hnd[Jeatures[to[the[btakeholderJCommittee
and[public;

o the[integration[f[feedback[into[the[preliminary[dlesign;[and,

o the[¢reation[df[@[¢omprehensive[guide[Jor[future[development[dffa[multiflise[Frail.

The[physicallhAnd[Environmental[httributes[bf[the[project[hrea[and[A[preliminary[tonceptual
design[Jare[Joutlined[Jin[Jthis[Jfinal(Jreport.[JVarious[Jfeasible[Jalternatives[Jare[Jpresented[ifor
connections[hround[Heveloped[portions[pf[the[forridor[prhcross[najor[barriersJthe[fanal,
roadways,[etc.).[TOverall,[the[hbandoned[torridor[provides[k[ood[ppportunity[for[h[hon[]
motorized[fransportation[link[between[the[adjoining@owns[and[Yillage[ds[vell[@s[Ho[dther[Trail
systems[@nd[tecreational[@nd[¢ultural[facilities.

| INTRODUCTION

The[Auburn[hnd[Rochester[Jailroad[Jvas[jncorporated[Jn[J1 836, Junning[from[Auburn,[New
York[Jthrough[JSeneca[JFalls,[JWaterloo,[JGeneva,[Vienna[J(now[Jcalled[JPhelps),[IManchester,
Canandaigua,[Jand[}Victor[Jto[JRochester[J(Figure[J1)'.JIn[]1850,Jthe[JAuburn[Jand[JRochester
consolidated[with[Auburn[and[Byracuse[Railroad[and[pecame[the[Byracuse[and[Rochester
Railroad.[TIn[] 853, [&lI@he[tailroads[¢onnecting[Albany[@and[Buffalo[fvere[¢onsolidated[into[the
New[York[Central[Railroad.

The[JFinger[JLakes[]JRailway[]Corporation[Jcontinues[Jto[Juse[]118[Jmiles[Jof[Jthe[JAuburn[Jand
RochesterfJline[Jfor[Jthe[Jshipment[Jof[Jpaper,[Jglass,steel,[fertilizer,Jand[JotherJcommodities
between[$olvay[dand[Canandaigua[@nd[between[Himrod[Junction[@nd[Watkins[Clen.

'[Railroad[&[Trolley[Lines[df[Geneva, INY. [T ext[df@decture[byBudFmith[or[The[Geneva[Historical
Society,[2[07[B9. http://fglk.railfan.net/history.html

1
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Figure[] :[Auburn[@and[Rochester[Railroad[Line

Figures2,[3,[dnd[B[Through[®[3how[The[prospective[frail[toute.

The[length[bfthe[Auburn[torridor[Within[the[$tudy[@realis[approximately[B[miles.[T#.7[niles
occur[Within[the[Town[df[Pittsford, [dpproximately[dne[ile[lies[Wvithin[the[Village[dfPittsford,
two[tenths[pf[h[mile[pccurs[vithin[the[TTown[bf[Perinton,[and[pproximately[fwo[iles[fall
within[ihe[Town[df[Victor.

The[Tight[dfvay[{IROW)[Wwidth[yaries[throughoutits[length, @rom[&pproximately[BO[Teet[t[its
narrowest[ o[ hpproximately[ROO[pr[more[feet[ht[Jts[jvidest.[TThe[fable[below[Indicates[the
approximate[ROW[Yvidths[vithin[fhe[§tudy[drea:

Auburn[line[Corridor[$egment ROW[Width
French[Rd.[fo[North[Main[$t./SR[31 501300’
North[Main[$t./SR[3 1[Ho[$tate[Jt. 50’
State[$t./SR[B 1[{o[Erie[Canal/efferson[Rd. 50"o[71 60’
Jefferson[Rd.[fo[Mill[Rd. 30"[{o[60’
Along[Mill[Rd. 5035’
Thornell[Rd.[fo[Fast[$t. 40'[Ho[] 00’
East[$t.[lo[Railroad[Mills[Rd. 80'[Io[7100’
Railroad[Mills[Rd.[Ho[Woolston[Rd. 36'[1o[BO’
Along[Railroad[Mills[Rd. T00'[H250"+
Probst[Rd.[fo[Main[$t.[Fishers 100"+
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The[dverall[dbjectives[df[This[3tudy[jvere[fo:

Develop[@n[inventory[df[éxisting[physical[¢onditions[df[the[¢orridor;

Conduct[] limited[] traffic[] assessment[] for[] all[] relevant[] roads[] and[] recommend
accommodationsf]for[Jat[grade[]trail[Jcrossings,[Jincluding[Jsight[]line[Jimprovements,
crosswalk[inarkings, [3ignage,[ighting[@and[dther[heeded[dr{uggested[ireatments;

Develop[@nd[¢valuate[feasible[bridge[alternatives[for{¢rossingihe[Erie[Canal;

Evaluate[the[¢ollapsedhistoric[$tone[arch[tulvert[dver[lrondequoit[Creek[@nd[identify
maintenance[] improvements[] and/or[] modifications[] necessary[] to[] ensure[] safe
accommodation[df[the[proposed[irail[pver[ihe[¢ulvert;

Incorporate[Jrecommendations[Jof[the[ktudy[IStakeholder[JCommittee[Jand[Jothers, [Jas
needed;

Provide[itemized[¢ost[¢stimates[for[tecommended[improvements[and[@menities;[&nd

Identify[bpecificChnd[hchievable[follow[Up[hctivities[that[kre[heeded[Jo[hdvance[the
findings[hnd[Jecommendations[pf[the[feasibility[$tudy,[Including[ potential[$ources[pf
funding[@nd[preferred[3trategies[fo[¢onduct{ihese[follow[bn[dctivities.

SITE[ANALYSIS

A.land[Uses

Rochester[{Gas[and[Electric(IRG&E)[bwns[the[former[tailway[forridor, [but[turrently[bccupies
only[portions[pf{Jtvith[pverhead[transmission[Jines.[TTThe[Monroe[{County[Water[Authority
(MCWA)[bccupies[h[portion[pf[the[forridor[vithin[the[Town[bfPittsfordJnvith[R[R0"[Ivater
main.[J[JThe[Jpredominant[Jland[Juses[Jadjacent[Jto[Jand[Jsurrounding[Jthe[Jrail[Jcorridor[Jare
presented[in[Figure[#,[aJand[lise[inap[dfthe[$tudy[@rea@nd[Table[d [below.[The[ajority[df
adjacent[Jland[Juses[Jare[Jsingle[Jfamily[Jresidential[Jand[Jagricultural/open[Jspace.[J[JRoadway
crossings[are[ummarized[in[Table[2.

Table[]:[1and[Uses[Adjacent[To[and[$urrounding[the[Rail[Corridor

Municipality Land[Uses

Town[df[Pittsford[] | Residential [Agricultural [Parks/Open[$pace, [Recreation[&[Commercial

Village[df[Pittsford[] | Commercial [Residential [Community[$ervices,[Parks

Town[df[Perinton[] | Residential[@nd[Parks

Town[df[Victor Residential [Community[$ervices,[Parkland[@nd[Vacant

B.[Physical[Attributes

For{Jpurposes[Jof{Jthis[Jstudy,[Jthe[Jtrail[Jhas[Jbeen[]divided[Jinto[Jthe[Jfollowing[Jsix[Jsegments
irrespective[Jof[Jany[Jmunicipal[Jboundaries.[JIThe[Jcost[Jestimate[Jin[ISection[]VI,[Thowever,[Jis
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organized[by[iunicipality.[[Refer[fo[Figures[b[through[P[Horinore[dletailed[information[dn[the
corridor[@nd[ddjacent[properties.

Clover[$treet[(Brighton[Town[Line)do[French[Road;
French[Road[fo[$choen[Place/Village[df[Pittsford;
Schoen[Place[fo[Erie[Canal;
Erie[Canal[lo[Mill[Road;
Mill[Road[fo[Woolston[Road;[&nd,
Woolston[Road[{o[Main[$treet,[Fishers

Clover[$treet[({Brighton[Town[Line)[{o[French[Road

This[$ection[df[the[trail[Was[broken[put[and[$tudied[in[hdvance
offthe[temainder[bf[the[¢orridor{flue[fo[impending[dlevelopment
pressures[Jalong[JMonroe[JAvenue.[J[JThe[JTown[Jof[JPittsford[Jis
currently[working[with[Jeach[Jproperty[owner{}o[Jectify[xisting
encroachments[@nd[fo[dbtain[@ny[heeded[¢asements[for[the[rail
through[] any[] new[] or[] redevelopment[] proposals[] along[] the
corridor.

French[Road[lo[$choen[Place/Village[df[ Pittsford

This[kegment[pfThe[Auburn[forridorJs[hlready[Hesignated[hnd
maintained[Jas[Ja[Jtrail[Jby[Jthe[JTown[Jof[JPittsford.[JOThe[JROW
crossing[df[French[Road[is[at[a[3kew[but[Visibility[is[good[{or[the
trail[¢rossing.[French[Road,[&[iwo[lane[toadway, [is[posted[&t[BO
mph.

This[3egment[bf[the[torridor[{south[bf[French[Road)[has[a[b [’
wide[kleared[grass[hnd[kinder[}rail. [TAn[RG&E[Jpower[Jine[pn
wooden[poles[Juns[parallel[to[the[Frail[pn[the[horth[$ide.[TTThe
ROWI[Js[bordered[by[kingle[family[fesidences[}o[the[hortheast
and[] multiffamily[] and[] industrial[] lands[] to[] the[] southwest.
Vegetative[tover[Yaries[from[¢lense[$hrub[fo[3emi[ppen[ivooded
cover,[h[Histinct[fontrast[to[the[Jery[Heveloped[hearby[Monroe
Avenue[Jorridor.[THeading[kouth[Rlong[the[Tcorridor, [ kigned
trail$pur[pccurs[toughly[at[the[Village[df[Pittsford[boundary[&nd
heads[$outherly[through[Village[df[Pittsford[Jands[&nd[uiltimately
to[the[Canalway[Trail.[[Beyond[ihe[3pur,[the[drail[passes[the[tear
offJmasonry,[]1[$tory[]storage[]rental[Jfacility[Jstructures[Jand[Jis
delineated[by[a[3plit[tail[fence[ds[it[ferminates[into[&[parking[lot
at[the[end[bf[Grove[btreet.[[The[ROW[is[lindetectable[{intil[the
other[kide[Jof([North[[Main[IStreet.[TTThe[Jonly[Jindication[Jof[lthe

@[Del[Monte[lodge
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former[Jrailroad[JROW[Jis[Jevidenced[Jby[Jthe[JConrail[Joverpass
above[the[Del[Monte[l odge[parking[lot.

South[f[the[Conrail[dverpass,[the[ROWIis[bccupied[by[d[tecent
addition[To[The[IDelMonte[JLodge.[TIAcross[North[Main[Street
(State[Route[B1)[the[ROW[Forridor[has[been[Jandscaped[jvith
turffand[&[plantedberm.[[Beyond[the[berm,[The[failroad[ROWI[is
paved[Jor[Jgraveled[Jand[Jutilized[Jas[Ja[Jparking[Jlot[Jand[Jservice
access[]for[]the[]businesses[] of[]Schoen[] Place[]and[] Northfield - '
Commons.[in[§omefareas[the[Wooden[Ties[still[xist.

Schoen[Place[{o[Erie[Canal

Southeast[df[the[Northfield[Commons[adjacent[fo[$choen[Place,
the[Jrailroad[JROW[Jpasses[Jbetween[Jthe[Jrear[Jof[Jsingle[Jfamily
residences[that[front[Jon[State[ Street[JState[ Route[ 3 1) Jand[ the
Zornow([Jfarm,[Jto[Jits[Jintersection[Jwith[JState[JRoute[]3 1.[J[JThis
segment[ofthe[ROWI[js[hilly[Jand[Jgenerally[klopes[Jdownward
towards[JState[JStreet/SR.[131.[TTThis[two[lane[with[Jwide[Jpaved
shoulders[kection[Jof[State[IStreet[just[leastJof[kthe[Village/Town
boundary[Jis[Jposted[Jat[}45Jmph[with[Jan[Javerage[]daily[Jtraffic
(ADT)[bf]1 6,000[Fars.[TCGood[$ight[Histance[exists[both[gastand
west[dlong[btate[treet[at[this[point.[TAcross[btate[btreet/SR.[BT,
passing[3outh[pf[the[Mitchell[Road[@pen[$pace[lands,[@[{urff@nd
cinder[Jtrail[Jwithin[Jthe[JROW[]corridor[Jextends[Jsouth[Jto[Jthe
Canalway[Trail [IThis[irail[3egment[is[harrow[{one[fo[fwo[person
wide[] in[] some[] sections)[] and[] tightly[] enclosed[] with[] shrub
understory[@nd[inature[hardwoods.

The[hext[ht[grade[Joadway[Frossing[bccurs[at[Mitchell[Road,[&
narrow, [fwo[lane[foadway[jwith[ho[khoulders[pr{fidewalks.[TAt

Mitchell[Road, [Frail[&ccess[is[¢ontrolled[by[dignage[@nd[@n[dccess
gate[nd[bollards.[TTThe[krossing[Js[klso[Helineated[ by h[vhite
stripe[Jcrosswalk.[J[Visibility[Jis[JexcellentJas[JMitchell[JRoad[Jis
straightCand[flat.[TTThe[posted[peedJimit[Js[R 5[mph.[THouth[pf
Mitchell[Road[the[furf[@nd[¢inderirail[passes[by[the[tear[yards[df
homes[that[front[pn[Meadow[Cove[Road[lintil[jts[fermination[at
the[JCanalway[]Trail.[JJThe[JMonroe[]County[JWater[JAuthority
(MCWA)[J occupies[] the[] ROW[] with[] a[] 20[inch[] water[] main
(underground)[from[Mitchell[Road[3outh[fo[Jefferson[Road.[The
former[Jrailroad[ROW/[ontinues[kouth[lacross[ the[lcanal[and[Js
evidenced[by[The[femaining[hbutment[jvalls[flanking[both[$ides
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of(the[kanal[hnd[The[kentral[btone[pier[that[pnce[bupported[h
railroad[bridge[3panningihe[¢anal.

Erie[Canal[lo[Mill[Road

On[the[kouth[kide[pf[the[kanal [the[ROW[fkontinues[from[the
abutment[wall[Jin[Ja[southeast[Jdirection[Jacross[Jefferson[Road.
Where[the[ROW/[{rosses, [Jefferson[Road[is[&[fwo[lane[foadway
with[paved[$houlders.[TEast[pf[the[ROW,[the[posted[3peed[limit
is[b5[nph.[[West[dfihe[ROW, [the[posted[3peed[limit[is[#0[mph
as[Jtltheads[Into[the[Jillage.[TTThe[AD T[for[Jefferson[Road[dn[this
area[]is[]16,180.[[The[Jtraffic[Jvolumes[Jare[Jboth[Jsteady[Jand
significant[throughout{The[Hay[From[¥[h.m.[Fo[B[p.m.[hveraging
about[],200[motor[Yehicles[per[hour.

A ear[yard[dn[East$

South[] of[] Jefferson[] Road,[] the[] ROW[] runs[] parallel[J to[Jand
immediately[¢ast[pf[Knickerbocker[Road, [then[¢ontinues[ioughly
parallel[Jto[JEast[IStreet[Yo[Jits[leastTand[he[Knickerbocker[JFarm
immediately[fo[its[vest.[TJust[$outh[bfJefferson[Road[tThe[ROW
rises[Jin[Jelevation[Jrather[Jsteeply,[Jthen[Jflattens[Jas[Jit[Jparallels
Knickerbocker[JRoad.[TTThe[ROW[Js[vegetated[with[Junderstory
and[immature[forest,[then[fransitions[into[¢leared[lawn[hrea[hs[it
passes[through[the[tear[yards[df[houses[fronting[dn[The[Ivest[dide
of[Fast[$treet.[[Within[this[&rea, [The[ROW is[located[¢lose[to[the
homes[and[Fonsists[pflawn,[$wale,[and[a[$teep[$lope[thatltises
to[fhe[West[foward[fhe[Knickerbocker[Farm.

4 RearfYauddn

The[[ROW[continues[ south[Tto[its[fintersection[with[Mill[JRoad.
Ground[tover[Yaries[from[voods[fo[ planted[field[nd[meadow,
offering[Very[$cenic[Views.[TThe[xisting[Hirt and[Frass[burfaced
trail[ccupies[the[ROW[Irom[just[3outh[fJefferson[Road[fo[Mill
Road.[TTThe[MCWA[Joccupies[the[ROW[with[[R0[Inch[jvater
main[Junderground).[ITMill[Road[Is[&[harrow,[fwo[lane[foadway
with[inimal[gravel[$houlders.[[The[ROW[¢rossing[at[Mill[Road
occurs[pn[h[furved[bection[pfJoadway[that[Tnay[Jimit[Visibility
for[horthbound[¢rossings.

Mill[Road[{o[Woolston[Road

South[pf[the[Mill[Road[frossing,[the[ROWI[fontinues[hnd[Juns
parallel[to[Mill[Road[hlong[jts[kastern[fedge.[TTThe[kigned[hnd
designated[grass[$urfacedFrail[pccurs[Within[thelROW[from[the
Mill[Road[frossing[to[R[point[Just[horth[pf the[Millwood[{ourt
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neighborhood,[Jvhere[JtFerminates[ht[The[kastern[ROW[ D Mill
Road.[JJTheJROW[Jcorridor[Jthen[Jcontinues[Jsouth[Jalong[Jthe
eastern$ide[pf[Mill[Road[to[dts[Intersection[With[Thornell[Road.
Along[] this[]section[JofJROW,[Jsome[]encroachment[]into[Jthe
corridor[With[Jandscaping[and[fencing[has[pccurred.[TThelittle[]
known[Jexisting[JtrailJmeanders[Jon[Jand[Joff[jthe[Jrailroad/RG&E
ROWI[]into[Jthe[Jroad[JROW.[[JA[J20[inch[Jwater[Jmain[Jshares
portions[bf[the[ROW[torridor[Junderground)from[Mill[Road[to
approximately[Cedarwood[Circle.

Thornell[JRoad[Jis[Ja[Jtwo[lane[Jroadway[jwith[Ja[Jminimal[Jpaved
shoulder,[and[@[posted[3peed[limit[df[B 5[mph.[[Thornell[Road[is
relatively[level[@nd[ffers[$ufficient[3ight[¢listance[for[an[&t[grade
crossing.[T[On[the[3outh§ide[df Thornell[Road, [the[tailroad[ROW
continues[Jsouth[Jto[JLaDue[]Circle,[Ja[Jprivate[Jdrive[jthat[Jfronts
directly[pnto[Fast[btreet.[TT he[kxisting[Frail[along[this[$ection[bf
ROWT[Forridor[passes[through[R[ivooded[&nd[Hense[linderstory
area.[TTThe[kxisting[bigned[Frail[ferminates[ht[the[paved[1aDue
Circle[private[dlrive.[The[private[drive[follows[The[ROW[¢orridor
to[Jts[Intersection[vith[East[btreet.[TAt[This[point,[Fast[btreet[is[a
two[lane[Joadway[With[paved[khoulders.[TAn[Existing[ht[grade
striped[hnd[kigned[kchool[krossing[bccurs[n[the[Vicinity[pfthe
corridor[crossing.[TEast[Street[Js[flatThnd[Jevelwith[good[bight
distance[dnd[thas[&[3 5[mph[posted[3peed[limit.

Across[Fast[$treet[Theading[§outhwesterly)[the[¢orridorvidens[fo Wi%hgdé@@W@anﬁ
approximately[]70[]feet[Jand[Jis[] partially[Joccupied[Jby[JRG&E Tl Wiar s
overhead[Jtransmission[]lines[Jalong[Jthe[Jwestern[]side[Jand[]a
transformer{3ubstation.[TATIMCWA[1 2[inch[ater[inain[is[Jocated
on[the[gastern[$ide[bf[the[ROW[from[Fast[btreet[{underground)
south[Jto[Japproximately[JPark[JRoad.[TIThe[widened[Jcorridor{Jis
cleared[Jand[Jprimarily[Jlawn/meadow[Jwith[Jsome[Jcinder[Jbase.
Trees[hnd[linderstory[are[limited[Fo[the[fast and[vest[dges[ bf
the[ROW.[TTThe[widened[ROW[kection[ferminates[ ht[Railroad
Mills[JRoad[dwhere[Jit[Jobliquely[jcrosses[Jthe[Jroadway.[JRailroad

Mills[Road[is[&[lat,[fwo[lane[toadway[With[paved[3houlders[and Nar"ﬁﬂﬁxﬁd;
good[kight[Jdistance[Jfor[Ja[Jpotential[at[grade[krailcrossing.[T]its
posted[3peed[limit[is[3 5[inph.

The[Pverhead[Electric[fransmission[Jines[ continue[ kouth[across
Railroad[Mills[Road[pccupying[the[¢orridor, [Which[is[teduced[o
approximately[BO[feet[jvide[Jor[nost[pfJts[Jength[fo[Woolston
Road.[[hongfthis[3ection[df[¢orridor, [The[tear[yards[df[fesidences
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fronting[JRailroad[JMills[JRoad[]border[Jthe[Jwest[Jside,[Jand[Jthe
topography[Jdrops[Joff[Jsignificantly[Jon[Jthe[Jeast[Jside[Jwhere[Ja
tributary[Jto[JIrondequoit[JCreek[Jcrosses[Junder{Jthe[Jas[Jit[Jdrains
easterly[]into[]Power[JMills[] Park.[J[J Continuing[Jsoutherly,[Jthe

corridor[widens[gain[to[approximately[7 O[Feet[s[jt[Jntersects
Woolston[Road.

Woolston[Road[Is[&[level,[two[lane[toadway[Ivith[ho[$houlders
and[has[[Jposted[peeddimitTof[B350mph.[ISight[distance[for
crossing[Js[good[fo[the[horthwest,[but[$omewhat[Jimited[to[the
southeast{dlue[fo[@bend[in[ihe[foad[@nd[toadside[Vegetation.

Woolston[Road[{o[Main[$treet[Fishers

Continuing[koutherly,[the[Torridor[frosses[Woolston[Road[hnd
runs[parallel[and[¢ast[df[Railroad[Mills[Road.[[The[ROW[Jvidens
to[hpproximately[J1 00[feet[Jvide[hnd[Encompasses[the[foadway
to[Jits[Jintersection[Jwith[JProbst[JRoad.[TIOverhead[electric[Jines
occupy[the[¢orridordn[The[¢ast[dide[df[Railroad[MillsfRoad.[[The
corridor’s[] topography(] varies[] from[] the[] roadway,[] rising[] in
elevation[heading[boutherly[from[Woolston[Road.[TFections[bf
the[ROW[still[have[stone[ballast[butall[iracks[and[lies[have[been
removed.[] [] This[] segment[] of[] Railroad[] Mills[] Road[] is[] less
developed,[And[ost[bf[the[tesidential[Hevelopment[Hccurs[pn
the[West[$ide[pf[the[foad.[[Between[Woolston[Road[&nd[Probst
Road,[the[Torridor[krosses[from[the[TTown[bf[Pittsford[jnto[the
southwest[Jcorner[Jof[Jthe[JTown[Jof[JPerinton[Jfor[Ja[Jvery[Jshort
distance,[and[then[into[the[Town[df[Victor.[TWhile[in[the[Town
of{Perinton,[the[¢orridor[is[$eparated[from[Powder[Mills[Park[by
one[Jot[J@approximately[]1 56[feet[Jat[Jits[JnarrowestJpoint).[TJust
before[Jthe[Jintersection[Jwith[JProbst[JRoad, [the[Jcorridor{Jpasses
property[dflthe[Burroughs[Audubon[Nature[Club.[TThis[property
sits(vell[below[the[Forridor, vith[R[bteep[Hrop[dff[(pccurring[ht
the[Jedge[Jof[ithe[[ROW[Jwhere[Jmeandering[Jlrondequoit[JCreek
flows[hortherly.

