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Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

As part of the 2005-2006 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), the Syracuse Metropolitan
Transportation Council (SMTC) agreed to complete the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommaodation Feasibility Study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The purpose of
this project was to determine the feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility or accommodation
along Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.
The project would also establish cost estimates of said facility and gauge the local public
sentiment on its appropriateness for this corridor.

The study area for this project ran along Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257) between the
Village line of Fayetteville in the north, and the Village line of Manlius in the south. More
specifically, the study area primarily lies between Franklin Street along Route 257 in the Village
of Fayetteville moving south to where the sidewalk begins in the Village of Manlius (0.1 miles
south of Kelly Drive). For the purpose of this study, those parcels that front Route 257 between
the two village lines define the width of the study area. Two schools are located at the northern
end of the study area (Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle Schools). The study area
is depicted in Figure 1-1 in Chapter 1.

A Public Involvement Plan (PIP) was developed for this study, as engaging the public early and
often in the planning process is critical to the success of any transportation plan or program, and
is required by numerous state and federal laws that apply to Metropolitan Planning Organizations
such as the SMTC. The PIP for this project included three main components: 1) establishing a
Study Advisory Committee (SAC) that provided input and guidance to the study overall; 2)
establishment of a stakeholders list to keep those living along the corridor informed regarding
study progress; and 3) informing and soliciting comments/suggestions from the stakeholders and
general public through two public meetings held on November 1, 2005 and June 26, 2007. All
input/comments received from the stakeholders and general public throughout the study has been
documented within this final report.

Gauging Public Sentiment

Through public meetings, comments received, and newspaper editorials reviewed, the SMTC
ascertained the varying public opinions surrounding the possible development of a pedestrian
connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. In general, the SMTC has found
that the majority of individuals that live directly on F-M Road are opposed to installing a
pedestrian facility along F-M Road. There is a small handful of those also residing directly on F-
M Road that are supportive of installing some type of pedestrian accommodation along F-M
Road. However, in general, most Town residents that support the building of some type of



pedestrian facility on Route 257 reside off of Route 257 on its side streets, or within one of the
villages.

Existing Transportation Conditions

To gain a complete understanding of the Route 257 corridor, existing transportation conditions
data were collected (and analyzed). Information on the roadway itself, transit (both Centro and
school bus), and an inventory of bicycle and pedestrian facilities was compiled and reviewed.

Roadway

Route 257 within the study area is functionally classified as an urban minor arterial. There are
fifteen (15) intersecting streets within the study area, which extends approximately 1.3 miles. In
addition, there are numerous driveways along the study area, which are primarily residential in
nature.

Transit

Centro, a subsidiary of the Central New York Regional Transportation Authority (CNYRTA),
provides transit services within the study area. The three routes that travel Fayetteville-Manlius
Road (Route 257) within the study area are 162, 262 and 262X Express. There are twenty-three
(23) Centro bus stops within the study area (between Franklin Street in the north and 0.1 mile
south of Kelly Drive); all designated with a blue Centro sign. All of the bus stops within the
study area are unsheltered. In addition, all of the bus stop locations lack a lead walk paved
surface and the majority are located on grass or gravel surfaces. As a result, individuals are often
forced to walk and/or stand within the road shoulder or on muddy, wet or snow-covered ground.

Two schools in the Fayetteville-Manlius (F-M) school district are located on Route 257 within
the project study area, Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle Schools. The school
district provides buses to these schools, as well as to students attending Immaculate Conception
School, a private school located just east of the study area. As of spring 2007, the school district
does not have a record of how many children walk or bike to Fayetteville Elementary and
Wellwood Middle Schools.

Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities

There are seven bicycle route signs posted along Route 257 within the study area. The corridor
is not a designated/specific bike route; however, the signs have been posted by the New York
State Department of Transportation primarily for safety reasons to remind motorists that
bicyclists are allowed to travel on Route 257. In addition, there is shoulder space on each side of
Route 257 in which bicyclists may travel.

There are limited sidewalks available to pedestrians in the study area. Sidewalks are only
present on the east side of Route 257 between Franklin Street and Sheffield Lane. The sidewalk
in this block was evaluated in May 2006 as being in good condition as it showed few signs of
wear. There are no sidewalks that run along Route 257 between Sheffield Lane to just south of
Kelly Drive in Manlius. Sidewalks begin again south of the project study area on the east side of
Route 257 (just south of Kelly Drive), and are available into the Village of Manlius. North of the
project study area sidewalks are present from the Village of Fayetteville heading south towards
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the school grounds on the west side of Route 257. Just south of the intersection of Route 257
and Lincoln Avenue, students have the option of continuing on the sidewalk that runs between
Lincoln Avenue and Franklin Street, or continuing on the sidewalk that runs through Beard Park.
In addition, after students cross Route 257 from the east to west side at the Franklin Street
crosswalk, a sidewalk is then available to take students onto school property.

The sidewalk that runs between Lincoln Avenue and Franklin Street is paved and in fair
condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear such as pitting and unevenness. The sidewalks
that run through Beard Park towards school property, and from the west side of the Route
257/Franklin Street intersection onto school property, are in good condition and showing few
signs of wear.

An informal/unofficial cut-through and pathway also exists, both of which are utilized by
students to reach school property. There are also two crosswalks within the study area, at Route
257 with Franklin Street, and Route 257 with Wheeler Avenue. Although there is a crosswalk at
Wheeler Avenue, there is no sidewalk connecting to the crosswalk on either side of Route 257 at
Wheeler Avenue. There is no crossing guard present at this location. The crosswalk at Franklin
Street is primarily utilized by students that want to reach Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood
Middle Schools. A crossing guard is present at the Franklin Street intersection in the AM and
PM hours when school is in session. A crossing guard is also stationed at the intersection of the
school entrance/Sheffield Lane with Route 257. This crossing guard focuses on stopping traffic
to enable the buses to enter and exit the school property.

Existing Traffic Conditions
Existing traffic conditions were also studied, including traffic volumes and speed.

The New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) provided Annual Average Daily
Traffic (AADT) volumes, including vehicle classification, at three locations along the study area
in late March/early April 2006. Speed data was also collected at these locations. Chapter 3 of
the report provides the details of the traffic volume and speed data.

Vehicle classification was also recorded while AADT volumes were collected along Route 257.
Vehicle classification counts examine and record the difference between specific vehicle types,
such as motorcycles; cars; pick-up trucks; and heavy vehicles, including buses and larger trucks
(larger trucks are those that have 2 axles with 6-tires; or 3-axles and above). According to the
NYSDOT, the average percentage of heavy vehicles in the NYSDOT Region 3 urban area for
minor arterial highways is 5.6%. The percentages determined for the Route 257 study area
compare directly to the Regional average.

The NYSDOT also completed turning movement counts, including pedestrian and bicycle counts
(which were counted together -- bicycles plus pedestrians), at two locations in May 2006: the
intersections of Route 257 with Franklin Street, and Route 257 with Sheffield Lane/school
entrance. The counts were taken during the AM peak (between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.) and PM
peak (between 2:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m.) while school was in session to be certain that school
traffic was accounted for.
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A complete set of the AADT volumes (including classification counts), turning movement
counts, and speed counts for the study area are included in Appendix C.

Traffic Control Devices

An examination of Traffic Control Devices was also completed as part of this study. Speed limit
signs, traffic signals and stop signs and pavement markings were reviewed.

There are several speed limit signs posted throughout the length of the Route 257 corridor. The
speed limit varies from 30 to 40 miles per hour (MPH) within the study area, with the exception
of the area near Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle Schools where the speed limit is
20 MPH on school days from 7:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m.

There are no signalized intersections within the study area, and no stop signs that control traffic
traveling north and south along Route 257. However there are stop signs that control traffic
moving from the east and west onto Route 257 from all of the fifteen (15) intersecting streets
within the study area

Pavement markings within the study area consist of lane and centerline markings, crosswalks and
stopbars (at each of the 15 intersecting streets). Route 257 is striped as a two-lane street with
passing allowed along some segments.

Accident Analysis

The SMTC also completed an accident analysis for the Route 257 corridor using accident reports
for the years 1999 through 2004. Due to difficulty in obtaining all the necessary accident reports
from the Department of Motor Vehicles in a timely fashion, the SMTC requested the actual
accident reports from the local police entities that have jurisdiction over Route 257 within the
study area. The majority of accident reports received were obtained from the Town of Manlius
Police Department, as they typically respond to the majority of calls along Route 257. Upon
receipt of the accident reports, each location for which complete reports were available was
analyzed. Accident summary sheets and diagrams were prepared for each of the locations
analyzed and are included in Appendix D.

A total of 40 reported accidents for the period of January 1999 through December 2004 were
examined. The analysis revealed that the most frequently occurring accident types were as
follows:

Collisions with animals — 47.5%;

Rear end — 20%;

Fixed object/out of control — 15%;

Left turn — 10%.

PwnE

Based on the SMTC’s analyses of the accident reports, the presence of deer was the major
contributing factor in the majority of the accidents that occurred along Route 257. Out of the 40
collisions analyzed, 8 (20%) were rear end collisions. These rear end collisions primarily
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occurred at intersecting streets along the study area where vehicles were stopped in the travel
lane waiting to make a turn off of Route 257 and were hit from behind. The fixed object/out of
control accidents occurred when a vehicle slid out of control (most of these accidents occurred in
snowy weather) and hit either a fixed object (a sign or fence) or another vehicle. Left turn
accidents primarily occurred for motorists turning into or out of the side streets along Route 257
and did not leave enough time or room to make the turn. Almost half of the accidents analyzed
between 1999 and 2004 involved collisions with deer. None of the collisions that occurred
during this time frame were fatal, and there were no reported vehicle/pedestrian collisions during
this time frame.

Existing Facility Conditions

As part of the study process, SMTC retained assistance from Clark Patterson Associates (CPA)
to complete several key components of the study. The first task undertaken by CPA was to
diagram/map the existing Right-of-Way (ROW) along the Route 257 study area for possible
infringements to the ROW and diagram it accordingly.

In the summer of 2006, the consultants performed a series of site visits to gather information in
the corridor. Geographic Information System (GIS) data, such as property boundaries, road
centerlines and shoulders, aerial photographs, and municipal boundaries were collected from
various sources for the study area. This data was then field checked to more accurately
determine the dimensions and location of the public ROW. Features in or near the edge of the
ROW were identified and organized into a series of corridor maps. These features included trees,
driveways, utility poles, posted signage, fences, and stone walls." Figures 3.3-1 through 3.3-3
within the report depict the existing facilities and features along the Route 257 corridor. A
preliminary analysis involved the documentation of all objects® within the entire ROW corridor
along Route 257. These objects are summarized in Table 3.3-1 within the report.

Pavement

Pavement conditions of State owned facilities are assessed using the NYSDOT Pavement
Condition Rating Manual. The surface rating scale ranges from very poor to excellent.
According to New York State’s 2005 Highway Sufficiency Ratings Manual for Region 3, the
asphalt pavement of Route 257 between Route 92 in the Village of Manlius and the Fayetteville
Village Line is rated as being 7, meaning it is in good condition however distress symptoms are
beginning to show. The dominant distress located along this corridor is isolated alligator
cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description). The majority of the study area falls
within this section of pavement.

Route 257 from the Fayetteville village line to Route 5 is rated as being 6, meaning it is in fair
condition and distress is clearly visible. The dominant distress located along this corridor is
isolated alligator cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description). The portion of the
study area that falls within this section of road (from the Fayetteville village line to Route 5)
includes the area between Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street.

! Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study, Clarke Patterson Associates
(with SRF Associates) for the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, February 2007, p. 1.
% Mailboxes and driveway markers were not included. No underground utilities were identified.
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Drainage Facilities

Existing visible drainage facilities in the study area include sewer grates. The sewer grates are
located in the shoulders of Route 257. A concern noted via public comments is the potential for
any new facilities (including pedestrian accommodations) to impact the drainage on various
properties along F-M Road/Route 257. Although detailed discussion and evaluation of drainage
facilities is beyond the scope of this study, drainage issues could be a key concern along this
corridor. Should the Town of Manlius or NYSDOT choose to implement any type of new
facility along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius, the SMTC highly
recommends that these entities undertake the necessary steps to research any potential drainage
impacts and complete the appropriate engineering analyses relative to drainage.

Pavement Markings

Pavement markings within the study area were evaluated by the SMTC to determine whether
they were in good, fair or poor condition. A good rating indicates that the markings are intact,
reflective, and easy to comprehend. A fair rating indicates that the markings are intact but are
faded, and a poor rating indicates that the markings are not intact, faded, and difficult to
comprehend.

The markings, including lane markings (centerline and shoulder), crosswalks (hatched) and stop
bars were evaluated in late May 2006. The rating represents the overall worst condition for each
location. The crosswalk markings at the intersections of Franklin Street with Route 257 and
Wheeler Avenue with Route 257 were in fair condition. The centerline and shoulder markings
along the length of the study area were in good to fair condition. They were intact, but did not
appear to be very reflective. Overall, the stop bars on twelve (12) of the fifteen (15) intersecting
streets were considered to be in fair condition. Stop bars at the intersections of Sheffield Lane
and Franklin Street (on the east side of Route 257) were considered to be in poor condition
because they were not visible.

Demographics and Land Use

When planning for new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, or upgrading or reconstructing existing
roadways to accommaodate bicyclists and pedestrians, one of the items for transportation planners
and engineers to consider is the typical trip length of pedestrians and bicyclists. With the
majority of bicycle and pedestrian trips covering short distances, land use patterns play a critical
role in the current and future development and use of bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

As noted within the Final Report, because pedestrians will typically travel one-quarter to one-
half mile, the SMTC chose to buffer the centerline of the road by both one-quarter, and one-half
mile. The census block groups within this buffered area were then selected for demographic
analysis (because the SMTC generated buffer area does not correspond exactly to Census
geography, block group data was interpolated to develop the demographic information that falls
within the buffer area). This results in the population of people that are potential pedestrians on
the Route 257 corridor. This method yields synthesized results that may be in error.



The SMTC examined the following demographics for this study within both a quarter-mile and
half-mile of the study area: population, senior citizen population (those individuals 65 years of
age and older), population of workers (16 years of age and older), population of workers with
less than a 10 minute commute to work, and the population of school aged children (children
between 5 years of age and 18 years of age).

The demographic review (using 2000 Census data) noted above examined the number of
residents living with a quarter mile and half mile of the study area. The SMTC choose these
parameters because most people will walk up to a half mile for transportation purposes. This
review resulted in the number of people that are potential pedestrians on Route 257. There is a
population of nearly 4,500 people living within a half mile of the project study area. From this
analysis, it is evident that there is enough of a population base within the study area to justify
some type of pedestrian facility for transportation purposes along Route 257. The maps can be
found in Chapter 4.

Assessed land use within the study area and surrounding areas was examined and is primarily
residential with business and commercial districts located on either end of the corridor (to the
north and south) in the villages. There are a few scattered smaller businesses along the study
area itself. In addition, two schools front Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius with a third school located just east of the corridor. Town and village offices and park
areas can be found on either end of the Route 257 corridor. Assessed land use to both the east
and west of the study area is mostly residential.

Existing Regulations, Development Controls, and Guidance

There are a variety of methods used to regulate and control what property owners are allowed to
do with their land. Discussed within the report are zoning and other pertinent documents (the
SMTC Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, Onondaga County 2010 Development Guide, and the
Onondaga County Settlement Plan) created for Onondaga County to assist with development
guidance.

Planned Improvements or Development

There are minimal planned improvements and/or developments scheduled for planning, design or
construction along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. As far as
transportation improvements are concerned, the NYSDOT is scheduled to complete a paving
project on Route 257 between Routes 92 and 290 in 2010. This paving project would “restore the
pavement to a good condition with milling of 40 mm and a single course overlay of 40 mm.”
The NYSDOT also plans to reconstruct the Route 5 and Route 257 intersection, located north of
the study area in the Village of Fayetteville in 2010.

Issues

Through the course of completing the existing conditions inventory and analysis, and the public
involvement process, several transportation issues were identified along the Route 257 corridor

® New York State Department of Transportation, 2007-2012 TIP Highway Project Application, 11/14/2006.
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study area. This task involved reporting known transportation issues facing those who utilize
Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. In general, pedestrian access is
limited to on-road travel within the shoulders of the roadway between the two villages, and this
was the underlying issue examined within this study.

The following vehicular travel issues were identified along the Route 257 study area:

One of the travel issues noted along the corridor is the queue of vehicles created along
Franklin Street that extends onto Route 257 by parents and guardians trying to access the
Wellwood Middle School parking lot to pick up their children after school. In addition,
sometimes vehicles coming from the south become queued so that these vehicles cannot
make a left hand turn onto Franklin Street. At times, this causes traffic to queue a block
or more south (past Henschke Drive) making it very difficult for the crossing guard
located at Sheffield Lane/Route 257 to move the busses out of the school grounds.
Although the speeds recorded along the Route 257 corridor indicate that on average,
vehicles were traveling below the speed limit, speeding vehicles were present along the
corridor. In some instances, motorists were traveling 10 miles over the speed limit. A
summarization of speeding vehicles is noted below:

0 Between Route 5 and Henschke Drive where the speed limit is 30 miles per hour
(MPH), approximately 26.5% of northbound vehicles and 20% of southbound
vehicles were traveling between 30.1 and 35.0 MPH. Approximately 6% of
northbound and southbound vehicles were traveling between 35.1 and 45.0 MPH.

o From Henschke Drive to Marangale Lane where the speed limit is 40 MPH,
approximately 21% of northbound vehicles, and 17% of southbound vehicles
were traveling between 40.1 and 45.0 MPH. Approximately 2% of northbound
vehicles and 1.5% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 45.1 and 50
MPH.

0 Between Marangale Lane and Route 92 where the speed limit is 40 MPH,
approximately 43% of northbound vehicles and 27% of southbound vehicles were
traveling between 40.1 and 45.0 MPH. Approximately 12% of northbound
vehicles and 4% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 45.1 and 50.0
MPH.

One unpredictable safety issue at hand within this corridor involves vehicle/deer
collisions. Almost half of the 40 accidents analyzed between 1999 and 2004 involved
collisions with deer. The breakdown of accident types is as follows:

1. Collisions with animals — 47.5%;

2. Rear end - 20%j;

3. Fixed object/out of control — 15%;

4. Leftturn —10%.

The pavement between Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street within the study area was
rated as being “6” by NYSDOT, meaning it is in fair condition and distress is clearly
visible. The 2004 Highway Sufficiency Manual indicates that the dominant distress at
this location is isolated alligator cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description).

Some pavement markings within the corridor are in fair to poor condition. A fair rating
indicates that the markings are intact but are faded, and a poor rating indicates that the
markings are not intact, faded, and difficult to comprehend (the rating represents the
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overall worst condition for each location). The specific locations of the pavement
markings that are in fair to poor condition are as follows:
o Crosswalk markings at the intersections of Franklin Street with Route 257 and
Wheeler Avenue with Route 257 were in fair condition.
o0 Centerline and shoulder markings along the length of the study area were in good
to fair condition. They were intact, but did not appear to be very reflective.
o Stop bars on twelve (12) of the fifteen (15) intersecting streets were in fair
condition.
0 Stop bars at the intersections of Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street (on the east
side of Route 257) were considered to be in poor condition because they were not
visible.