At[its[Intersection[with[Probst[Road, [the[¢orridor[¢ontinues[3outh
through[lindeveloped[land.[[Probst[Road[is[&[level,[harrow, [fwo[]
lane[foadway[Wvith[ho[$houlders.[TAdequate[3ight[¢listance[xists
at[this[intersection[for[&[foad[¢rossing.

South[of[Probst[Road, [the[Jcorridor[jis[Joccupied[by[hFturf[land
cinder{footpath[aintained[by[the[Victor[Hiking[Trails[s[vell[&s
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an[ccess[toad[Jor[RCG&E.[[This[3ection[[ROW[passes[adjacent
to[Jwetlands[Jand[Jmeandering[Jportions[Jof[JIrondequoit[JCreek.
Ground[] cover[] varies[] from[] open[] meadow(] to[] scrub/shrub
wetland,[To[Jorest.[TIGenerally,[the[ROW[Js[klevated[from[the
surrounding[land[@long[this[3ection[df[¢orridor.

Irondequoit[Creek, [&s[it[meanders[horth,[passes[linder[ihe[ROW

corridor[In[iwo[hreas[horth[bf[][PO[Via[$tone[arch[ulverts.[[The
northerly[Jstone[Jarch[Jculvert[Jhas[Jcollapsed[Jand[Jis[in[Ineed[Jof
repair[Jf(the[forridor{Js[fo[be[ltilized[For[R[Grail.[TTThe[outherly
stonefJarch[Jculvert{Js[jin[good[Tondition[rnd[khows[ho[kign[of

failure.

The[Jcorridor[Jintersects[]Fisher[JRoad[Jjust[Jnorth[Jof{Jthe[J PO
overpass.[TFisher[Road[Js[k[Fwo[lane[foadway[{vith[ho/minimal
shoulders[and[&[posted[3peeddimit[df[B5[nph.[MIn[the[Yicinity[df
the[ROWI[¢rossing,[Fisher[Road[is[telatively[level[vith[good[3ight
distance.[]South[Jof[JFisher[JRoad,[Jthe[Jcorridor[Jcontinues[Jand
passes[linderneath[I[PO[yia[an[gxisting[tunnel.[[The[tondition[df
the[funnel[lappears[to[be[good[hlthough[ho[formal[jnspection
was[Jmade.[J0South[Jof(JI[PO, [fthe[Jexisting[fturf{Jand[Icinder[Jtrail
continues[]on[]the[]ROW[] corridor[] to[]its[]termination[]at[Jthe
intersection[df{Mill[btreetfand[Main[$treetFishers[i{County[Road
42).[00County[JRoad[J42[Jis[Ja[Jtwo[lane[Jroadway[Jwith[Jpaved
shoulders[and[R[posted[peed[Jimit[of[B50mph.[TIn[this[krea,
County[JRoad[]42[Jisrelatively[JflatJand[JoffersJadequate[Jsight
distance[for[@n[dt[grade[¢rossing.

C.[[Environmental[Attributes

All[transportation[Jprojects[Jmust[be[Jplanned[Jand[ldeveloped[with[careful[Jconsideration[Jo
possible[]Jenvironmental[]effects[Jand[Jin[Jaccordance[Jwith[Japplicable[] State[Jand[] Federal
environmental[Jaws[&nd[tegulations.[[An[initial[¢ursory[inventory[Was[¢onducted[fo[dletermine
potentially[kignificant[Jenvironmental[Jissues.[The[following[kection[summarizes[Jpreliminary

findings.
1. Wetlands

Figures[J1 0[through[1l 3[Indicate[Mapped[ivetlands[vithin[the[$tudy[hrea.[TThe[forridor
passes[] through(] or[] adjacent[] to[] three[] mapped[] New[] York[] State[] Department[] of
Environmental[Conservation[[NYSDEC)[Wetlands[§outh[df[ihe[Erie[Canal:[[IPTOI 5,[PT 6,
and[PR! 7.[TVarious[federally[tegulated[Jvetlands[hlso[bccur[hdjacent[Fo[the[forridor.
During[]field[J visits,[Jthe[] presence[] off] the[] mapped[] wetland[] areas[] were[]generally
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confirmed.[TIt[$hould[be[hoted,[however,[the[actual[former[tail[bed[is[klevatedhigher
than[3urrounding[adjacent[lands[@and[ho[Ivetland[dreas[Were[dbserved[To[dccurWithin[dr

across[ihe[¢orridor.

Floodplains/Surface[Drainage

The[] 100[Year(] flood[] plain[] extends[] over[] or[] adjacent[] to[] the[] ROW[] corridor[] in
approximately[three[freas[Jsee[Figure[J14).[TThe[First[Js hssociated[with[[Fributary[o
Allens[Creek[&nd[pccursfimmediately[horth[df[French[Road.[TAs[the[tnapping[indicates,
the[former[Fail[bed[its[jvell[hbove[The[Fributary[pn[Embankment[hnd[The[flood[plain
occurs[pn[either[3ide[df[The[ROW.

Al3econd[&realddjacent[{o[the[] 00Year[flood[plain[dccurs[§outh[df Thornell[Road[&nd[is
associated[vith[h[fributary[fo[Jrondequoit[Treek.[TThe[former[tail[bed[is[R[bn[&[taised
embankment[and[The[flood[plain[Joccurs[pdjacent[}o[the[ROW[pn[Jtskast[hnd[jvest
sides.[TThe[third[Jarea[Joccurs[south[Jof[ the[JTown[Jof[Perinton[and[Js[Jassociated[with
Irondequoit[{reek.[THere[again, [the[former[tail[bed[is[taised[bn[Embankment[from[the
surrounding[lgrades[Jand[Jcreek[bed[kuch[That[the[flood[Jplain[Joccurs[djacentko[the
ROW.

Surface[Hrainage[generally[flows[Jn[Rk[koutherly[Hirection[horth[pf[The[fanal,[And[In[}
northerly[direction[df[the[¢anal.[[Any[Hrainage[improvements[$hould[be[3ensitive[fo[the
proposed[iraillhlignment[hs[vell[hs[the[$urrounding[Hrainage[patterns[and[flows.[TAny
such[Jvork[3hould[be[toordinated[vith[The[Imunicipal[hgencies,[Monroe[{ounty[POT,
Ontario[] County[] DOT,[Jand[] the[] New[] York[] State[] Department[] of[] Environmental
Conservation.

Hazardous[Waste

AlJreview[Jof[Jthe[JU.S.JEPAJON[1ine[JEnvirofacts[]Database,[Jthe[INYSDEC[JRegistry[Jof
Inactive[Hazardous[Waste[Disposal[$ites,[@dnd[the[NYSDEC[Hazardous[$ubstance[\Waste
Disposal[bite[btudy[provided[Information[bout[hazardous[vaste[In[the[Vicinity[pf the
project.[JIn[Jaddition,Jrecords[Jof[Jthe[JMonroe[JCounty[JEnvironmental[JManagement
Council[({MCEMC)[Jand[Jthe[Monroe[JCounty[JHealth[[DepartmentJMCHD)[were[flso
reviewed.[T]nterviews[Jvere[fonducted[vith[personnel[from[the[Town[Df[Pittsford[hnd
the[MCHD.

Alklosed[Jandfill[Js[Jocated[ hear[the[forridor, [known[hs[the[ East[Ftreet[Jandfill.[TT his

landfill,Jwhich[Jcontains[Jprimarily[Joush[Jand[Jyard[jwaste, [was[capped[din[11989.[T1t[Jis
located[@djacent[fo[fhe[ball{ields[dn[Fast[treet.

No[dther[3ites[appear[fo[bellocated[dn[dr[ddjacentfo[the[frail[¢orridor.
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IV[] PUBLICIINVOLVEMENT

The[Transportation[Equity[Act[for[The[R 1*[{Century[JTEA[R 1)[Tequires[That[]the[netropolitan
transportation[Jplanning[Jprocess[]...[Jinclude[Ja[Jproactive[Jpublic[Jinvolvement[Jprocess[Jthat
provides[¢omplete[information,Ximely[public[hotice,[Jull[publicaccess[to[key[¢ecisions,[&nd
supports[¢arly[@nd[¢ontinuinginvolvement[df[the[public[in[¢levelopment[plans"[{Title[23[CFR
450.316) .[ITThe[{Genesee[JTransportation[ICouncil JGTC)[has[k[Jonghistory[pf[jnvolving[the
public[jn[Jts[planning[and[programming[hctivities, (and[The[] ong[Range[Transportation[Plan
sets[it[ds[a[priority:

The[}ransportation[planning[process[$hall[be[fonducted[in[as[bpen[hnd[Visible[h
manner{ds[possible,[#ncouraging[¢ommunity[participation[dnd[interaction[between
and[@dmonglditizens, [professional[3taff,[and[¢lected[dfficials.

The[public[Jnvolvement[program[provides[hn[Jmportant[Jink[between[The[hgencies,[Interest
groups, [the[public[ind[the[planningieam,[insuring[that{ihe[$tudylis[&[¢ollaborative[¢ffortfand
one[Where[alI[have[the[dpportunity[fo[¢omment[and[provide[input{fo[fechnicalldlecisions.

The[Ffommunity[participation[program[for[this[$tudy[vas[Fonducted[Jn[hccordance[vith[the
goals[and[priorities[df[The[Town[dfPittsford, [The[Village[df[Pittsford, [The[Town[df[Perinton,[The
Town[df[Victor,[dnd[Zhe[projectfunder,[GTC.

A.[] Stakeholder[Committee

Al$takeholder[Committee[guided[Ghis[$tudy.[IThis[group[¢onsisted[df[tepresentations[from
the:

Town[df[Perinton

Town[df[Pittsford

Village[f[Pittsford

Town[df[Victor
Rochester[Gas[&[Flectric[[RG&E)
NYS[Department[df[Transportation[[NYSDOT)
Monroe[County[Department[df[Transportation
Monroe[County[Planning[Pepartment
Monroe[County[Department[df[Parks
Ontario[County[Planning[Pepartment
Genesee[Transportation[Council[{GTC)

The[Stakeholder[ICommittee[ImetFeveral[¥imes[Throughout[the[fonceptual[Hesign[phase[fo
provide[input{into[the[3tudy,[including[ihe[tecommendations[f[3pecific[planning[activities. A
record[df[$takeholder[Committee[ineeting[dagendas[@nd[ininutes[dre[included[in[Appendix[A.
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B.[] Citizen[Involvement

The[general[public[vas[Involved[In[the[$tudy[process[through[two[public[eetings[held[Hn
December{] 1,[2003[(Perinton[Community[Center)[dnd[$eptember[P,[2004[IKings[Bend[Park,
Pittsford).

Altecord[df[public[ineetingldgendas[@nd[ininutes[dre[included[in[Appendix[A.

A

Al

TRAIL[DESIGN[RECOMMENDATIONS

Stakeholder[Committee[and[Public[InputfRecommendations

The[following[general[istds[based[bn[tomments[from[the[btakeholder[{Committee[and
the[public[ht[large,[hnd[Jepresents[the[Jfommon[foncerns,[fjuestions, [And[fuggestions
that[Wvere[taised[legarding[the[alignment, [dlesign, [@nd[¢onstruction[df[the[proposed[irail:

Utilizing[the[ICanalway[TTrail[fo[bypass[Schoen[Place[vould[Take[hdvantage[bf[hn
existing[foute[@nd[hot[¢ost[@ny[inore[fime[dnd[inoney[fo[implement.
The[Auburn[Trail[$hould[be[kept[@long[the[formerltailroad[bed[in[the[$choen[Place
area[@s[iuch[as[possible.

Alhew[bridge[hcross[the[Erie[JCanal[$hould[be[fonstructed[hnd[Fhould[Eventually
extend[dcross[Jefferson[Road, [if[possible.

The[frail[bridge[3hould[be[placed[Where[the[tailroad[bridge[Was[dver[the[Erie[Canal.
This[location[has[parking,[is[¢lose[fo[The[South[FastBranch[YMCA, [and[has[dccess[fo
the[Canalway[Jrail.

AlRraffic[bignalChnd[Frosswalk[3hould[be[provided[for[ccess[hcross[btate[Route[D6
(Jefferson[Road).

AlRrail[alignment[along[Fast[btreet[is[hot[¢esirable[Hlue[fo[raffic[yolumes, [high[iravel
speeds,[The[Jack[pf[khoulder[and[bidewalks,[hnd[the[high[lisage[bf[East[Btreetfor
(illegal)[parking[dluring[l ittle[l eague[3eason.

Adjacent[Fast[btreet[tesidents[$tated[they[Ivould[hot[like[any[$ort[pf[barrier[placed
between[the[frail[dnd[Their{packyards.

The[preferred[dption[should[be[fo3hift[The[frail[pnto[The[Knickerbocker[Farm.

The[Frail[dlong[Mill[Road[$hould[be[taken[dff[the[toad[ds[much[ds[possible.[Theveral
vocal[property[bwners[In[This[hrea[forced[the[kxisting[Frail[hlong[The[Joad[ivhen[]Jt

was[dleveloped.

There[vas[dupport[for[¢onnecting[the[frailvith[Powder[Mills[Park.
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B.[]

There[Jwere[lsome[Jconcerns[Jabout[Jimpacts[jthe[Jtrail[Jcould[Jhave[Jon[Janimals[Jand
plants.

The[partially[Tollapsed[Tulvert[pverJrondequoit[ICreek[Jn[\Victor[Fhould[be[tebuilt
with[@s[inuch[historical[dccuracy[@s[possible.

The[Jintact[Jculvert[should[e[fnspected[immediately[To[kee[Jfwork[Jis[heeded[To
prevent[@[3imilar[¢ollapse[ihere.

An[8’[rail[instead[df[@[1 0’1 2" [rail[night[be[ddequate.[[\harrower[frail[nay[help[o
control[its[intended[bicyclingfand[pedestrian only[lise.

Who[Wwould[police[fhe[drail?

Try[Jand[Jkeep[the[YrailJoff[Ithe[Jroad,[Jeven[Jif (the[YrailJneeds[To[Je[harrowed[Jor
segments;[dn[foad[3ections[are[hot[ds[¢onducive[fo[families[With[¢hildren.

Equestrian[activities[are[hot[d[dlesired[Uise[for[The[Trail.
Trailheads[@nd[parking[areas[for{ihe[fraillheed[To[be[identified.
Who[Willbe[dcceptingfliability[for[the[frail?

Numerous[Ineeting[httendees[expressed[bupport[for[improving[Rnd[extending[the
Auburn[Trail[Corridor, [§tating[ithivould[be[d[good[lise[df[faxpayer[inonies.

Conceptual[Design

1O Alignment

Upon[¢ompletion[df[the[dite[@nalysis,[@[¢onceptualldlignment[Was[¢reated[dnd[Trail
design[Jrecommendations[Jwere[]Jdeveloped.[J[]The[Jrecommendations[Jfrom[Jthe
Stakeholder[] Committee[] and[] the[] public] at[large[] were[] considered[] in[] the
development[df[dlesign[dlternatives.

The[Stakeholder[ICommittee[hgreed[pn[The[Hevelopment[bf[Aminimum[]l 4[feet
wide[frail[¢orridor[With[&n[improved[hatural[3urface[li.e.[3tone[¢lust).[[Per[3tate[dnd

national[Jrail[Hesign[guidance,[a[minimum[irail[fread[Width[bf[]1 O[Feet[plus[P[Teet
clear[puffers[pn[kach[kide[pf[the[trail[js[the[ninimum[Hesired[vidth[For[A[Fwo[]
directional[3railliccommodating[bicyclists[and[pedestrians.[TIn[tonstrained[dreas,[&
narrower[rail[J8[Jeet[minimum[plus[R[Jeet[Tlear[buffersfbn[ach[$ide)vould[pe
acceptable[Jbut[Jthese[Jsections[Jshould[Jbe[Jminimized.JIf{JadditionalJusers[Jare

allowed[Je.g.[kquestrians)[nd/or[n[hsphalt[burface[Js[Hesired,[[jvider}rail[J12

feetminimum(Jplus[J2[Jfeet[Jclear[JbuffersfJon[Jeach[Jside)Jor{Jseparate[Jtrails[Jare

recommended.[Thome[funding[kources[Tequire[The[higher[level[Jrail[fonstruction

standards.
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Handicapped[Jand[iwheelchair[Jaccessibility[Jshould[Jbe[Jprovided[Jwhere[Jpossible
throughout{the[length[df[the[proposed[irail.[Tit[is(lecommended[that[handicapped
parking[Jbe[Jprovided[Jwhere[Jpossible[Jat[Jeach[Jparking[JlotJalong[Jwith[Jan[JADA
accessible[Joute[Jo[the[frail.[TAccess[for[the[Hisabled[hould[be[provided[for ks
much[Jof{Jthe[JtrailJroute[Jas[Jis[Jpractical,[Jincluding[Jaccessible[Jparking.[]OWhere
accessibility[is[limited, [The[dccessible[foute[3hould[be[vell[3igned.

Generally[Jthe[Jrecommended[Jproposed([JtrailJroute[Jclosely[follows[Jthe[Joriginal
railroad[Jalignment[Jwithin[Jthe[JROW[Jcorridor.[J[]During[Jthe[]site[Janalysis/field
investigation[pf[the[torridor,[$everal[thallenge[hreas[Were[identified[that[tequired
further{3tudy.[[Those[included:

The[Del[Monte[lodge[1Village[df[Pittsford)
Schoen[Place[Village[df[Pittsford)
Erie[Canal[¢rossing[{Town[df[Pittsford)
East[$treet[[Town[df[Pittsford)

Mill[Road[{Town[df[Pittsford)
Railroad[Mills[Road[{Town[df[Pittsford)
Irondequoit[Creek[¢rossing/stone[drch[¢ulvert[{Town[¢f[Victor)

The[Hraft{tecommendations[for[the[Auburn[Line[Corridor[Rail[fo[Trail[from[Clover
Street,[JTown[Dpf[Pittsford)[Fo[Main[Btreet[Fishers[JTown[pf[Victor)[re[presented
below.[J[JThe[Jtrail[Jhas[Jbeen[Jorganized[Jinto[Jseven[Jsegments[Jfor[Jpresentation
purposes.

Segment[1[[[Clover{$treet[(Brichton[Town[Line)1o[French[Road

This[3egment[df[the[¢orridor[is[partially[@n[éxisting[grass[@nd[¢inder$urfaced[inulti[]
use[trail[Jnaintained[py[Fhe[TTown[pf[Pittsford[JFrench[Road[to[the[Vicinity[bf[the
Pittsford[Bquare[khopping[plaza).[TThe[femainder[bf[the[forridor[lip[to[the[fown
line[Jjust[Jeast[Jof[IClover[IStreet[fis{Jused[Jas[rear{Jaccess[for[lthe[Jadjacent]Monroe
Avenue[businesses[dr{is[iindeveloped.

The[fecommendation[for[the[Existing[trail[portion[bf[This[$egment[is[to[lipgrade[it
to[hn[B’[To[11 0'[Wide[$tone[Hust[$urfaced[rail.[TFor[the[$ection[between[Pittsford
Square[and[the[Jown[Jine[Just[kast[pf[Clover[btreet,[The[Trown[has[been[Ivorking
with[Jadjacent[Jproperty[Jowners[Jand[Jtenants[;o[Jreestablish[the[Jcorridor[through
zoning[and[3ite[plan[feview[procedures.[[The[tecommendation[for[this[egment[is
forthe[JTown[Jo[fontinue[those[kfforts, [Jvhich[jvould[then[provide[h[Fontiguous
corridor[fo[the[fown[line[just ast[df[Clover[$treet[dn[Which[@[hew[Jection[df[§tone
dust[$urfaced[nulti[lise[trail[¢ould[be[tonstructed.[The[$hort[&xtension[df[the[Trail
to[Clover[$treet[is[tecommended[but[Jvould[heed[Io[be[teviewed[by[the[Town[bf
Brighton[3ince[it[falls[ivithin[Iheir[jurisdiction.
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Segment[2[[French[Road[to[The[Del[Monte[Lodge,[Village[of[Pittsford

This[kxisting[Irail[fegment[js[grass[hnd[Finder[$urfaced[hnd[Js[maintained[pby[the
Town[df[Pittsford.[[The[tecommendation[is[io[Widen[the[irail[fo[1 O’'[minimum[&nd
upgrade[the[3urface[fThe[drail[fo[d[3tone[dlust[3urface.

Segment[3[[[The[Del[Monte[Lodge/Schoen[Place

The[Del[Monte[l odge[bccupies[the[priginal[ROW[vith[building[and[parking[just
west[pf[North[Main[$treet[in[the[Village[df[Pittsford.[[The[portion[df[driginal[ROW
behind[Jthe[JSchoen[JPlace[Jand[INorthfieldJCommons[Jusinesses[JisfJoccupied[by
parking[dnd[3ervice[dccess.

Three[dptions[for[dleveloping[@[rail[ihrough[this[dreavere[dssessed:

e Option[][frecommended[dption)[{Figure[ 5)[Uitilizes[Village[dfPittsford[dand[To
the[horthwest[df[the[Pel[Monte[l odge[fo[bypass[the[Pel[Monte[lodge[parking
lotThnd[Jconnect[Jo[the[Existing[ICanalway[TTrail[jn[the[\Village.[TBouth[pf the
village,[where[the[JCanalway[]Trail[jintersects[an[lexisting[Joverhead[Jpowerline
easement,[the[Jrail[Jvould[head[horth[Rlong[this[kasement[lintil[Jt{feconnects
with[fhe[driginal[tail[¢orridor.[[This[dption[Would[Uitilize[¢xisting[Canalway[T rail
road[Junderpasses[and[would[bypass[the[abandoned[Torridor[ht[ the[Jear[Jof
Schoen[Place[lcurrently[dpccupiedby[¢ommercial[parking).

e Option[2[{Figure[d 6)[Uitilizes[the[existing[toadway[@nd[3idewalk[hetwork[in[the
Village[df[Pittsford.[TThe[Frailvould[&xit[the[Pel[Monte[1 odge[parking[lot[and
follow[btate[Route[P6[INorth[Main[btreet)[to[Jts[Intersection[vith[Ptate[Route
31[{State[$treet).[[The[frail[Wwould[then[head[§outheast[dbn[$tate[Route[B 1[{State
Street)[To[the[intersectionYvith[ihe[tail[¢orridor[Justdbeyond[ihe[Village[line.

e Option[B[JFigure[]17)Owould[Jfollow[lthe[kame[Jroute[Jas[JOption[]1,Jexcept[jt
would[Feconnect[Jvith[the[Auburn[line[torridor[Just[$outh[pfthe[tommercial
area[pf[bchoen[Place[pehind[Northfield[{Commons[and[the[tesidents[fronting
State[Route[B 1[{State[$treet).

Residents[felt[that[the[rail[$hould[hot[¢ross[btate[Route[P6[{North[Main[btreet)[at
grade,[because[df[the[high[Yolume[dffirafficidn[North[Main[$treet

The[tecommendation[for[this[3egment[is[{o[dlevelop[@[hew[] 0'[Wide[Mminimum[{rail
on[the[Village[pwned[parcel[hdjacent[Fo[The[kxisting[Auburn[railJvhere[Jt[&nds
near[{Grove[btreet.[TThis[hew[trail[fegment[ivouldthen[fonnect[vith[the[Existing
Canalway[Trail,[Jwhich[Jwould[be[Jused[Yo[karry[Auburn[JTrail Fraffic[through[the
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Village[df[Pittsford[and[&cross[and[linder[both[$tate[Routes[D6[INorth[Main[$treet)
and[3 1[(State[$treet).

Segment[4[[Village[of[Pittsford[East[io[the[Erie[Canal

The[tecommendation[is[{o[¢levelop[@[¢onnector(frail[pn[d[3hort[power[line[#ight[df[]
way[between[the[ICanalway[Trail[and[the[JAuburn[Line[JCorridor{bouth[Jof[State
Route[3 1[}o[fonnect[back[To[the[briginalJAuburn[Jorridor[alignment.[TTA[hew
stone[Hust[burfaced[multifuse[Trail would[be[Heveloped[between[this[lonnector
trailChnd[the[Erie[{Canal[hAnd[{Canalway[T rail fouth[pf[Mitchell[Road.[TT his[vould
also[¢reate[@[drailJoop[in[Ghis[drea[for{irail[lisers.

The[fecommendation[for[frossing[the[Frie[{Canal[is[fo[install[a[hew[pre[fabricated
trail[bridge[ith[R[historic[fruss[$tyle[fesign[$imilar[o[bther[Erie[Tanal[bridges[bn
the[femaining[tailroad[bridge[hbutments[pver[the[Frie[{Canal.[TThe[proposed[irail
bridge[Jover[Jthe[JErie[JCanal[would[Jbe[la[12[$pan[i(180[ift.[Jand[]1 50[Jft.)ktructure
utilizing[the[femaining[tailroad[bridge[abutments[and[tentral[pier.[TThe[hew(iralil
bridge[WillCheed[Fo[be[bne[foothigher[than[the[ininimum[highway[bridge[Vertical
clearance[df[15'[b"[dver[ihe[Canal.

The[proposed[bridge[dnd[tamp[¢onstructionivould[¢onsist[df[The[following:

o Prefabricated[3teel[fruss[bridges[providing[@[inimum[] O[foot[¢lear[fvalkway;
o Abutment[Jbridge[Jseat[Jmodifications[Jto[Jaccommodate[Jthe[Jcanal[Jminimum
vertical[¢learance.[[INeed[fo[faise[éxisting[dbutments[dpproximately[#[feet.);
o Abutment[hnd[pier[foncrete[burface[tepairs[Jo[the[hreas[In[the[Vicinity[pf[the
new[bridge[¢rossing;[dnd,

o AJamp[ktructure[]J164[feet[Jong)[ncluding[Tetaining[ivalls,[foncrete[jvalkway
surface,[foncrete[foping[hnd[$teel[pedestrian[tailing[pn[the[$outh[3ide[bf[The
canal[horth[dfJefferson[Road.

See[Figure[]8.

Twolbptions[xist[for[trossing[$tate[Route[D6[{ efferson[Road)[dn[the[Jouth[$ide[df
the[Canal:

1. Construct[@[$econd[bridge[to[fross[Jefferson[Road[hbove[grade[ith[[tamp
down[to[an[Existing[parking/pull[bff[areaklong[]Jefferson[Road.[TThis[}vould
consistJofJa[1250[eetJong[Jprefabricated[kruss[kuperstructure[supported[on
concrete[pbutments.[TTThe[hew[pedestrian[bridge[Jvilllheed[Fo[be[Pne[foot
higher[than[the[minimum[highway[pridge[Jertical[flearance[pf[]1 4’6" [Pver
the[foadway.
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The[Work[tequired[for[ihe[Jefferson[Road[¢rossingfincludes[ihe[ollowing:

o Prefabricated[Jsteel[Jtruss[Jbridges[]providing[Ja[Jminimum[]10[{oot{]clear
walkway;

o Two[teinforced[toncrete[abutments;[h[tallibutment[dn[the[horth[$ide[df
Jefferson[Road[and[d[3tub[abutment[dpn[ihe[3outh[3ide;

o A[J75[feet[Jlong[Jconnection[Jsegment[Jbetween[fthe[canal[fcrossing[kouth
abutment[@nd[ihe[foadway[¢rossing[horth[@butment;[&nd,

o AJramp[Jstructuref](220[feet[Jlong)[including[Jretaining[Jwalls,[Jconcrete
walkway[3urface,[¢oncrete[¢oping[dnd[$teel[pedestrian[tailing.

2. Cross[Jefferson[Road[ht[grade[between[the[proposed[hew[jrail[bridge[pver
the[] Erie[] Canal[] and[] East[] Street.[] [] Two[] trailhead[] parking[] areas[] are
recommended[for[tonstruction,[pne[bn[the[horth[3ide[dnd[bne[bn[the[$outh
side[pf[Jefferson[Road[To[hllow[}rail[users[hrriving[by[far[fo[park[bn[their
desired[kide,[Jvhich[Jnay[Jessen[the[humber[pf[Fraillisers[frossing[Jefferson
Road.[JAdditional [perINYSDOT s[initial[@nalysis,[the[5 5[mph[§peeddimit[dn
Jefferson[JRoad[Jcould[Jpossibly[Jbe[Imoved[JfurtherJeast, [JthusJlowering[Jthe
posted[kpeedJimitht[the[buggested[ht[grade[krossing[Jocation.[TAdditional
traffic[@nalyses[\ould[be[heeded[{o[dleterminelif[this[ivouldbe[feasible.

South[df[the[Canal,[A[Hirect[tonnection[tan[be[inade[to[the[Cartersville[T rail
that[tuns[parallel[fo[fhe[Erie[Canal.

TYPICALBRIDGE TYPES
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Segment[5[[[East[$treet/Mill[Road[to[Thornell[Road

The[fecommendation[for[this[fegment[Js[to[tejoin[the[Auburn[].ine[{orridor[and
continue[$outh[ltilizing[the[¢orridor.[[Where[the[torridor[is[tejoined[is[¢lependent
on[the[Jefferson[Road[¢rossing[dption[3elected[lsee[Segment[#[dbove).

InFummer[2004,[the[¢orridor[between[$everal[Fast[$treet[homes[pn[The[Wvest[3ide
of{JEast[IStreetJand[Jthe[JKnickerbocker[JFarm[Jexperienced[kevere[Jerosion[Jdue[}o
unusually[heavy[@nd[Irequent[tains.[IThus, [fhe[tlecommendation[{or{this[segment[is
being[tevisited[by[the[Town[and[RC&E[Hue[{o[the[tecent[¢hange[in[the[¢orridor’s
condition.[TTrhe[goal,[however,[Js[to[Jocate[The[Frail [Lipgraded[Jvith[A[3tone[Hust
surface[and[Widened[fo[&t[least[B’ [preferably[10’,[Within[the[briginal[Auburn[line
Corridor[Jas[Jfar{Jaway[J(west)[Jas[Jpossible[Jfrom[Jthe[Jadjacent{Jresidences,[Jwhile
maintaining[] as[] much[] existing[] natural[] vegetation[] (screening)[] as[] is[] possible.
Additional[landscape[buffering[should[be[dadded[Io[further[§creen(the[frail[from[ihe
adjacent[tesidences[{Figures[]19,[21).

The[ppportunity[exists[fo[Hirect[trail lisers[to[the[Town[Park[{current[3ite[for[Little
League[baseball)[ocated[dn[the[kast[$ide[pf Fast[btreet[Via[bn[treet[$ignage[from
Jefferson[Road/Cartersville[JTrail(pr[Mill[Road[pr[{ia[the[ExistinglMonroe[{County
Water[Authority’s[¢asement[fo[Fast[treet.

Other[foutes[Fo[bypass[thisection[pf[forridor[adjacent[fo[the[Fast[btreetthomes

were[pssessed[but[jvere[Eliminated[because[they[Failed[To[Ineet[the[najority[pf
goals[and[dbjectives[for[the[3tudy[Figure[20).

South[f[this[rea, [it[is[fecommended[the[existing[ grass[urfaced[irail[be[Widened
to[Jninimum[J10'(and[uipgraded[Fo[A[ktone[Hust[urface.[TExisting[$ections[pf The
traillimmediately[ddjacentfo[the[toadway[3hould[be[Mmoved[back[dnto[the[¢orridor
(Figure[]22).[J0When[a[ftwo[HirectionalJmulti[lise[Jtrail[Jis{Jlocated[Jadjacent[Jto[Ja
roadway,[Wide[3eparation[between[the[trail@nd[the[ddjacent[ioadway[is[¢lesirable
to[Hemonstrate[to[both[the[bicyclisttand[the[inotorist[that{the[frail [functions[s[&n
independent[facility[for[bicyclists[and[Jothers.[TWhen[the[Histance[ between[the
edge[df[the[shoulder[and[the[3hared[Lise[path[is[less[Than[b[eet, [d[3uitable[physical
barrier[is[iecommended[fa[tinimum[4#2[inches[high).

In[1994,[Ihe[Town[df[Pittsford[@nd[heighbors[agreed[dn[The[¢urrent(Trail[dlignment
along[Mill[Road[Fo[Thornell[Road.[TT he[$igned[and[Hesignated[Frass[$urface[irail
exists[pn[the[former[Jailroad[pedFrom[Mill[Road[Fouth[approximately[BOO[feet.
The[Frail[then[fontinues[hs[&[Brass[burface[traillhlong[the[kast[edge[DMill[Road
pastfCedarwood[Tourt[to[a[point[Where[jt[is[Hiverted[back[pnto[the[tailroad[bed
for[@[3hort[dlistance, [by[passing[d[guide[tail[@nd[highway[¢ulvert.[[The[grass[3urface
trail[hen[iejoins[the[¢ast[¢dge[df[Mill[[Road[§outh[fo[Thornell[Road.[Any[deviation
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from[this[Turrent[trail[Jocation[jwould[heed[to[ be[worked[put[with[the[hffected

residents.

Segment[6[[[Thornell[Road[to[Railroad[Mills[Road

The[fecommendation[for[this[$egment[is[to[Lipgrade[the[linimproved[torridor[fo[
minimum[J10'[Wide[3tone[¢dust[$urface.[[The[frail[vould[tross[Railroad[Mills[Road,
which[actually[htilizes[a[portion[pf[the[former[tailroad[¢orridor[for[the[toad[itself,
and[Jrise[Jabove[Jthe[Jroad[J(east[Jside)Jon[Ja[lgradual[Jincline.[JJA[signed[Jon[toad
connection[to[Powder[Mills[Park[and[&n[Existing[ parking[area[Via[Woolston[Road

isfhlso[fecommended.

Segment[7[[[Railroad[Mills[Road[to[Main[$treet[Fishers

The[fecommendation[or[the[Tinal[$egment[bf[the[$tudy[arealis[to[tontinue[&[hew
minimum[Jl 0’[wide[$tone[Hust[$urfaced[frail 3outh[into[the[Town[bf[ Victor[to[the
corridor’s[intersection[yith[Main[btreet[Fishers.[[On[the[3outh[3ide[df[Main[Ptreet
Fishers,[the[Town[and[Village[df[Victor[@re[turrently[lipgrading[&n[éxisting[Rrail[bn
the[Auburn[Line[Corridor[fo[the[§outh[With[federal[funds[dcquired[3eparately.

The[gxisting[$tone[arch[fulvert[trossing[lrondequoit[Creek[is[in[&[3tate[df Hisrepair
and[Tcollapse[Jdue[to[kreek[kcour[hctivity.[TTThe[Jupstream[wo[thirds[pf the[lrch
have[Tollapsed[Jnto[the[freek[and[kome[bfthe[$tones[have[kince[vashed[hway.
Large[portions[pfthe[embankments[pn[both[$ides[pfthe[freekhave[eroded[into
the[$tream.[[Currently,[Rhe[drail[path[dips[dlownward[3everal[{eet[and[dnly[d[b[Foot
wide[path[is[iraversable[pverthe[temaining[tulvert[portion.[[bignificant[tepairsto
thisfhistoric[3tone[drch[¢ulvert[are[heeded[fo[¢arry[The[drail[pver{The[¢reek.

The[Jrecommendation[]is[Jto[Jreconstruct[Jthe[Jculvert[Jto[Jits[Joriginal[Jgeometry.
Proposed[iehabilitation[ineasures[include:

o Install[k[Jprecast[foncrete[hrch[jn[the[Tollapsed[hrea[hbutting[To[the[Existing
arch;

o Reconstruct[the[lipstream[headwall[in[$tone[asonry[to[tesemble[the[Priginal
headwall;

o Perform[Jmortar[Jjoint[Jrepointing[Jin[Jthe[Jexisting[Jstone[Jmasonry[Jarch[Jand
wingwalls,[ds[heeded;

 Backfill[the[tulvertfWith[embankment[Ro[&n[¢levation[b[feet[above[the[éxisting
top[dffirail;[@nd,

o Install[§tone[3lope[protection[t[The[énds[df[The[Uipstream[fvingwalls.

Refer[fo[Figure[24.
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Reconstruction[bf[the[follapsed[portion[ltilizingktone[nasonry[fonstruction[jvas
determined[Jo[be[Jcost[prohibitive[Japproximately[kwice[Tthe[Jcost[Jof[lthe[Jorecast
concrete[arch)[dnd[iherefore[hot[feasible.

Given[that[the[tate[Historic[Preservation[Dffice[[SHPO)[has[Hletermined[that[the
stone[Jarch[Jculvert[Jis[Jeligible[ffor[jthe[JNational[JRegister[Jof[JHistoric[JPlaces,[Jany
reconstruction[plans[mustbe[¢oordinated[With[the[FHPO[Huring[funding[$earches
or[fearly[Jin[the[ldesign[Jprocess.[TTT his[will[Jensure[Jcompliance[with[any[funding
source[fequirements[and[Jenable[The[Jprojectkponsor[fo[[etermine[the[lultimate
scope[@nd[¢ost[df[¢ulverttepairs.

Coordination[with[the[[New[IYork[IState[TThruway[JAuthority[should[Joccur[las[the
project[proceeds[forward[to[Hletermine[the[long[ferm[¢ondition[bf[the[J[POFunnel
and[hny[hecessary[tepairs[pr{modifications[fequired[pr[Hesired[Fo[hccommodate
the[drail.

Table[2[HInventory[of[Corridor[At[Grade[Crossings

. Roadwa Posted
AtGrade[Crossings Jurisdicti())ln Speed[Limit ADT*
French[Road Town[{Pittsford) 30 N/A
North[Main[$treet[}{3R[P6 NYSDOT 30 N/A
State[$treetHIR[B 1[{Town, [Village[df[Pittsford) NYSDOT 45 16,000
Mitchell[Road Town[{Pittsford) 25 3,922
East[Jefferson[Road[F$R[D6 NYSDOT 400b5 16,180
Mill[Road Town[{Pittsford) 35 N/A
Millwood[Court{{cul[He[3ac,[14[homes) Town[{Pittsford) 30 N/A
Cedarwood[Circle[{cul[He[$ac[F23[homes) Town[{Pittsford) 30 N/A
Thornell[Road[}{County[Route[33 Monroe[County 35 7,395
East[$treet[J{County[Route[$6 Monroe[County 35 5,570
Railroad[Mills[Road[}{County[Route[$8 Monroe[County 35 2,511
Woolston[Road Monroe[County 35 882
Barony[Woods[3}{cul[¢le[3ac,[B[homes) Town[{Victor) 30 N/A
Probst[Road Town[{Victor) 35 N/A
Fisher[Road Town[{Victor) 35 N/A
Main[$t.[Fishers[H{County[Route[4#2 Ontario[County 35 N/A

* Average[Daily[Traffic[T] The[ADT[Yalues[Were[laken[from[&xisting[3ources.[[Some[Values[inay[be[dld.

Future[dnalysis[dflthe[drail[¢rossings[§hould[include[ipdated[Values.

Where[hew[¢trosswalk[imarkings[are[proposed[or[@ny[toadway,[gap[3tudies[should
be[performed[priorFo[hny[$uch[installation[fo[ensure[there[are[adequate[Faps[io

facilitate[he[¢rossing.
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2.0 Trail[Right[bf[Way

The[utilization[Jof(kome[Jpublic[funding[kources[for[kraildevelopment,[fncluding
most[3tate[and[Tederal[3ources,[Iypically[éxpect[public[dwnership[df[proposed[irail
corridors.[]J[JAlternatively,[]a[] corridor[] easement[J or] lease[] agreement[]Jmay[] be
acceptable[but[jvould[heed[Jo[be[Established[Jn[h[Jnanner{that[vouldJimitThny
agreement{¢onditions[ihat[¢ould[hegatively[impactihe[investment{df[public[dlollars
in[the[frail. [T he[{former[is[inost[Hlesirable[because[the[landowner[holds[lI[tights[o
the[property.

One[df[the[mostifommon[methods[bfacquiring[full[fights[and[Ritle[fo[R[parcel[bf
land[is fee[3imple[dcquisition,[Where[the[landowner[holds[&lI[tights[{o[the[property
without[festriction[pr[teservation.[TIn[this[fase,[the[Auburn[Corridorffommunities
and/or[&nother[publicfagency[imay[Jvant{fo[tonsider[acquiring[the[¢orridor[but[3till
permit[the[lise[dfthe[¢orridor[by[RC[R[FHor[ltility[fransmission[that[is[¢ompatible
with[the[¢onstruction[and[dperation[df[a[Frail, [Fhus[treating[@[Win[Win[§ituation[or
all[parties.

Another[potential[pption[is[h bargain[3ale [in[Which[the[¢urrentlandowner[agrees
to[3ell[the[property[below[the[market[Yalue[With[the[Hifference[being[ireated[fs[
charitable[fax[Heduction.[Thimilarly,[k full[Honation[bflall[br{part[bfithe[property
could[be[fonsidered,[Ivhich[lnay[Inake[The[Honor[kligible[for[fome[property[tax
relieffdnd/or[¢haritable[¢dlonation[fax[deductions.

Eminent[flomain[is[another[property[dcquisition[3trategy;however,[itthas[hot[been
used[To[ldevelop[trails[Jin[this[Jregion[Jto[ldate.[TTIEminentJdomain[fallows[Jpublic
entities[fo[acquire[private[Jand[that[is[tonsidered[important[o[the[public[interest.
Alland[dwner[is[tequired[To[dellbut{is[compensated[based[dn[The[fair[inarket[Value
for[his/her[property.[Mt0s[fecommended[bther[pptions[be[&xhausted[Hue[Tollikely
controversy[thatvould[&rise[With[Ihe[iise[df[@minent[dlomain.

In[ieuldfHullfacquisition[df[the[torridor, [the[Auburn[Line[T raillfommunities[¢tould
considerf]Jestablishing[Ja[]long[term[Jeasement[Jor[Jlease[Jwith[JRG&E.[J[]Property
easements[] orf] leases[] are[] acceptable[] when[] using[] public[] funding(] forf] trail
development[but[generally[should[ineet[the[followingierms[io[protect[the[public’s

investment:

e An[¢asement[dr[license[should[be[irrevocable;

 Facilities,[Jinstallations,[Jand[Jimprovements[Jshould[Jnot[Jbe[Jrequired[Jto[]be
automatically[temoved[dt[ihe[¢nd[df[The[¢asement[dr[lease[dgreement;

o Use[prtonveyance[bf[the[$pace[hbove[br[below[ground[$hould[be[&[kerm[for
negotiation.[T]The[Jntent[here[Js[hot[fo[}estrict[the[Torridorowner’s[}ights[1o
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3.0

allow[bther[parallel[lises[but[fo[&nsure[these[lises[Ho[hot[hegatively[impact[dn
the[rail[facility[installed,[includingthe[lise[bf[the[frail[ind[the[Resthetics[f[the

trail[¢orridor;

o The[torridor[bwner[$hould[hot[&xpect[the[rail[pperator[fo[femove[drtelocate
allJor[part[pf[the[Frail[Facility,[Jnstallation,Jor[Jmprovement[ht[the[pperator’s
expense[Within[either[a[$hort[}imeframe[and/or[With[ho[joint[Hetermination[bf
the[heed[{o[dlo[30;

o An[¢asement[dr[lease[dgreement[3hould[be[grantedHor[@[ninimum[$fI 5[Ho[20
years,[Which[ds[fonsidered[by[NYSDOT[as[&[Ireasonable[fluration[bf[intended
use[@nd[dccess"[{or[@@rail[projectfundedivith[public[dlollars.

The[premature[temoval[dffa[publicly[funded[irail[dr[portion[thereof[inay[tesult[hot
only[in[&[Jocal[¢ommunity[having[fo[temove[drielocate[the[Trail t[its[&xpense[but
also[pay[back[ome[3tate[dnd/or[federal[funding[lised[Hor{railimprovements.[[Both
theINYSDOT[and[the[Federal[Highway[Administration,[Rnother[najor[funder[pf
trail[projects,[{ind[dhis[3ituation[linacceptable.

Thus,[Fhe[Jocal[Fommunities[pr[another[publicfhgency[$hould[Fonsider[acquiring

the[former[Auburn[Line[Corridor[fromRG[&[E[dr[lo[dgree[fo[@long[term[¢asement
orflease[With[{ew,[if[&ny,[¢onditions[Thatlvould[impact[ihe[public’s[investment.

Please[Jnote[Jthis[Jfeasibility[Jstudy[Jreport[Jdoes not[Jinclude[Ja[Jcost[Jestimate[Jfor
property[dcquisition.[[Property[@ppraisals[fvould[heed[fo[be[¢ompleted[fo[¢stablish
a[lcurrent[value[for[the[Fight[df[Way.[TIt[Js[Fecommended[that[the[Auburn[JTrail
communities[and/or[dther[partneringéntities[¢onsultfdppropriate[legal[3ervicesand
relevant[Jagencies[Jwhen[keeking[fo[Jobtain[the[JcorridorJproperty[leither[Jthrough

purchase,[dlonation,[¢asement, [dr[lease.

Note:[[$ome[publicffunding[$ources[¢an[be[Uised[for[Tight[bf[Way[dcquisition[¢osts
in[Jaddition[Jto[Jtrail[Jdesign[Jand[] construction[Jcosts,[Jincluding[Jseveral[Jfederal
transportation[funding[§ources.