The following pedestrian and bicycle travel issues were identified within the Route 257 study

area:
°

Although there is a crosswalk at the intersection of Wheeler Avenue with Route 257, the
safety of pedestrians crossing at this location is called into concern as there is no
sidewalk connecting to the crosswalk on either side of Route 257 at Wheeler Avenue.
Additionally, there is no crossing guard present at this location during school
arrival/dismissal times to assist children crossing the street at this location.

There are no sidewalks or specific pedestrian accommodations from Sheffield Lane to
just south of Kelly Drive in Manlius (across from the driveway into Bank of America) on
either side of Route 257. The majority of the study area is lacking pedestrian
accommodations, which poses safety concerns for individuals currently using the
roadway shoulders for walking. The lack of pedestrian accommodations also presents
safety concerns for the children that attend either Fayetteville Elementary School or
Wellwood Middle School at the northern end of the study area.

The sidewalk that runs between Lincoln Avenue and Franklin Street (one block north of
the study area) is in fair condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear such as pitting
and unevenness.

The sidewalk ramp located on one corner of the intersection of Franklin Street/Route 257
is in fair condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear, such as pitting and unevenness.
Sewer grates located in the shoulders of Route 257 have drainage holes that run parallel
to the direction of travel, which can make it difficult for bicyclists traveling in the
shoulder. Their bicycle tires can get wedged or stuck in the grates causing a possible
accident.

The corridor is not a designated specific bike route; however, bike route signs have been
posted by the NYSDOT primarily for safety reasons to remind motorists that bicyclists
are allowed to travel on Route 257. This can provide confusion for bicyclists as this
stretch of road is not an officially designated bike route.

The following transit travel issues were identified within the Route 257 study area:

There are numerous (23) Centro bus stops within study area, which seems excessive
given the 1.3 mile length of the study area.

All of the bus stops within the study area are unsheltered. In addition, all of the bus stop
locations lack a lead walk paved surface and the majority are located on grass or gravel
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surfaces. As a result, individuals are often forced to walk and/or stand within the road
shoulder or on muddy, wet or snow-covered ground.

Another concern noted through public comments is the potential impact that any new facilities
(including pedestrian accommodations) could have on drainage to various properties along F-M
Road/Route 257. According to public comment, in the past, modifications to embankments have
caused the creek to overflow. Although detailed discussion and evaluation of drainage facilities
is beyond the scope of this study, drainage issues could be a key concern along this corridor.
Should the Town of Manlius or NYSDOT choose to implement any type of new facility along
Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius, the SMTC highly recommends that
these entities undertake the necessary steps to research any potential drainage impacts and
complete the appropriate engineering analyses relative to drainage.

Alternatives Analysis and Recommendations

Chapter 8 of the Final Report presents a series of preliminary pedestrian accommodation
alternatives for the F-M Road/Route 257 study area. The alternatives discussed were derived
from an assessment of baseline information collected, noted public comments, and discussions
amongst the hired consultant, and the member’s of the project’s SAC (including the Town of
Manlius, the SMTC, and the NYSDOT) regarding the overall reasonableness of design concepts
and possible courses of action for improvements. The preliminary alternatives listed were not
intended to represent an exhaustive compilation of fully developed designs or approaches for
pedestrian improvements along Route 257 within the study area. They served as a starting point
of discussion for determining the resulting recommendations. The recommended alternatives
include planning level cost estimates, right-of-way acquisition costs (if/where necessary), and
estimated maintenance costs.

As the SMTC is not an implementing agency, it is the sponsor’s (Town of Manlius)
responsibility along with consultation from the New York State Department of Transportation
(Route 257 is a State Route and NYSDOT owns Route 257 within the project study area) to
implement report recommendations if deemed necessary and as appropriate. The alternatives and
recommendations examined are preliminary planning level recommendations, which could
potentially improve pedestrian safety and mobility along the corridor. Please note that the
majority of alternatives and recommendations would require further engineering analysis prior to
implementation. Final report recommendations also include suggestions to alleviate additional
transportation issues noted along the corridor.

Seven preliminary alternatives for accommodating pedestrians in the study area were developed
and examined. These alternatives were developed by the Study Advisory Committee (SAC) and
the consultant team. The SAC consisted of several agencies lending their expertise in the field of
transportation, planning, and land use, including the NYSDOT, OCDOT, SOCPA, and the
SMTC. Additionally, the SAC included local Town and municipal representatives, as well as an
F-M School District representative. All of the SAC representatives shared their expertise and
guidance in developing and choosing the best and most appropriate set of alternatives to examine
in further detail based on the nature of the Route 257 corridor. Please note that the examination
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of accommodations off Route 257 (i.e., not along Route 257) were not within the scope of this
study. The seven alternatives included:

Alternative 0:  No new installation of pedestrian facilities. Keep current conditions.
Alternative 1:  Sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire length of study area.

Alternative 2A: Sidewalk on the west side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the east side.

Alternative 2B: Sidewalk on the east side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the west side.

Alternative 3:  Shared use path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Alternative 4:  Stone dust path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Alternative 5:  Increased shoulder space on both sides of Route 257.

Detailed explanations of the seven alternatives are included within the Final Report. Of the
seven alternatives identified, three have been recommended to the Town of Manlius for further
consideration (1, 2A, and 4 both sides/west side). Brief summaries and cost estimates for each
of the recommended alternatives follow. Cross sections and maps that show the potential
locations of the facilities are included within the Final Report.

Alternative 1:  Sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire length of study area.

This alternative addresses pedestrian safety by creating a comfortable buffer from vehicular
traffic. Therefore placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257 is seen as a feasible and prudent
option, as well as the safest option. It also provides ample access for people walking to
residences, businesses, and other pedestrian generators. A field survey and GIS analysis
revealed that there is ample room for a sidewalk within the ROW throughout the corridor. A
certain number of objects will be impacted, and this would have to be weighed against the
benefits of having the pedestrian facility on both sides of Route 257 to serve the community.

There was only one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be
considered. The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an
easement onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space
would need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.
Additionally, it was determined that there is only one instance where a stone wall would need to
be reset out of the public ROW to accommodate the sidewalk. Approximately 125 feet of the
wall would need to be moved.

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257
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is $869,069.50. Details of the breakdown of this cost can be found in Appendix E.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, the annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): The only portion of the corridor
that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW acquisition is located in front of the
school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the street from Sheffield Lane.
Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the school in order to build a
seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees. There are no structures on this part of
the school property, as it is part of the front lawn that is often used as a recreational space for the
schools.

Land values in the Town of Manlius and the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius typically range
from $10,000 to $75,000 per acre. Conversations with local realtors indicated that a more
precise range is $30,000 to $60,000. This range is based on properties that have sold recently,
properties that are for sale, and the professional experience of the realtors. For the purposes of
estimating ROW acquisition fees in the Route 257 corridor, a median figure of $45,000 per acre
was used. This translates to $1.03 per square foot.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.

Alternative 2A: Sidewalk on the west side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the east side.

Although other alternatives are feasible and should remain considerations, a sidewalk on the west
side of the roadway represents the preferred recommendation. There is ample space to support
the walkway, it provides a necessary transportation option for area residents, and it would be less
expensive and have less of an impact on existing objects than a sidewalk on the east side. Also,
increased shoulder width on the side opposite the sidewalk is not recommended.

There is one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be considered.
The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an easement
onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space would
need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on the west side of Route
257 is $424,082.75. Details of the breakdown of this cost can be found in Appendix E.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, the annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): See narrative under same
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heading for Alternative 1 above.

Alternative 4:  Stone dust path on both or the west side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Construction of a stone dust path is a common alternative to a concrete or asphalt sidewalk. It is
sometimes used for aesthetic reasons, as it has a more rural or rustic appearance. Similar to
sidewalks, a stone dust path designed to accommodate two-way pedestrian traffic should be five
feet wide or seven feet wide in school zones. Per the analysis presented in Alternatives 1, 2A
and 2B, a stone dust path on both sides of the road would be the safest and would accommodate
the most users. If it were necessary to choose one side or the other, installation on the west side
of Route 257 would be less expensive and have fewer impacted objects than the east side. Stone
dust paths in general require regular maintenance as the surface material is subject to erosion and
greater wear and tear than a standard sidewalk. This alternative is recommended for further
consideration, although cost and regular maintenance may prove to offset any aesthetic
advantages. The additional investment provides limited advantages over sidewalks in the
context of Route 257.

Cost Estimate (both sides): The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the
both sides of Route 257 is $448,033.27. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust.

Cost Estimate (west side): The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the
west side of Route 257 is $199,321.67. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust. Details
of the breakdown of the costs for a stone dust path can be found in Appendix E.

Stone Dust Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming approximately 5% of stone dust material
would need replacement/rehabilitation every year, maintenance costs would be $20,678.46 per
year. Some savings can be achieved by performing maintenance every 3-4 years vs. every year.
Snow removal is not typically done on stone dust paths, hence this path would become seasonal
if the Town decided to install a stone dust path.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): See narrative under same
heading for Alternative 1 above.

Each of these aforementioned alternatives identifies either a sidewalk or stone dust path on one
or both sides of Route 257. The potential locations for each of the three alternatives for further
consideration can be found within the Final Report along with cross sections of two specific
locations that show more detail for these potential alternatives.

Preliminary Implementation Plan

Alternative pedestrian options recommended from Chapter 8 are included on the next pages in a
tabular format (Table 9-1) including some corridor wide improvements based on the issues noted
within Chapter 7 as well as public input. This preliminary implementation plan of the study’s
recommendations includes potential time frames (i.e., short and medium/long term) for
completion, potential range of costs and potential responsible agencies.
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Programmed short-term actions (0-5 years) would include additional planning, community
education, and enforcement activities along the corridor, as well as lower cost capital projects to
improve mobility and access along Route 257. Medium/long-term actions (5-10 years and
beyond), if determined to be financially feasible, would focus on installation of a pedestrian
accommodation and associated upgrades/maintenance efforts.

A range of recommendations was developed for addressing the various items identified. Where
applicable and appropriate, these recommendations are grouped/classified according to the
associated level of effort and/or capital investment necessary for implementation, as follows:

e Low, meaning items primarily associated with management, enforcement, or procedures;
e Medium, indicating a middle range of effort, such as larger measures of management or
enforcement, possible further examination through more detailed or focused future
studies, and/or lower cost capital investments; and
e High, indicating a major change of policy, regulations, and/or high level of capital

investment and time for approvals/funding.

Table 9-1
Preliminary Implementation Plan
Range of Potential Responsible
Action Costs Agencies
Short-Term (0 to 5 years)

Refresh corridor-wide pavement markings (Route | Low NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
257 and side streets)
Replace existing school pedestrian signage with | Low NYSDOT
bright yellow green fluorescent signs to improve
visibility
Improve existing pavement, sidewalks, and the ramp | Low NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
that are in fair condition
Establish a priority list of potential projects for Safe | Low Town of Manlius, F-M School
Routes to Schools funding and/or establish a Safe District
Routes to School Program
Consider establishing a school Transportation Safety | Low F-M School District
Committee to work on transportation issues/concerns
of students and their parents
Continued monitoring of speed and education of Low Town of Manlius Police
motorists relative to speeding, especially during Department
school year
Examine the possibility of constructing lead walks & | Medium CNYRTA
shelters at key locations
Examine possibility of consolidation of transit stops | Medium CNYRTA
Consider installation of Deer Warning signs (over Low NYSDOT
half of the reported accidents were vehicle/deer
collisions)
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Range of

Potential Responsible

school arrival/dismissal times (queued traffic is
created along Franklin Street and extends onto Route
257 by parents/guardians trying to access the school
parking lot to pick up their children at Wellwood
Middle School)

Action Costs Agencies
Consider installation of sign at Wheeler Ave./Route | Low NYSDOT
257 pointing children to school crosswalk/crossing
guard at intersection of Franklin St./Route 257
Replace Bike Route signs with Share the Road signs | Low NYSDOT
along the corridor
Replacement of sewer grates so that the grooves run | Low NYSDOT
perpendicular to bicycle travel
Conduct a study to examine the traffic flow during Medium F-M School District, Town of

Manlius, NYSDOT, SMTC

Medium/Long Term (5

to 10 years and beyond)

Thoroughly examine drainage implications to any
potential construction projects completed within
corridor

Medium

NYSDOT

Maintain and upgrade pedestrian facilities as
necessary

Low-Medium

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 1: Install
sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire
length of study area

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 2A: Sidewalk on
the west side of the road along entire length of study
area with increased shoulder space on the east side

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 2B: Sidewalk on
the east side of the road along entire length of study
area with increased shoulder space on west side

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 4:  Stone dust
path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire
length of corridor

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Various monetary resources for assisting a community with the development of a pedestrian
accommodation are briefly mentioned in the final chapter of this document, including the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), Transportation Enhancement Program (TEP), Safe
Routes to School Funding (SRTS), and local funding options. Further research by the Town of
Manlius may show that other funding sources beyond those highlighted are available for
pedestrian related projects, such as community development grants and other state or federal

grants.
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Chapter 1 — Introduction

1.1 Purpose of Study

As part of the 2005-2006 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), the Syracuse Metropolitan
Transportation Council (SMTC) agreed to complete the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommaodation Feasibility Study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The purpose of
this project is to determine the feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility or accommodation
along Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.
The project will also establish cost estimates of said facility and gauge the local public sentiment
on its appropriateness for this corridor. The goals and objectives for this study are limited to
establishing the feasibility of a pedestrian connection between these two villages along Route
257 only. Alternative corridors or pedestrian routes will not be examined as part of this study.

Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257) runs in a north-south direction and provides a direct
connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius in the Town of Manlius. This
section of Route 257 is primarily residential, with business and commercial districts located on
either end of the corridor in the villages. In addition, two schools front Route 257 between the
Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius with a third school located just east of the corridor.

The study has a multi-modal perspective with a primary goal of determining the best alternatives
for developing a pedestrian connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

1.2 Study Process
The following tasks were finished in order to complete this study:

Task 1: Define the study’s purpose;

Task 2: Establish a Study Advisory Committee (SAC)/Public Involvement Plan (PIP);

Task 3: Establish study area limits and identify relevant networks (roadways, sidewalks, etc.);
Task 4: Complete data collection and analysis;

Task 5: Identify existing conditions;

Task 6: Identify transportation issues;

Task 7: Develop and evaluate alternative solutions; and

Task 8: Prepare recommendation and implementation plan

This report is generated to document the efforts of this study. Upon completion, the report will
be submitted to the SMTC Planning and Policy Committees for their acknowledgement that staff
has completed the task.



1.3 Public Involvement Plan

Engaging the public early and often in the planning process is critical to the success of any
transportation plan or program, and is required by numerous state and federal laws that apply to
Metropolitan Planning Organizations such as the SMTC. The goals of the Fayetteville-Manlius
Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study Public Involvement Plan (PIP) are
to:

e Create public awareness relative to the study goal(s), objectives, and process, as well as
publicize the public participation opportunities and activities throughout the study; and
e Involve the public throughout the planning process.

As detailed below, the PIP included the formation of two groups to assist the SMTC in
completing the project as well as identify various outreach activities to be undertaken. A copy of
the PIP for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility
Study is included in Appendix A. In addition, copies of news articles, press releases and
materials sent to stakeholders throughout this study can be found in Appendix A.

Study Advisory Committee (SAC)

A Study Advisory Committee (SAC) consisting of selected representatives from affected local
and state governments and agencies met several times throughout the project.

The SAC provided input and guidance to the SMTC Project Manager, the study process, study
documentation and public meetings. See Appendix A for a listing of the SAC members and the
agencies and/or organizations they are affiliated with.

Stakeholders Group

In addition to the SAC, a list of interested “Stakeholders” (individuals having significant interest
in the study) has been maintained by the SMTC. The Stakeholders were sent pertinent study
information, kept apprised of significant study developments, and were notified of all public
meetings (see Appendix A for copies of pertinent study materials sent to the stakeholders
throughout this study).

As a stakeholder, an individual may provide general information to the SMTC, such as their
viewpoint(s) relative to the study. A stakeholder may also have provided suggestions to the
SMTC, which may then have been acted upon per SAC recommendation. All input/suggestions
from the stakeholders have been documented as part of the final document. This will assist the
Town of Manlius in gauging the public sentiment towards the possibility of constructing a
pedestrian facility along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

Public Meetings

Throughout the course of the project, two public meetings were held. The public meetings were
held either within the study area itself, or within close proximity to the study area.



Public Meeting #1: November 2005

The first public meeting for this project was held on November 1, 2005 at Wellwood Middle
School, located at the northern end of the study area on Route 257, to introduce the Fayetteville-
Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study to the public. There were
approximately one-hundred individuals in attendance. The SMTC presented an outline of the
Route 257 Pedestrian Study process and solicited public input. The minutes from this meeting
document the input received and can be found in Appendix A.

As indicated in the minutes, many individuals expressed their concerns about installing a
sidewalk along Route 257. The most often stated comment was that residents did not want a
sidewalk placed along Route 257. They felt that the removal of trees and old stone fences would
have to occur in order for a sidewalk to be placed along the corridor. The SMTC pointed out
numerous times that this study was looking at more than just sidewalks and that the agency
would examine several pedestrian accommodation options.

Public Meeting #2: June 2007

A second and final public meeting for this project was held on June 26, 2007 in the Matt Tardio
Community Room at the Village of Manlius Offices in Manlius, NY. As with the first public
meeting, approximately one-hundred individuals were in attendance. At this meeting, the SMTC
shared an overview of the existing conditions and analyses as well as the issues within the study
area. All of the alternatives that were developed in tandem with the consultant were reviewed
within the SMTC’s presentation. The SMTC also identified the study’s preferred alternatives
and provided cost estimates for construction, snow removal and maintenance for the preferred
alternatives. The meeting also afforded the public the opportunity to once again share their
comments and voice their concerns relative to the study.

Following the presentation, the Project Manager invited those in attendance to express their
concerns, ask questions, and provide comments. The Town Supervisor was also available to
answer questions relative to the Town, while SMTC staff answered study-pertinent questions.

As indicated in the minutes (see Appendix A), many individuals expressed their concerns about
installing a pedestrian facility on one or both sides of F-M Road. Several residents were
concerned about busing children to school and whether this option would continue to be
available if a pedestrian accommodation is built. Many questions were directed toward the
Town of Manlius, including those relating to snow removal, maintenance costs, whether or not
sidewalk districts would be developed, drainage concerns and liability. Some residents also
inquired as to who would be responsible for relocating existing stone walls and
removing/replanting trees should a pedestrian accommodation be constructed. Many individuals
that are opposed to a pedestrian facility are primarily concerned with these items.

A handful of residents also spoke in support of a sidewalk. A few individuals noted that a
pedestrian facility would benefit all and would not be utilized solely by school children. The
SMTC also reminded the audience that in addition to supporting good transportation planning
practices, the agency plans for all modes of transportation and all types of users. In addition,



much of the public that is supportive of adding a pedestrian accommodation along F-M Road
believes that it would provide a necessary connection between two villages that are about 1.5
miles apart, noting that people in either village could walk to various businesses if a pedestrian
connection was made. Some residents also felt a pedestrian accommodation would be an asset to
the community that could potentially increase property values along Route 257.

Gauging Public Sentiment

Through this study the SMTC was also charged by the Town of Manlius with assessing the
public sentiment regarding the possibility of constructing a sidewalk or other pedestrian facility
along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. Through public meetings
and comments received, the SMTC ascertained the varying public opinions surrounding the
possible development of a pedestrian connection between the two villages. In addition, the
SMTC has fielded phone calls relative to the study. Correspondence received from stakeholders
and other interested individuals regarding this study can be found in Appendix B.