For[JtrailJsegments[Jthat[Jdeviate[Jfrom[Jthe[Joriginal[JAuburn[JLine[Jcorridor[](e.g.,

through[the[Village[bf[Pittsford[Jands,[pbn[the[{Canalway[Trail,[(hlong[the[1 ockport
Ontario[Power[Corporation,[etc.)[$imilarlong[ferm[€asements[brlagreements[ith
the[landowner(s)[dr[¢asement[holder(s)[ Wil [[heed[lo[be[¢stablished.

Parking

Due[to[the[linear[hature[pfthe[Auburn[line[Trail[and[its{ength[{fapproximately[p
miles[Jfor[Jthis[Jstudy[Jsegment),[Jperiodic[Jparking[Jareas[Jare[Jrecommended[Jfor
convenientJaccess[Jthroughout[Jthe[Jlength[Jof[fthe[Trail[Jystem.[TISix[}6)[Jpotential
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4]

parking[@reas[are[proposed[ithin[existing[parking[areas[dr[ithin[public[tights[f[]
way.[TIThe[Jocations[jwere[kelected[pased[on[Visibility[{high[isibility[for[kecurity
purposes),[hdjacent[land[lise, [$afety[Ji.e.,[parking[at[Jefferson[Road[fan[kliminate
some[at[grade[Jcrossings),[Jand[Jadequate[kize.[TTThe[Javerage[kpacing[for[khe[kix
locations[Jare[Japproximately[]1'/4[to[]1"~Omiles[Japart.[J00The[six[Jlocations[J(and
suggested[humber[df[3paces)[dre:

o the[kxisting[parking[hrea[behind[The[Del[Monte[]l odge[hnd[Village[PPW[$ite
(10+[$paces);

the[horth[@nd/or[3outh[3ide[dfJefferson[Road[(5[1 O[§paces);
the[3outh[§ide[df[Thornell[Road[(3[b[3paces);
the[3mall[parking[lotfdn[Woolston[Road[in[Powder[Mills[Park[{5[1 O[3paces);
the[3outh[3ide[df[Probst[Road[13[b[3paces);[@nd,
the[3outh[3ide[dpf[Main[$treet{Fishers[{5[] O[3paces).

Signage

It{is[tecommended[that[@[iiniform[3tandard[{or[logo)be[dleveloped[and[iitilized[Tor
the[identification[dfThe[Auburn[Trail[fhat[is[¢onsistenthroughout[its[length.

Informational[kignage[that[brients[lisers[to[their[position[Jwvithin[the[}rail[Forridor
and[] that{] provides[] an[] overview[] of[] the[] system[] should[] be[] provided[] at]all
trailheads/parking[hreas,[ntersections[vith[pther[trail[bystems[Ji.e.,[Fhe[{Canalway
Trail), Jand[Jat[Jmajor[Jroadway[Jcrossings[Jwhich[Jfunction[Jas[JtrailJaccess[Jpoints.
Milepost[{or[half[inile)[inarkers[are[dlso[tecommended[ihroughout[the[frail s[length
to[Jaid[Jin[Jemergency[Jresponse[Jas[Jwell[Jas[Jto[Jinform[JtrailJusers[Jon[]distances
traversed.[[$ignage[indicating[dccessible[toutes[3hould[@lso[be[included.

Regulatory[$igns[Hescribe[The[general[fules[and[tegulations[that[hpply[Fo[The[Frail
(permitted[Uises,(hours[df[dperation,[¢tc.)[@nd[¢an[dlifferbetween[inunicipalities.Tlt
is[] recommended[] that,[] if[] possible,[] regulations[] be[] consistent[] among[] the
municipalities.[TArea[$pecific[$ignage[$hould[Rlso[be[included,[$uch[as[ISTAY[DN
TRAIL'[hignage[for[the[Fegment[behind[the[East[StreetJesidences,[Jor[IRESPECT
NATURE'[Jsignage[Jfor[Jportions[Jthat[Jpass[Jthrough[Jor[Jadjacent[Jto[Jecologically
sensitive[dreas[{Burroughs[Audubon[Nature[Center).

Additionally,[Jwarning[kigns[are[fecommended[fo[laution[bout[larious[hazards
such[Jas[Jsteep[Jadjacent[Jslopes,[Jroadway[Jcrossings, [Jblind[Jintersections,[Jmerges,
pedestrian[¢rossing[$igns[ifor[motorists), [etc.[TUtilization[bf[Eonsistent[barrier[gates
or[bollards[Jto[Jcontrol[Jaccess[ko[Tthe[Jtrail will[lalso[lidentify[khe[krailsystem[Jand
communicate[p[fonsistent[hpplication[pf[fules[and[Jegulations[For[hlI[portions[pf
the[drail.
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Interpretive[3ignage[ppportunities[existfor[the[Auburn[Line[T rail[from[its[rigins[as
a[tailroad[torridor[fonnecting[the[Tity[bf[Rochester[Ivith[Auburn,[as[vell[hs[vith
the[Erie[{Canal [The[Cartersville[3ettlement[{East[btreet/|efferson[Road[Intersection)
history,[Native[American[history,[and[the[Depot[and[bther[agricultural/rail history
in[the[Village[and[Town[f[Pittsford.[[Additionally,[ihe[lrondequoit[Creek[¢irainage
basin[hnd[pther[Environmental/ecological[pbpportunities[associated[vith[the[ore
southern[tural[@nd[hatural[dreas[éxist.

5.0 Implementation[$trategies

Due[to[the[length[bf[the[$tudy[Rrea,[A[$ingle[Lindertaking[df[Frail[Hlevelopment[at
one[time[ay[be[¢ost[prohibitive.[[Dividing[the[project[into[§maller[$egments[inay
increase[the[Jikelihood[pf[jmplementation[hs[jvell[hs[provide[Jnore[Flexibility[or
fundingJor{Jutilization[Jof(JTown[Jor[JVillage[Jforces.[J0DependingJupon[Javailable
resources,[the[Trowns[and[Village[forces[fould[play[a[big[tole[in[the[flearing[&nd
grubbing[Jof[Jthe[Jcorridor[Jand[Jeven[Jinstalling[Jthe[JtrailJsurfacing.[J0The[Jmajor
components[Jthe[{Canal[bridge,[tone[rch[tulvert[tepairs)[tan[be[part[pf a[larger
trail[project[pr[ireated[hs[a[$tandalone[project.[Tlt[is[fecommended[that[a[$ignage
program[Jfor[Jthe[Jtrail[Jbe[Jcoordinated[Jwith[Jall[Jthe[Jmunicipalities[Jto[Jensure[Ja
consistent, [tandardized[program[pe[Heveloped[hnd[litilized[Jor[the[Auburn[1.ine

Trail.

VI Assumptions[and[Cost[Estimate

The[¢ost[¢stimate[is[prganized[y[municipality.

Quantity[Take[dffs[lare[based[Jupon[kite[Jisits[and[Jconceptual[kketches[Jprepared[by
Bergman[Associates[in[ihe[gummer/fall[$f[2004.

General[fonditions,[fonstruction[Inaintenance[fees,[permit[fees,[Inspection[fees,[hnd
insurances[are[hot[included.

Site[preparation[fjuantity[is[based[bn[¢learing[2[feet[beyond[both[3ides[f[the[Frail[for
the[portion[dlong[the[éxisting[#ailroad[ed.
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o Disturbance[Jo[kite[will[be[Jimited[ Yo rn[farea[Japproximately[J1 5[feet[wide[for[the
portion[pfthe[fraillhlong[the[Existing[tailroad[bed[and[include[the[frail(hnd[hdjacent

shoulder[dreas.

o Alftormwater[Pollution[Prevention[Plan[{SWPPP)[Will[[be[tequired[for[any[dlisturbance
over[dne[{1)[dcre.

o If[half(gates[hre[lused[n[Jieu[pf[bollards,[fome[kignsTan[be[mounted[Hirectly[pnto

them.

o Alfost[kstimate[for[property[hcquisition[Js[hot[jncluded.[TProperty[ppraisals[jvould
need[Jto[Jbe[Jcompleted[Jto[Jestablish[Ja[Jcurrent[Jvalue[Jfor[Jthe[Jright[f[ay.[J0lIt{is
recommended[Jthat[the[JAuburn[JTrail[communities[Jand/or[Jother[Jpartnering[Jentities
consultlhppropriate[Jegal[bervices and[televant[hgencies[ivhen[keeking[fo[bbtain[the
corridor[property[¢ither[fhrough[purchase, [dlonation,[¢asement, [drlease.

» Municipalities[Jshould[Jbudget[Janywhere[Jfrom[]15%[Jto[]25%[Jor[Jmore[Jof[Jthe[Jtotal
construction[] fee[] for[] design[] services[] depending[] on[] complexity[] of[] the[] project

(easement/property[@cquisitions,[bridges, [étc.), [and[&pproximately[@n[ddditional[5%[fo
10%[df[The[otal[¢onstruction[fee[for[¢onstruction[phaselinspection[3ervices.
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[Probable[Construction[Costs
for[Auburn[Line[Corridor[[[Trail[$tudy
Town[of[Pittsford

TraillWork[in[Town[of[Pittsford[includes:
(MMTApprox.[25,000[LF[New[$tone[Dust[Trail[pn[New[$tone[Subbase

Site[Work Quantity Unit Unit[Cost Total
A.[BITE[PREPARATION
Site[prep.,[¢learing [@nd[grubbing 8.6 AC $6,500.00 $55,900.00
15'[¢learingor[inimum( 0'[rail
Erosion|{ontrol 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000.00
Subllotal — $70,900.00
B.[BITEWORK
Trail[Excavation[{6"[dleep[] 2'[vide) 5,555 CY $34.00 $188,870.00
Trail[Base[TCourse[#"T¢rushed[dtone, [dptional[lype) 3,086 CY $34.00 $104,924.00
Trail[Top[Course[12"[§tone[dlust) 1,543 CY $45.00 $69,435.00
Hydroseed[falong(ffirail, 125,000 SF $0.10 $12,500.00
(2. 5'[¢ach[3ide)[@nd@lI[disturbed[@reas.
Topsoil[placed@nd[line[graded[lalongboth[3ides[df 617 CY $40.00 $24,680.00
(MBidewalk@nd[irail, [#"[deep( [éach[ide)
Trailhead[Parking[Area[lgravel[durface) 2 EA $5,000.00 $10,000.00
Sub[iotal $410,409.00
C.[[5IGNAGE
Trail[ldentification[$igns,[@and[Posts[Installed 20 EA $425.00 $8,500.00
Trail[Guidelines[$igns, [@nd[Posts[Installed 20 EA $300.00 $6,000.00
Interpretive[$ign [@nd[Post[Installed 6 EA $750.00 $4,500.00
No[Motor[Vehicles[$igns,[and[Posts[Installed 20 EA $300.00 $6,000.00
Ped[Crossing[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 17 EA $300.00 $5,100.00
Ped[Crossing[Ahead[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 14 EA $300.00 $4,200.00
Stop[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 17 EA $300.00 $5,100.00
Stop[Ahead[$igns,[and[Posts[Installed 14 EA $300.00 $4,200.00
Milepost[Markers 12 EA $300.00 $3,600.00
Sub[lotal  $47,200.00
D[BRIDGE[DVER[CANAL
Bridge[$tructure 1 LS $650,000.00 $650,000.00
Abutment{Repairs 1 LS $200,000.00 $200,000.00
Ramp[$tructure 1 LS $210,000.00 $210,000.00
Sub[otal $1,060,000.00
E[[BRIDGE[OVER[JEFFERSON[ROAD
Bridge[$tructure 1 LS $410,000.00 $410,000.00
Abutment{Repairs 1 LS $165,000.00 $165,000.00
Ramp[$tructure 1 LS $325,000.00 $325,000.00
Sub[otal $900,000.00
FIMISCELLANEOUS
Fixed[Wood[Bollard 20 EA $200.00 $4,000.00
12'[White[Epoxy[Reflectorized[Pavement[$tripes 1,520 LF $6.00 $9,120.00
Half[Cate 14 EA $1,200.00 $16,800.00
Utility[Adjustment[Thydrants,[€B's,[MH's,[Poles 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00
&[Guys,[étc.) Sub[iotal $39,920.00
A. $70,900.00
B. $410,409.00
C. $47,200.00
D. $1,060,000.00
E. $900,000.00
F. $39,920.00
Subtotal — $2,528,429.00
Contingency[{20%) $505,685.80
|TOTAL[COST $3,034,114.80 |
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[Probable[Construction[Costs
for[Auburn[Line[Corridor[[[Trail[$tudy
Village[of[Pittsford

Trail[Work[in[Village[of[Pittsford[includes:
(MMApprox.1350[1FNew[$tone[Dust[Trail[dn[New[$tone[Subbase

Site[Work Quantity Unit Unit[Cost Total
A.[[SITE[PREPARATION
Site[prep.,[¢learing [dnd[grubbing 0.5 AC $6,500.00 $3,250.00
15'¢learingMor[inimum(] O'{rail
trosion|{ontrol 1 LS $4,000.00 $4,000.00
Sub[iotal $7,250.00
B.[[BITEWORK
Trail[Excavation[(6"[dleep[] 2 Wvide) 300 CY $34.00 $10,200.00
Trail[Base[TCourse[4"[¢rushed[3tone, [dptional[lype) 170 CY $34.00 $5,780.00
Trail[Jop[Tourse[12"[3tone[dlust) 85 CY $45.00 $3,825.00
Hydroseed[{alongrail, 6,750 SF $0.10 $675.00
(2. 5'[¢ach3ide)AndAlI[disturbed[&reas.
Topsoil[placed[@and[fine[graded[falong[loth[3ides[dbf 35 CY $40.00 $1,400.00
[MBidewalk[@nd[rail, [#"[dleep[d T¢ach[3ide)
Trailhead[Parking[Area[lgravel[3urface) 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Sub[iotal $26,880.00
C.[BIGNAGE
Trail[ldentification[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 4 EA $425.00 $1,700.00
Trail[Guidelines[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 1 EA $300.00 $300.00
Interpretive[$ign,[@nd[Post{Installed 2 EA $750.00 $1,500.00
No[Motor[Vehicles[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 4 EA $300.00 $1,200.00
Trail[Crossing[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 4 EA $300.00 $1,200.00
Trail[Crossing[Ahead[$igns,[dnd[Posts[Installed 4 EA $300.00 $1,200.00
Stop[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 4 EA $300.00 $1,200.00
Stop[Ahead[$igns,[@and[Posts[Installed 4 EA $300.00 $1,200.00
Milepost[Markers 12 EA $300.00 $3,600.00
Sub[iotal $13,100.00
D.[[MISCELLANEOUS
Fixed[Wood[Bollard 6 EA $200.00 $1,200.00
12"[White[Epoxy[Reflectorized[Pavement[$tripes 200 LF $6.00 $1,200.00
Half[Cate 3 EA $1,200.00 $3,600.00
Utility[Adjustments[{hydrants,[CB's,[MH's[poles 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00
&[guys,[¢tc.) Sub[iotal $11,000.00
A. $7,250.00
B. $26,880.00
C. $13,100.00
D. $11,000.00
Subtotal $58,230.00
Contingency[{20%) $11,646.00
|TOTA|.|]:OST $69,876.00 I
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Auburn[Line[Rail[to[TrailFeasibility[$tudy
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[Probable[Construction[Costs
for[Auburn[Line[Corridor[[[Trail[$tudy
Town[df[Perinton

Trailfork[in[Town[of[Perinton[includes:

(MMApprox.[Y 7O[LF[New[$tone[Dust[Trail[on[New[$tone[Subbase
(MMMApprox.[1,000[LFNew[Concrete[$idwalk[{Connection[to[Powder[Mill[Park)

Site[Work Quantity Unit Unit[Cost Total
A.[[SITE[PREPARATION
Site[prep.,[¢learing [dnd[grubbing 0.6 AC $5,000.00 $3,000.00
15'¢learingMor[minimum(] O'{rail
trosion|{_ontrol 1 LS $1,500.00 $1,500.00
Sub[total $4,500.00
B.[[BITEWORK
Trail[Excavation[(6'[dleep[] 2'Wvide) 222 CY $34.00 $7,548.00
Trail[Base[TCourse[4"[¢rushed[3tone, [dptional[lype) 123 CY $34.00 $4,182.00
Trail[Jop[Tourse[12"[3tone[dlust) 62 CY $45.00 $2,790.00
Concrete[$idewalk[{Woolston[Road)[3"[dleep[B [Wide 60 CY $200.00 $12,000.00
Subbase[Course,[#1[&nd[## 2[Crushed[$tone[(6") 72 CY $25.00 $1,800.00
Hydroseed[{alongTrail, 8,850 SF $0.10 $885.00
(2. 5'[@ach3ide)AndAlI[disturbed[&reas.
Topsoil[placed[@and[fine[graded[falong[loth[3ides[df 44 CY $40.00 $1,760.00
[MBidewalk@nd[rail, [#"[deep[d [¢ach[3ide)
Trailhead[Parking[Area[lgravel[3urface) 1 EA $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Sub[total $35,965.00
C.[BIGNAGE
Trail[ldentification[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 2 EA $425.00 $850.00
Trail[Guidelines[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 1 EA $300.00 $300.00
Interpretive[$ign,[@nd[Post{Installed 1 EA $750.00 $750.00
No[Motor[Vehicles[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 1 EA $300.00 $300.00
Powder[Mill[Park[Identification[$ign 2 EA $524.00 $1,048.00
Milepost[Markers 12 EA $300.00 $3,600.00
Sub[iotal $6,848.00
D[IMISCELLANEOUS
Fixed[Wood[Bollard 6 EA $200.00 $1,200.00
12"[White[Epoxy[Reflectorized[Pavement[$tripes 500 LF $6.00 $3,000.00
Sidewalk[Curb[Ramp[Petectable[Warning[Fields[{Stick[bn) 2 EA $200.00 $400.00
Utility[Adjustments[{hydrants,[CB's,[MH's,[Poles[& 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Guys,[¢tc.) Sub[iotal $14,600.00
A. $4,500.00
B. $35,965.00
C. $6,848.00
D. $14,600.00
Subtotal $61,913.00
Contingency[{20%) $12,382.60
|TOTA|.|]:OST $74,295.60 I
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[Probable[Construction[Costs
for[Auburn[Line[Corridor[[[Trail[$tudy
Town[of[Victor

TrailWork[in[Town[6f[Victor[includes:
(MMApprox.[10,000[LFiNew[$tone[Dust[Trail[pn[New[$tone[Subbase

Site[Work Quantity Unit Unit[Cost Total
A.[[SITE[PREPARATION
Site[prep.,[¢learing [dnd[grubbing 3.4 AC $5,000.00 $17,000.00
15'¢learingfor[inimum(] O'[{rail
trosion|{ontrol 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Sub[iotal $27,000.00
B.[[SITEWORK
Trail[Excavation[(6'[¢leep[] 2'Wvide) 2,222 CY $34.00 $75,548.00
Trail[Base[TCourse[4"[¢rushed[3tone, [dptional[lype) 1,235 CY $34.00 $41,990.00
Trail[Jop[Tourse[12"[3tone[dlust) 617 CY $45.00 $27,765.00
Hydroseed[{alongfTrail, 50,000 SF $0.10 $5,000.00
(2. 5'[¢ach3ide)AndAlI[disturbed[&reas.
Topsoil[placed[@nd[fine[graded[lalonglboth[3ides[dbf 246 CY $40.00 $9,840.00
(MBidewalk@nd[irail,[#"[deep[] ¢ach[3ide)
Trailhead[Parking[Area 2 EA $5,000.00 $10,000.00
Milepost[Markers 12 EA $300.00 $3,600.00
Sub[total $173,743.00
C.[BIGNAGE
Trail[ldentification[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 6 EA $425.00 $2,550.00
Trail[Guidelines[$igns,[and[Posts[Installed 7 EA $300.00 $2,100.00
Interpretive[$ign,[@nd[Post{Installed 6 EA $750.00 $4,500.00
No[Motor[Vehicles[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 8 EA $300.00 $2,400.00
Ped[Crossing[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 6 EA $300.00 $1,800.00
Ped[Crossing/Ahead[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 6 EA $300.00 $1,800.00
Stop[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 7 EA $300.00 $2,100.00
Stop[Ahead[$igns,[@nd[Posts[Installed 7 EA $300.00 $2,100.00
Sub[iotal $19,350.00
D[IMISCELLANEOUS
Fixed[Wood[Bollard 24 EA $450.00 $10,800.00
12"[White[Epoxy[Reflectorized[Pavement[$tripes 600 LF $6.00 $3,600.00
Sidewalk[Curb[Ramp[Petectable[Warning[Fields[{Stick[pn) 8 EA $200.00 $1,600.00
Stone[Arch[Culvert[Repair 1 LS $200,000.00 $200,000.00
Half[Cate 5 EA $1,200.00 $6,000.00
Sub[iotal $222,000.00
A. $27,000.00
B.  $173,743.00
C. $19,350.00
D. $222,000.00
Subtotal  $442,093.00
Contingency[{20%) $88,418.60
|TOTA|.|]:OST $530,511.60 I
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VII[] FUNDINGALTERNATIVES

A.[Federal[$ources

The[] most([] likely[] means[] of[] implementing[] some[] or[] all[] of[] the[] trail[] improvement
recommendations[Jidentified[Jin[khis[feasibility[study[Js[through[the[lpplication[Jof imultiple
funding[kources.[TMany[}rails[Jare[Jdeveloped[Jusing[l[lcombination[Jof Jpublic[funding[from
various[]governmental[]levels,[]a[]Jcombination[] of{] public[Jand[] private[Jfunding,[Jand/or[]a
combination[pf[for[hire[$ervice[providers[itrail[Hesign,[rail[fonstruction),Jocal[public[forces,
and[Jolunteerfhssistance.[TTThe[Jollowing[information[provides[hn[pverview[pf[The[potential
funding[§ources[or[frail[flevelopment:

The[Federal[Government[provides[funding[for[iransportation[projects[ihrough[Yarious[funding
programs[fontained[vithin[ulti[year[federal[transportation[Jegislation,[furrently[feferred[to
as[TEA[21[r[the Transportation Equity Act[{or{the[21°[Century[JPresently,[Congress[is[in[the
process[Jof[Jnegotiating[Jnew[]federal[Jtransportation[Jlegislation,[Jwhich[Jis[Jexpected[Jto[Jbe
amended[Into[law[In[Mmid[2005.[IThe[information[provided[below[Hescribes[$everal[existing
federal[fransportation[funding[$ources[that[provide[funding[for[nulti(hise[drail[projectsflike[the
Auburn[line[Trail.[TNote:[federal[funding[program[information[is[based[pn[the[¢urrentTEA[]
21[egislation.[TThe[federal[funding[programs[included[in[the[hew[federal[legislation[inay[be
different[Jfrom[Jthe[Jinformation[Jprovided[Jbelow.[J[JForJcurrent[Jfederal[Jfunding[Jprogram
information, [Jplease[fontact[The[hdministering[hgency[Jisted[pr[the[JGenesee[Transportation
Council.

Local[pfficials[ay[hlso[be[able[fo[hcquire[ome[trail[project{funding[hssistance[by[Ivorking
with([] their[] federal[] representatives[] to[] acquire[] special[] funding[] appropriations[] through
appropriations[ills,[fransportation[Jand[Jother[Jrelated[Jegislative[fctions,[Jand[Jother[kpecial
appropriations.