Through review of the comments received and newspaper editorials reviewed, in general, the
SMTC has found that the majority of individuals that live directly on F-M Road are opposed to
installing a pedestrian facility along F-M Road. There is a small handful of those also residing
directly on F-M Road that are supportive of installing some type of pedestrian accommodation
along F-M Road between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. However, in general, most
Town residents that support the building of some type of pedestrian facility on Route 257 reside
off of Route 257 on its side streets, or within one of the villages.

One of the more prominent concerns voiced at the second public meeting (of those individuals
opposed to a pedestrian facility being built) for this study is the relative safety of busing students
versus allowing students to walk or bike to school. Many residents attending the second public
meeting believed that transporting students by bus is safer than biking or walking. The SMTC
noted that the F-M School District was represented on the Study Advisory Committee for this
study. The SMTC and the SAC (including the F-M School District) did not examine if the
school district’s policy of busing children would change should a pedestrian facility be built.*
The SMTC indicated that this would have to be a school district decision.

Many of the questions and concerns about potentially installing a sidewalk along Route 257
between the two villages would have to be answered by the Town of Manlius. These concerns
include snow removal, such as who (the property owner, the Town or another entity) is

L If the F-M School District desires to change the distance(s) used for determining school bus pick-up eligibility, it
would have to be done via vote: “In all school districts, except Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse, Yonkers and New
York City, the distances used for determining eligibility can only be changed by a separate proposition, passed by a
majority of the voters of the district. In the above five cities, the board of education itself has the authority to change
the distances.” University of the State of New York State Education Department: Elementary, Middle, Secondary,
and Continuing Education. School Operations and Management Services, Parents/Citizen Information, Changing A
School District's Transportation Policy
<http://www.emsc.nysed.gov/schoolbus/Parents/htm/changing_a school_district transportation_policy.htm>
(August 6, 2007).




responsible for completing the removal and who will pay for it; maintenance costs, such as who
is responsible for maintaining the facility and who pays for it; whether or not sidewalk districts
would be developed and how these districts would work (how is it determined which property
owners are included within the sidewalk district and who pays for maintaining the sidewalks,
etc.); the potential relocating of stone walls and removing/replanting trees (who pays for this and
how will it work); drainage issues; and liability (who is responsible should someone get injured
on the sidewalk in front of my house). Many individuals that are opposed to a pedestrian facility
are primarily concerned with these items.

As noted previously, the majority of Town residents that support the installation of some type of
pedestrian facility along Route 257 do not reside directly on Route 257 itself. Several of these
individuals have noted that a pedestrian facility would benefit all - not just those living directly
on Route 257, and not just school children. At the second public meeting, the SMTC also
reminded the audience that in addition to supporting good transportation planning practices, the
agency plans for all modes of transportation and all types of users. Much of the public that is
supportive of adding a pedestrian accommodation along F-M Road believes that a pedestrian
connection is long overdue between two villages that are approximately 1.5 miles apart. Those
that support a pedestrian accommodation feel it would be an asset to the community that could
increase property values.

1.4 Study Area Boundaries

The study area for this project is in the Town of Manlius along Fayetteville-Manlius Road
(Route 257) between the Village line of Fayetteville in the north, and the Village line of Manlius
in the south. More specifically, the study area primarily lies between Franklin Street along
Route 257 in the Village of Fayetteville moving south to where the sidewalk begins in the
Village of Manlius (0.1 miles south of Kelly Drive across from the Bank of America driveway).

For the purpose of this study, those parcels that front Route 257 between the two village lines
define the width of the study area. However, it is fully understood that other Town of Manlius
property owners will be interested parties in this study. Their input will also be captured
throughout the study process. This stretch of Route 257 is located in a residential area consisting
of old growth trees lining the street, along with old field stone fences differentiating some
properties. See Figure 1-1 for a map of the study area.
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Chapter 2 - Previously Examined Pedestrian Connections

2.1 Ledyard Canal Trail Proposal

In December 1995, the Villages of Manlius and Fayetteville applied for funding through the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) Transportation Enhancement
Program in an effort to obtain financing to assist in the development of the Ledyard Canal Trail,
connecting the Limestone Creek Greenway Trail and the Fayetteville Heritage Trail. This
proposed project was to provide a pedestrian walkway and bikeway along Limestone Creek and
the Ledyard Canal between the Villages of Manlius and Fayetteville.

The completed trail was planned to be over four miles long directly linking numerous
destinations including schools, ball fields, village parks, village offices, libraries, residential
housing, and business and industrial districts. Destinations beyond Fayetteville, such as Green
Lakes State Park, would have become more accessible, as the proposed trail would provide a
connection with the existing Feeder Canal and the Erie Canal State Park trails. The proposed
trail paralleled Route 257, which would have provided alternative access to the two villages by
area residents.?

The proposed trail was designed to predominately follow along Limestone Creek and the Village
of Manlius streets south of Route 92 and the Ledyard Canal north of Route 92. In Manlius, the
trail would have extended the existing Limestone Creek Greenway Trail, which originates in
Mill Run Park. In anticipation of the Greenway Trail extension, a pedestrian crossing light was
installed where the trail was to cross Route 173. The trail would then pass through Centre Pond
Park and Candy Lane Park. The trail would head north and cross Route 92 using guidelines as
required by the NYSDOT. From this point the trail would have encountered a widewaters area
and follow the banks of the Ledyard Canal into Fayetteville. The trail would have passed
through the school property of the Fayetteville-Manlius School District and through Beard Park.
From the park, the trail was to follow the Ledyard Canal using Fayetteville Village sidewalks to
Limestone Creek, joining the Feeder Canal and the Erie Canal trail system.’

This enhancement project was selected and did receive funding in 1996. However, the project
was withdrawn because of public opposition to it, and the two Villages returned the funds to
New York State.

2.2 Other Previously Examined Connections
The Route 257 corridor between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius has been previously

examined for possible sidewalk connections via cursory reviews by the New York State
Department of Transportation. No formal study resulted from these reviews.

2 Villages of Manlius and Fayetteville, NY, Ledyard Canal Trail Connecting the Limestone Creek Greenway Trail
and the Fayetteville Heritage Trail Application for Funding — New York State ISTEA Enhancement Program,
December 1995, excerpt from application.

? Ibid.



Chapter 3 — Existing Transportation Conditions

This chapter examines the existing transportation conditions within the study area.
3.1  Transportation Network
3.1.1 History of Route 257/Fayetteville-Manlius Road

The following is a summary of the history of the Route 257/Fayetteville-Manlius Road corridor
provided by the Manlius Town Historian for this study:

The Route 257 corridor is part of the oldest north-south connecting road in the Town of Manlius.
It has been the route for the settlers and early commerce, eventually being used by the electric
trolley, bus, and today’s automobiles.

It is known by a variety of names — in Manlius Village it is the Fayetteville Road, in Fayetteville,
it is South Manlius Street and the Fayetteville-Manlius Road, as well as the State’s designation
of Route 257. The short southern section in the Village of Manlius is Fayette Street, which
carries the State designation of Route 92.

The basic route was described in 1794 on page five of the first Manlius Town road book
describing a road going from “Mr. Cunningham’s house”” (Manlius Village) to ““the Salt Springs
Road south of Cyrus Kinney, Esq.”” (Fayetteville) — from the Seneca Turnpike (Route 173) north
to Manlius Four Corners (Fayetteville) at Salt Springs Street. The right of way was 66 feet wide
in this southern section and narrowed to 49 feet for the northern section from Manlius Four
Corners (Fayetteville) north to Oneida Lake at Bridgeport on what has become North Manlius
Road.

There were slight alterations to the 1794 route between Manlius and Fayetteville in 1818 and
1847, but the corridor remained essentially the same. For most of its years, this road had an
unpaved, rutted, dirt surface — muddy in rain and dusty in summer’s dry spells. As a public
road, it was the responsibility of the town to annually call on adjoining property owners to
“work off”” their share of road maintenance costs with physical labor or by providing shovels
and/or horses.

To improve the early road conditions, private investors formed companies to grade, ditch and
maintain turnpike or toll roads that frequently paralleled a public road. In the 1850s, the
turnpike section along this route became a plank road for about 10 years. The turnpike right-of-
way evolved into the route for the electric trolley in 1898 with tracks on the north side of the
unpaved highway. This eventually was absorbed into the public highway, but remains the
regular route for buses that followed the trolley line.



Route 257 became a State road around 1918* and may have been paved at that time. Parts of
several of the houses along the Manlius to Fayetteville portion of Route 257 date at least back to
the 1840s when the countryside was rural and farm homesteads clung to the road. The limestone
walls along the road in 2006 are similar to the earlier farm stone walls.

Other landmarks along Route 257 are Hoag Lane and McDermott Road which once led to
limestone quarries on the hillside to the east. The streets in Cherry Manor — Burlington,
Sherbrook, Adah, Eaton and Cherry — are part of the Oliver Hazard Perry Cherry Orchard, New
York State’s largest in 1912. Berkshire and Somerset lanes fill the farm fields where once
asparagus, beans and other table crops grew. The Perry canning factory was on the east side of
F-M Road near McDermott.

The early turnpike toll collector’s gate and house, once near Hunt Lane, was moved to the side
of the road around 1900 and enlarged for a residence.

In 1852, the New York State Legislature authorized the Highway Commissioners of the Town of
Manlius ““should they deem it expedient™ to build sidewalks for a mile outside the village limits
on highways leading to Fayetteville which had plank roads in use. There is no record of the
impact of this law.”

3.1.2 Roadway

Fayetteville-Manlius Road (F-M Road), designated State Touring Route 257 within the study
area, is a two-lane paved roadway that runs in a north-south direction. In the Village of
Fayetteville, Route 257 is known as South Manlius Street, and in the Village of Manlius, as
Fayette Street. Route 257 provides a direct connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius.

Route 257 is owned and maintained by the New York State Department of Transportation
(NYSDOT). The NYSDOT Right-of-Way (ROW) width is 66 feet for the entire corridor based
on the Highway Center Line (HCL). Each side of the HCL consists of 33 feet consisting of an
11 foot travel lane, approximately 6 foot wide shoulder, and 16 feet from the edge of pavement
to the ROW extent. However, after years of paving, the existing HCL may not match up to the
original HCL and could be off by up to two feet. The original road dates back to 1794, formerly
known as Manlius Plank Road (ROW being 4 rods at that time). The road came into the NYS
system in 1918 (the most thorough ROW maps/plan date to 1918). It was repaved in the 1980’s
as a Maintenance by Contract (MBC) project. According to the NYSDOT’s Highway
Sufficiency Rating manual, the last pavement work was completed in 1995 and consisted of a
single course overlay (from 1”-1 %”). This may have included Micro-Surfacing and thin coat
paving applications.

Route 257 within the study area is functionally classified as an urban minor arterial. The
purpose of urban minor arterials is to connect and augment the principal arterials that serve
major traffic flows between important activity centers. Although Route 257 provides a major

* Date (1918) provided by NYSDOT, April 2006.
® Barbara Rivette, Manlius Town Historian, July 12, 2006.
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connection between residential and commercial land uses that exist along Routes 5 and 92, it also
serves local land uses throughout the corridor and at the corridor’s terminuses.

There are fifteen (15) intersecting streets within the study area, which extends approximately 1.3
miles. In addition, there are numerous driveways along the study area, which are primarily
residential in nature.

3.1.3 Transit
Centro

Centro, a subsidiary of the Central New York Regional Transportation Authority (CNYRTA),
provides transit services within the study area. The transit system IS prlmarlly based on a hub
and spoke system where the bus service originates K 3 ;
and ends in downtown Syracuse. The |
Fayetteville-Manlius bus routes travel between
Downtown Syracuse, DeWitt, Fayetteville, and
Manlius. Many trips now extend beyond
Downtown to the Regional Transportation Center
and Carousel Center. The three routes that travel
Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257) within the
study area are 162, 262 and 262X Express. The
bus routes are shown in Figures 3.1.3-1, 3.1.3-2,

and 3.1.3-3, respectively. Centro Bus Traveling on Rt. 257

Bus Stop Locations

There are twenty-three (23) Centro bus stops within the study area (between Franklin Street in
the north and 0.1 mile south of Kelly Drive); all designated with a blue Centro sign. Eleven
stops are located on the west side of Route 257 and twelve stops are located on the east side.
Centro bus stop locations are shown in Figure 3.1.3-4.

Ridership Information

Centro operates 18 bus trips per weekday in each direction (to Syracuse & to Manlius) on Route
257 between the Villages. There are 77 boardings or alightings on those 36 trips per weekday.
On Saturdays, Centro operates 9 bus trips in each direction (18 total bus trips) and there were 18
boardings or alightings and on Sundays there are 4 bus trips in each direction (8 total bus trips)
and 16 boardings or alightings. On a weekly basis, there are 111 boardings or alightings on
Centro services on Route 257.°

® Centro, 2006.
10
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Figure 3.1.3-2
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School Buses

Two schools in the Fayetteville-Manlius
(F-M) school district are located on Route
257 within the project study area,
Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood
Middle Schools.  The school district
provides buses to these schools, as well as
to  students attending  Immaculate
Conception School, a private school
located just east of the study area.

School bus traffic on Route 257 near Franklin Street

A School Bus Information packet is provided on the F-M Schools website and includes
transportation information for all F-M students in Kindergarten through Twelfth Grade (K-12)
traveling to and from public and private schools in the district. The policy of the school district
is that “all students may walk up to one half of a mile to the nearest designated bus stop”. The
bus routes have been determined to include all K-12 students eligible for transportation and the
buses pick up and drop off students at designated bus stops.”  The packet lists the school bus
routes and bus stop locations (stops are designated by the house number where the bus stops to
pick up the students).

The packet also includes a listing of designated one-way roads, meaning that students are picked
up at their home and may not cross the road. Route 257 (F-M Road) in the study area is listed as
a designated one-way road and may not be crossed by elementary students (older students are
allowed to cross).

Fayetteville Elementary School includes students in Kindergarten through Fourth Grade. The
buses drop off the students at 8:45 a.m. in the morning at the school. The school day ends at
3:25 p.m. with the buses departing at 3:30 p.m. to take students home. Wellwood Middle School
includes students in Fifth through Eighth Grades. The buses drop off the students at the middle
school between 7:50 a.m. and 8:00 a.m. (the school day begins at 8:10 a.m.). The school day
ends at 2:40 p.m. and bus departure time is 2:50 p.m.

As of spring 2007, the school district does not have a record of how many children walk or bike
to Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle Schools. In addition, there is not an existing
transportation safety committee for parents/guardians of students attending these schools.

" School Bus Information, F-M News, Fayetteville-Manlius School District, September 2005, pg 1.
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3.1.4 Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities and Curbs/Curb Ramps
Bicycle Facilities

There are seven bicycle route signs posted along Route 257 within the study area
(photo left: typical bike route sign on Route 257). Three signs are located on the
west side of Route 257, while four signs are located on the east side. The corridor
is not a designated/specific bike route; however, the signs have been posted by the
New York State Department of Transportation primarily for safety reasons to
remind motorists that bicyclists are allowed to travel on Route 257. In addition,
there is shoulder space on each side of Route 257 in which bicyclists may travel.
According to New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law, cyclists and in-line skaters
can ride in the shoulder, as well as the travel lane itself:

“Upon all roadways, any bicycle or in-line skate shall be driven either on a usable bicycle
or in-line skate lane or, if a usable bicycle or in-line skate lane has not been provided,
near the right-hand curb or edge of the roadway or upon a usable right-hand shoulder in
such a manner as to prevent undue interference with the flow of traffic except when
preparing for a left turn or when reasonably necessary to avoid conditions that would
make it unsafe to continue along near the right-hand curb or edge. Conditions to be taken
into consideration include, but are not limited to, fixed or moving objects, vehicles,
bicycles, in-line skates, pedestrians, animals, surface hazards or traffic lanes too narrow
for a bicyg:le or person on in-line skates and a vehicle to travel safely side-by-side within
the lane.”

It is also important to point out that the law requires that bicyclists and in-line skaters ride with
traffic. “Bicycling and skating against traffic are leading causes of crashes. Moving with traffic
makes bicyclists and in-line skaters more visible, and their movements more predictable to
motorists. Riding or gliding with traffic also prevents interference with the flow of traffic and
pedestrians.”™

Pedestrian Facilities

Prior to discussing existing pedestrian facilities within the study area, it is important to define
what a pedestrian is. According to Designing Sidewalks and Trails for Access, the Best Practices
Design Guide developed by the United States Department of Transportation’s Federal Highway
Administration; a pedestrian is defined as “a person who travels on foot or who uses assistive
devices, such as a wheelchair, for mobility.”*° Detailed on the following page are the definitions
for various pedestrian facilities, as noted by the aforementioned Best Practices Design Guide:

8 Article 34 Operation of Bicycles and Play Devices, New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law, Section 1234 (a),
2003-2004, p. 535.

° Bikes and Wheel Sport Safety- Frequently Asked Questions, NYS Department of Motor Vehicles, Governor’s
Traffic Safety Committee <http://www.nysgtsc.state.ny.us/bike-fag.htm> Revised: March 03, 2006, Accessed July
18, 2006.

19 Beneficial Designs, Inc., Designing Sidewalks and Trails for Access, Part | of 11: Review of Existing Guidelines
and Practices, U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, July 1999, p. 13.
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Curb Ramp: A combined ramp and landing to accomplish a change in level at a curb. This
element provides street and sidewalk access to pedestrians using wheelchairs.

Ramp: A slope transition between two elevation levels.

Sidewalk: The portion of a highway, road, or street intended for pedestrians.

Shared Use Path: A trail that permits more than one type of user, such as a trail designated for
use by both pedestrians and bicyclists.

Trail: A path of travel for recreation and/or transportation within a park, natural environment, or
designated corridor that is not classified as a highway, road, or street.*

The above definitions are the basic pedestrian facilities that are discussed in this F-M
Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study. For definitions of more specific
and detailed pedestrian facilities, please refer to the Glossary in the Designing Sidewalks and
Trails for Access, the Best Practices Design Guide developed by the United States Department of
Transportation’s Federal Highway Administration. This document can be found via the
following web address: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/access-1.htm.

Sidewalks separate pedestrians from the roadway and are associated with reductions in
pedestrian collisions with motor vehicles. There are I|m|ted dewalk vallable to pedestrlans in
the study area. Along the corridor within the study area, ; '
sidewalks are only present on the east side of Route 257 3
between Franklin Street and Sheffield Lane (photo at [
right). There are no sidewalks that run along Route 257
between Sheffield Lane to just south of Kelly Drive in
Manlius (across from the driveway into Bank of
America). Sidewalks begin again south of the project
study area on the east side of Route 257 (just south of |-
Kelly Drive), and are available into the Village of
Manlius.

North of the project study area sidewalks are present
from the Village of Fayetteville heading south
towards the school grounds on the west side of
Route 257. Just south of the intersection of Route
257 and Lincoln Avenue, students have the option of
continuing on the sidewalk that runs between
Lincoln Avenue and Franklin Street, or continuing
on the sidewalk that runs through Beard Park (see
photo left — sidewalk to the left runs along Route
257; sidewalk to the right travels through Beard

11 Beneficial Designs, Inc., Designing Sidewalks and Trails for Access, Part | of 11: Review of Existing Guidelines
and Practices, U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, July 1999,Glossary pp. 113-20.
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Park). In addition, after students cross Route 257 from the east to west side at the Franklin
Street crosswalk, there is then a sidewalk available to take students onto school property (see
photo of Pedestrian crossing guard, at bottom of this page, to see this sidewalk).

An informal/unofficial cut-through and pathway also
exists, both of which are utilized by students to reach
school property. The first is a small cut-through (shown
right) that is found on the west side of Route 257
between Sheffield Lane and Henschke Drive. Students
utilize this path as a short-cut to school property when
coming from the south to attend school.

Photo: Cut-through to school property from Route 257.

In addition, a pathway leading to Fayetteville Elementary exists off of the bend in Wheeler
Avenue. Wheeler Avenue extends west off of Route 257, and bends south to connect with Hunt
Lane. This is another shortcut utilized by students as they travel to and from school. The path is
primarily worn grass and is not paved. One side is lined with a chain link fence. The pathway is
not kept clear in the winter.

Looking from school grounds towards Wheeler Avenue (left). Looking onto school grounds from
pathway (right).

There are also two crosswalks within the study area, at
Route 257 with Franklin Street, and Route 257 with
Wheeler Avenue. Although there is a crosswalk at
Wheeler Avenue, there is no sidewalk connecting to the
crosswalk on either side of Route 257 at Wheeler
Avenue. There is no crossing guard present at this
location.

The crosswalk at Franklin Street is primarily utilized by
students that want to reach Fayetteville Elementary and
Wellwood Middle Schools. A crossing guard is present

at the Franklin Street intersection in the AM and pM ~ Photo: Pedestrian crossing guard
at Franklin Street/Route 257
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hours when school is in session. A crossing guard is also stationed at the intersection of the
school entrance/Sheffield Lane with Route 257. This crossing guard focuses on stopping traffic
to enable the buses to enter and exit the school property.

The crossing guard stationed at the intersection of Route 257 and the school entrance/Sheffield
Lane is employed by the Town of Manlius. This guard is stationed at this location on school day
afternoons from approximately 2:00 p.m. until almost 4:00 p.m. and is there primarily to stop
traffic so that school buses can move in/out of the school entrance. Occasionally the crossing
guard will assist an adult pedestrian that is trying to cross Route 257. However, if a student
approaches, the guard will send the student to the intersection of Franklin Street and Route 257
where the crosswalk and another crossing guard are located, for safe crossing. The crossing
guard indicated that a few people jog through the area while he is stationed there, but does not
typically see adults just walking from one place to another.

The bus crossing guard believes that the biggest issue at this location is speeding. Another issue
noted by the crossing guard is the queuing of vehicles along Franklin Street that extends onto
Route 257 by parents and guardians trying to get into the school parking lot to pick up students at
Wellwood Middle School. The guard noted that sometimes vehicles coming from the south are
queued so that the vehicles cannot make a left hand turn onto Franklin. This sometimes causes
traffic to queue a block or more south (past Henschke Drive) behind the guard making it very
difficult for him to get the busses out of the school grounds. The guard suggests that perhaps
Franklin could be made a one-way street out (towards Route 257) and the next street up one-way
in, at least during school hours. Or, perhaps not allow any left-hand turns onto Franklin at all.

Curbs/Curb Ramps

There are no curbs that exist within the study area. For the sidewalk that meets the road at the
corners of Franklin Street with Route 257, the sidewalk is flush with the road surface, as there is
no curb. There is a slight ramp up to the sidewalk located on one corner of this intersection, to
the east of Route 257 on the southern side of Franklin Street.

3.2 Existing Traffic Conditions
3.2.1 Traffic Volumes and Speed Data
AADT Volumes and Speed

The New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) provided Annual Average Daily
Traffic (AADT) volumes, including vehicle classification, at three locations along the study area
in late March/early April 2006. Speed data was also collected at these locations. The chart on
the following page broadly summarizes the traffic and speed data, and Figure 3.2.1-1 (Traffic
Volume and Speed Data) shows the traffic volume and average speed for the various segments.
Overall, approximately 8,000 vehicles (bi-directional) are traveling daily along Route 257. In
2003, approximately 6,000 vehicles (bi-directional: 3,052 northbound and 2,949 southbound)
traveled daily along Route 257. The SMTC did not research why the average number of daily
vehicles has increased since 2003.
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ANNUAL AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC (AADT) and AVERAGE SPEED
Speed Limit
. AADT Average | Average
Location on F-MRA | 4i_girectional and NB/SB) | NB Speed | SB Speed | £t SNt
ocation
8,773 (bi-directional)
E'Etn"g’gﬁﬂfgt‘itje? & 4,633 (NB) 265 MPH | 232 MPH | 30 MPH
4,140 (SB)
Between Henschke 7,935 (bi-directional)
Drive & Marangale 4,020 (NB) 36.6 MPH | 36.0 MPH 40 MPH
Lane’ 3,915 (SB)
Between Marangale 7,426 (bi-directional)
Lane & Route 92° 3,797 (NB) 38.5 MPH | 36.6 MPH 40 MPH
3,629 (SB)
1) Counter placement: 0.1 miles south of Lincoln Ave. 2) Counter placement: 0.1 miles north of
Stonehedge Ln. 3) Counter placement: 0.4 miles north of RT 92/257 intersection.

Although the average speeds noted in the chart above indicate that vehicles were traveling below
the speed limit, these were the average speeds recorded along the corridor, which indicates that
the majority of vehicles were traveling at or below the speed limit. However, speeding vehicles
were present along the corridor.

Between Route 5 and Henschke Drive where the speed limit is 30 miles per hour (MPH),
approximately 26.5% of northbound vehicles and 20% of southbound vehicles were traveling
between 30.1 and 35.0 MPH. Approximately 6% of northbound and southbound vehicles were
traveling between 35.1 and 45.0 MPH.

From Henschke Drive to Marangale Lane where the speed limit is 40 MPH, approximately 21%
of northbound vehicles, and 17% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 40.1 and 45.0
MPH. Approximately 2% of northbound vehicles and 1.5% of southbound vehicles were
traveling between 45.1 and 50 MPH.

Between Marangale Lane and Route 92 where the speed limit is 40 MPH, approximately 43% of
northbound vehicles and 27% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 40.1 and 45.0
MPH. Approximately 12% of northbound vehicles and 4% of southbound vehicles were
traveling between 45.1 and 50.0 MPH.

Vehicle Classification

Vehicle classification was also recorded while AADT volumes were collected along Route 257.
Vehicle classification counts examine and record the difference between specific vehicle types,
such as motorcycles; cars; pick-up trucks; and heavy vehicles, including buses and larger trucks
(larger trucks are those that have 2 axles with 6-tires; or 3-axles and above). Between Route 5
and Henschke Drive, there were approximately 5% heavy vehicles. Between Henschke Drive
and Marangale Lane, approximately 5.3% heavy vehicles were recorded, and approximately
6.6% heavy vehicles were counted between Marangale Lane and Route 92. According to the
NYSDOT, the average percentage of heavy vehicles in the NYSDOT Region 3 urban area for
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minor arterial highways is 5.6%. The percentages determined for the Route 257 study area
compare directly to the Regional average.

Turning Movement Counts

The NYSDOT also completed turning movement counts, including pedestrian and bicycle counts
(which were counted together, bicycles plus pedestrians), at two locations in May 2006: the
intersections of Route 257 with Franklin Street, and Route 257 with Sheffield Lane/school
entrance. The counts were taken during the AM peak (between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.) and PM
peak (between 2:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m.) while school was in session to be certain that school
traffic was accounted for.

Figure 3.2.1-2 indicates that approximately 762 vehicles (both cars and heavy vehicles) traveled
through this intersection at the AM peak hour (i.e., 7:30-8:30) on the day the count was taken.
Thirty-five (35) bicyclists and pedestrians in the AM peak hour traveled from the Route 257
northbound approach, while 10 bicyclists and pedestrians traveled from the southbound
approach. Twenty-four (24) heavy vehicles were observed moving through this intersection
during the AM peak hour.

Figure 3.2.1-2 (RT 257/Franklin Street AM Peak Hour Data)
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Figure 3.2.1-3 indicates that during the PM peak hour (i.e., 3:15-4:15) a total of 847 vehicles
(cars and heavy vehicles) traveled through the intersection. Based on the PM peak hour data, the
West Franklin Street approach had 68 bicyclists and pedestrians entering the intersection, with
another 9 bicyclists/pedestrians entering the intersection from the remaining approaches. Note
that this is the intersection where the crosswalk is located for the elementary and middle schools.
According to the field technician, the vehicle and bussing traffic were “typical for a school
setting with all general traffic following posted speed limits.”** He further noted that there is one
crosswalk at the intersection “while .2 miles south on Rte 257 there was no crosswalk forcing
students to walk .2 miles north” to the crosswalk at Franklin Street.

Figure 3.2.1-3 (RT 257/Franklin Street PM Peak Hour Data
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12 Field technician correspondence, 5/12/2006
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Figure 3.2.1-4 indicates that 845 vehicles (both cars and heavy vehicles) traveled through this
intersection during the AM peak hour (i.e., 7:45-8:45) on the day the count was gathered. The
majority of vehicles entering the intersection came from the Route 257 northbound approach
(395). Six (6) pedestrians and bicyclists were observed traveling through this intersection during
the AM peak.

Figure 3.2.1-4 (RT 257/Sheffield La/entrance to school AM Peak Hour Data)
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Figure 3.2.1-5 (RT 257/Sheffield La/entrance to school PM Peak Hour Data) indicates that
during the PM peak hour (i.e., 3:00-4:00) a total of 981 vehicles (including cars and heavy
vehicles) traveled through the intersection. According to the PM peak hour data, the Route 257
southbound approach sent the most vehicles into the intersection (391 vehicles).

Figure 3.2.1-5 (RT 257/Sheffield La/entrance to school PM Peak Hour Data)
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Additional bicyclists and pedestrians were counted at this intersection in both the AM and PM
(for the AM count at this intersection, another 36 bicyclists and pedestrians were counted; during
the PM peak, another 46 bicyclists and pedestrians were counted). According to the traffic count
technician’s observation, these bicyclists and pedestrians “came up Sheffield in the AM and
turned north up the sidewalk. In the PM they all came down the sidewalk and turned east to walk
down Sheffield Lane.”*®* These additional bicyclists/pedestrians noted by the count technician
did not actually move through the Rt. 257/Sheffield Lane/entrance to school intersection.

A complete set of the AADT volumes (including classification counts), turning movement
counts, and speed counts for the study area are included in Appendix C.

3 Field technician correspondence, 5/12/2006.
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3.2.2 Traffic Control Devices
Speed Limit Signs

There are several speed limit signs posted throughout the length of the Route 257 corridor. The
speed limit varies from 30 to 40 miles per hour (MPH) within the study area, with the exception
of the area near Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle Schools where the speed limit is
20 MPH on school days from 7:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m.

Traveling south along Route 257 and approaching the intersection
of Franklin Street, just prior to reaching Fayetteville Elementary
and Wellwood Middle Schools, there is a posted speed limit sign
that notes “School 20 MPH 7:00AM - 6PM School Days”. This
same sign also exits for northbound motorists at the intersections of .
Henschke Drive and Franklin Street with Route 257, prior to
reaching school grounds. In addition, a “School Speed Zone
Ahead” is located for northbound motorists at the intersection of
Wheeler Avenue and Route 257.

Once past the F-M School grounds, the speed limit becomes 30
MPH at the intersection of Route 257 with Henschke Drive and
stays at 30 MPH until the intersection with Old Farm Road.
Between Old Farm Road and the Village of Manlius line, the speed limit is 40 MPH. Once in
the Village of Manlius, the speed once again returns to 30 MPH. Speed zone information is
summarized in the table below:

Photo: School Speed Limit
sign near Franklin St.

SPEED ZONES IN STUDY AREA
(ROUTE 257)
SPEED LIMIT
FROM TO 20 30 40
MPH* | MPH | MPH
Fayetteville Village Line | Franklin St X
Franklin St Henschke Dr X
Henschke Dr Old Farm Rd X
Old Farm Rd Manlius Village Line X
Manlius Village Line Into Village of Manlius X
*The 20 MPH speed limit is in effect between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on school days.
During non-school hours the speed limit is 30 MPH.

Traffic Signals and Stop Signs

There are no signalized intersections within the study area, and no stop signs that control traffic
traveling north and south along Route 257. However there are stop signs that control traffic
moving from the east and west onto Route 257 from all of the fifteen (15) intersecting streets
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within the study area. The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) describes
STOP signs (R1-1), including applications and placement. STOP signs are used to assign right-
of-way at an intersection.**

“Intersections must have one or more of the following conditions for two-way STOP (where only
the minor street is stopped) signs to be installed:
e An intersection of a minor and major road, where the application of the normal right-of-
way-rule would be hazardous;
e A street enters a highway;
e An unsignalized intersection in a signalized area; and
e Locations where there is a combination of high speed traffic, restricted view, and a
previous crash record that indicates a need for STOP sign control.

The advantage of a two-way stop is
that the major flows do not have to
stop and they incur almost no delay at
the intersection (i.e., the majority of
the traffic does not have to stop).”*
This is true for the fifteen intersecting
streets located within the study area
along Route 257.

Photo:  Typical intersecting street
along Route 257 controlled by stop
sign (Old Farm Road/Rt. 257)

Pavement Markings

Pavement markings within the study area consist of lane and centerline markings, crosswalks and
stopbars (at each of the 15 intersecting streets). Route 257 is striped as a two-lane street with
passing allowed along some segments. Traveling southbound along the study area, the
passing/no passing zones are as follows (see chart on following page):

14 Stop Signs, Signs, US Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration, Institute of
Transportation Engineers,
http://www.ite.org/library/IntersectionSafety/Stop.pdf#search="MUTCD%20stop%20signs', April 2004, p.1.
% Ibid.
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PASSING ZONES IN STUDY AREA
(ROUTE 257)
PASSING ALLOWED NO
FOR PASSING
FROM LS NB/SB | NB SB ZONE
Traffic | Traffic | Traffic

Franklin St South of Henschke Dr X
South of Henschke Dr | Old Farm Rd X
Old Farm Rd South of Hoag Ln X
Hoag Ln Hunt La X
Hunt Ln Stonehedge La X
Stonehedge Ln McDermott Rd X
McDermott Rd Manlius Village Line X
Manlius Village Line | Kelly Drive X

Pavement markings are discussed further in Section 3.3.2, Pavement Markings.

3.2.3 Accident Analysis

A request was made through the NYSDOT to obtain actual Department of Motor Vehicle
(DMV) Police Accident Reports for the years 1999 through 2004 for Route 257 (Fayetteville-
Manlius Road) between Franklin Street and Kelly Drive in the Town of Manlius within
Onondaga County. The SMTC requested both reportable and non-reportable accident data over
the listed years. At the time of the request (December 2005) the complete set (including non-
reportable accidents) was only available through May 2002, while those that were reportable
were available through mid-2004.

Due to difficulty in obtaining all the necessary reports in a timely fashion, the SMTC requested
the actual accident reports from the local police entities that have jurisdiction over Route 257
within the study area: the Onondaga County Sheriff’s Office, New York State Police, and the
Town of Manlius Police Department. Consequently, Police Accident Reports were received and
evaluated for the period January 1999 through December 2004 from these police agencies. The
majority of accident reports received were obtained from the Town of Manlius Police
Department, as they typically respond to the majority of calls along Route 257. Upon receipt of
the accident reports, each location for which complete reports were available was analyzed.
Accident summary sheets and diagrams were prepared for each of the locations analyzed and are
included in Appendix D.

A total of 40 reported accidents for the period of January 1999 through December 2004 were
examined. The analysis revealed that the most frequently occurring accident types were as
follows:

Collisions with animals — 47.5%;

Rear end — 20%j;

Fixed object/out of control — 15%;

Left turn — 10%.

Eal AN
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The Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Traffic Engineering Handbook states that while
human error contributes to 70% - 90% of all accidents, road and vehicle improvements can
greatly reduce the likelihood of human error or the consequences of the accident.

Based on the SMTC’s analyses of the accident reports, the presence of deer was the major
contributing factor in the majority of the accidents that occurred along Route 257. However, as
noted above, human error as well as street geometry and physical features can play a role. Out of
the 40 collisions analyzed, 8 (20%) were rear end collisions. These rear end collisions primarily
occurred at intersecting streets along the study area where vehicles were stopped in the travel
lane waiting to make a turn off of Route 257 and were hit from behind. The fixed object/out of
control accidents occurred when a vehicle slid out of control (most of these accidents occurred in
snowy weather) and hit either a fixed object (a sign or fence) or another vehicle. Left turn
accidents primarily occurred for motorists turning into or out of the side streets along Route 257
and did not leave enough time or room to make the turn. Almost half of the accidents analyzed
between 1999 and 2004 involved collisions with deer. None of the collisions that occurred
during this time frame were fatal, and there were no reported vehicle/pedestrian collisions during
this time frame. Table 3.2.3-1 provides a summary of the type of road segment accidents.

Accident Type Summary by Road Segment

Propert . . . Fi).(Ed
Road Segments D%rE?gg Injury | Fatal | Total E:%T; i?]?:lr Hgid S?/\Il(ijpee _P‘j:rt] ?IL?:: g:(/ienrg_; Animal | Bike | Ped %Ttegtf/ Backing kr:Jonv;/n Total

y Control
Franklin St./Wheeler Ave. 6 1 0 7 0 4 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
Wheeler Ave./Hunt Ln. 12 1 0 13 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 5 0 0 5 0 0 13
Hunt Ln./Sherbrooke Rd. 9 1 0 10 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 1 0 0 10
Sherbrooke Rd./Kelly Dr. 10 0 0 10 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 1 0 10
Totals 37 3 0 40 0 8 1 1 4 0 0 19 0 0 6 1 0 40

Source: SMTC compiled data from:
Town of Manlius Police Department,Onondaga County Sheriff's Office, New York State Police Department

3.3 Existing Facility Conditions

As part of the study process, SMTC retained assistance from Clark Patterson Associates (CPA)
to complete several key components of the study. The first task undertaken by CPA was to
diagram/map the existing Right-of-Way (ROW) along the Route 257 study area for possible
infringements to the ROW and diagram it accordingly.

In the summer of 2006, the consultants performed a series of site visits to gather information in
the corridor. Geographic Information System (GIS) data, such as property boundaries, road
centerlines and shoulders, aerial photographs, and municipal boundaries were collected from
various sources for the study area. This data was then field checked to more accurately
determine the dimensions and location of the public ROW. Features in or near the edge of the
ROW were identified and organized into a series of corridor maps. These features included trees,
driveways, utility poles, posted signage, fences, and stone walls.'® Figures 3.3-1 through 3.3-3

16 Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study, Clarke Patterson Associates
(with SRF Associates) for the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, February 2007, p. 1.
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(following the sheet index map) depict the existing facilities and features along the Route 257
corridor. A preliminary analysis involved the documentation of all objects'’ within the entire
ROW corridor along Route 257. Table 3.3-1 summarizes this information.

Cursory review of the consultant diagrams show that the majority of infringements in the ROW
are trees, shrubbery and other soft landscaping materials. Several of the hardscape materials (i.e.,
wood fences and field stone fences) have also been identified as being within or abutting the
ROW. However, with the exception of the soft landscaping materials, it appears preliminarily
that there is space available to accommodate some form of a pedestrian facility with little impact
to the existing hardscape objects.