1.0 Surface[Transportation[Program[JSTP)[funds[fare[Rllocated[through[The[JGenesee
Transportation[] CouncilJfor[JallJtypes[Jof[Jtransportation[] projects.[J[JSTP[unded
projects[must[be[elected[Jor[nclusion[n[the[bifannually[freated[Transportation
Improvement[Program[{TIP).[IThe[process[for[ubmittingfand[3electing[projects[for
the[R005[2010[has[hlready[$tarted[hs[bf[this[wvriting.[TThe[hext[TIP[funding[fycle
will$tartOn[Fall(2006.[THources[provide[lip[to[B0%[Tederal[fundingand[tequire[a
20%[Jocal[match.[JjSoft'[match[provisions[ie.g., [force[accountlabor)are[allowed,
including[3oft[inatches[from[publicagencies.

2.[] Transportation[Enhancement[Program[{TEP)[{unds[are[@[ien[percent[3et[side[from
the[BTPHunds®.[TTThe[projectbelection[process[Js[hdministered[by[The[New[ork
State[Pepartment[pf[TNransportation INYSDOT).[TIn[brder[fo[maximize[the[lise[bf
the[hvailable[TTEP[Funding,[this[program[provides[innovative[financing[flternatives
forJocal[Jnatching[Jequirements[§20%[Jmatch).[TTThe[Jist[of[hctivitieseligible[for

“MUS[Department[dfJransportation[FHWA, http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/te/index.htm
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Transportation[Enhancement[Program[has[expanded,[but[hll[projects[must[felate
to[$urface[fransportation.[[The[proposed[irail[is[potentially[&ligible[Jor[TEP[{unding

under[fwo[¢ategories:

a)[] Preservation[pf[Abandoned[Railway[Corridors,[including[€onversion[and[lise
for[Pedestrian[@nd[Bridge[Trails;
b) Provision[df[facilities[{or{licyclists[and[pedestrians.

As[pf[this[wvriting, [the[hext[Tycle[pf[The[TT EP[s[hotExpected[lintil hfter[Congress
reauthorizes[TEA[21[{expected[in[May[2005).

Under{bection[b1[bfthe[btate[Finance[law,[any[project[tonstructed[vith[federal
funds[forfNYSDOT[lequires:

o[] Funds[lised[fo[¢onstruct/reconstructlhighways, [$treets,[and[pther[fransportation
infrastructure[projects[tequire[d[20[Yearproject(life;

o[] Funds[] used[]to[]acquire[] land[] for[] recreation[] projects[] require[] a[] 20[year
easement/guarantee[df[dwnership[dr{permit[fo[Uise.

3.0 Recreational[Trails[Program[J[ARotal[bf[$25Million[hationally[in[¢ontract[uthority
apportioned[JforJfiscal[lyear[]2004[Jto[Jprovide[Jand[Jmaintain[Jrecreational[Jtrails’.
States[] must[] establish[] a[] State[] Recreational[] Trails[] Advisory[] Committee[] that
represents[both[Jnotorized[and[hon[motorized[Fecreational[Frail[Jusers.JOf funds
distributed[Jo[R[btate,[BO[percent[must[be[lised[for[motorized[trails,[BO[percent
must[be[lised[for[hon[notorized[irails,[@nd[the[temaining[#0[percent{¢an[be[lised
for[¢ither{lype[dfdrail.[[AQypical[RTP@ward[#[$50,000[Fo[$100,000.

The[Federal[khare[Js[Faised[}o[BO[percentJfrom[50Jpercent)for[the[hew[fiscal
years,[@nd[Federal[dgency[project[§ponsors[dr{dtherFederal[programs[inay[provide
additional[JFederal[khare[Jup[To[P5[percent.[TBoft[Jnatch[provisions[are[llowed,

including[koft[Jmatches[from[Jjpublic[Jagencies.[TINew[lYork[SState[JOffice[Jof[Parks,
Recreation[Jand[JHistoric[JPreservation[JNYSOPRHP)[Jadministers[Jthis[Jprogram[Jin
New[York[$tate.

4.[1 Congestion[Mitigation[and[AirTQuality[ITCMAQ)[Program[T] The[ILMAQ[Jprogram
provides[]funding[]for{] surface[] transportation[]and[] other[J related[] projects[] that
contribute[To[hirlquality[fmprovements[and[Jeduce[Jrongestion[Jn[hreas[that[hre
designated[fas[hon[attainment[Jor[in[Jmaintenance[Jper[the[National JAmbient[JAir
Quality[Btandards.[TBelection[pICMAQ[projects[Js[nade[ht[the[btate[hnd[Jocal
level[but[is[bubject[to[broad[Federal[project[eligibility[guidelines.[TEligible[project

categories[include:

'MUS[Department[df[J ransportation[FHWA, http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/rectrails/recfunds.htm
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»  Transit@nd[public[iransportation[programs

»  Traffic[flow[improvements

= Travel[Pemand[Management{{TDM)[3trategies
» Ridesharing[programs

» Bicycle[dnd[pedestrian[projects

» Education[dnd[putreach[programs

= Inspection[@nd[naintenance[jprograms

= Alternative[¢lean[fuels

Upon[passage[pfthe[hew[federal[$urface[iransportation[bill, [LTMAQ[funding[nay
become[available[in[this[tegion[for[fransportation[projects[that[improve[ir[fjuality
and[lenhance[Jmobility.[TIContact[Ithe[JGenesee[JTransportation[JCouncil[Jfor[Jnore
information[dn[the[CMAQ[program.

B.[[$tate[Sources

Clean[JAir[J/Clean[]Water[]Bond[JAct[Jand[Jthe[JEnvironmental[JProtection[JFund:[T]Grants[Jare
available[Jfor[Jprojects[Jin[Jseveral[Jcategories[Jsuch[Jas[Jparks, Jhistoric[Jpreservation,[Jand[Jthe
American[Heritage[Areas[$ystem[dnd[land[dcquisition.[[These[inatching[grants[are[dvailable[fo
local[governments[hnd[hot[for[profit[prganization.[TAdditional[Jnformation[fan[be[found[ht

www.nysparks.state.ny.us/grants/.

State[MultifModal[Program

The[JState[JMultiiModal[JProgram[Jprovides[Jfunding[Jfor{Jauthorized[Jport,[JairportJand[Jlocal
highway[and[bridge[projects.[Tbtate[MultiiModal[funds[fan[be[lised[to[finance[project{¢osts
for[Jthe[]construction,[Jreconstruction,[Jimprovement,[Jreconditioning[Jand[] preservation[] of
county,[Jtown,[fcity[Jand[Ivillage[Jroads, [Thighways, [Jparkways[Jand[Joridges.[TAAlIMultiiModal
projects[] must[]have[Ja[Jten[](10)[year[]"bondable"[Jservice[Jlife[Jand[Imust[]be[Jfor[] public
transportation[pr[freight[ransportation[purposes.[TMultiiModal[funding[fannot[ be[lised[for
the[Imandated[$hare[pf[ h[federally[funded[project.[TMultiiModal[projects[re[Jdentified[nd
negotiated[between[the[] egislature,[fGovernor[and[Jocal[kponsors[and[kigned[Jnto[Jaw[In[&
Memorandum([Jof[JUnderstanding[IMOU).[JJAlIJallocations[Jor[Jreallocation[Jof JMultifModal
fundinglmust[be[&pproved[by[the[President[Pro[Tempore[and[Majority[l eader[pf[the[Senate
and[the[bpeaker[pfthe[Assembly.[TThis[program[Js[h[feimbursement[program.[TWhile[trails
are[hot[@n[¢ligible[project[lype, [telated[improvements[in[@[highway[tight[df[vay,[3uch[ds[hew
sidewalks,[paved[$houlders,[@nd[bicycle[lanes,[inay[be[¢ligible[for$tate[MultiiModal[Program
funding.

Another[possible[avenue[for[funding[br[bther[imaterial$upport[Jor[irail[projects[may[be[$tate
and[Jcounty[Jpublic[Jhealth[Jdepartments.[JJSome[Jpublic[Jhealth[Jofficials[Jand[Jprograms[Jare
targeting[] opportunities[] to[] provide[] active[] living[] environments[] —[] communities[] and
neighborhoods[Jthat[]can[Jsupport[] physical[Jactivity[Jthrough[Jits[Jnormal[Jinfrastructure[] of
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sidewalks,[] bicycle[friendly[] streets,[] trails,[] easily[] accessible[] parks,[] etc.[] [ Public[] health
departments[Jnay[pe[Eood[bources[for[ hssistance[vith[programs[pr{projects[that[Encourage
the[luse[pf[Frails[through[maps, $ignage,[And[promotions.[TAdditionally, [private[foundations
with[Jhealth[priented[Imissions[Jare[Jalso[Jmore[Jreceptive[to[kupporting[frailsJas[ [ Jmeans[Jof
encouraging[healthy[Jifestyles[J(e.g.,[Jthe[Robert]Wood[Johnson[JFoundation’s[JActive[lLiving
Program).

C.[local[$Sources

Limited[Jfederal[Jand[Jstate[Jfunding[Jopportunities[Jfor[Jtrail Jdevelopment[Jhave[Jled[Jmany
communities[fo[hllocate[Inore[Jocal[funding[for[these[types[bf[projects.[IThe[mostfommon
sources[pf[funds[ht[The[Inunicipal[Jevel[Include[Rllocations[from[pecific[Hepartments[Je.g.,
public[Jworks,[Jparks)[Jor[Ja[]line[Jitem[Jin[Ja[Jcommunity’s[Jannual[Jbudget[Jand[J/or[JCapital
Improvement[Program[JCIP).[Tlocal[fevenues[or[irail[Hlevelopment[have[&lso[been[faised[in
some[Jcommunities[Jthrough[]property[Jtax,[Jsales[Jtax,[Jor[Jbond[Jmeasures.[J[JAdditionally,
development[Jimpact[ifees[Jlevied[Jby[Ja[Jmunicipality[Jmay[Jalso[be[Tallocated[to[Jcapital[frail
improvements[per(local[body.

Additionally,[Jocal[lrommunities[have[Heveloped[irails[through[the[hllocation[pf[btaff[fime,
also[Jknown[Jas[Jforce[Jaccount[Jwork, [Jto[Jbuild[Jtrails{Jor[Jprovide[Jcertain[Jtrail[JbuildingJor
maintenance[fctivities[that[Jare[then[Jaugmented[by[Jpaid[kervices[from[Jprivate[Jcontractors
and/or[linpaid[Yolunteers.

D.[[Private[and[Community[Foundations

Community[foundations[provide[¢haritable[¢ontributions[Which[may[be[&[potential[$ource[bf
funding.[TIThey[Joperate[Jnuch[Jike[R[Jrivate[foundation,[put[theirfunds[lre[Jderived[from
many[tHonors[father[than[h[$ingle[$ource.[TFurthermore,[Fommunity[foundations[re[lisually
classified[Jinder[The[tax[fode[hs[public[fharitiesTand[Therefore[hre[$ubject[Fo[Hifferent[tules
and[tegulations[than[those[Which[govern[private[foundations.[Theveral[potential[foundations
include:

1.0 The[JRochester[JArea[JCommunity[JFoundation[Jis[jthe[Jlocal[Jcommunity[Jfoundation[Jin
Monroe[ICounty.[TTThe[Rochester[Area[fCommunity[Foundation[JRACF)[Jnanages[nore
than[b0O[funds[that[provide[grants[or[a[Wwide[Variety[df[rts,[ducation,[$ocial[ervices,
and[otherkivic[purposes[jn[the[JGenesee[Valley[Tegion[pf[upstate[New[York.[TMore
information[¢an[be[found[@tIRACF 's[\veb[dite[dt[Wwww.racf.org.

2.1 The[{Senesee[Region[Trails[Loalition[JGRTC),[An[prganization[Whose[Mission[is[to[help
local[fommunities[¢levelop[@nd[naintain[@[tegional3ystem[dfinultiChse[rails[in[the[en[]
county[Rochester[{Genesee[Finger[Lakes[Jegion,has[k[kmall[annual[grantprogram[fo
support[kmall[Frail[Hevelopment[rnd[Jmprovement[projects[within[Thei[Jegion.[TMore
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information[] about[] this[] program[] can[] be[] obtained[] from[] GRTC's[] web[] site[] at
www.grtcinc.org.

3.00 The[Eastman[Kodak[{Company,[TThe[{Conservation[Fund,[and[the[National[{Ceographic
Society,[Jprovide[Jsmall[Jgrants[fto[ktimulate[the[Jplanning[Jand[Jdesign[Jof[igreenways[Jin
communities[Jthroughout[JAmerica[Jthrough[Jthe[JKodak[JAmerican[JGreenways[]JAwards
Program.[JThe[Jannual[Jgrants[Jprogram[jwas[Jinstituted[Jin[Jresponse[Jto[Jthe[JPresident's
Commission[pn[Americans[Outdoors[ fecommendation[to[kstablish[h[hational hetwork
of[greenways.[Made[possible[by[h[Eenerous[Erant[from[Eastman[Kodak,[the[program
alsohonors[groups[and[individuals[vhose[ingenuity[@nd[{reativity[Joster[the[¢reation[df
greenways.[[For[ore[information[@bout{the[American[Creenways[program, [please[tefer
to[its[Web[3ite[dt[Www.conservationfund.org.

4.1 Bikes[]Belong[]JCoalition[Jis(JaJmembership[Jorganization[Jfounded[Jby[Ibicycle[Jindustry
leaders[jwvith[The[mission[pf(Iputting[more[people[pn[bikes[more[bften."[[Bikes[Belong
Coalition[ims[To[put[Jmore[people[on[bicycles[more[Iften[by[Histributing[rants[for
bicycle[facility,[¢ducation,[&nd[¢apacity[projects.[[More[information[dn[This[drganization
can[be[found[attheirlivebsite[dtWww.bikebelong.org.

E.[[Private[Funding

Some[irailsThave[been[partially[dr[3ubstantially[¢dleveloped[itilizing[private[funds[from[private
donations[Jby[Jindividuals[Jand[Jbusinesses,[Jcorporate[lsponsorships,Jand[Ivarious[fundraising
efforts.[TExamples[pf{fundraising[kfforts[Fange[from[Jrail[telated[vents,[Jnerchandise[kales,
and[even[the[3ale[df[rail[3ections[brirail[hmenities[like[benches,[information[kiosks,[&tc.[[An
excellent[JNew[]York[]State[Jexample[Jof]local[Jprivate[Jfundraising[Jefforts[Jis[Jthe[JCayuga
Waterfront[] Trail[] in[] Ithaca.[] [J For[] more[] information[] about[] the[] trail,[] please[] visit
http://cayugawaterfronttrail.com.

Finally,[&[3ignificantthumber[df[frails[have[been[developed[@nd[inaintained,[particularly[in[the
Rochester[{Genesee[Finger[]Lakes[JRegion,[Jthrough[Jsignificant[Jvolunteer[Jefforts,[Jincluding
private[Jindividuals,[JFriends[Jof{Jthe[JTrails[Jgroups,Jlocal[Jcivic[Jorganizations[J(Chamber{Jof
Commerce,[$cout[groups),[and[¢orporate[olunteerism.[Jl ikewise [in[jome[tases, [§pecialized
services[JmaterialsChnd[kquipment[Honation, [frail[Fonstruction[vork, [Frail[Hesign)[have[been
donated[by[generous[businesses[@nd[professionals.

VII[] CONCLUSIONS

The[Jformer[JAuburn[Jand[]Rochester[]Rail[] Line[] provides[]Jan[Jopportunity[Jfor[Jalternative
transportation[and[Jrecreation.[With[the[Jcooperation[Jof[khe[JGTC,[fonstruction[Jof this[Lrail
could[bffer[many[hssets[for[the[tommunity.[T]t[Fan[provide[hon[iotorized[fommunity[hnd
regional[ccess,[an[@rea[for[tecreation[@nd[¢xercise,[and[liltimately[provide[$outhern[Monroe
County[tesidents[@[¢onnection[fo[&nd[Irom[ihe[dreas[dther[tegional[frail[§ystems[including[the
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Town[df[Perinton’s[RS&E[Hikeway/Bikeway[Trail [the[City[bf[Rochester’s[Riverway[Trail [the
Lehigh[JValley(JMultifUse[] Trail[JNorth[]Branch,[Jand[Jthe[JCartersville[J Trail[Jvia[Jits[] critical
connection[Jvith[fhe[{Canalway[Trail[pn[the[horth[$ide[pfthe[Erie[Tanal.[IThistrail[illCalso
provide[JMonroe[] County[Jresidents[]direct[Jaccess[Jto[Jthe[JAuburn[] Trail[Jcurrently[Junder
constructionJsouth[Jof[JMain[JStreet[JFishers[Jin[Jthe[JTown[Jof[JVictor[](this[Jstudy’s[Jsouthern
terminus).[TTThe[proposed[irail[toute[Js[Viable,[however,[ith[pr{ivithout[the[fanal[frossing.
Use[bf[the[abandoned[tail[¢orridor[provides[&xcellent[dpportunitiesJor[a[nultiChse[frail [vith
the[leasti@mount[df[énvironmental[impacts[@nd[¢osts.
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Auburn Line Corridor Rails-to-Trails Study
Stakeholder Meeting Summary

Mile Post Schoolhouse, Pittsford
August 28, 2003

In Attendance

Steve Beauvais, Project Manager, NYS Department of Transportation

Kristin Bennett, Genesee Transportation Council [GTC Project Manager]

Martin Brewster, Director, Town of Pittsford Planning & Zoning

Ron Cass, Assistant Public Works Director, Town of Perinton

Robert Corby, Mayor, Village of Pittsford

Tom Goodwin, Senior Environmental Planner, Monroe County Planning Department
Mark Johns, Bergmann Associates [Consultant Project Manager]

Scott Leathersich, Senior Planner, Monroe County DOT

Ted Liddell, Landscape Architect, Bergmann Associates

Jane Luce, Director, Town of Victor Planning & Development

Dave Schaeffer, Trail Master, Crescent Trail Association

Dave Wright, Board Member, Town of Victor and President, Victor Hiking Trails
Sandra Zutes, Board Member, Town of Pittsford

Unable to Attend
Kristen Mark Hughes, Director, Ontario County Planning Department
Debra Wegman, Real Estate Officer, Rochester Gas & Electric

Following introductions, Kristin Bennett of GTC provided a brief overview of the study and

reviewed the meeting agenda.

Mark Johns, project manager for Bergmann Associates, walked through the corridor from north
to south using numerous photos and maps to detail the existing conditions along the corridor.

Roundtable Discussion of Issues Related to the Corridor

Marty Brewster stated the Town of Pittsford has purchased or conserved development rights to

substantial portions of land to the west of the corridor along East Street.

Sandy Zutes added that some farmers may have concerns about a trail adjacent to or along the
perimeter of their farms because of trespass issues, pesticide use, and use of larger machinery.
Kristin Bennett noted that many trails, including some in this area, pass directly through actively

farmed parcels with minor accommodations to protect both the farms and trail users

(fencing/gates, warning signs). Opportunities to minimize conflicts between agricultural uses and

a trail can be investigated as part of the project.



Dave Schaeffer suggested the Woolston Creek corridor as an opportunity to create an off-street
trail connection between the Auburn corridor and Powder Mills Park.

Dave Wright noted the Auburn corridor is maintained as a rustic trail by Victor Hiking Trails
south of Probst Road. He added that the Town of Victor recently received over $| million in
federal Transportation Enhancements (TEP) funding to upgrade the existing Auburn Line
Corridor trail from Main Street Fishers south to the Farmington/Victor townline to a 10-foot
wide, stone dust multi-use trail. The Town supports extending this trail into Monroe County.

The corridor is wholly owned by RG & E in the Town of Victor except for adjacent to the
firehouse in the hamlet of Fishers. Jane Luce noted this firehouse is to be expanded, and Town
fire officials have agreed to maintain trail access on the corridor, which runs directly adjacent and
parallel to the existing fire hall. Steve Beauvais recommended that RG & E’s right-of-way and
licenses along the corridor be confirmed.

Dave Wright suggested there might be numerous interpretive opportunities along the Auburn
corridor, including the old fieldstone pump house at Main Street Fishers, which is one of the
oldest railroad structures in northeastern United States.

Steve Beauvais recommended the NYS Thruway Authority be contacted and kept in the loop
since an existing Thruway underpass must be used to allow trail passage under the Thruway.

Steve Beauvais informed the group that the stone arch culvert over Irondequoit Creek has been
determined to be eligible for the National Historic Register, which may limit options to
rehabilitate or replace this stream crossing. He noted the Genesee Valley Greenway is
undergoing a similar issue with a collapsing stone arch culvert in the Town of York, Livingston
County. A steel pipe is being inserted into this historic culvert (a “sleeve”) to keep it from
collapsing even more and to provide a trail crossing for the Genesee Valley Greenway, a repair
option approved by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).

Jane Luce wanted to confirm what kinds of trail uses would be allowed. The Town of Victor is
not interested in accommodating motorized trail uses (like snowmobiling and ATV) but does
allow equestrian on some of its trails, noting that equestrian trails may be added to the nearby
Fishers Park. Sandy Zutes did not think there are many equestrians near the corridor in
Pittsford. The Village of Pittsford and Town of Perinton concurred with non-motorized only.

Kristin Bennett recommended the public be queried on how they would like to use the corridor
at the public meeting to be scheduled this fall. She added that equestrian use necessitates
different trail construction and maintenance standards as well as greater parking capacity due to
large vehicles and horse trailers. Mark Johns stated that he did not see much, if any, evidence of
use of the corridor by motorized vehicles or by horses when conducting fieldwork.

Sandy Zutes stated she would like the trail to be topped with a natural surface as opposed to
asphalt because of the speed bicyclists can travel on asphalt. Kristin Bennett added that asphalt
also allows in-line skaters and necessitates different design standards and maintenance practices.




Asphalt is also more expensive than a natural surface trail like stone dust. She suggested that the
public also be queried about the type of surface they would prefer.

Kristin Bennett and Steve Beauvais provided some information on recommended trail design and
construction standards, including accommodating the disabled. Steve noted that there are not
specific standards for trail construction established by The Access Board. However, accessibility
standards would apply to sidewalks, parking lots, signage, and restrooms (if provided). Steve
added that a natural trail surface can be accessible but must be “stable, firm, and slip-resistant,
similar to the infield of a baseball field. Mark Johns noted it might be difficult to achieve ADA-
compliant grades at some of the road crossings.

Mayor Corby inquired about how the trail could be routed through the Schoen Place area. He
noted existing concerns about limited parking around Schoen Place and the cramped location of
the corridor. He added that the vacant mill buildings on Schoen Place will be redeveloped in the
near term, adding to the parking crunch. Mayor Corby noted there is an existing but hard-to-find
footpath connecting the existing Auburn Trail to the Canalway Trail through the back of the
Village’s Public Works facility, which could be improved to create a connection.