Table 3.3-1
Right-of-Way Characteristics
Objects Within Right-of-Way | W side | E side
Intersecting streets 6 8
Intersecting driveways 41 57
Bus stops 9 11
Large trees* 20 23
Utility poles 68 19
Fire hydrants 2 2
Streets signs 46 47
Total # of obstacles | 190 165
Units w/primary access to 257 180 230

*Qver 24” approximate diameter

' Mailboxes and driveway markers were not included. No underground utilities were identified.
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3.3.1 Pavement

Pavement conditions of State owned facilities are assessed using the NYSDOT Pavement
Condition Rating Manual. The surface rating scale ranges from very poor to excellent.
According to New York State’s 2005 Highway Sufficiency Ratings Manual for Region 3, the
asphalt pavement of Route 257 between Route 92 in the Village of Manlius and the Fayetteville
Village Line is rated as being 7, meaning it is in good condition however distress symptoms are
beginning to show. Although not noted in the 2005 Highway Sufficiency Manual, the 2004
Manual indicates that the dominant distress located along this corridor is isolated alligator
cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description). The majority of the study area falls
within this section of pavement.

Route 257 from the Fayetteville village line to Route 5 is rated as being 6, meaning it is in fair
condition and distress is clearly visible. Once again, although not noted in the 2005 Highway
Sufficiency Manual, the 2004 Manual indicates that the dominant distress located along this
corridor is isolated alligator cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description). The portion
of the study area that falls within this section of road (from the Fayetteville village line to Route
5) includes the area between Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street.

Drainage Facilities

Existing visible drainage facilities in the study area
include sewer grates. The sewer grates are located in
the shoulders of Route 257. The sewer grate
drainage holes run parallel to the direction of travel,
which can make it difficult for bicyclists as their
tires can get stuck in the grates (Photo right: typical
drainage grate on Rt. 257).

A concern noted via public comments is the
potential for any new facilities (including pedestrian
accommodations) to impact the drainage on various properties along F-M Road/Route 257.
According to public comment, in the past, modifications to embankments have caused the creek
to overflow. Although detailed discussion and evaluation of drainage facilities is beyond the
scope of this study, drainage issues could be a key concern along this corridor. Should the Town
of Manlius or NYSDOT choose to implement any type of new facility along Route 257 between
the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius, the SMTC highly recommends that these entities
undertake the necessary steps to research any potential drainage impacts and complete the
appropriate engineering analyses relative to drainage.

3.3.2 Pavement Markings
Pavement markings within the study area were evaluated by the SMTC to determine whether

they were in good, fair or poor condition. A good rating indicates that the markings are intact,
reflective, and easy to comprehend. A fair rating indicates that the markings are intact but are

35



faded, and a poor rating indicates that the markings are not intact, faded, and difficult to
comprehend.

The markings, including lane markings (centerline and shoulder), crosswalks (hatched) and stop
bars were evaluated in late May 2006. The rating represents the overall worst condition for each
location. The crosswalk markings at the intersections of Franklin Street with Route 257 and
Wheeler Avenue with Route 257 were in fair condition. The centerline and shoulder markings
along the length of the study area were in good to fair condition. They were intact, but did not
appear to be very reflective. Overall, the stop bars on twelve (12) of the fifteen (15) intersecting
streets were considered to be in fair condition. Stop bars at the intersections of Sheffield Lane
and Franklin Street (on the east side of Route 257) were considered to be in poor condition
because they were not visible.

Photos: Crosswalks in fair condition at Wheeler Ave. (top left) and Franklin St. (top right). Stop
bars in fair condition at Old Farm Rd. (bottom left) and poor condition at Sheffield Ln. bottom

(right).

3.3.3 Type and Condition of Bus Stops

There are twenty-three (23) Centro bus stops within the
study area that are designated with a blue Centro sign.

All of the bus stops within the study area are
unsheltered. In addition, all of the bus stop locations
lack a lead walk paved surface and the majority are
located on grass or gravel surfaces. As a result,
individuals are often forced to walk and/or stand within
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the road shoulder or on muddy, wet or snow-covered ground.
3.3.4 Sidewalks/Curb Ramps/Curbs

There is one small area of sidewalk that exists within
the corridor on the east side of Route 257 between
Franklin Street and Sheffield Lane.  The sidewalk
in this block was evaluated in May 2006 as being in
good condition as it showed few signs of wear [
(Photo right: sidewalk discontinuity; where the |
sidewalk ends at Sheffield Lane looking south).

From Sheffield Lane to just south of Kelly Drive in Manlius (across from the driveway into Bank
of America) there are no sidewalks. South of the study area, sidewalks begin again on the east
side of Route 257 just south of Kelly Drive, and are present into the Village of Manlius. This
stretch of sidewalk is located outside the project study area and was therefore not evaluated.

| The sidewalk that runs between Lincoln Avenue and
Franklin Street is just one block north of the study area
(Photo at left). This sidewalk is paved and is in fair
condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear such as
pitting and unevenness. The sidewalks that run through
Beard Park towards school property, and from the west
side of the Route 257/Franklin Street intersection onto
school property, are in good condition and showing few
signs of wear.

w:h '_ -

As noted previously, there are no existing curbs within
the study area. However, there is a slight sidewalk ramp located on one corner of the
intersection of Franklin Streets with Route 257, to the east of Route 257 on the southern side of
Franklin Street. Evaluated in May 2006, this small sidewalk ramp was in fair condition, meaning
it was beginning to show signs of wear, such as pitting or unevenness.
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Chapter 4 - Demographics and Land Use

4.1  Demographics

When planning for new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, or upgrading or reconstructing existing
roadways to accommaodate bicyclists and pedestrians, one of the items for transportation planners
and engineers to consider is the typical trip length of pedestrians and bicyclists. According to the
Transportation Planning Handbook, published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers,
“bicycle and pedestrian trips are typically characterized by short trip distances: approximately
one-quarter mile to one mile for pedestrian trips and one quarter-mile to three miles for bicycle
trips.”*® In addition, the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets notes that “the pedestrian
most likely will not walk over 1 mile to work or over 0.5 mile to catch a bus, and about 80% of
the distances traveled by the pedestrian will be less than 0.5 mile.”*

With the majority of bicycle and pedestrian trips covering short distances, land use patterns play
a critical role in the current and future development and use of bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

The following demographic maps and information are based on Summary Files from the 2000
Census. As noted above, because pedestrians will typically travel one-quarter to one-half mile,
the SMTC chose to buffer the centerline of the road by both one-quarter, and one-half mile. The
census block groups within this buffered area were then selected for demographic analysis
(because the SMTC generated buffer area does not correspond exactly to Census geography,
block group data was interpolated to develop the demographic information that falls within the
buffer area). This results in the population of people that are potential pedestrians on the Route
257 corridor. This method yields synthesized results that may be in error.

The SMTC examined the following demographics for this study within both a quarter-mile and
half-mile of the study area: population, senior citizen population (those individuals 65 years of
age and older), population of workers (16 years of age and older), population of workers with
less than a 10 minute commute to work, and the population of school aged children (children
between 5 years of age and 18 years of age).

According to the 2000 US Census the total population of the Town of Manlius is approximately
31,872 persons. The population within the Village of Manlius is 4,819, while the population in
the Village of Fayetteville is 4,190. Fiscal Year 2005 population estimates are as follows: 1)
Town of Manlius: 32,431 persons, 2) Village of Manlius: 4,695 persons and 3) Village of
Fayetteville: 4,171 persons.®® Note that these are population estimates only; the growth or
decline in population cannot be verified without a complete and accurate census of the town.

18 John D. Edwards, Jr., P.E., Editor, Transportation Planning Handbook, 2d ed., Institute of Transportation
Engineers, Washington, D.C., 1999, p. 604.

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways
and Streets, AASHTO, Washington, D.C., 2001, p. 96.

20 US Census Bureau 2000 Census.
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Quarter-Mile Buffer Zone

The following figures represent data summarized at a quarter mile of the study area. Overall, 5
partial block groups were analyzed according to the quarter mile buffer. Figure 4.1-1 displays the
approximate total population of each block group within a quarter mile of the study area.
Population values range from 90 persons in the southwest block group to a high value of 623
persons in the southeast block group. Figure 4.1-2 shows the approximate senior citizen
population within a quarter mile of the study area. A low value of 9 is located in the southwest
block group while an upper value of 129 is located in the southeast block group aggregate.
Figure 4.1-3 (Population of Workers within a Quarter Mile of Study Area) has a low value of 46
in the southwest aggregate and a high value of 314 in the southeast aggregate. Figure 4.1-4
(Population of Workers with less than a 10 minute Commute to Work) indicates that the
southwest aggregate has the lowest value (i.e., 9), while the southeast aggregate has the highest
value (i.e., 58). Figure 4.1-5 shows the approximate school aged children population within a
quarter mile buffer of the study area. The southwest aggregate contains the smallest number of 5-
18 year olds (i.e., 15) while the southeast geography contains the largest number of 5-18 year
olds (i.e., 99). Note that the same geographic locations (i.e., southwest and southeast) at the
quarter mile buffer consistently contained the low and high values.

Half Mile Buffer Zone

The following figures were created utilizing a half mile buffer around the study area. Six (6)
partial block groups were analyzed at the half mile buffer. Figure 4.1-6 depicts the total
population of each block group within a half mile of the study area. The northeast partial block
group in the Village of Fayetteville contains the smallest number of persons (i.e., 209) while the
southwest aggregate contains the largest number of persons (i.e., 1,259). Figure 4.1-7 shows the
senior citizen population within the half mile buffer. The northeast location has the low value
with 20 senior citizens, while the southeast locality has the high value with 214 senior citizens.
Figure 4.1-8 displays the number of workers. The low value is located within the northeast block
group while the upper value of 664 workers is located in the southwest block group. Figure 4.1-9
portrays that the highest value of workers with less than a 10 minute commute to work is located
within the southwest location. The low of 9 workers is located in the partial block group
immediately north of the upper value. Figure 4.1-10 shows the number of children between 5 and
18 years of age within a half mile of the study area. The small value of 41 children between the
ages of 5 and 18 is located in the northeast area, while the large value of 217 is located in the
southwest area.

Summary/Results

The demographic review (using 2000 Census data) noted above examined the number of
residents living with a quarter mile and half mile of the study area. The SMTC choose these
parameters because most people will walk up to a half mile for transportation purposes. This
review resulted in the number of people that are potential pedestrians on Route 257. There is a
population of nearly 4,500 people living within a half mile of the project study area. From this
analysis, it is evident that there is enough of a population base within the study area to justify
some type of pedestrian facility for transportation purposes along Route 257.
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4.2 Land Use

Assessed land use within the study area and surrounding areas is shown in Figure 4.2-1
(Assessed Land Use Classifications). Assessed land use within the study area is primarily
residential with business and commercial districts located on either end of the corridor (to the
north and south) in the villages. There are a few scattered smaller businesses along the study
area itself. In addition, two schools front Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius with a third school located just east of the corridor.

Town and village offices and park areas can be found on either end of the Route 257 corridor.
Assessed land use to both the east and west of the study area is mostly residential.
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Chapter 5 - Existing Regulations, Development Controls, and Guidance

There are a variety of methods used to regulate and control what property owners are allowed to
do with their land. Discussed below are zoning and other pertinent documents created for
Onondaga County to assist with development guidance.

51 Zoning

One of the most well known forms of land-use control is zoning. All properties within the Town
of Manlius are subject to zoning ordinances, with those parcels contained in the three villages
(Fayetteville, Manlius, and Minoa) subject to village ordinances. For each of the different zone
districts there are controls over allowable uses of the property, such as parking, signs, location of
buildings on the lot, fences, swimming pools, garages, and home occupations. The Route 257
corridor is primarily zoned residential with commercial districts located on either end in the
Villages of Manlius and Fayetteville.

Zoning along the corridor is shown in Figure 5.1-1 (Zoning Classifications), and a description of
each of the zoning types represented in Figure 5.1-1 follows. The Town of Manlius, Village of
Fayetteville and Village of Manlius each have their own classes of use districts or zones. More
detail on each zoning district can be found by contacting the appropriate municipality.

TOWN of MANLIUS ZONING:

Residential District R-1 (R1)

Residential District R-1 provides for areas with single-family dwellings. In additional, certain
home occupations are allowed in the R-1 district. Bed-and-breakfast establishments are also
permitted in certain instances with an accessory use permit.

Residential District R-2 (R2)

This district provides for similar uses as the R-1 district, however, bed-and-breakfast
establishments are not permitted. The minimum frontages and yard depths are smaller than what
is required within R-1 districts, making this district slightly higher in density than R-1.

Residential District R-3 (R3)

Residential District R-3 allows any use permitted in the R-1 district, but with smaller minimum
frontages and lot sizes required. Two-family dwellings are also permitted in this district, as are
public/private schools, churches and other places of worship, public libraries, municipal
buildings, parks, playgrounds, community centers or recreational grounds. Upon special permit
of the Town Board, these uses may be allowed: hospitals, hospices, homes for elderly adults,
convalescent homes, nursing homes and similar facilities, as well as cemeteries, landing fields
and greenhouses.
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Residential District R-4 (R4)
This district allows any use permitted in the R3 district, with the addition of certain home
occupations being allowed (only upon receipt of an accessory use permit).

Residential District R-5 (R5)

This district provides for areas within the Town of Manlius which permit multiple-family
dwellings. Greater setbacks, wider side yards, screening of parking areas and adjacent
properties, adequate off-street parking, recreation areas and other features are compensating
features required as additional regulations since the concentration of population will normally be
greater for multiple-family dwelling units than for adjacent single-family dwellings.

Restricted Agricultural Districts R-A (RA)

Restricted Agricultural Districts allow any use permitted in the R-1 district, according to the
same restrictions, or a two-family dwelling. In addition, any use permitted in R-3, according to
the same restrictions, is also permitted. Farms, farm structures and farming are permitted in this
district, as is the sale of products raised or produced only on the farm itself. Certain public utility
structures necessary for servicing of the area for general town use is also permitted with the
issuance of a special permit. Other uses allowed via the issuance of a special permit and/or
pursuant to other requirements include the use of lands for one or more public or private golf
courses, mobile home sites, bed-and-breakfast establishments, and rural occupations.

Neighborhood Shopping Districts N-S (NS)

Neighborhood Shopping Districts are intended to permit the development of small-scale
commercial, retail and personal service establishments in convenient proximity to residential
neighborhoods while at the same time minimizing potential impact and disruption that the
uncontrolled introduction of such uses into residential neighborhoods could have. The following
structures and uses only are permitted in NS Districts upon the issuance of a site plan approval,
along with certain restrictions: retail establishments; personal service stores; business offices;
and certain indoor theaters, game rooms, and other places of entertainment and restaurants
serving patrons indoors. Additional restrictions within NS Districts apply.

Commercial District A (CA)

Commercial District A allows for all structures and uses permitted in R-3 and Neighborhood
Shopping Districts, subject to the same restrictions. In addition, the following uses would be
permitted with site plan approval: hotels, certain retail businesses or personal service, banks
(including drive-through services), retail establishments with associated drive-through services,
and indoor theaters and restaurants serving patrons indoors.

Commercial District B (CB)

This district allows for all structures and uses permitted in Commercial District A, subject to the
same restrictions. In addition, with site plan approval, the following would also be permitted:
drive-in establishments; places of amusement, restaurants or stands; warehouses, wholesale
establishments, lumberyards and farm-implement distributors’ establishments; outdoor theaters,
and commercial repair garages, parking lots and drive-in retail fuel stations with certain
restrictions.
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Industrial District ID (ID)

This district allows for all structures and uses permitted in Commercial District B. However, no
residential use is allowed in an ID without a special permit. In addition, certain manufacturing,
industrial establishments and uses are permitted only after issuance of a special permit.

The Town of Manlius Office of Building and Zoning is responsible for administering and
enforcing New York State Uniform Fire Prevention and Building Code, local zoning laws, flood
plain regulations, and sign regulations; Issuing permits for any new construction, alteration,
demolition, signs, swimming pools; Carrying out inspections to insure compliance with all
applicable codes and laws; Investigating all complaints concerning building code, zoning, or
local law violations; Issuing Notice of Violation and Court Appearance tickets when necessary;
Processing applications for Zoning Variances, Special Use Permits, Flood Plain Permits, and
Accessory Use Permits and submitting same to appropriate boards; Inspecting industrial and
commercial sites, daycare centers, multiple dwellings, hotels, and places of public assembly for
fire safety compliance with the New York State Uniform Fire Prevention and Building Code;
Responding to structure fires and other emergency situations.”*

VILLAGE of MANLIUS ZONING:

Residential District R-1 (R1)

Permitted uses in Residential District R-1 include one-family dwellings, accessory uses or
buildings or other structures (including swimming pools) upon approval, churches, public
elementary and high schools, and public parks and playgrounds. Upon the issuance of a special
permit, the following uses are permitted: private elementary and high schools; home
occupations; parks, playgrounds, private recreational clubs/swimming pools maintained by
homeowners associations; utilities’ substations; and garages for public/private schools accessory
to school property.

Residential District R-2 (R2)

The following uses are permitted in R-2 Districts: all uses permitted in R-1 Districts and two-
family dwellings. With a special use permit, the following uses are also allowed: multiple
dwellings and accessory uses; membership clubs operated by membership organizations;
philanthropic and not-for-profit institutions; nursery schools; hospitals, sanatoriums, nursing
homes and housing for the well aged; public service structures; and boarding houses.

Residential Multiple Use District R-M (RM)

The Residential Multiple Use District is designed to retain the existing residential character of
established neighborhoods while permitting unobtrusive uses of a commercial nature. All uses
permitted in an R-2 District are allowed in an R-M District. The following uses are also
permitted in an R-M District upon receipt of site development plan approval by the Planning
Board: Offices of religious and educational institutions; offices of physicians, surgeons, dentists,
lawyers, architects, engineers, accountants, planners, real estate agents, public stenographers and
mailing services; daycare center; community residence; teaching of music, dance or similar types
of instruction when limited to five pupils at a time; bed-and-breakfast accommodations;

! Town of Manlius Website, Office of Building and Zoning
<http://www.townofmanlius.org/Manlius_BuildingZoning.html>, 2004.
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dressmaker, decorator, photographer, art studio, therapist, florist, tailor, craft/antique retail shop;
and other uses which in the opinion of the Village Board are consistent with the purpose and
intent of the R-M District.

Commercial Districts (C)

The following uses are permitted in Commercial Districts: uses permitted in any residential
districts, retail stores, personal service shops, banks, offices, indoor theaters, restaurants (serving
patrons within doors only, for consumption only within the building), bus passenger stations, and
funeral homes. With a special use permit, the following uses are also permitted in Commercial
Districts: Uses permitted in R-1 and R-2 Districts (except multiple dwellings); hotels, motels,
and tourist homes; billiard and pool parlors and bowling alleys; municipal buildings other than
schools; parking garages; shopping center; automotive service station, commercial garage and
car wash; motor vehicle sales agencies; drive-through use serving retail pharmacy stores and
banks only; and other commercial uses which, in the opinion of the Village Board, are in the
same general character as those listed as permitted or specially permitted uses.

Commercial Districts C-1 (C-1)

Upon the issuance of a special use permit, the following uses are permitted in Commercial 1
Districts: all uses permitted in Commercial Districts; Restaurants serving food and beverage for
consumption other than entirely within the building; and drive-through use.

Industrial Districts (1)

This district allows for the following uses: enclosed manufacturing industry, enclosed
warehouse, lumberyard, wholesale establishment, trucking and freight terminal, machinery and
transportation equipment sales and service, express office, veterinarian’s office (excluding
outdoor kennels), and adult entertainment uses.

VILLAGE of FAYETTEVILLE ZONING:

One-Family Residential Districts (R-1; R-2)

The R-1 and R-2 Districts permit, as their principal use, one-family dwellings. Permitted
accessory uses include private garage, customary home occupations or professional services, and
storage sheds. With a special permit, parks and playgrounds, and antennas over 10 feet in height
or receiving dishes or antennas are also allowed. The difference between R-1 and R-2 Districts
lies in the building height limits, required lot areas, percentage of lot coverage and yards
required.

Multiple-Family Residential District (R-3)

The R-3 District permits one-family as well as multiple-family dwellings with up to three
dwelling units. Permitted accessory uses include private garage, customary home occupations or
professional services and storage sheds. With the issuance of a special permit, the following
uses are allowed: parks and playgrounds, antennas over 10 feet in height or receiving dishes or
antennas, certain group residences and certain commercial residences.
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Multiple-Family Residential District (R-4)

The R-4 District allows for one-family and two-family dwellings, as well as multiple-family
dwellings. The permitted accessory uses are the same as those for R-3 Districts. With the
issuance of a special permit, the following uses are allowed: parks and playgrounds; antennas
over 10 feet in height or receiving dishes or antennas; certain group residences and certain
commercial residences; nursing/convalescent homes; private and public nursery, daycare centers,
schools and public libraries; and churches and similar places of worship.

Residential-Business Districts (R-B)

Residential-Business Districts allow a certain range of business uses within a residentially
compatible setting. One- and two-family dwellings are permitted in the R-B District. Permitted
accessory uses include private garage, customary home occupations for professional services,
and storage sheds. Upon issuance of a site plan approval by the Planning Board, multiple-family
dwellings and offices are permitted. Upon issuance of a special permit by the Planning Board,
retail and personal services as well as certain commercial residences are permitted. Prohibited
uses include drive-in services, gasoline service facilities, motor vehicle sales and services and
restaurants. There are also supplemental design standards for the R-B District.

Limestone Plaza District (L)

This district is intended to promote and encourage the continued use of the nineteenth century
commercial core of the Village and to ensure that redevelopment activities are compatible to the
existing building patterns. Permitted uses with site plan approval by the Planning Board include
apartment dwelling units, multiple-family dwellings, offices, retail and personal services, and
mixed use occupancy. With a special use permit granted by the Planning Board, the following
are permitted: religious institutions, restaurants, hotels, and membership clubs. Prohibited uses
include one- or two-family dwellings; manufacturing, assembly, or storage; drive-in service
facilities; gasoline service facilities; and motor vehicle sales and services. There are also
supplemental design standards for the L District.

Traditional Business District (TB)

The purpose of the TB District is to provide for a variety of business, residential and community
uses in a relatively dense setting that maintains and enhances typical building development and
pedestrian and vehicular circulation patterns characteristic to a Village core. The following uses
are permitted with site plan approval by the Planning Board: multiple-family dwellings,
retail/personal services, office, religious institutions, membership clubs, libraries, and mixed use
occupancy. By special permits issued from the Planning Board, the following are allowed:
residential uses in combination with a nonresidential use, certain commercial residences,
restaurants, theaters, health-care facilities, shopping centers, and storage sheds. Prohibited uses
include drive-in services; motor vehicle sales, service or repair; hotel/motel; manufacturing,
assembly or storage; and gasoline service facilities. There are also supplemental design
standards for this district.

Contemporary Business District (CB)

The purpose of this district is to provide for contemporary business activities and community
uses generally dependent upon access to and visibility from major roads. These uses and
activities shall be designed to minimize impacts upon surrounding properties and upon the safe
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and efficient movement of traffic. Permitted uses with site plan approval by the Planning Board
include: retail or personal services, religious institutions, membership clubs, libraries,
cemeteries, commercial residences, restaurants, theaters, health care facilities, shopping centers,
and mixed use occupancy. With a special permit from the Planning Board, drive-in services;
motor vehicle sales, service or repair; hotels/motels; and gasoline service facilities are allowed.
Prohibited uses include residential uses and manufacturing, assembly and storage of products.
There are also supplemental design standards for this district.

Industrial Districts (1)

With a special permit and site plan approval, the following uses are permitted: uses permitted in
TB and CB districts (except residential uses); industrial uses employing electric power or
utilizing hand labor for fabrication or assembly and which cause or omit no objectionable odors,
fumes, dirt, vibration, glare, electrical interference or noise beyond the immediate site of the
building(s) in which such uses are conducted; warehousing facilities; and wholesale businesses.
When adjacent to a residential district, a buffer zone is required. There are several uses that are
prohibited in this district.

Planned Residential Development Districts (PRD)

The intent of the PRD is to develop flexible land use and design regulations through the use of
performance criteria so that small-to-large scale neighborhoods or portions thereof may be
developed within the Village that incorporate residential land uses and contain both individual
building site and common property which are planned and developed as a unit. Under normal
circumstances, the minimum area required to qualify for a PRD is 50 contiguous acres.
Permitted uses include single-family detached dwelling units, townhouses or cluster units.
Customary accessory uses (private garages, storage sheds/spaces, recreational/community
structures, churches, schools, parks, and playgrounds) shall be permitted as appropriate to the
PRD. Certain lot areas, coverage, yards, and open space are required.

Open Land Districts (O)
This district represents land so located as to be subject to flooding conditions or other special
ecological considerations and shall have no structures of a permanent nature erected on them.

Public or Municipal Lands Districts (P)

This district represents those lands located within the Village and owned by the Village or
another municipality for municipal or park purposes.
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5.2 Historic Sites: According to the Town of Manlius there are no known historic sites
within the study area.

5.3  SMTC Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

The 2005 Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan was designed as a policy level plan that seeks to preserve
and enhance the area’s bicycling and pedestrian network and to improve the safety,
attractiveness, and overall viability of cycling and walking as legitimate transportation options
within the transportation network in the SMTC MPA. The document identifies policies and
guidelines to guide future bicycle and pedestrian facilities and amenities in the MPA. Key goals
of the study were:
1. To encourage the wuse of bicycling and walking as legitimate modes of
transportation;
2. To improve the safety of bicyclists and pedestrians;
3. To educate bicyclists, pedestrians, motorists, law enforcement officers, and others
regarding traffic laws and safety measures;
4. To promote the improvement of travel and tourism and business opportunities along
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure; and
5. To encourage planners and municipalities to develop bicycle and pedestrian resources.

The document includes numerous recommendations for implementation by municipalities to
better improve the bicycle and pedestrian network in their respective communities. The
recommendations are categorized by type of facility (bicycle or pedestrian) and further sub-
categorized into the “E’s” of planning (i.e., economic development, encouragement, education,
enforcement and engineering). The report is non-location specific so that it can be applied to the
MPO region’s varied communities. A copy of the final document can be viewed at
www.smtcmpo.org/bike-ped.

54  Onondaga County 2010 Development Guide

In 1998, the Syracuse-Onondaga County Planning Agency (SOCPA) presented an update to its
2010 Development Guide for Onondaga County. The 2010 Plan’s vision, goals and policies are
intended to guide future individual government decisions on land use, transportation and
infrastructure development, utilizing balanced goals that include economic growth, creating an
attractive community, encouraging diversity and choice, and enhanced fiscal strength.?

In furthering those goals, Onondaga County’s Policies for Investment and Land Use, as defined
in the 2010 Plan, call for investment in existing communities, preservation of existing
infrastructure and transportation assets, sustainable urban and suburban settlement patterns, and
protection of the rural economy, agricultural land, and access to natural resources. The 2010 Plan
encourages the public and private sector to make funding, permitting, and planning decisions
utilizing these guiding principles, and to be cognizant of individual projects’ effects on the
quality of life of all residents.”®

22 Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, LRTP 2004 Update, pp. 92.
% Ibid. pp. 93.
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5.5  Onondaga County Settlement Plan

In 1999, SOCPA enlisted the services of a nationally recognized firm in new urbanism practices
to prepare the Onondaga County Settlement Plan. New Urbanism celebrates traditional
neighborhood development patterns from a century ago for its efficiency of land use,
transportation opportunities, social interaction and mix of incomes. The Settlement Plan for
Onondaga County was designed to present a comprehensive “toolbox” of strategies to encourage
the traditional neighborhood development patterned outline by New Urbanism, as an alternative
to conventional zoning and suburban development patterns which many deem an inefficient use
of land and a burden on transportation facilities.

Created to assist in implementing the goals of Onondaga County’s 2010 Development Guide — to
reinforce urban centers and neighborhoods and promote efficient expansion of infrastructure —
the Settlement Plan both illustrates the possible utilization of New Urbanism development
principles at several existing Onondaga County locations, and also provides the regulatory
framework and planning tools (including transportation policies) for municipalities to foster
desired development patterns. Critical to the Plan and New Urbanism is the creation and
reinforcement of walkable, mixed-use, and transit supportive neighborhoods and urban centers.

Although the Settlement Plan has not been officially adopted, the policies and practices noted
within the three documents serve as a tool kit to assist Onondaga County in “returning to the
traditional neighborhood pattern of growth.”?*

2 Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company, Onondaga County Settlement Plan, Onondaga County, New York, February
2001, Executive Summary.
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Chapter 6 — Planned Improvements or Development

6.1 Transportation Improvements

There are minimal planned improvements and/or developments scheduled for planning, design or
construction along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. As far as
transportation improvements are concerned, the NYSDOT is scheduled to complete a paving
project on Route 257 between Routes 92 and 290 in 2010. This paving project would “restore the
pavement to a good condition with milling of 40 mm and a single course overlay of 40 mm.”*
The NYSDOT also plans to reconstruct the Route 5 and Route 257 intersection, located north of
the study area in the Village of Fayetteville in 2010.

At this time, other than the transportation projects noted above, there are no known Town or
private projects proposed along the Route 257 corridor that were examined for this study.

® New York State Department of Transportation, 2007-2012 TIP Highway Project Application, 11/14/2006.
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Chapter 7 — Issues

7.1 Introduction

Through the course of completing the existing conditions inventory documented in the previous
chapters, and the public involvement process, several transportation issues were identified along
the Route 257 corridor study area. These issues are outlined below. This task involved reporting
known transportation issues facing those who utilize Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius. This task does not involve the SMTC making any judgment of those
issues nor does it involve the SMTC drawing conclusions from those issues. This task is merely
the summation of perceived and known bicycle, pedestrian, and vehicular issues reported to the
SMTC directly or found via the study review process.

In general, pedestrian access is limited to on-road travel within the shoulders of the roadway
between the two villages, and this was the underlying issue examined within this study.

7.2 Vehicular Travel Issues
The following vehicular travel issues were identified along the Route 257 study area:

e One of the travel issues noted along the corridor is the queue of vehicles created along
Franklin Street that extends onto Route 257 by parents and guardians trying to access the
Wellwood Middle School parking lot to pick up their children after school. In addition,
sometimes vehicles coming from the south become queued so that these vehicles cannot
make a left hand turn onto Franklin Street. At times, this causes traffic to queue a block
or more south (past Henschke Drive) making it very difficult for the crossing guard
located at Sheffield Lane/Route 257 to move the busses out of the school grounds.

e Although the speeds recorded along the Route 257 corridor indicate that on average,
vehicles were traveling below the speed limit, speeding vehicles were present along the
corridor. In some instances, motorists were traveling 10 miles over the speed limit. A
summarization of speeding vehicles is noted below:

0 Between Route 5 and Henschke Drive where the speed limit is 30 miles per hour
(MPH), approximately 26.5% of northbound vehicles and 20% of southbound
vehicles were traveling between 30.1 and 35.0 MPH. Approximately 6% of
northbound and southbound vehicles were traveling between 35.1 and 45.0 MPH.

o From Henschke Drive to Marangale Lane where the speed limit is 40 MPH,
approximately 21% of northbound vehicles, and 17% of southbound vehicles
were traveling between 40.1 and 45.0 MPH. Approximately 2% of northbound
vehicles and 1.5% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 45.1 and 50
MPH.

0 Between Marangale Lane and Route 92 where the speed limit is 40 MPH,
approximately 43% of northbound vehicles and 27% of southbound vehicles were
traveling between 40.1 and 45.0 MPH. Approximately 12% of northbound
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vehicles and 4% of southbound vehicles were traveling between 45.1 and 50.0
MPH.
One unpredictable safety issue at hand within this corridor involves vehicle/deer
collisions. Almost half of the 40 accidents analyzed between 1999 and 2004 involved
collisions with deer. The breakdown of accident types is as follows:
1. Collisions with animals — 47.5%;
2. Rear end - 20%j;
3. Fixed object/out of control — 15%;
4. Leftturn —10%.
The pavement between Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street within the study area was
rated as being “6” by NYSDOT, meaning it is in fair condition and distress is clearly
visible. The 2004 Highway Sufficiency Manual indicates that the dominant distress at
this location is isolated alligator cracking (less than 20% gets an “isolated” description).
Some pavement markings within the corridor are in fair to poor condition. A fair rating
indicates that the markings are intact but are faded, and a poor rating indicates that the
markings are not intact, faded, and difficult to comprehend (the rating represents the
overall worst condition for each location). The specific locations of the pavement
markings that are in fair to poor condition are as follows:
o Crosswalk markings at the intersections of Franklin Street with Route 257 and
Wheeler Avenue with Route 257 were in fair condition.
o Centerline and shoulder markings along the length of the study area were in good
to fair condition. They were intact, but did not appear to be very reflective.
o Stop bars on twelve (12) of the fifteen (15) intersecting streets were in fair
condition.
0 Stop bars at the intersections of Sheffield Lane and Franklin Street (on the east
side of Route 257) were considered to be in poor condition because they were not
visible.

7.3 Pedestrian and Bicycle Travel Issues

The following pedestrian and bicycle travel issues were identified within the Route 257 study

area:
°

Although there is a crosswalk at the intersection of Wheeler Avenue with Route 257, the
safety of pedestrians crossing at this location is called into concern as there is no
sidewalk connecting to the crosswalk on either side of Route 257 at Wheeler Avenue.
Additionally, there is no crossing guard present at this location during school
arrival/dismissal times to assist children crossing the street at this location.

There are no sidewalks or specific pedestrian accommodations from Sheffield Lane to
just south of Kelly Drive in Manlius (across from the driveway into Bank of America) on
either side of Route 257. The majority of the study area is lacking pedestrian
accommodations, which poses safety concerns for individuals currently using the
roadway shoulders for walking. The lack of pedestrian accommodations also presents
safety concerns for the children that attend either Fayetteville Elementary School or
Wellwood Middle School at the northern end of the study area.
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The sidewalk that runs between Lincoln Avenue and Franklin Street (one block north of
the study area) is in fair condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear such as pitting
and unevenness.

The sidewalk ramp located on one corner of the intersection of Franklin Street/Route 257
is in fair condition, meaning it is showing signs of wear, such as pitting and unevenness.
Sewer grates located in the shoulders of Route 257 have drainage holes that run parallel
to the direction of travel, which can make it difficult for bicyclists traveling in the
shoulder. Their bicycle tires can get wedged or stuck in the grates causing a possible
accident.

The corridor is not a designated specific bike route; however, bike route signs have been
posted by the NYSDOT primarily for safety reasons to remind motorists that bicyclists
are allowed to travel on Route 257. This can provide confusion for bicyclists as this
stretch of road is not an officially designated bike route.

7.4 Transit Travel Issues

The following transit travel issues were identified within the Route 257 study area:

There are numerous (23) Centro bus stops within study area, which seems excessive
given the 1.3 mile length of the study area.

All of the bus stops within the study area are unsheltered. In addition, all of the bus stop
locations lack a lead walk paved surface and the majority are located on grass or gravel
surfaces. As a result, individuals are often forced to walk and/or stand within the road
shoulder or on muddy, wet or snow-covered ground.

7.5 Other Issues

Another concern noted through public comments is the potential impact that any new facilities
(including pedestrian accommodations) could have on drainage to various properties along F-M
Road/Route 257. According to public comment, in the past, modifications to embankments have
caused the creek to overflow. Although detailed discussion and evaluation of drainage facilities
is beyond the scope of this study, drainage issues could be a key concern along this corridor.
Should the Town of Manlius or NYSDOT choose to implement any type of new facility along
Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius, the SMTC highly recommends that
these entities undertake the necessary steps to research any potential drainage impacts and
complete the appropriate engineering analyses relative to drainage.
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Chapter 8 — Alternatives Analysis and Recommendations

This chapter presents a series of preliminary pedestrian accommodation alternatives for the F-M
Road/Route 257 study area. The alternatives discussed were derived from an assessment of
baseline information collected, noted public comments, and discussions amongst the hired
consultant, and the member’s of the project’s SAC (including the Town of Manlius, the SMTC,
and the NYSDOT) regarding the overall reasonableness of design concepts and possible courses
of action for improvements. The preliminary alternatives listed were not intended to represent an
exhaustive compilation of fully developed designs or approaches for pedestrian improvements
along Route 257 within the study area. They served as a starting point of discussion for
determining the resulting recommendations. The recommended alternatives include planning
level cost estimates, right-of-way acquisition costs (if necessary), and estimated maintenance
costs.

As the SMTC is not an implementing agency, it is the sponsor’s (Town of Manlius)
responsibility along with consultation from the New York State Department of Transportation
(Route 257 is a State Route and NYSDOT owns Route 257 within the project study area) to
implement the ensuing recommendations if deemed necessary and as appropriate. The following
alternatives and recommendations are preliminary planning level recommendations, which could
potentially improve pedestrian safety and mobility along the corridor. Please note that the
majority of alternatives and recommendations would require further engineering analysis prior to
implementation.

Final recommendations also include suggestions to alleviate additional transportation issues

(noted in Chapter 7) noted along the corridor. These recommended roadway improvements are
noted in Chapter 9 - Implementation Plan.
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8.1 Analysis of Alternatives

Many factors were considered in the development of the seven preliminary alternatives for
accommodating pedestrians in the study area, including public input, physical characteristics of
the corridor, and guidelines provided by relevant local, state, and federal agencies.

Important Considerations

It is imperative to note there are two schools located at the north end of the study area,
Fayetteville Elementary School and Wellwood Middle School; the schools are located on the
west side of Route 257. Schools are major pedestrian generators and any recommendations
should aim to coincide with a Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Program. The Fayetteville-Manlius
School District does not yet have a SRTS plan in place.

In August 2005, federal transportation legislation devoted $612 m|II|on for the Natlonal Safe
Routes to School Program from 2005 through 2009 in -

which school districts can apply for grants to develop
a plan. Elements of this plan aim to improve the
physical walking/biking conditions to and from
school, provide encouragement to the student
population (and their guardians), as well as resources
for marketing the SRTS plan. The goal is to increase
the number of children walking/biking to school, thus
decreasing the need for bus transportation. Some of
the benefits of a SRTS program include:

e Decreasing transportation costs, potentially decreasing school budgets and taxpayer costs;

e Improving air quality in the vicinity of the schools, providing a healthier learning
environment. Air pollutants such as carbon monoxide not only have a negative impact on
the environment, but may reduce one’s ability to learn; and

e Offering students a healthier means of getting to school while preparing their minds to
learn. Physical exercise is known to improve brain functioning.

It is highly recommended that the Fayetteville-Manlius School District look into the possibility
of developing a SRTS Plan while funding assistance is available from the State Department of
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration.