Mark Johns noted the Auburn corridor was sold to the Del Monte Lodge west of North Main
Street in the Village and is very constrained behind the businesses along Schoen Place east of
North Main. Kristin Bennett added that Debra Wegman of RG & E stated in a phone
conversation that RG & E would prefer to see the trail connection be made via the existing
Canalway Trail in the Village and then reconnect with the Auburn Corridor east of Route 31.

Mark Johns noted that the Canalway Trail is already heavily used in the Village, which may
stretch its capacity to handle more trail users. Mayor Corby noted the Village’s waterfront
revitalization plan recommends improving Schoen Place (the street), now being examined by a
consultant to the Village.

Mayor Corby informed the group that there is a conservation easement adjacent to Schoen
Place that should be considered for trail routing alternatives within the Village. He noted,
however, that the topography is steeply sloped on parts of this property.

David Wright and Dave Schaeffer stressed the importance of creating connections between the
Auburn Corridor and nearby destinations like schools, parks, other trails, neighborhoods,
business districts, and employment centers, so the trail can be used to get to and from these
locations. Marty Brewster inquired about the possibility of looking at connecting the Auburn to
the old trolley bed near Route 31 and even to Mendon Ponds Park.

The Town of Pittsford inquired about the status of the corridor north of Clover Street in the
Town of Brighton. Kristin Bennett noted that that section of the corridor (between Clover
Street and Highland Avenue) was identified in GTC’s Regional Trails Initiative as a Near-Term
Project Recommendation. The Town of Brighton also included the corridor in its recent master
plan update as a future trail corridor. Brighton’s segment was considered for GTC Priority Trails
Advancement planning funds, but the Town declined due to other staff priorities for this year.




Bergmann Associates will contact the Town of Pittsford’s GIS specialist to obtain files for existing
trails, open spaces, and parks. They will also obtain traffic counts for Mitchell Road.

Mayor Corby requested the treatment of the at-grade crossings of roadways be handled
carefully, including State Routes 96 and 31 in the Village of Pittsford. He wanted ensure the
appropriate agencies were involved and that they would support enhanced crossing features like
pavement markings and signs at trail/street crossings. He added that crossings need to be
convenient and easy to use for trail users or they will simply cross wherever is easiest if
designated crossings are not well implemented.

Marty Brewster inquired about RG & E’s plans for any utility upgrades along the corridor in the
near future. Kristin Bennett noted that Debra Wegman of RG & E did not specifically mention
any upcoming projects in a recent telephone conversation. Bergmann Associates will follow up
with RG & E to confirm its needs and interests along corridor. Ms. Wegman did state that RG &
E is interested in participating in the project.

The group agreed that Bergmann Associates should move forward with developing some
options for the challenging sections of the Auburn corridor, present these to the stakeholders’
group at a future meeting, and then schedule an the initial public meeting. Sandy Zutes
requested the public meeting be scheduled to avoid both the Town of Pittsford’s library vote on
October 7" and the general election on November 4™

The group also agreed that Bergmann should focus on the development of a minimum |4’ trail
corridor with an improved natural surface (like stone dust). Per state and national trail design
guidance, a minimum trail tread width of 10’ plus 2’ clear buffers on each side of the trail is the
minimum desired width for a trail accommodating bicyclists and pedestrians. In constrained
areas, a slightly narrowed trail would be acceptable but these sections should be minimized. If
additional users are allowed (e.g. equestrian) and/or an asphalt surface is desired, a wider trail or
separate trails are recommended. Steve Beauvais reminded the group that some funding
sources require the higher-level trail construction standards.

Dave Schaeffer felt the group’s goal should be toward a fully developed multi-use trail; however,
he suggested that some attention be focused on how the corridor could, at a minimum, be
preserved as well as low-cost trail development options that could be applied until the desired
trail can be constructed. Kristin Bennett noted that recommendations for project phasing and
interim trail development measures would be included in the final report.




Attendees:

Skip Bailey
Steve Beauvais
Kristin Bennett
Martin Brewster
Ron Cass

Brian Emelson
Tom Goodwin
Kristen Mark Hughes
Mark Johns

Ted Liddell
Jane Luce

Dave Rinaldo
Dave Schaeffer
Debra Wegman
Dave Wright
Sandra Zutes

Priority Trails Advancement

Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Stakeholder Committee Meeting Summary

November 21, 2003 (REVISED)

Village of Pittsford (representing Mayor Corby)
NYS Department of Transportation - Region 4
Genesee Transportation Council [GTC Project Manager]
Town of Pittsford Planning & Zoning

Town of Perinton Public Works

Town of Victor Parks and Recreation

Monroe County Planning

Ontario County Planning

Bergmann Associates [Consultant Project Manager]
Bergmann Associates

Town of Victor Planning & Development

Monroe County Parks

Crescent Trail Association

Rochester Gas & Electric

Victor Town Board / Victor Hiking Trails

Pittsford Town Board

1. Project Recap

Mark Johns, project manager for Bergmann Associates, outlined the various
alternatives for trail development for the seven challenge areas identified at the
August 2003 Stakeholder Committee meeting. The seven challenge areas are:

= Depot/Del Monte Lodge area

= Schoen Place

= Erie Canal / Jefferson Road (Route 96) Crossings

= Fast Street
=  Mill Road

» Railroad Mills Road
= |rondequoit Creek Crossing
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2. Alternatives for Addressing the Seven Challenge Areas

Depot/Del Monte Lodge Area and Schoen Place (Village of Pittsford)

Bergmann Associates recommended several alternatives to connect the trail from its
existing terminus at a parking lot near Del Monte Lodge and Grove Street to the
east side of the village, including:

= Village streets and sidewalks

= The original Auburn corridor alignment through the Village (now used
primarily for parking)

= A possible route behind part of Schoen Place along the preserved Zornow
farm property. It was noted that the land topography on the Zornow farm
property may render a trail inaccessible to the disabled

= Merging with the Canalway Trail near the Village DPW building via a
connector trail on Village-owned land

= Using the Canalway Trail through the Village but crossing to the south side
of the Canal on the Route 31 Bridge and developing a trail along the
southern bank of the Erie Canal

Erie Canal / Jefferson Road (Route 96) Crossings

Bergmann Associates presented a concept for installing a new prefabricated bridge
over the Erie Canal and Jefferson Road using the existing abutments (area south of
Mitchell Road). Bergmann noted they did look at using the Mitchell Road bridge to
cross the Canal, but do not recommend using the bridge as a trail crossing given its
size, condition, traffic volumes, and the lack of pedestrian and bicycle
accommodations on Mitchell Road. Some people expressed concern about the cost
of new bridge construction, so alternatives to bridging the Canal were discussed

= Skip Bailey noted there is a traffic signal at the intersection of South Avenue and
State Route 96 (Jefferson Road). Canal Corporation owns the ball field property
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near this intersection, so it may be available to create a connection from the
Canalway Trail south along the power line corridor to Jefferson Road. A trail
bridge over Jefferson Road could be constructed, which would likely be shorter
than crossing the Canal and Jefferson Road on a skew

= Steve Beauvais noted that overhead clearance over the Canal and Jefferson Road
needs to be maintained for passage of oversized vehicles

East Street Area (Town of Pittsford)

Bergmann Associates reported they met with four East Street residents whose homes
closely abut the corridor. Debra Wegman, RG & E, and Sandra Zutes and Mary
Brewster, Town of Pittsford, also participated in this meeting. These residents have
“lawn licenses” from RG & E, which allows them to maintain the corridor as part of their
lawn area (i.e. backyard).

The residents stated their support for the trail but suggested looking to the adjacent
agricultural land to bring the trail through given the close proximity of the corridor to
their homes. One resident verbally offered a strip of his property to facilitate trail
development. Bergmann noted an embankment between the rail corridor and the farm
property could be used to carry the trail, but it would require significant clearing of
vegetation and construction of retaining walls to develop the trail on it.

= Sandra Zutes noted the agricultural land west of the corridor is actively farmed
and is also one of the Town’s Greenprint properties (i.e. the development rights
were purchased through the Greenprint initiative). The PDR agreement may
restrict bringing a trail through the Knickerbocker Farm property

= Dave Schaeffer suggested the Town of Pittsford look into whether there are
restrictions on the Knickerbocker property because of the Purchase of
Development Rights (PDR). Someone noted the adjacent farm properties are
used for equestrian activities
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= Sandra Zutes said the owner of the Knickerbocker farm property may not
give permission for the trail since the property is actively farmed, noting
this was of concern to several farmers the Town negotiated PDRs with

= Bergmann stated East Street is not a desirable alternative trail route due
to high peak hour traffic volumes, frequent speeding traffic, and the lack
of road shoulders and sidewalks. Sandra Zutes added the Little League
fields on East Street in this area generate a lot of traffic and result in
illegal roadside parking on East Street

Mill Road Area (Town of Pittsford)

The primary trail routing issues in this area relate to unapproved landscaping and
other unauthorized manmade barriers that have been placed in the right-of-way,
typically at the entrances of residential subdivision streets

= Sandra Zutes stated the unapproved landscaping is typically entry-type
landscaping, not personal landscaping, and that it may simply require the Town

to require its removal for the passage of the trail

Railroad Mills Road Area, Towns of Pittsford/Perinton/Victor

Bergmann Associates recommends the trail be kept to the east of Railroad Mills Road
following the original corridor alignment. Note: Railroad Mills Road does use some of
the railroad right-of-way for the road. The consultant recommended using Woolston
Road to connect the Auburn Trail to Powder Mills Park. Much of the original ballast
remains between the county line and Probst Road in the Town of Victor, which could
serve as a good base for trail development.

= The Town of Perinton representative stated that connecting the trail to Powder
Mills Park is a goal for the Town
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Irondequoit Creek Crossing, Town of Victor

The disrepair of the Irondequoit Creek Bridge was discussed, and several rehabilitation,
restoration and reconstruction options were discussed. The consultant noted the
bridge is eligible for historic structure status, which means options may be limited.

3. Roundtable Discussion - Issues and Opportunities

Marty Brewster reported on the Town of Pittsford’s concurrent study of the Auburn
Line corridor from French Road to Clover Street. The Town is taking a detailed look
at this section of the corridor, which is heavily developed with commercial
businesses, and will be establishing a policy on how to retain corridor access and
trail continuity. They are working closely with adjacent commercial property owners.

Bergmann Associates inquired about ideas for possible trailhead locations. The
consultant suggested trailheads at the following locations:

» Railroad Mills Road (at an existing flat, cleared area)

= An existing parking lot in Powder Mills Park off Woolston Road

= Several gated areas at the corridor’s intersection with Mitchell, Thornell, and
Mill Roads (space for approximately 2-4 cars)

= Little League field parking lot on East Street

Marty Brewster suggested a piece of town-owned land along Jefferson Road that is
used for yard waste recycling as a potential trailhead. David Wright noted Victor’s
Auburn Trail construction project (now in design) includes a trailhead and parking lot
at the historic Pumphouse off Main Street Fishers. Skip Bailey suggested the Little
League fields off South Avenue near the Village could also a possible trailhead.

4. Public Meeting

Kristin Bennett stated the first public meeting has been scheduled for Thursday,
December 11 at 7:00 p.m. at the Perinton Community Center. GTC will send a
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media release to the Democrat & Chronicle but is looking to the Towns and
Village to contact residents, interested groups, and local media outlets. GTC can
provide a sample letter to residents and sample media release via email to those
interested.

The following items were raised as issues to be mentioned at the public meeting:

= Use the corridor photos to provide a walking tour to familiarize everyone
with the corridor and its current conditions

= Show the disrepair to the Irondequoit Creek bridge in the presentation

» Show an option of crossing the North Main Street bridge and utilizing the
south side of the Canal in the Village as an alternative to building a new
bridge over the Canal further south

This constitutes our understanding of the events of this meeting. Please provide all
comments or questions concerning this summary to the writer within one week of
receipt.

Respectfully submitted,

BERGMANN ASSOCIATES

ol

Mark R. johns, ASLA

Project Manager

200 First Federal Plaza

28 East Main Street

Rochester, NY 14614
585-232-5137 x 434

E-mail: mjohns@bergmannpc.com
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The first public input meeting for the Auburn Rail-to-Trail Study was held on December
11, 2003. Approximately 40 persons attended the meeting.

Kristin Bennett from the Genesee Transportation Council (GTC) kicked off the meeting by
explaining its role as the project sponsor. Funding for this study comes from GTC’s
Priority Trails Advancement planning program and matching funds from each community.

Mark Johns of Bergmann Associates (project consultant) gave meeting attendees a photo
tour to familiarize them with the study area and the existing conditions of the corridor.

The consultant identified seven challenge areas along the corridor that will require
more detailed study. These areas are:

» The Depot (Village of Pittsford)

= Schoen Place (Village of Pittsford)

= Erie Canal Crossing (Town of Pittsford)

= East Street (Town of Pittsford)

= Mill Road (Town of Pittsford)

= Railroad Mills Road (Towns of Pittsford/Victor)

= Irondequoit Creek Crossing / Main Street Fishers (Town of Victor)

The Depot / Schoen Place (Village of Pittsford)

The consultant presented three options for the trail in the Depot / Schoen Place area:

= Option 1 utilizes Village of Pittsford land to the northwest of the Depot to bypass
the Depot parking lot and connect to the existing Canalway Trail in the Village.
South of the village, where the Canalway Trail intersects with an existing overhead
powerline easement, the trail would head north along the easement until it
reconnects with the original rail corridor. This option would utilize existing
Canalway Trail road underpasses and would bypass the abandoned corridor at the
rear of Schoen Place (currently occupied by commercial parking).
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= Option 2 utilizes the existing roadway and sidewalk network in the Village of
Pittsford. The trail would exit the Depot parking lot and follow North Main Street
to its intersection with State Street. The trail would then head southeast on State
Street to the intersection with the rail corridor just beyond the village line.

= Option 3 would follow a very similar route to Option 1, except it would reconnect
with the Auburn Line corridor just south of the commercial area of Schoen Place
(behind Northfield Commons and the residents fronting State Street).

Public Comments about the Depot / Schoen Place Segment

= Several meeting attendees supported utilizing the existing Canalway Trail to
connect the Auburn Trail through the Village of Pittsford (Option 1). They noted
this option brings trail users into the Schoen Place business district, saves
money by not constructing another trail, and utilizes existing crossings and trail
underpasses for State Routes 96 and 31

= One Village resident expressed concern about Option 3. He noted this area is
poorly drained, very steep near the intersection with State Route 31, and would
require another difficult at-grade crossing of Route 31

= One participant, an avid bicyclist, said he would not object to using the

Canalway Trail, even though bicyclists are required to dismount and walk their
bicycles through Schoen Place (per Canal Corporation trail regulations)

Erie Canal Crossing (Town of Pittsford)

The consultant presented two options were presented for crossing the Erie Canal:

= Option 1 would utilize a new trail bridge constructed on top of the existing
concrete pier and abutments that carried the original Auburn Line railroad bridge
over the Erie Canal. Itis recommended the new bridge span both the Canal and
State Route 96 (Jefferson Road) because of grade changes and the volume and
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speed of the traffic on Jefferson Road. Note: any crossing of the Canal will need
Canal Corporation and State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) approval.

Option 2 would cross the Canal east of the original crossing near the intersection
of Jefferson Road and East Avenue. The span of this bridge would be shorter than
the Option 1 bridge because it could be constructed at a 90-degree angle with
the Canal. The bridge would terminate on the south side of the Canal at East
Street. Itis recommended an at-grade signalized crossing at East Street and
Jefferson Road be investigated. Note: this option does have a historical
precedence - Marsh Road once spanned the Canal and intersected with East Street

Public Comments about the Erie Canal Crossing Segment

The question was raised about whether a trail bridge could be attached to the
existing floodgates that cross the Canal in this area. The consultant stated this
option had not been looked at but would be discussed with the Canal Corporation

There was a lot of interest from residents on the south side of Jefferson Road to
connect with the Canalway Trail via a new bridge (Option 1). Several people
suggested this new connection would generate a lot more trail traffic

Several residents commented that crossing at the existing single-lane Marsh
Road bridge several miles east was not practical because it was too far away
Presently, residents south of Jefferson Road have to travel several miles and
cross the Canal via one-lane bridges at Mitchell or Marsh Roads

Some residents felt if the Canal was to be bridged using the existing abutments
(Option 1), then Jefferson Road should also be bridged or a traffic light should
be installed at Knickerbocker Road to help trail users cross Jefferson Road

Residents also supported Option 2 but only if a traffic light was installed at the
intersection of East Street and Jefferson Road. Several East Street residents




www DEGIAONPC.O0T

Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Public Meeting Summary

Perinton Community Center
December 11, 2003

noted that vehicles queue several hundred feet along East Street waiting to
make turns onto Jefferson Road during peak travel times

East Street Segment (Town of Pittsford)

The consultant presented two options for dealing with the trail that abuts residential
properties along East Street:

= Option 1 would utilize the former rail corridor on its original alignment with the
addition of vegetation to create a buffer between the trail and adjacent homes

= Option 2 would route trail users onto East Street to bypass the portion of the
original corridor alignment that closely abuts several residences

Public Comments about the East Street Segment

* The East Street residents that abut the corridor expressed their desire to have
the trail re-routed from the original corridor alignment, which is very close to
the rear of their homes. They added they currently have problems with trail
users walking between their properties to access East Street

= The East Street residents that abut the corridor expressed concern about
damage done to their lawns located in the ROW by trail users. They have lawn
lease agreements with RG&E, which allows them to maintain this area as grass

= Several people commented they felt awkward using this section of the trail
because of its close proximity to several homes

= A Pittsford resident suggested moving the trail westward onto the border of the
Knickerbocker Farm property to enhance the separation between the East Street
residences and the trail. Town Board member Sandra Zutes stated this might not
be an option because the Town purchased the development rights to this farm,
and trail use may not be an allowed use under the terms of that agreement. She




vy Detgrannpe.con

Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Public Meeting Summary

Perinton Community Center
December 11, 2003

noted when the purchase agreement was made, the land owner was opposed to
having a trail on the land because it is still actively farmed

= The East Street residents that abut the corridor do not like the proposed buffer
(Option 1); they would like their views of the Knickerbocker Farm unobstructed

= One resident, while supportive of the trail, did complain about use of the trail by
large groups like the track and cross country teams from the nearby high school

= Several residents expressed concern about trail users’ safety on East Street given
increasing traffic volumes and high travel speed and the on-going problems with
illegal roadside parking during Little League games

= There is additional parking behind the Little League ball fields that is not well
used. The Town should enforce the parking restrictions along East Street and

redirect people attending the games to the existing underused off-street parking

= Several Pittsford residents requested the Town establish hours of operation for
trail use (e.g. dawn till dusk) to discourage late night activity on the trail

Mill Road Segment (Town of Pittsford)

The primary trail routing issues in this area relate to unapproved landscaping and
other manmade barriers located in the corridor, typically at the entrances of residential
streets. RG & E confirmed that landscaping planted within the corridor is technically an
encroachment onto their private property. The consultant recommends removing
these encroachments and constructing the trail along the original corridor alignment.

Public Comments about the Mill Road Segment

= One attendee noted that several vocal property owners in this area forced the
existing trail along the road (by installing barriers) when it was developed
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Railroad Mills Road Segment (Towns of Pittsford/Victor)

The consultant recommends the trail be kept to the east of Railroad Mills Road
following the original corridor alignment. The consultant also recommended using
Woolston Road to connect the Auburn Trail to Powder Mills Park, noting that some
informal footpaths currently exist between the Auburn Line corridor and a Powder Mills
Park parking area off Woolston Road.

Public Comments about the Railroad Mills Segment

=  There was support for connecting the trail with Powder Mills Park

= It was noted that much of the original ballast remains between the county line
and Probst Road in Victor, which could serve as a good trail base

= One Railroad Mills Road resident expressed concern about impacts the trail
would have on natural habitat, noting the area is diverse in bird and butterfly
species. The consultant stated the trail could potentially have some impact on
bird and butterfly habitats, but it is expected to be minor. Signage could be
used to educate the public about sensitive habitat to help minimize impacts

= Another Railroad Mills Road resident inquired about whom would police the trail

and what techniques could be used minimize undesired activities on the trail.
This resident also inquired about trail maintenance needs and responsibilities

irondequoit Creek Crossing / Main Street Fishers Segment

Due to erosion, one side of the stone arch bridge over Irondequoit Creek has
weakened and collapsed. The bridge could either be restored, rehabilitated, or
reconstructed, all of which are being investigated as part of this study. The bridge is
an eligible historic structure, thus, any option will need to be reviewed by SHPO.
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Public Comments on the Irondequoit Creek Crossing/Main Street Fishers Segment

A Victor resident inquired about who will be accepting liability for the trail

Other Comments

Someone asked if horseback riding would be allowed. Kristin Bennett, GTC,
stated the project Stakeholder Committee discussed equestrian use. Their
recommendation is for pedestrian and bicycle use only but a formal decision
was deferred until the public had an opportunity to comment

Someone inquired whether the trail would be accessible to the disabled. Kristin
Bennett, GTC, stated much of the trail could be accessible because of the
corridor’s gentle grades. If federal funding is used for trail development, the
trail would need to meet standards for trails, parking lots, and other related
amenities as defined in the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Any areas of
the trail not able to be made accessible due to environmental or extreme cost
constraints would needed to be clearly identified

Someone inquired if the trail would allow dog walking. Kristin Bennett, GTC,
stated allowing dogs on the trail is a municipal-level decision

A Perinton resident recommended keeping the trail off-road as much as
possible to support families and children using the trail

Trailheads and parking areas for the trail need to be identified
Dave Schaeffer, Crescent Trail Association, noted improvement of this segment
of the Auburn Trail would greatly enhance regional trail connectivity and also

allow for opportunities to hold major trail events in the area

Numerous meeting attendees expressed support for improving and extending
the Auburn Trail corridor, stating it would be a good use of taxpayer monies
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= Mayor Corby, Village of Pittsford, concurred with trail supporters, noting that
trails have many benefits such as providing places for people to exercise and
recreate, including kids and teens. Trails also provide transportation options.
He added that trails can be a huge selling point for a community

= Brian Emelson, Victor Parks and Recreation Director, relayed the Town of
Victor’s support for this project. The Town is currently improving the Auburn
Trail corridor south of Main Street Fishers funded with federal transportation
dollars the Town received last year. More information about this project can be
obtained by visiting www.auburntrail.com.

= A representative from a private organization, the Rochester Trolley Corporation
stated his support for the project and relayed their interest in utilizing the

corridor for electric trolley service to connect Lake Ontario with the Finger Lakes

This constitutes our understanding of the events of this meeting.

comments or questions about this summary to the writer within one week of receipt.

Respectfully submitted,

BERGMANN ASSOCIATES

oAb

Mark R. Johns, ASLA
Bergmann Associates
200 First Federal Plaza
28 East Main Street
Rochester, NY 14614

585-232-5137 x 434
E-mail: mjohns@bergmannpc.com

GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

Kristin Bennett, AICP

Genesee Transportation Council
50 West Main Street, Suite 8112
Rochester, NY 14614

585-232-6243 x 14
E-mail: kbennett@gtcmpo.org

Please provide all



Attendees:
Kristin Bennett
Martin Brewster
Ron Cass

Brian Emelson
Tom Goodwin
Kristen Mark Hughes
Mark Johns

Scott Leathersich
Dave Schaeffer
Dave Wright

Priority Trails Advancement
Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Stakeholder Committee Meeting Summary

January 23, 2004

Genesee Transportation Council [GTC Project Manager]
Town of Pittsford Planning & Zoning

Town of Perinton Public Works

Town of Victor Parks and Recreation

Monroe County Planning

Ontario County Planning

Bergmann Associates [Consultant Project Manager]
Monroe County DOT

Crescent Trail Association

Victor Town Board / Victor Hiking Trails

1. Project Recap

Kristin Bennett distributed a revised meeting summary for the November 21, 2003
Stakeholder Committee meeting. (Committee members not in attendance will
receive the revised meeting summary via email.)

The goal of the meeting is to make decisions about what specific direction
Bergmann Associates should take to address the seven challenge areas along the
corridor when developing the draft alternatives. The challenge areas are:

= Depot/Del Monte Lodge area (Village of Pittsford)

= Schoen

Place (Village of Pittsford)

= Erie Canal / Jefferson Road (State Route 96) crossings (Town of Pittsford)
= East Street Area (Town of Pittsford)

= Mill Road Area (Town of Pittsford)

* Railroad Mills Road (Towns of Pittsford, Perinton, and Victor)

= |rondequoit Creek Crossing (Town of Victor)
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2. Consensus on Trail Development Alternatives

Depot/Del Monte Lodge Area and Schoen Place (Village of Pittsford)

Mark informed the Committee that the overriding opinion at the December public
meeting was to connect the Auburn Trail to the Canalway Trail via the Village public
works land and then utilize the Canalway Trail through the Village to the power line
corridor where the trail could be reconnected with the Auburn corridor.

There was a question about whether the Zornow farm property behind Schoen Place
and Northfield Commons could be used for the trail in this section. While it is
feasible from a design standpoint, Marty Brewster noted this farm’s development
rights have been purchased, which may make approvals for a trail difficult.

Bergmann will proceed with finalizing a draft alternative and cost estimates for

Option 1 - using the DPW property to connect to the Canalway Trail and then
reconnecting the trail with the Auburn corridor via the power line corridor.

Erie Canal / lefferson Road (State Route 96) Crossings

Bergmann Associates reviewed the two options for crossing the Erie Canal:

1. Installing a new prefabricated bridge over the Erie Canal using the existing
abutments (south of Mitchell Road). An at-grade crossing or a second
bridge structure could be used to cross Jefferson Road (State Route 96).

2. Install a new prefabricated bridge over the Erie Canal at the location where
Marsh Road historically crossed the Canal and connected with East Street
(further south on the Canal).

Kristen Hughes felt a grade-separated crossing at Jefferson Road was preferable to
an unsignalized at-grade crossing.
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The Public’s preference was to span the canal and Jefferson Road. There was no
strong preference regarding crossing location; both alternatives presented were
acceptable.

The Committee suggested that an at—grade crossing at East Street would be
acceptable if the intersection was signalized. The bridge over the Canal on the
existing bridge abutments could still be used but touch down in the parking area
on the south side of the Canal. Then a short trail segment could be constructed
along the south side of the Canal to bring trail users to the East Street intersection.

The Committee concurred they would like NYSDOT to investigate signalization of

the East Street / Jefferson Road intersection. Kristin Bennett will contact NYSDOT to
inquire about a signal warrant study as well as examine the area for a trail crossing.

East Street Area (Town of Pittsford)

The Committee discussed how it could address bringing the trail through this area
given the corridor’s cramped location between the Knickerbocker Farm and several
homes along East Street. The Committee concurred that Bergmann should develop
a cost design and cost estimates for bringing the trail through this constrained
area, including the provision of vegetation screening. However, they wanted to
come up with an eastern alternative that would better connect if the trail crossed
the Canal at East Street (Option 2 for Erie Canal crossing listed above).

The Committee discussed utilizing public lands on the south side of Jefferson Road
east of East Street. The tax parcel map prepared by Bergmann shows Canal
Corporation and Town of Pittsford ownership of these properties. The trail could
possibly be routed from the East Street/Jefferson Road intersection through Canal
Corporation land and then through or around the perimeter of the capped Town
landfill behind the Little League ball fields on East Street. The trail then could be
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reconnected with the Auburn corridor further south. The Committee felt this was a
superior option to utilizing East Street shoulders for the bypass around the
residences.

It was suggested the former landfill property could also serve as additional overflow
parking for the ball fields, where parking problems exist now. The ball fields are a
destination to which the trail should be linked. Likewise, the trail and fields could
share amenities like parking and port-a-johns. Dave Schaeffer added that
interpretive information about the rail corridor, the Great Embankment, and the
former Cartersville settlement could be included as well.

Kristin Bennett and Mark Johns will make the necessary inquiries about the Canal
Corporation land and if there are any limitations on the use of the landfill property.
An alternative utilizing this route will be developed.

The preferred option from the public was to remain on the ROW or utilize the
Knickerbocker Farm property to bypass the short segment behind the adjacent
residences. Marty Brewster will obtain an official response from the Town of
Pittsford regarding the feasibility of utilizing part of the Knickerbocker Farm given
the recent purchase of development rights of the farm.

Mill Road Area (Town of Pittsford)

The primary trail routing issues in this area relate to unapproved landscaping and
other unauthorized manmade barriers that have been placed in the right-of-way,
typically at the entrances of residential subdivision streets.

The public’s preference was to keep the trail off-road as much as possible.
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Marty Brewster noted that the corridor is not very close to homes in this area so
placing the trail within the original rail corridor would not significantly affect privacy.
Vegetation screening can mitigate view issues for homes closest to the corridor.

RG & E, as the owner of the corridor, could possibly act to remove the encroachments
on their property. In a meeting in Fall 2003, Debra Wegman of RG & E offered to
have the corridor resurveyed by their staff to determine where the encroachments
were along the corridor. Kristen Hughes inquired whether the residential driveways
that cross the corridor in this section have easements with RG & E. (Note: Bergmann
Associates will contact RGE regarding these issues.)

Railroad Mills Road Area (Towns of Pittsford, Perinton, and Victor)

There were a few public comments on this segment of the corridor, mostly related
to maintaining the natural character of the area and mitigating the trail’s impact on
plants and birds/insects.

The Committee concurred with Bergmann’s recommendation to place the trail to
the east of Railroad Mills Road following the original corridor alignment and using
Woolston Road to connect the Auburn Trail to Powder Mills Park. Bergmann will
investigate accommodating small parking areas on Miles Cutting and Probst Roads.

Dave Schaeffer reiterated Perinton’s interest in developing a trail connection
between the Auburn Trail and Powder Mills Park. Dave stated he would contact the
Perinton landowner whose property is adjacent to both the trail ROW and Powder
Mill Park about the possibility of allowing a connection.
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Irondequoit Creek Crossing, Town of Victor

Public comments on this section of the challenge stressed just making the culvert
repair happen while being sensitive to the historic nature of the structure.
Bergmann will move forward with developing a recommended alternative for repair
of the culvert, including obtaining State Historic Preservation Office reviews.

. Clover Street to French Road Segment

Marty Brewster reviewed the Town of Pittsford’s progress on its’ companion study,
which is examining the corridor in greater detail from Clover Street to French Road.
The Town Board will be considering a Draft Policy Guide for future land use actions
that would impact the corridor. The recommendation is to not let any additional
commercial uses impact the corridor between Clover Street and Cornell Jewelers.
Several improvements to the corridor are also included.

Marty noted there are several challenge areas in this segment of the corridor,
including the section between McDonald’s and Clover Street, buffering issues with
Oak Hill Country Club, and the Town’s own access management interests. He
added that a trailhead for the Erie Canal Trail on the other side of Monroe Avenue
has been included as part of the Spring House renovations and new plaza
construction adjacent to the Spring House. The Town would like to establish a
midblock crossing with median for pedestrians at this location; however, NYSDOT is
reluctant to allow the crossing.
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4, Other Comments

The Committee discussed trail maintenance and enforcement issues. All
communities in attendance noted that maintenance would be done through a
combination of municipal services and volunteer assistance. It was suggested the
corridor not be designated as parkland because, if the corridor use needs to change
in the future, it would require alienation of the property if it were dedicated
parkland.

This constitutes our understanding of the events of this meeting. Please provide all
comments or questions concerning this summary to the writer within one week of
receipt.

Respectfully submitted,

BERGMANN ASSOCIATES GENESEE TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL
Mark R. Johns, ASLA Kristin Bennett, AICP

Project Manager Bicycle/Pedestrian Program Manager
200 First Federal Plaza 50 West Main Street

28 East Main Street Suite 8112

Rochester, NY 14614 Rochester, NY 14614

(585) 232-5137, ext. 434 (585) 232-6243, ext. 14

E-mail: mjohns@bergmannpc.com E-mail: kbennett@gtcmpo.org
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Priority Trails Advancement
Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Stakeholder Committee Meeting Summary

June 28, 2004

Attendees:

Mike Garland Town of Pittsford Comm. DPW

Scott Leathersich Monroe County DOT

Steve Beauvais NYS Department of Transportation — Region 4
Kristin Bennett Genesee Transportation Council

Martin Brewster Town of Pittsford Planning & Zoning

Sandra Zutes Pittsford Town Board

Mark Johns Bergmann Associates

1. Jefferson Road (Route 96)/East Street Crossings

Mark Johns reviewed the results of a meeting held on site on May 7 2004 with representatives of
the DOT (Steve Beauvais, Matt Oravec, and Paul Spitzer) and Sandy Zutes, Town of Pittsford:

e DOT said they recently looked at need for signal at East Street and it was not warranted.

e They felt there are sufficient gaps for an at-grade crossing — can locate bridge and/or trail
to optimize sight distance for best crossing.

¢ One technique identified to reduce the number of pedestrian crossings across Jefferson
Road would be to locate trail parking on either side of Jefferson Road (theory is that most
people will drive to the site, park, and go north or south, thereby reducing potential
number of crossings).

e Best option appears to be — utilize existing piers, cross canal at former rail ROW, touch
down on canal side, cross Jefferson somewhere between Knickerbocker and East Street
(utilize DOT or Canal Corp. lands to re-access ROW) and stay on original ROW. Can
provide link to park/ball fields from MCWA easement. Can stripe crossing of Jefferson
Road with high visibility crosswalks.

e DOT said they don't anticipate a major increase in ADT (currently ~ 16K) over the next
several years — Jefferson Road will not be widened. (Kristin Bennett offered to have
GTC’s traffic modeler provide the expected traffic growth on Route 96 and East Street
over the next 10 and 20 years from the region’s traffic model to confirm this assumption).

Sandy Z. noted that at the intersection of Jefferson and East Street, motorists are waiting for a gap to
turn left and may not be as aware of bikes/peds. Given that, a mid-block crossing may be marginally
safer.

Steve B. will check on how close the signal warrant came for the intersection.
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It was determined that the preferred alternative will be to follow the existing ROW alignment and
cross the canal at the original crossing and span Jefferson Road too. A sub-alternative will be an at-
grade crossing of Jefferson in the vicinity.

Steve Beauvais noted that overhead clearance over the Canal and Jefferson Road (15’ minimum)
needs to be maintained for passage of oversized vehicles

Mark Johns was asked to research the lawn license agreements coverage and to see if it included the
provision for a trail or the ability to install retaining walls on RGE property and confirm with RGE. He
also should find out if RGE has any immediate or long-term plans for infrastructure improvements
along the corridor.

2. Public Meeting

It was decided to hold the next public meeting in the Town of Pittsford during the month of
August (avoid Mondays or Tuesdays). The Town would like to review the final presentation
prior to the meeting. GTC will suggest possible dates and contact the full Stakeholder
Committee.

This constitutes our understanding of the events of this meeting. Please provide all comments or
questions concerning this summary to the writer within one week of receipt.

Respectfully submitted,

BERGMANN ASSOCIATES

Tk

Mark R. Johns, ASLA

Project Manager

200 First Federal Plaza

28 East Main Street

Rochester, NY 14614
585-232-5137 x 434

E-mail: mjohns@bergmannpc.com
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Priority Trails Advancement
Auburn Line Corridor Rail-to-Trail Study
Public Meeting Summary

King’s Bend Park, Pittsford
September 9, 2004

PROJECT COMMITTEE MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE

Steve Beauvais, NYSDOT Scott Leathersich, Monroe County DOT
Kristin Bennett, Genesee Transportation Council ~ Ted Liddell, Bergmann Associates (consultant)
Marty Brewster, Town of Pittsford Jane Luce, Town of Victor

Mayor Bob Corby, Village of Pittsford Dave Schaeffer, Town of Perinton

Brian Emelson, Town of Victor David Wright, Town of Victor

Mark Johns, Bergmann Associates (consultant) Sandra Zutes, Town of Pittsford

Sandra Zutes, Town of Pittsford, welcomed everyone to the meeting. She introduced members of
the trails project’s steering committee in attendance as well as staff from the Genesee Transportation
Council (GTC), which provided funding for the planning study, and staff from Bergmann Associates,
the local consulting firm providing planning and design assistance on the project.

Kristin Bennett, GTC, explained the source of the funding for this planning study, GTC's Priority Trails
Advancement program. The goal of the PTA program is to help local communities advance concept-
level planning and design for high priority trail projects in the region, which may help communities
be more successful in seeking funding and/or implementing these projects.

Mark Johns, Bergmann Associates, presented the draft recommendations. The goal of the study is to
develop concept plans and cost estimates for upgrading existing sections of trail to a stone-dust multi-
use trail and completing undeveloped segments in the same fashion for non-motorized users.
Recommendations for adding a crossing of the Erie Canal and an above grade or at-grade crossing of
Jefferson Road are included as is the repair of the historic stone arch culvert over Irondequoit Creek.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS

To facilitate the public input portion of the meeting given the large number of persons in attendance,
questions and comments were taken by study segment:

Clover Street to French Road

*  Will the trail be completed all the way to Clover Street given the existing encroachments
on the corridor in that section? It seems like some of the corridor is now parking lot for
some of the businesses. s the trail on the golf course? Could it be built there?
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Marty Brewster, Town of Pittsford Planning and Zoning director explained that the Town is
currently working with each property owner to rectify existing encroachments and to
obtain easements for the trail through any new or redevelopment of properties along the
corridor. He added that actually a portion of the golf course is on the right-of-way (ROW)
but there has been no discussion to put the trail on the golf course.

The trail would be an asset to those businesses along Monroe Avenue.
Has the Town of Brighton expressed interest in extending the trail north of Clover Street?

Kristin Bennett, GIC, explained the Town has included the corridor as a proposed trail in
its recent master plan update. Like the Town of Pittsford, Brighton is also retaining
easements for trail access as properties are developed or redeveloped.

French Road to Schoen Place/Village of Pittsford

The trail could afford excellent opportunities to view some of the farmland protected
under the Town of Pittsford’s GreenPrint Initiative.

There is a steep slope within the Village’s public works property where the trail
connection between the Auburn corridor and the Canalway Trail is proposed. Will this
be able to be made accessible to persons with disabilities? Is this a requirement for trails?

This segment of the trail may not be able to meet accessibility guidelines for slope. The
goal is to make as much of the trail accessible as possible but some existing environmental
conditions may not allow for a reasonable accommodation. Any segment not meeting
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) guidelines would be marked and signed so that
persons with mobility challenges are aware of the situation. It is expected the vast majority
of the trail would be accessible as it is on a flat railroad grade.

Using existing Canalway Trail through Schoen Place is beneficial because it already deals
with the road crossings and does not impact the businesses that use it for parking

Currently the corridor is used for parking for the adjacent businesses (e.g. Towpath Bike
Shop, Coal Tower Restaurant), which is already in short supply in the Village. It is
recommended the trail route follow the existing Canalway Trail through the Village,
utilizing its existing at-grade and below grade crossings of State Route 96 and 31 as
opposed to trying to create new at-grade crossings of these busy roads. This option is also
more cost effective as it utilizes the existing Canal-owned and maintained trail.
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Could the trail go along the Zornow farm property to the west of the original corridor?

Sandra Zutes, Pittsford Town Board, explained this farmland was preserved under the
Greenprint program, which does not allow new development on the property.

What is the reason for using the power line easement to connect back to the Auburn
corridor? Why not just use the Canalway Trail all the way to the Erie Canal crossing?

It routes the proposed trail back onto the original railroad alignment and also creates a
trail loop in that area, which was suggested during the first public input period. The
corridor also has a dense tree canopy, offering an additional pleasant experience to trail
users.

Erie Canal /Jefferson Road (State Route 96) Crossings

Is a traffic signal totally out of the question at the East Street/Jefferson Road intersection?

Steve Beauvais, NYSDOT, explained that NYSDOT staff completed recent traffic analysis for this
intersection to support this project, and it did not meet the necessary warrants for a traffic signal
now. Kristin Bennett added that GTC reviewed its regional traffic forecasting model for this area,
which suggested there will be limited growth in traffic at this intersection and along Route 96 and
East Street over the next 20 years.

Would a tunnel under Jefferson Road be a better option, perhaps less expensive?

Mark Johns explained tunnels have been used for trails in this area, but the grade differential from
crossing over the Erie Canal and then getting down underground would be too great in such a
small area. In this situation, a tunnel would not likely be less expensive and some people may
have security concerns with a tunnel.

What is the bridge height requirement over the Canal? How tall would a bridge over Jefferson be?

The bridge over the Erie Canal would need to be a minimum of 14 — 14 feet above the water
surface. A bridge over Jefferson Road would need to be a minimum of 15 feet over the road.

Mark johns added that ADA accessible ramps are included in the concept design and cost
estimates, which would get trail users down to access parking and Jefferson Road. The preferred
option is to cross both the Canal and Jefferson Road above grade, but cost is a factor. One
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recommendation is to create parking areas on both sides of Jefferson Road so users wishing to
travel north on the trail could park along the Canal and trail users wishing to go south on the trail
could park on the south side of Jefferson Road to minimize crossings.

Would a traffic signal at Jefferson Road and East Street be cheaper than the bridge?

Yes, it would be less expensive but a traffic signal must be warranted before it can be installed. At
this time, the intersection does not meet warrants for a signal. The at-grade crossing at Jefferson
Road and Fast Street would present the problem of reconnecting the trail to the ROW corridor
behind the East Street residences.

Several people commented that they would not feel comfortable crossing Jefferson Road at grade
because of the speed and volume of traffic and preferred the bridge option across Jefferson.

NYSDOT noted the speed limit of Jefferson Road, which currently transitions from 55 mph to 35
mph in the vicinity of the crossing, could be shifted eastward so the at-grade, mid-block crossing
occurs at the 35 mph zone.

Any indication of number of trail users? Could the number of users justify a signal at the East
Street/Jefferson Road intersection?

Kristin Bennett explained there is no real trail traffic model to forecast the expected number of trail
users, but noted Canalway Trail traffic between Brighton and Fairport is moderate to heavy per
manual trail traffic counts taken outside this study. Steve Beauvais, NYSDOT, noted that conditions
can be investigated after the trail is installed to see if a signal warrant is met due to crossing
pedestrian and bicycle traffic. The Town would need to request a new study in writing.

Could the flood gate be a possible option for crossing?
Mark Johns responded that the flood gate is not a crossing option due to its design and function.
Would a perpendicular bridge over the Erie Canal be better?

This option was investigated but is more costly than crossing the Canal using the original existing
abutments.

Adding a crossing over the Canal will likely increase trail use on the southern portion of the
Auburn Trail because people would be able to connect directly to and from the Canalway Trail
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East Street Section

How would the trail go from right-of-way behind the houses and then up the steep grade that
exists?

Mark Johns explained this section may be difficult to make accessible to the disabled and that
more detailed options would need to be looked at if the trail project is progressed.

Could the trail cross Jefferson Road further south and come up through the Little League field
parking area and then across East Street back onto the railroad corridor?

Mark Johns explained this was investigated but may not be possible due to restrictions placed on
land use of former landfills - the area behind the fields is a former landfill. Additionally, crossing
kast Street and reconnecting with the original rail corridor is also problematic. A goal expressed
during the first public input period was to keep the trail on the original corridor. This alternative
deviates substantially from the ROW corridor.

Could trail be put on the Knickerbocker farm, possibly by purchasing a strip of the property?

Sandra Zutes explained that the terms of the Purchase of Development Rights for the
Knickerbocker Farm do not allow for new development. Additionally, the Knickerbocker Farm is
still private property and an active farm.

What is being done about the drainage problem between the farm and the East Street houses?

Marty Brewster explained the Town, RG & , and the Knickerbocker family is currently working on
a solution to the existing drainage problem, but it was too soon to provide any details on a likely
solution. The trail is being considered in these discussions.

Mill Road Section

Cars travel at high speeds on Mill Road mixing with trail users. It was noted that Mill Road is also
heavily used by motorcyclists.

There are some trespassing problems on the Auburn Corridor by snowmobilers in the winter.

The blind curve near a sheep farm may be a problem for trail users in terms of visibility when
crossing Mill Road.
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High visibility crosswalk markings should be added to the trail’s intersection with Thornell Road

The corridor should just be cleared and better marked but not upgraded to a stone dust surface,
recommending that trail use should be assessed before investing more money.

How far away will the trail be from the houses in the Auburndale Road subdivision?

Mark Johns stated the corridor is very wide in this area — around 100 feet wide — so the trail would
be a good distance away from the houses in terms of privacy. He added that the area is heavily
wooded/landscaped and has a lot of native vegetative growth, which can help screen the trail from
neighboring houses.

How will the trail connect with Powder Mills Park?

Mark Johns described an on-street option using Woolston Road. David Schaeffer, Town of
Perinton, noted there may be an opportunity to use a foreclosed farm property or other off-street
route through property yet to be acquired, however, the connection may involve steep grades.

Railroad Mills Road Segment

Concern was expressed about the trail providing easier access to people’s property for criminals.
One family noted they had been the victims of two burglaries and that they also have problems
currently with underage drinking in Powder Mills Park, which is adjacent to their property.

Some residents expressed concern about potential impacts on wildlife if the trail is widened and
more people start using it

The trail would be a great option for the children in the area as well as runners, bicyclists, and
parents with strollers — there is a large number of pedestrians that use the roadway and the trail

would be a much safer alternative.

Victor Trail Segment Including Irondequoit Creek Crossing

" The wildlife adds to the quality of life in this area. Why weren't nature groups/science groups

involved in the trail project?
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* Arepresentative from an Ontario County-based snowmobile club requested that the trail be
open to snowmobiling, noting statistics in the growing demand for snowmobiling. Snowmobile
use would only be between December 15 and March 1 every year, and funding from the State
Snowmobile funds may be available to help fund trail development. He referred to a petition
signed by dozens of snowmobilers in Ontario County that was submitted to GTC during its
Regional Trails Initiative plan development.

= Several people commented that it would be a good thing to reestablish the crossing at
Irondequoit Creek and preserve the historic appearance of the stone arch culvert.

OTHER GENERAL COMMENTS

* One resident stated she felt the whole trail concept is excellent, is worth the money that would
be spent, and is a long time coming for many residents.

*  Where is money to develop this trail going to come from?