Another important consideration is the historic neighborhood characterized by stately homes,
two-foot high stone walls (some possibly 200 years old), and mature trees lining Route 257.
These unique characteristics contribute to the visual character and overall quality of life for this
area. Pedestrian and bicycle accommodations also contribute to quality of life. It is challenging
to balance factors such as walkability, historical character, and aesthetics in existing urban
communities. Creative solutions should be sought that truly represent the community’s priorities.
This section provides a rationale for selecting the alternative that balances these factors in a cost-
effective fashion.
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Review of Existing Pedestrian Network

Currently, only 811 feet of sidewalk exist along Route 257 from East Franklin Street to the
intersection of Route 257 and 92, a corridor that is approximately 7,229 feet (1.4 miles) in
length. An eight foot sidewalk is also located along Route 257 north of the elementary school
and ends at the intersection with another sidewalk along West Franklin Street. However, these
are not connected with the sidewalks that lead to the school, nor the sidewalk located on the east
side of Route 257 between East Franklin Street and Sheffield Lane. The existing sidewalks are
located at the northern and southern portions of the study area and are four feet in width.
Between Sheffield Lane and East Gate Apartments, located just south of Kelly Drive,
pedestrians and bicyclists use the six foot asphalt shoulder, which varies in width along the
corridor.

In addition, students are currently walking to the
schools even though there are minimal sidewalks
present, as evidenced by the two worn paths leading to
school property within the study area. The first is a
small cut-through that is found on the west side of
Route 257 between Sheffield Lane and Henschke
Drive. Students utilize this path as a short-cut to
school property when coming from the south to attend
school.

In addition, a pathway leading to Fayetteville Photo: Cut-through to school property
Elementary exists off of the bend in Wheeler ~from Route 257.

Avenue. Wheeler Avenue extends west off of Route

257, and bends south to connect with Hunt Lane. This is another shortcut utilized by students as
they travel to and from school. The path is primarily worn grass and is not paved. One side is
lined with a chain link fence. The pathway is not kept clear in the winter.

Looking from school grounds towards Wheeler Avenue (left). Looking onto school grounds from
pathway (right).
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The following section provides an analysis of the seven preliminary alternatives for
accommodating pedestrians in the study area. These alternatives were developed by the Study
Advisory Committee (SAC) and the consultant team. The SAC consisted of several agencies
lending their expertise in the field of transportation, planning, and land use, including the
NYSDOT, OCDOT, SOCPA, and the SMTC. Additionally, the SAC included local Town and
municipal representatives, as well as an F-M School District representative. All of the SAC
representatives shared their expertise and guidance in developing and choosing the best and most
appropriate set of alternatives to examine in further detail based on the nature of the Route 257
corridor. Please note that the examination of accommodations off Route 257 (i.e., not along
Route 257) were not within the scope of this study. The seven alternatives are:

Alternative 0:  No new installation of pedestrian facilities. Keep current conditions.
Alternative 1:  Sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire length of study area.

Alternative 2A: Sidewalk on the west side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the east side.

Alternative 2B: Sidewalk on the east side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the west side.

Alternative 3:  Shared use path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Alternative 4:  Stone dust path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Alternative 5:  Increased shoulder space on both sides of Route 257.

Detailed explanations of the seven alternatives are included on the following pages.
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Alternative 0: No new installation of pedestrian facilities. Keep current conditions.
No analysis of physical conditions is required for this option.

Regulatory agencies (NYSDOT, FHWA) agree that all arterial streets should have sidewalks
along both sides of a developed or populated roadway. Users of the transportation system should
have safe access to all modes of transport, including walking and biking. The absence of
sidewalks discourages some people from walking because the current condition of the roadway
is perceived as dangerous. Potential walkers choose to drive short distances (this stretch of road
is approximately 1.4 miles) with consequences such as an increase in traffic volumes, an increase
in air pollution, and a decrease in physical exercise.

This alternative represents current conditions. Based on public input, there is wide consensus that
this environment is dangerous to walk in. One resident suggested (at the November 1, 2005
public meeting) that children be banned from walking along the road. However, in addition to
two schools being located at the northern end of the study area, every person has the right to use
the public right-of-way, regardless of which mode of travel they prefer.

Regardless of safety, 12 out of 30, or 40 percent, of the comments from the public meeting
minutes (summarizing the comments received at the November 1, 2005 public meeting) are in
opposition to sidewalks. Most of these arguments are based on property rights, taxpayer cost, and
maintenance costs and responsibility. Therefore, if pedestrian facilities are desired, they should
minimize impacts to these areas of public concern.

Municipalities often work with slim budgets and decisions need to be made not only in the
context of priorities but cost-effectiveness. This option is the least costly, but depending on
priorities, this may not be an effective option. If it is deemed that safety is the top priority, this
option would not be cost-effective.

This alternative is not recommended, as it does not address the need to improve pedestrian safety
within the corridor.

Alternative 1: Sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire length of study area.

If transportation agency standards for road classification were the primary factor, this would be
the recommended alternative. As noted, regulatory agencies agree that arterial streets should
have sidewalks along both sides of a developed roadway. AASHTO also notes, “Sidewalks on
only one side of the street are not generally recommended”. Sidewalks provided on only one side
of the street often require pedestrians to cross streets unnecessarily.

Locating sidewalks on both sides of Route 257 is the safest option. This alternative would
minimize, and eliminate in many cases, the need for pedestrians to cross this busy stretch of
road. There are many pedestrian generators located on both sides of the road throughout the
length of the study area, which supports placing pedestrian facilities on both sides of the road.
Specific pedestrian generators include:
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e the schools and the villages;
e a multitude of residences and residential side streets (see Table 8.1-1); and
e multiple Centro bus stops.

However, the purpose of this study is to analyze the impacts of installing sidewalks and/or other
pedestrian/bicycle treatments along Route 257 and to identify the most feasible option, taking
into consideration existing factors and areas of concern as identified by the public. In this case,
an impacted object is one that is in direct conflict with the placement of the walkway and needs
to be removed, relocated, or avoided.

Any public transportation facility or transportation-related objects such as transit stops and
signage, as well as all public utilities, must be contained within the public ROW. However,
easements may provide a possible solution in compromising the seemingly contrasting ideals of
pedestrian safety/accessibility and neighborhood character. An easement is an agreement
whereby the landowner grants access to another interest, such as a public utility, while retaining
ownership of the land.”® In areas where it is not physically feasible to locate the sidewalk
entirely in the ROW, it may be more cost-effective and preferable to the community to acquire
easements to accommodate a stone wall, trees, and the sidewalk rather than removing/relocating
objects in conflict.

Table 8.1-1
Right-of-Way Characteristics

Objects Within Right-of-Way | W side | E side
Intersecting streets 6 8
Intersecting driveways 41 57
Bus stops 9 11
Large trees* 20 23
Utility poles 68 19
Fire hydrants 2 2
Streets signs 46 47
Total # of obstacles 190 165
Units w/primary access to 257 180 230

*Qver 24” approximate diameter
Note: This table is the same table shown in Chapter 3 (Table 3.3-1)

A preliminary analysis involved the documentation of all objects®” within the entire ROW
corridor along Route 257 (Table 8.1-1). To determine the specific impacts of locating sidewalks
on both sides of the road, using GIS, a sidewalk was digitally created on both sides of the road in
order to calculate the exact number of objects that would be in direct conflict with it if it were to
be constructed (see the end of this chapter for detailed maps). The precise location of the
proposed sidewalk within the ROW is seen as flexible so as to minimize impacts on existing
objects.

% Eor more information on easements, visit http://www.dot.state.ny.us/red/property.html.
2" Mailboxes and driveway markers were not included. No underground utilities were identified.
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Five feet is the minimum width allowable for a sidewalk in order to accommodate 2-way
wheelchair traffic (ADAAG 4.2.2). In areas of high pedestrian traffic such as schools, and along
arterials, it is recommended to have sidewalk widths of 6-8 feet with a commensurate “clear
zone”. This is the 3-dimensional space along the walkway in which pedestrians occupy; no sign,
vegetation, or other object should interrupt the pedestrian experience.

Additionally, according to ADA guidelines, there must be a minimum width of eight feet and a
minimum length of five feet for each bus stop pad. Also note an eight foot pad the length of the
bus is desirable. These dimensions were not taken into consideration for this analysis as there are
an exorbitant number of bus stops along both sides of Route 257. Local officials may want to
confer with Centro to select a few strategic locations for ADA-compliant transit stops (versus the
existing nine southbound and eleven northbound locations). However, given the narrow ROW
and the presence of sensitive objects (i.e., stone wall and mature trees), a five foot sidewalk was
analyzed for these alternatives, except for the school zone where a seven foot sidewalk was used.

Table 8.1-2 enumerates the objects that would likely be impacted by a sidewalk. It is assumed
that the proposed sidewalk would be contained within and be close to the limits of the ROW in
order to maximize the width of the buffer zone between the sidewalk and the roadway.
NYSDOT recommends at least a 4-foot strip between the edge of pavement and the sidewalk for
snow storage.

Table 8.1-2
Impacted Objects
Impacted Objects | W side | E side
Utility poles* 5 6
Fire hydrants 0 1
Large trees** 6 6
Small trees 5 20
Intersecting driveways 41 57
Intersecting streets 6 8
Stone wall (linear feet) 0 125
Total # of objects 63 Qg***

*Moving utility poles within a ROW is typically the responsibility of the public utility

**Qver 24" approximate diameter

***|ncludes one instance of resetting a stone wall

However, there may be variations to placing the sidewalk on or close to the ROW line if an
object can be avoided while maintaining adequate sidewalk and buffer zone dimensions. For
example, there are sections of the stone wall that encroach on the ROW line by up to 11 feet. If
space allows, the sidewalk would be placed closer to the roadway so as to preserve the wall.
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Other adjustments to the design of the facility may also be made to lessen the impacts. In the
image below (Rochester, NY) an existing tree was preserved by designing and constructing the
sidewalk around it; this is a great solution to balancing functionality and aesthetics. A similar
type of treatment has been completed locally in the Village of Manlius along Route 92 where the
posted speed limit is 40 MPH. The sidewalk was “cut out” to accommodate a utility pole (see
photo below). A sidewalk could also be meandered to avoid utility poles and/or trees (see photo
below, also along Route 92 in the Village of Manlius).

Sidewalk built around a mature tree on University Ave. in Rochester, NY (left); Sidewalk “cut-out™ to
accommodate utility pole on Route 92 in Village of Manlius, NY (middle); Sidewalk meandered to avoid
utility pole on Route 92 in Village of Manlius, NY (right).

This alternative addresses pedestrian safety by creating a comfortable buffer from vehicular
traffic. Therefore placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257 is seen as a feasible and prudent
option, as well as the safest option. It also provides ample access for people walking to
residences, businesses, and other pedestrian generators. A field survey and GIS analysis
revealed that there is ample room for a sidewalk within the ROW throughout the corridor. A
certain number of objects will be impacted, and this would have to be weighed against the
benefits of having the pedestrian facility on both sides of Route 257 to serve the community.

There was only one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be
considered. The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an
easement onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space
would need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.
Additionally, it was determined that there is only one instance where a stone wall would need to
be reset out of the public ROW to accommodate the sidewalk. Approximately 125 feet of the
wall would need to be moved.

Alternative 2: Sidewalk on one side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the opposite side.

When analyzing pedestrian facilities, it is common practice to determine a Pedestrian Level of
Service. Level of Service (LOS) is a combination of quantitative and qualitative factors or
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‘performance measures’ that assess the quality of the walking environment. Typical performance
measures are as follows:

e presence/absence/condition of sidewalks or other pedestrian facilities

e presence/absence/number of spaces of on-street parking

e presence/absence of medians

e presence/absence of buffer zone, width of buffer zone, number and size of trees in the

buffer zone

e width of outside through-lane, width of shoulder

e speed limit

e vehicular volume and composition, and

e sight distance.

The only factors listed here that may vary between the two sides are the width of the shoulder
and sight-distance. These characteristics do not vary widely and should not contribute
significantly to the existing LOS. The most important factor in determining pedestrian Level of
Service is the amount of time that a pedestrian and a vehicle share the ROW; these are termed
conflict points and typically refer to intersections with side streets and driveways.

Alternative 2A: Sidewalk on the west side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the east side.

As discussed, the presence of pedestrian generators is a
significant factor in determining the location of sidewalks.
The schools, which are major pedestrian generators, are on
the west side of Route 257. A sidewalk on the west side
would allow for some students to not have to cross the street.
Those on the east side would have to cross once, but those
on the west side would have a contiguous exclusive
walkway. This supports placing a sidewalk on the west side.

There are 38 percent more street/driveway crossings (Table 8.1-1) on the east side of Route 257
creating more points of conflict between pedestrian and driver. There are also fewer street
crossings on the west side which may result in lower construction costs if crosswalks are
installed at all road crossings. This also supports placing a sidewalk on the west side.

There are 15 percent more total obstacles on the west side than on the east side. However, the
number of impacted objects is greater on the east side, with the exception of large trees in which
case both sides have six (see Table 8.1-2). Also note that there is a fire hydrant on the east side
that would need to be relocated if the walkway is located on the east side; this task alone could
be cost-prohibitive. This also supports putting a sidewalk on the west side.

There are no instances on the west side where a stone wall would need to be relocated. Although
portions of the wall do encroach on the public ROW, there remains enough space to
accommodate a five-foot sidewalk, a four-foot buffer zone, and a six-foot shoulder. On the west
side there is only one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be
considered. The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an

73



easement onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space
would need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.

There are approximately 180 single family residential units with primary access to the area road
network on the west side versus approximately 230 units on the east side; a difference of 28
percent. This is an indicator of the distribution of possible users (this factor supports locating the
sidewalk on the east side).

Although other alternatives are feasible and should remain considerations, a sidewalk on the west
side of the roadway represents one of the preferred recommendations. There is ample space to
support the walkway, it provides a necessary transportation option for area residents, and it
would be less expensive and have less of an impact on existing objects than a sidewalk on the
east side.

Alternative 2B: Sidewalk on the east side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on west side.

As discussed, there are more points of conflict
between potential pedestrians and vehicles on the
east side. Also, the schools (pedestrian generators)
are located on the west side of Route 257. There are
more potentially impacted objects on the east side
including trees, linear feet of stone wall, a wood
fence, and a fire hydrant. These three considerations
do not support locating a sidewalk on the east side.

The existing sidewalks along Route 257 (South
Manlius Street) are located on both sides of the
street in the Village of Fayetteville. On the east side
(southbound), the walkway ends at the cemetery and begins again at West Franklin Street,
continues for a block and then ends at Sheffield Lane. The sidewalk picks up again on the east
side across from the apartment complex just north of Route 257’s junction with Route 92
(Highbridge Road). The sidewalk on the west side ends at West Franklin Street and picks up
again south of the intersection of Routes 257/92 on Fayette Street. Although the most adjacent
existing sidewalks are located on the east side of Route 257, both Villages also have facilities to
the west. Therefore, the “missing link™ factor does not provide strong support for locating the
sidewalk on one side rather than the other. Regarding the impact on stone walls, there is one
instance on the east side where a wall would need to be relocated to accommodate the sidewalk.

To estimate trip distribution, (i.e. how many people have direct access to the east side of Route
257 versus the west side) the number of housing units in the vicinity of Route 257 were counted
(Table 8.1-1). There are more units located on the east side than the west. This supports placing a
sidewalk on the east side, but is not a substantial factor compared to impacted objects and
construction costs.
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Locating a sidewalk on the west side of Route 257 is recommended over putting it on the east
side, but is not as safe as having sidewalks on both sides. AASHTO and the New York State
Highway Design Manual both agree that the primary concern with having sidewalks on only one
side of an arterial is that it creates a situation where pedestrians may have to cross the street
unnecessarily and without adequate facilities. A sidewalk on the west side would force fewer
people to cross Route 257 than one on the east side, making it the next safest option behind
sidewalks on both sides.

Regardless of the location of the proposed sidewalk, crosswalks should be considered at all
intersections. Intersections are the physical space in which all modes of transportation share the
ROW. All traffic should be carefully managed at intersections to maximize safety. Crosswalks
alone (without other enhancements, such as a pedestrian signal or a crossing guard) may or may
not provide a safer crossing zone, depending on roadway classification and vehicular volumes. In
this case (a 2-lane roadway with a speed limit less than or equal to 40 mph and volumes less than
9,000 ADT), marked crosswalks without enhancements should be adequate. This
recommendation should be re-evaluated in the context of a Safe Routes to School Program.

In addition, if any of the alternatives that would add a pedestrian facility to Route 257 are
pursued by the Town, the potential need for additional marked crosswalks would have to be
further examined via an engineering study so that the crosswalks and pedestrian facility adhere to
the standards within the Manual on Uniform Traffic Devices (MUTCD).

Considerations for Shoulder Width and Use (applies to Alternatives 2A and 2B)

Increased shoulder width on the side opposite the sidewalk is not recommended. Currently, the
shoulder is six feet wide, although it varies in specific locations due to pavement erosion. Six to
eight feet is an adequate and recommended dimension for accommodating pedestrians and
bicyclists. Although more space may add comfort to a pedestrian, widening the pavement
excessively may actually decrease safety. Studies have shown that the majority of drivers adjust
their speed according to visual cues as opposed to actual posted speed limits. If a roadway has
wider than normal travel lanes and shoulders, and there are few objects immediately adjacent to
the roadway, motorists tend to drive faster than the posted limit. To avoid this scenario, the
shoulder should not be more than eight feet wide. If the roadway is relatively narrow, drivers
tend to slow down.

Where the shoulder is more than eight feet wide, it may need to be narrowed to six or eight feet.
For example, if a stone wall pushes a proposed sidewalk closer to the roadway, the shoulder may
need to be reduced. Where the shoulder has eroded to less than six feet, it is recommended to
restore it to the proper width.

The shoulder on the same side of the road as a sidewalk is intended to serve bicyclists. Younger
or inexperienced cyclists may choose to use the sidewalk, but New York State law allows for and
encourages the use of the roadway rather than the sidewalk as the proper place for cyclists (see
next section for further discussion).
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Alternative 3:  Shared use path on both or one sides of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

A shared use path is an off-road facility dedicated to non-motorist transportation. Shared use
paths are designed to accommodate two-way pedestrian and bicycle traffic. AASHTO
recommends a minimum width of 10 feet but a width of 12 feet is suggested in areas of high
pedestrian traffic. Considering the proximity of the schools and the villages, a 12-foot wide path
would be more appropriate along Route 257. Additionally, two feet of grading on both sides of
the path is necessary, resulting in a total width of 16 feet.

On average, the space between the edge of the shoulder
and the ROW boundary is 16 feet along Route 257. If a
shared use path is installed on either side of the road,
there would be little to no buffer zone. Dozens of trees
would need to be removed and utility pole placement
would be very problematic. Design guidelines suggest
if the lateral separation between the shared use facility
and the edge of the shoulder is less than five feet,
physical barriers such as bollards may be used to create
the perception of safety for non-motorist travelers as
well as alert drivers to the presence of walkers and bikers.

The presence of a shared use path immediately adjacent to a roadway also presents concerns
regarding bicyclists. Numerous studies have concluded that it is safer for bicyclists to ride in the
roadway than on a sidewalk or other separate facility, provided they ride properly and are able-
bodied. Young children, elderly, and inexperienced bicyclists are exceptions to this conclusion.
New York State Vehicle Traffic Law, Article 34, declares that bicyclists are “granted all of the
rights and shall be subject to all of the duties applicable to the driver of a vehicle”.