The final report that will be produced from this study will serve as a tool to help the local
communities seek funding. The report will include cost estimates for developing the trail as well as
estimates for on-going maintenance. It will also include suggested strategies for implementation.
There are competitive federal and state sources of funding. Additionally, local communities can
consider allocating funds and/or town forces to develop the trail in part or in whole.

= Pedestrians and bicyclists using this corridor is a very benign use considering its original use as a
rail corridor.

This constitutes our understanding of the events of this meeting. Please provide all comments or
questions concerning this summary to the writer within one week of receipt.

Respectfully submitted,

o Rl s

Bergmann Associates and Genesee Transportation Council




Appendix B:
Canal Crossing Supplemental
Information




Memorandum

BRIDGE OVER ERIE CANAL

The proposed pedestrian bridge over the Erie Canal is a 2-span (180 ft- 150 ft) structure utilizing the
existing abutments and pier from an abandoned railroad bridge. The new bridge will need to satisfy the
15°-6” minimum vertical clearance over the canal.

A site visit was performed on August 23, 2004. Visual observations indicate the existing concrete
substructure elements to be in relatively good condition; exhibiting areas of concrete scaling and isolated

spalls.

The proposed bridge and ramp construction consists of the following:
e Prefabricated steel truss bridges providing a 10-foot clear walkway.
e Abutment bridge seat modifications to accommodate the canal minimum vertical clearance. Need
to raise existing abutments approximately 3 feet.
¢ Abutment and pier concrete surface repairs to the areas in the vicinity of the new bridge crossing.
* Ramp structure (164 feet long) comprised of segmental block retaining walls, concrete walkway
surface, concrete coping and steel pedestrian railing.

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost:
Bridge Structure  $650,000
Abutment Repairs  $200,000
Ramp Structure $210,000

Total Cost $1,025,000 ... say $1.1 million
o0

ADDITIONAL BRIDGE SPAN OVER JEFFERSON ROAD

As an option, one additional 250-foot long span over Jefferson Road was investigated. This would be a
prefabricated truss superstructure supported on concrete abutments founded in drilled shafts. The new
bridge will need to satisfy a 14’-6” minimum vertical clearance over the roadway.

The bridge and abutment work associated the 2-span structure crossing the canal will be the same for this
option. The additional work required for the Jefferson Road crossing includes the following:
e Prefabricated steel truss bridges providing a 10-foot clear walkway.
e Two reinforced concrete abutments; tall abutment on north side of road and stub abutment on
south side of road.

BERGMANN
associates

Engineers/ Architects/ Surveyors
200 First Federal Plaza, 28 East Main Street, Rochester, NY 14614
585.232.5135/585.325.8306 fax

Hoboken, NJ / Philadelphia, PA / Pittsburgh, PA / Buffalo, NY / Jacksonville, FL / Toledo, OH / Lansing, MI
Page 2 of 3
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e A 75-foot long connection segrﬁent between the canal crossing south abutment and the roadway
crossing north abutment. Segment to be constructed utilizing segmental blocks.

e Ramp structure (207 feet long) comprised of segmental block retaining walls, concrete walkway
surface, concrete coping and steel pedestrian railing.

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost¥ (TOTAL Fea 3 SPANS )

Bridge Structure  $1,525,000
Abutment Repairs $ 165,000 290,5¢¢
Ramp Structure $ 325,000
Total Cost $2,9'3-5,000 ... say $2.0 million
o5sC
Therefore, the additional span over Jefferson Road is $0.9 million more costly than providing a 2-span
bridge over the Erie Canal.

A FcR  ADDITIONAL SPAN 0/ Jerrenson’

BRWGE 4 1,525,000 ~ @30,000 = $ 875,000
ABUT REP 200,000~ 200,000 = 0

RAMP $325,0c0 - 210, oco

i

s, co0

+ 940, oo

associates
Engineers/ Architects/ Surveyors
200 First Federal Plaza, 28 East Main Street, Rochester, NY 14614
585.232.5135/585.325.8306 fax
Hoboken, NJ / Philadelphia, PA / Pittsburgh, PA / Buffalo, NY / Jacksonville, FL / Toledo, OH / Lansing, MI
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STEADFAST BRIDGE
COMPANY

| Bridge Styles |

The KEYSTONE
-Bow Truss-

Steadfast Bridges is responsible for bringing this old favorite back to the
market place.Standard designs go to 120’ clear span. The Keystone can be
furnished for spans to 250'. The properties of the ageless parabolic curve still
offer one of the most efficient structural designs. The nostalgic appearance of
the popular bow truss is still in high demand. The depth at the center is usually
10% of the clear span. With longer spans, the center depth may be reduced to
7% of the span.

The CAPSTONE
-Modified Bow-

Steadfast Bridges introduces the Capstone Series for projects requiring a
long span bridge with limited approach space. The truss height of the
Capstone varies to allow a low abutment backwall while still maintaining
maximum truss depth at the center. This modified bow truss design also allo
a constant rail height for an unobstructed view over the top chord. The
Capstone is perfect for longer spans up to 250'.

http://www.steadfastbridge.com/styles/styles.html 11/20/2003
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The CONNECTOR
-Pratt Truss-

r
o
L
Py

N,

fard
The Connector is the most familiar truss design. Our standard designs go up

to the 120" clear span range. By increasing the truss depth and raising the floor
to form an "H", these spans can be increased to 220' for an efficient design.

The LINK
-X Brace Truss-
% VN Y AT, Y 4 XTI el
i e /
i |

This attractive companion to the Connector design is only slightly more
expensive. The X brace panels add to the symmetry and beauty of the Link
series. The Link is also available in spans to 220" similar to the Connector.

The GATEWAY
-Portal Bridge-

http://www steadfastbridge.com/styles/styles.html 11/20/2003
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The box, or portal bridge is the most common truss design for vehicular bridges.
We rely on the stability of the box girder for the longer spans of up to 240" and in
the instances where heavier loading conditions may be required. Even these

longer, heavier spans can usually be erected in less than one day! This design is

particularly useful in highway and railroad overpasses where a security chain
link fence is factory installed.

The EDO
-Oriental Style-

Although our original thought was to provide an attractive bridge for the
landscape architect, the Oriental look has been applied to many other uses,
even vehicular bridges. Edo is the ancient name for Tokyo and this style bric
has been popular all over the United States. The Edo has been particularly

useful on golf courses and as an architectural feature for buildings and
gardens.

The EXPRESSWAY
-Low Rail Height-

hitp://www steadfastbridge.com/styles/styles.html 11/20/2003
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Golf course bridges are one of our specialties at Steadfast. The variety of
designs is the main reason for our leadership in this field. We attach every
plank of our wood floors with a least two plated fasteners at each crossing
support and thru-bolting a high-strength steel bar along each edge. This
method prevents noisy slapping of boards for golf cart use and inhibits
warping of the wood. Our rugged design also provides the needed capacity
for maintenance vehicles and pick-up trucks.

The CABLE STAYED
-Long Clear Spans-

The Steadfast Cable Stayed design is an economical solution to long clear
span pedestrian and light vehicular bridges. The Cable Stayed Bridge has
been a popular design option since Steadfast made it available. Quite ofter
is the best answer to staying completely cut of flood plains and
environmentally sensitive wetland areas. The cost is low and the beauty anc

aesthetics are invaluable on the Cable Stayed Bridges spanning 180" to 40(

OVERPASSES

The saturation of our highways and the requirement for safety has steadily
increased the demand for this product. The Gateway box girder design has
been the natural style for the overpass due to the ability to attach a security

http://www.steadfastbridge.com/styles/styles.html 11/20/2003
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fence to the steel framework. Federal guidelines require this protective fence
which we normally install at our plant before shipment. This is a safety
requirement for schools, hospitals and shopping centers. Overpasses can be
provided with stairs and ramps. These ramps meet the requirements of the

Americans with Disabilities Act.

http://www steadfastbridge.com/styles/styles.html 11/20/2003
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Memorandum

To: Mark Johns

From: Jim Kaniecki

Date:  9/01/04

Re: Victor Trail

C:

The purpose of this memorandum is to summarize the results of a preliminary cost analysis for the

rehabilitation of the existing stone arch culvert and the construction of a new Erie Canal crossing.

STONE ARCH CULVERT

A site visit was performed on August 23, 2004. The existing stone arch culvert crossing Irondequoit
Creek is in a state of disrepair. The condition of the culvert is the same as noted in the October 18, 2001
Memorandum prepared by Rick Howard (see attached). Basically, the upstream 2/3 of the arch has
collapsed into the creek and the stones have since washed away. Large portions of the embankments on
both sides of the creek have eroded into the stream. Currently, the trail path dips downward several feet
and only a 6-foot wide path is traversable over the remaining culvert portion.

It is proposed to reconstruct the culvert to its original geometry. Proposed rehabilitation measures
include:
» Install a precast concrete arch on concrete footings in the collapsed area ... abut to the existing
arch and provide a cast-in-place concrete closure pour.
e Reconstruct the upstream headwall in stone masonry to resemble the original headwall.
e Perform mortar joint repointing in the existing stone masonry arch and wingwalls, as needed.
e Backfill the culvert to an elevation 6 feet above the existing top of trail.
e Install stone slope protection at the ends of the upstream wingwalls.

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost: $200,000

Reconstruction of the collapsed portion utilizing stone masonry construction is assumed to cost twice as
much as that for a precast concrete arch.

BERGMANN
associates

Engineers/ Architects/ Surveyors
200 First Federal Plaza, 28 East Main Street, Rochester, NY 14614
585.232.5135/585.325.8306 fax

Hoboken, NJ / Philadelphia, PA / Pittsburgh, PA / Buffalo, NY / Jacksonville, FL / Toledo, OH / Lansing, M1
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| Stuart I. Brown Associates, Inc.
Planning and Management Consultants 640 CrossKeys Office Park
Fairport, New York 14450
Phone (716) 223-3430
Fax (716) 223-0468
e-mail: sibrown@frontiernet.net

Pro}. No. 5 527 O
Griging! :@E MA

October 17, 2001
Lhcive . -
Ruth Pie t, Directo ‘
uth Pierpont, Director _LPJM)T

NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Field Services

Pebbles Island, P.O. Box 189

Waterford, New York 12188-0189

RE: Auburn Trail Improvements, Town of Victor

Dear Ms. Pierpont:

The Town of Victor is in the process of developing plans for the construction of improvements to
the Auburn Trail which extends approximately nine miles across the Town in a
northwest/southeast direction. This trail is currently an un-improved footpath located along
abandoned railroad rights-of way. The Town, together with The Village of Victor, Victor
Hiking Trails Inc., and the Victor Local Development Corporation, will be seeking federal grant
assistance under the Transportation Enhancement Program to improve the trail.

The northern-most segment of -the trail is located along Irondequoit Creek. At a point west of
Fishers Road and north of Interstate 90, the trail crosses over Irondequoit Creek via a stone arch
bridge (see attached location map). This bridge, which is believed to date from the 1850's, is
significantly deteriorated and is falling into the creek below. As described in a memo from the
engineer who evaluated the bridge, two-thirds of the existing bridge structure has collapsed
into the creek and many of the stones have washed away (see attached memo). Photographs of
the remaining portions of the bridge are included with this correspondence.

As part of the trail improvement project, the Town of Victor and its co-applicants, are
considering options to replace or repair the bridge. The option currently favored by the Town
is to repair the bridge. The repair option would retain the portion of the stone arch that is still
standing and replace the collapsed portion with a pre-cast concrete arch of the same
dimensions. The replacement option would consist of removing the stone arch bridge and
replacing it with a precast concrete arch with dimensions similar to the existing bridge.

S BT R b S 10 22 B DD D T D
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On behalf of the Town, we are requesting you review the enclosed information and
photographs and provide us with guidance on how the Town might best proceed with the
project in order to meet applicable historic preservation standards. Specifically, we would
appreciate your comments and suggestions regarding the repair or replacement options
described above, or other actions that would be considered acceptable from a historic
preservation standpoint. Do not hesitate to call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Stuart 1. Brown
Grants Consultant
Town of Victor

SIB/kss
Enclosures

c: J. Richter, Supervisor (w/o enc)
R. Howard, Bergmann Associates (w/o enc)
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Engineers / Architects / Planners / Surveyors

Memorandum

DATE: October 18, 2001

TO: Stuart 1. Brown, Stuart I. Brown Associates
Kathy Spencer, Stuart . Brown Associates

FROM: Rick Howard, Bergmann Associates

RE: Town of Victor, Auburn Trail Grant Application

As requested, | performed a cursory review of the existing stone arch bridge condition on October
9, 2001. The stone arch condition is as follows:

The upstream 2/3 of the arch has collapscd into the creck. Most of the stones have washed away,
but some do remain in the collapse arca. In the collapsc arca the northern wall of the arch is
completcly gone and all that remains is a pile of stoncs. The northwest wingwall of the arch is
still standing, but has scttied uncvenly into the creck. The southwest wingwall is still standing.
Only the lower portion of the south wall in the collapsc arca remains.

The collapsc may have been caused by stream scour and undermining of the arch foundations.
The upstrcam creck approaches the arch at an angle such that [low is dirccted into the notthern
wall of the arch.

The arch collapse has causcd a large portion of the northern embankment to erode into the strcam.
Portions of the southern cmbankment have also eroded into the stream. This erosion is not a static
condition and threatens the portion of the structure that is still standing. During periods of high
flow the strecam scours behind the north wall of the arch that is still standing. This scour may
causc additional scctions of the arch to collapsc as it advances. Comparison of the present
conditions with photos from the summer of 1999 indicates that some additional scctions of the
arch have collapsed in the last two years.

The downstream 1/3 of the arch that remains is in fair condition. At the base of both downstream
wingwalls there is mortar loss around some of the stones. A couple of the stones are missing at
the northeast wingwall and some settlement of individual stones is cvident at both wingwalls.
This is also not a static condition and will continuc to worsen unless corrected.

200 First Federal Plaza, 28 East Main Street / Rochester, New York 14614-1909
716.232.5135 / 716.325.8320 fax

Buffalo, NY / Philadelphia, PA / Pittsburgh, PA / Hoboken, NJ / Totedo, OH / Lanstng, MI/ Ft. Lauderdale, FL / Jacksonville, FL.

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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AUBURN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS PROPOSAL STAGE
AND CONNECTIONS OCTOBER 15, 2001

UNIT PRICE PAY UNIT QUANTITY TOTAL COST

STONE ARCH BRIDGE

NOTES:

1. Two-thirds of the existing bridge has collapsed into the creek. Most of the stones have washed away.

2. Two options were considered - repair of the existing bridge and complete replacement.

3. The repair option would retain the portion of the stone arch that is still standing - necessary repairs would be
made to it. The collapsed portion would be replaced with a precast concrete arch of the same dimensions.
Reconstruction of the collapsed portion with stone masonry would likely be cost prohibitive.

4. The replacement option would consist of a precast concrete arch with dimensions similar to the existing arch.

5. Costs for each option were calculated and found to be the same.

* Repair or Replacement of Stone Arch Bridge $8,333 Linear Foot 30 $249,980
SUBTOTAL: $249,990
15% CONTINGENCY $37,500
5% LUMP SUM CONTRACT ITEMS: $12,500
SUBTOTAL: $300,000
10% ENGINEERING & DESIGN FFES: $30,000
STONE ARCH BRIDGE TOTAL: $330,000

TRESTLE BRIDGE

NOTES:
1. Costs do not include existing bridge substructure repairs, steel repairs or painting of the structure.
2. Approximate size of the new deck would be 16 feet wide x 150 foot length.

* Remove Existing Timber Railroad Ties $12 Square Foot 2,400 $28,800
* Install New Laminated Wood Panel Decking $22 Square Foot 2,400 $52,800
* Install New Railings $60 Linear Foot 400 $24,000
SUBTOTAL: $105,600
15% CONTINGENCY $15,800
5% LUMP SUM CONTRACT ITEMS: $5,300
SUBTOTAL: $126,700
10% ENGINEERING & DESIGN FEES: $12,700

TRESTLE BRIDGE TOTAL: $139,400
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§ New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historlc Preservation
Historic Preservation Ficld Servicas Bureau

NEW YORK STATE 5 Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12183-0189 518-237-8643

Bemagette Castro
Comimigsionsr

RESOURCE EVALUATION

DATE: November 29.2001 ~ STAFF: Nancy L. Todd
PROPERTY:  Aubum Trail Improvement, Stone Arch Bridge
MCD: T/Victor (06915)

ADDRESS: Over Irondeguoit Creek COUNTY: Onuwrio
PROJECT REF: 01 PR 4931 USN: 06915.000026

;y"ldv

I. _ Property is individually listed on SR/NR:
name of listing:
___ Property is a contributing component of a SR/NR district:
name of district:

I1. X DProperties meet eligibility criteria.
___ Property contributes to a district which appears to meet eligibility criteria.
Pre SRB: X PostSRB:____ SRB date

Criteria for Inchusion in the National Register:

A.__ Associated with events that have made 2 significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history;

B. ___ Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past;

C._X_ Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction; or
ICpIescnis the work of a master; or possesses high artistic values; or represents a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction;

D.___ Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.
11, Property docs not mneet eligibility criteria.

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE:

Belicved to date from the 1850s, the stone arch bridse over the Irondequoit Creek along the abandoned
rail road right-of-way is architecturally significant as an intact, representative example of mid
nineteenth century masonry construction techniques. Despite some loss of integnity of materials, the
bridge remains substantially intact with its radiating stone voussoirs and random course stone retaining

walls.

An Egual Opponunity/AHirmatlve Actlon Agency
phintad on racycled papar
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New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Field Ssrvices Bureau
Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643

NOLLVANES 3413

Bsmadatle Caslro

Commissioner

Decamber 3, 2001
Mr. Stuart 1. Brown

Stuart |. Brown Associates

640 Crosskeys Offics Park

Fairpon, New York 14450

Dear Mr. Brown:
Re: TEA-21
Auburn Trail Improvements
TNietor, Ontario County

01PR4931

Ay

Preservation Act of 1966 and the relevant implementing regulations sincs you will be seeking grant
assistance from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). Based an this review, the SHPO is pleased to
provide the comments below,

1. The Stone Arch Bridge in your project area is sligible for listing in the Natlonal Registor of
Historic Places (see attached eligibility camments). This historic status means that FHWA
and the New York State Depariment of Transportation (DOT) muat continue to consuit to
assess project impacts to historic properties.

2. Repair of the bridge---which is one of the options under consideration and currently
favored by the Tewn---could meet the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties and have No Adverse Effect on significant historic and
cultural resources if the drawings are prepared in consultation with our office and
submitted for our review,

3. Removal of the bridge—-the other option being considered-—would require consultation
with the Advisory Counell on Historic Pressrvation under their regulations 36 CFR 800.6.

4. The SHPQ will be able 1o issue a formal determination of effect ance the community has
selected a final opticn and begins plan development. .

The SHPO appraciates the apporiunity to comment on this proposed undertsaking, and looks
forward to warking with you to complsts all required reviews. Pleage telephone me at 518/237-8643, exd.
3276 with any questions You may have. Please use the PRA# above to expedite 1he processing of future
submissions for this groject, ‘

Sipcerely,

[Relteweyl nA_

Richard M. Lord
Historic Sites Restaration Coordinator
(Richard. Lord @OPRHP state.ny.us)

enc: eligibility comments (1 pg.)

co: Douglas Gonlan, FHWA Albany
Mary Ivey, DOT Albany
Steven Beauvals, DOT Rochester
Kevin Miller, DOT Rochester

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency
’ printad on meycled paper
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1.

Trail Information Resources

American Trails is the only national, nonprofit organization working on behalf
of all trail interests, including hiking, bicycling, mountain biking, horseback
riding, water trails, snowshoeing, cross-country skiing, trail motorcycling, ATVs,
snowmobiling and four-wheeling. American Trails members want to create and
protect America's network of interconnected trails. We support local, regional,
and long-distance trails and greenways, whether they be in backcountry, rural or
urban areas. Our goal is to support America's trails by finding common ground
and promoting cooperation among all trail interests. We're involved in
everything from training trails advocates to providing increased trail
opportunities for individuals with disabilities. For more information, visit
www.americantrails.org.

Genesee Regional Trails Coalition is an organization whose mission is to help
local communities develop and maintain a regional system of multi-use trails
and promote responsible trail usage as a healthy and inexpensive recreational
opportunity for all seasons. The geographic area covered by the Coalition
includes the counties of Allegany, Genesee, Livingston, Monroe, Ontario,
Orleans, Seneca, Wayne, Wyoming and Yates. For more information visit
WWW. grtcinc.org.

National Center for Walking and Biking (NCBW) is the major program of the
Bicycle Federation of America, Inc. (BFA), a national, nonprofit [501(c)(3)]
corporation established in 1977. Our mission is to create bicycle-friendly and
walkable communities. The NCBW is governed by a volunteer board of
directors and operates from offices located in Washington, DC (headquarters),
Middlebury, Vermont, and Missoula, Montana. Ongoing NCBW activities
include:
¢ Providing specialized consulting services in the areas of long-range planning,
policy development, public involvement, route selection, planning and
design guidelines for bicycle and pedestrian facilities;
¢ Training programs for public health and transportation agencies;
¢ Economic development and tourism planning and analysis;
e Organizing and managing workshops and conferences, including the
biennial Pro Bike / Pro Walk conference.

For more information, visit www.bikewalk.org.

National Transportation Enhancements Clearinghouse (NTEC) can help you
learn how to use TE funds to revitalize the transportation experience in your
community. In addition to the information offered on this Web site, we offer
free technical support and documents on TE.  Visit www.enhancements.org.




New York Parks and Conservation Association (NYPCA) is a non-
governmental, not-for profit, statewide membership organization. Our mission is
to protect and advocate for existing parks and the state's natural and historic
resources, and to promote the creation of new kinds of parks such as
greenways, rail trails, and heritage corridors. For more information, visit
WWW.Nypca.org.

Rails-to-Trails Conservancy is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization with the
mission to enrich America's communities and countryside by creating a
nationwide network of public trails from former rail lines and connecting
corridors. RTC has more than 100,000 members and supporters. Founded in
1986, Rails-to-Trails Conservancy is located in Washington, D.C. and has offices
in California, Florida, Massachusetts, Michigan, Ohio and Pennsylvania. For
more information, visit www.railtrails.org.

The Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center (PBIC) is a clearinghouse for
information about health and safety, engineering, advocacy, education,
enforcement and access and mobility. The PBIC serves anyone interested in
pedestrian and bicycle issues, including planners, engineers, private citizens,
advocates, educators, police enforcement and the health community. For more
information, visit www.bicyclinginfo.org and www.walkinginfo.org.

Trails and Greenways Clearinghouse provides technical assistance,
information resources and referrals to trail and greenway advocates and
developers across the nation. Services are free and available to individuals,
government agencies, communities, grassroots organizations and anyone else
who is seeking to create or manage trails and greenways.

The Clearinghouse is a project of Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, with support from
the National Park Service's Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program
and countless greenway advocates and trail builders who have provided much
of the information and expertise reflected on this site. For more information,
visit www.trailsandgreenways.org.

U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration web
site provides many useful resources for state and local government program
managers and practitioners. For more information, visit
www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/index.htm.
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