National and state design manuals strongly caution against developing shared use pathways
immediately adjacent to roadways. The AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle
Facilities provides numerous reasons for recommending against such facilities, the majority of
which are related to safety. For example, bicycles on sidewalks or pathways encounter multiple
conflict points with each driveway and street crossing, forcing riders and drivers to make
frequent, split second right-of-way decisions.

Based on safety, regulations, and physical space limitations, this alternative is not recommended.

Alternative 4:  Stone dust path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Construction of a stone dust path is a common alternative to a concrete or asphalt sidewalk. It is

sometimes used for aesthetic reasons, as it has a more rural or rustic appearance. Similar to

sidewalks, a stone dust path designed to accommodate two-way pedestrian traffic should be five
feet wide or seven feet wide in school zones. ADA-compliant stone dust would have to be
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utilized should this alternative become pursued by the Town. Per the analysis presented in
Alternatives 1, 2A and 2B, a stone dust path on both sides of the road would be the safest and
would accommodate the most users. If it were necessary to choose one side or the other,
installation on the west side of Route 257 would be less expensive and have fewer impacted
objects than the east side. Stone dust paths in general require regular maintenance as the surface
material is subject to erosion and greater wear and tear than a standard sidewalk.

Stone dust paths are essentially just as safe as sidewalks. This alternative is recommended for
further consideration, although cost and regular maintenance may prove to offset any aesthetic
advantages. The additional investment provides limited advantages over sidewalks in the
context of Route 257.

Alternative 5: Increased shoulder space on both sides of Route 257.

The width of the shoulder along this segment of Route
257 is approximately six feet with slight variations.
Although it is possible to use shoulders as pedestrian
facilities, it is not recommended. “Wide shoulders on
both sides of a road are the minimum requirement for
providing at least a possible place for people to walk.
They are not as safe as paths or sidewalks, but they are
better than not providing any accommodation.
Shoulders are also beneficial for motorists and
bicyclists, and future sidewalks or paths should be
created in addition to, not to replace the shoulders.”?

A six to eight foot shoulder is more than adequate for use as a bicycle facility (AASHTO
recommends a minimum width of four feet). In areas where the shoulder is more than eight feet
it should be decreased in width to six or eight feet to provide more buffer space between the
roadway and the sidewalk, and in areas where the shoulder is less than six feet, it should be
widened. Appropriate grading is necessary to prevent bicyclists from falling off the shoulder.
The shoulder should also be clearly marked with “Bike Route” and/or “Share the Road”
markings. This alternative is not recommended except in cases where the shoulder is less than six
feet or requires rehabilitation.

8.2 Recommendations
Oftentimes, municipal budgets require officials to develop creative solutions that meet the needs

and desires of the community. In this case, in this community there is a need to safely
accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists wishing to travel between the Villages of Fayetteville

28 PEDSAFE: Pedestrian Safety Guide and Countermeasure Selection System, Recommended Guidelines/Priorities
for Sidewalks and Walkways, U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration (FHWA-RD-01-

102, March 2002). <http://www.walkinginfo.org/pedsafe/moreinfo_sidewalks.cfm>.
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and Manlius. There is also a strong desire in this community to maintain the historic character of
the area with its stately homes and stone walls. Compromising alternatives include a sidewalk on
one side only, or a stone dust path on one side only. Alternative 0, the null alternative, and
Alternative 5, widening the shoulder on both sides, do not enhance pedestrian safety and
mobility; these are not recommended.

A best-case scenario with respect to pedestrian safety is clearly Alternative 1 or Alternative 4
(both sides) - a sidewalk or stone dust path on the west side of Route 257. Either alternative
gives a safe walkway to the largest number of people and provides safe crossings to its users.
However, this option does not satisfy all the concerns set forth by the community. It will impact
many more objects in the ROW compared to a sidewalk or stone dust path on only one side, and
it will be nearly twice as expensive. Therefore, the compromising alternatives include those with
a sidewalk or stone dust path on just one side of Route 257.

A detailed analysis was conducted to examine the impact of locating a pedestrian facility on the
east side of Route 257 versus the west side. Based on safety, location of pedestrian generators,
and potential impacts on trees and the stone wall, if a pedestrian facility is to be located on one
side of the road, the west side of Route 257 is recommended.

Of the seven alternatives identified, three are recommended to the Town of Manlius for further
consideration (1, 2A, and 4 both sides/west side). Brief summaries and cost estimates are
provided for each of the recommended alternatives in the following section. Cross sections and
maps that show the potential locations of the facilities are included at the end of this chapter.
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8.2.1 Alternatives Recommended for Further Consideration

Alternative 1:  Sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire length of study area.

This alternative addresses pedestrian safety by creating a comfortable buffer from vehicular
traffic. Therefore placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257 is seen as a feasible and prudent
option, as well as the safest option. It also provides ample access for people walking to
residences, businesses, and other pedestrian generators. A field survey and GIS analysis
revealed that there is ample room for a sidewalk within the ROW throughout the corridor. A
certain number of objects will be impacted, and this would have to be weighed against the
benefits of having the pedestrian facility on both sides of Route 257 to serve the community.

There was only one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be
considered. The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an
easement onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space
would need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.
Additionally, it was determined that there is only one instance where a stone wall would need to
be reset out of the public ROW to accommodate the sidewalk. Approximately 125 feet of the
wall would need to be moved.

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257
is $869,069.50. Details of the breakdown of this cost can be found in Appendix E.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, the annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): The only portion of the corridor
that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW acquisition is located in front of the
school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the street from Sheffield Lane.
Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the school in order to build a
seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees (see Map S-01). There are no structures
on this part of the school property, as it is part of the front lawn that is often used as a
recreational space for the schools.

Land values in the Town of Manlius and the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius typically range
from $10,000 to $75,000 per acre. Conversations with local realtors indicated that a more
precise range is $30,000 to $60,000. This range is based on properties that have sold recently,
properties that are for sale, and the professional experience of the realtors. For the purposes of
estimating ROW acquisition fees in the Route 257 corridor, a median figure of $45,000 per acre
was used. This translates to $1.03 per square foot.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.
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Alternative 2A: Sidewalk on the west side of the road along entire length of study area with
increased shoulder space on the east side.

Although other alternatives are feasible and should remain considerations, a sidewalk on the west
side of the roadway represents the preferred recommendation. There is ample space to support
the walkway, it provides a necessary transportation option for area residents, and it would be less
expensive and have less of an impact on existing objects than a sidewalk on the east side. Also,
increased shoulder width on the side opposite the sidewalk is not recommended.

There is one instance where an easement onto private property would need to be considered.
The case involves the preservation of two large, mature trees, and would require an easement
onto the Wellwood Middle School property. Approximately 347 square feet of space would
need to be negotiated, a relatively small area considering it is located in an open field.

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on the west side of Route
257 is $424,082.75. Details of the breakdown of this cost can be found in Appendix E.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, the annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): See narrative under same
heading for Alternative 1 in Section 8.2.1.

Alternative 4:  Stone dust path on both or the west side of Route 257 along entire length of
corridor.

Construction of a stone dust path is a common alternative to a concrete or asphalt sidewalk. It is
sometimes used for aesthetic reasons, as it has a more rural or rustic appearance. Similar to
sidewalks, a stone dust path designed to accommodate two-way pedestrian traffic should be five
feet wide or seven feet wide in school zones. Per the analysis presented in Alternatives 1, 2A
and 2B, a stone dust path on both sides of the road would be the safest and would accommodate
the most users. If it were necessary to choose one side or the other, installation on the west side
of Route 257 would be less expensive and have fewer impacted objects than the east side. Stone
dust paths in general require regular maintenance as the surface material is subject to erosion and
greater wear and tear than a standard sidewalk. This alternative is recommended for further
consideration, although cost and regular maintenance may prove to offset any aesthetic
advantages. The additional investment provides limited advantages over sidewalks in the
context of Route 257.

Cost Estimate (both sides): The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the
both sides of Route 257 is $448,033.27. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust.

Cost Estimate (west side): The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the
west side of Route 257 is $199,321.67. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust.
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Details of the breakdown of the costs for a stone dust path can be found in Appendix E.

Stone Dust Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming approximately 5% of stone dust material
would need replacement/rehabilitation every year, maintenance costs would be $20,678.46 per
year. Some savings can be achieved by performing maintenance every 3-4 years vs. every year.
Snow removal is not typically done on stone dust paths, hence this path would become seasonal
if the Town decided to install a stone dust path.

Each of these aforementioned alternatives identifies either a sidewalk or stone dust path on one
or both sides of Route 257. The potential locations for each of the four alternatives for further
consideration can be found on the next pages (Maps S-01, S-02 and S-03), following the sheet
index map. Cross sections of two specific locations show more detail for these potential
alternatives following the maps.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): See narrative under same
heading for Alternative 1 in Section 8.2.1.
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Illustration I (Sheet Index Map)
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CROSS SECTIONS (cont’d)
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Chapter 9 — Preliminary Implementation Plan

Alternative pedestrian options recommended from Chapter 8 are included on the next pages in a
tabular format including some corridor wide improvements based on the issues noted within
Chapter 7 as well as public input. This preliminary implementation plan of the study’s
recommendations includes potential time frames (i.e., short and medium/long term) for
completion, potential range of costs and potential responsible agencies.

Table 9-1 presents a preliminary plan of implementation for recommended improvements
discussed in Chapter 8, as well as for improvements relating to issues identified in Chapter 7.

Programmed short-term actions (0-5 years) would include additional planning, community
education, and enforcement activities along the corridor, as well as lower cost capital projects to
improve mobility and access along Route 257. Medium/long-term actions (5-10 years and
beyond), if determined to be financially feasible, would focus on installation of a pedestrian
accommodation and associated upgrades/maintenance efforts.

A range of recommendations was developed for addressing the various items identified. Where
applicable and appropriate, these recommendations are grouped/classified according to the
associated level of effort and/or capital investment necessary for implementation, as follows:

e Low, meaning items primarily associated with management, enforcement, or procedures;

e Medium, indicating a middle range of effort, such as larger measures of management or
enforcement, possible further examination through more detailed or focused future
studies, and/or lower cost capital investments; and

e High, indicating a major change of policy, regulations, and/or high level of capital
investment and time for approvals/funding.
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Table 9-1
Preliminary Implementation Plan

Range of Potential Responsible
Action Costs Agencies
Short-Term (0 to 5 years)
Refresh corridor-wide pavement markings (Route | Low NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
257 and side streets)
Replace existing school pedestrian signage with | Low NYSDOT
bright yellow green fluorescent signs to improve
visibility
Improve existing pavement, sidewalks, and the ramp | Low NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
that are in fair condition
Establish a priority list of potential projects for Safe | Low Town of Manlius, F-M School
Routes to Schools funding and/or establish a Safe District
Routes to School Program
Consider establishing a school Transportation Safety | Low F-M School District
Committee to work on transportation issues/concerns
of students and their parents
Continued monitoring of speed and education of Low Town of Manlius Police
motorists relative to speeding, especially during Department
school year
Examine the possibility of constructing lead walks & | Medium CNYRTA
shelters at key locations
Examine possibility of consolidation of transit stops | Medium CNYRTA
Consider installation of Deer Warning signs (over Low NYSDOT
half of the reported accidents were vehicle/deer
collisions)
Consider installation of sign at Wheeler Ave./Route | Low NYSDOT
257 pointing children to school crosswalk/crossing
guard at intersection of Franklin St./Route 257
Replace Bike Route signs with Share the Road signs | Low NYSDOT
along the corridor
Replacement of sewer grates so that the grooves run | Low NYSDOT
perpendicular to bicycle travel
Conduct a study to examine the traffic flow during Medium F-M School District, Town of
school arrival/dismissal times (queued traffic is Manlius, NYSDOT, SMTC
created along Franklin Street and extends onto Route
257 by parents/guardians trying to access the school
parking lot to pick up their children at Wellwood
Middle School)
Medium/Long Term (5 to 10 years and beyond)
Thoroughly examine drainage implications to any Medium NYSDOT
potential construction projects completed within
corridor
Maintain and upgrade pedestrian facilities as Low-Medium NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
necessary
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Action

Range of
Costs

Potential Responsible
Agencies

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 1: Install
sidewalks on both sides of the road along entire
length of study area

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 2A: Sidewalk on
the west side of the road along entire length of study
area with increased shoulder space on the east side

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 2B: Sidewalk on
the east side of the road along entire length of study
area with increased shoulder space on west side

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius

Pedestrian Accommodation Alt. 4:  Stone dust
path on both or one side of Route 257 along entire
length of corridor

High

NYSDOT, Town of Manlius
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Chapter 10 — General Funding Opportunities

Various monetary resources for assisting a community with the development of a pedestrian
accommodation are briefly mentioned. Further research by the Town may show that other
funding sources beyond those highlighted below are available for pedestrian related projects,
such as community development grants and other state or federal grants.

Transportation Improvement Program

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is the agreed-upon list of specific projects for
which federal funds are anticipated. Required by federal law, the TIP represents the
transportation improvement priorities of the Syracuse Metropolitan Area. The list of projects is
multimodal and includes highway and public transit projects, as well as bicycle, pedestrian, and
freight-related projects.

The TIP also represents the translation of recommendations from the SMTC’s Long-Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) into a short-term
program of tangible transportation improvements. All TIP projects are evaluated to assure
consistency with the community goals and objectives established in the LRTP. The majority of
projects in the TIP are aimed at increasing the efficiency and safety of the existing transportation
system, rather than construction of new facilities (adding capacity). In addition, all TIP projects
must be in conformance with air quality requirements. Representing the culmination of the
transportation planning process, the TIP signifies regional agreement on the priority of the
project, and establishes eligibility for federal funding.

Transportation Enhancement Program

The Transportation Enhancement Programs was first established in the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), then carried over in the Transportation Equity
Act for the 21* Century and (TEA-21) and most recently continued in the latest transportation
legislation, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Through the TEP, innovative opportunities to improve the transportation system through the
implementation of a specific list of activities intended to benefit the traveling public, increase
transportation choices and access, enhance the built and natural environment, and provide a
sense of place. Transportation enhancement activities offer communities funding opportunities to
help expand transportation choices such as safe bicycle and pedestrian facilities, scenic routes,
beautification and other investment that increase recreation, accessibility, and safety for
everyone beyond traditional highway programs.?® For more information on the TEP for New
York State, please visit: http://www.enhancements.org/profile_search.asp.

% Transportation Enhancements Program Guidebook for Applicants and Sponsors, New York State Department of
Transportation, Rev 4/2006, pg.1.
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For the latest transportation enhancement cycle, three projects within the SMTC MPA have been
selected to receive federal funding. The projects include:

1. Oneida River Lighthouse Park — This project is sponsored by the Town of Hastings, and
will receive $188,000 in SAFETEA-LU transportation enhancement funds. The project
will “provide for a public area/park around the Canal lighthouse, one of only three
lighthouses on the entire NYS Canal System”.*

2. Nine Mile Creek Agueduct Restoration Project — This project is sponsored by the Town
of Camillus, and will receive $1 million in SAFETEA-LU transportation enhancement
funds. The project involves the “restoration of Nine Mile Creek Aqueduct to an operable
condition and upgrading the condition of approximately one mile of canal bed between
Warners Road and the aqueduct structure”.*

3. Erie Canal Museum Interpretive Center — This project is sponsored by the Onondaga
County Department of Transportation on behalf of the Erie Canal Museum in Syracuse,
NY. The project will receive $1.2 million in SAFETEA-LU transportation enhancement
funds. The enhancement allocation will be utilized for Phase 1 of the project; purchase of
a vacant building and make “interior renovations in preparation for installation of new

leading edge exhibitions”.

In the last Transportation Enhancement cycle three municipalities in the SMTC MPO area
received federal Transportation Enhancement funding to begin work on constructing trails in
their jurisdictions. The Town of Lysander plans to being work on constructing a trail by fall
2007/spring 2008 that will begin at the Village of Baldwinsville’s North Shore Trail and Village
Center Walk, connect through Town neighborhoods along the Seneca River, and tie to the
Onondaga Lake Trail at Long Branch Park. The Village of Baldwinsville and Village of
Marcellus also each received Transportation Enhancement funding that will be used to complete
similar trails in their jurisdictions. The South Shore East Trail project in the Village of
Baldwinsville is moving forward as the Village has been working on putting easements together.
As an aside, Baldwinsville’s north Shore East portion of the trail was recently completed. The
Village of Marcellus’s Nine Mile Creek Walk is making progress as the Village is now going
back to the architect for the final Creek Walk drawings. These trails could also eventually
connect to the larger Canalway Trail.

Safe Routes to School

The Safe Routes to School Program (SRTS) is a Federal-Aid program of the U.S. Department of
Transportation's Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The Program was created by Section
1404 of SAFETEA-LU. The SRTS Program is funded at $612 million over five Federal fiscal
years (FY 2005-2009) and is to be administered by State Departments of Transportation (DOTS).

The Program provides funds to the States to substantially improve the ability of primary and
middle school students to walk and bicycle to school safely. The purposes of the program are:

% project Application for Oneida River Lighthouse Park. Town of Hastings. Pg. 6. June 30, 2006.
* Nine Mile Creek Aqueduct Restoration Project. Town of Camillus. Pg. 6. June 2006.
%2 Erie Canal Museum Interpretive Center Project Application. Erie Canal Museum. Pg. 4. June 2006.
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1. to enable and encourage children, including those with disabilities, to walk and bicycle to
school;

2. to make bicycling and walking to school a safer and more appealing transportation
alternative, thereby encouraging a healthy and active lifestyle from an early age; and

3. to facilitate the planning, development, and implementation of projects and activities that
will improve safety and reduce traffic, fuel consumption, and air pollution in the vicinity
(approximately 2 miles) of primary and middle schools (Grades K-8).%®

NYSDOT is just beginning to develop an application for municipalities to apply for this funding.
There is $32 Million ($612 M nationwide) available for NYS between 2005 and 2009. At the
time of printing of this document, NYSDOT plans to have just one round of applications so that
larger projects can be accomplished. Currently the plan is to distribute the $32 Million money to
each of the eleven NYSDOT Regions based on a pro-rated share of the K-8 student population,
as well as on individual project needs. Municipalities that apply will have to front the money but
will be reimbursed should their project be chosen.

The SRTS program in New York State will consist of both infrastructure and non-infrastructure
project types. Infrastructure projects could range from sidewalks, crosswalk installation, and
shared use paths among others. Non-infrastructure projects relate to educational opportunities
and enforcement. For further details on the SRTS program, please refer to the web site listed at
the bottom of the page and the NYSDOT program guidance once it becomes available.

As noted above in the program purposes, the funds may only be utilized on projects within a two
mile radius of a primary or middle school. The federal guidelines also state that any school
which houses grades K-12 or 7-12 are also eligible for project submittal. If SRTS funds were
sought after around Wellwood Elementary and Fayetteville Middle School the entire Route 257
study area could conceivably implement projects. We highly recommend that the Town, in
cooperation with the F-M School District, look into this program

Locally Funded

The Town of Manlius could also choose to utilize Town funds (via taxes, a sidewalk district or
some other local funding mechanism) to build a pedestrian facility along Route 257. This
decision would clearly need to be made at the Town level.

As noted in this Chapter, there are several funding mechanisms available to the Town of Manlius
should the decision to construct a pedestrian facility along Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius be made.

% Federal Highway Administration, Safe Routes to School Overview,
<http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/saferoutes/overview.htm> (8/2006).
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APPENDIX A

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT



I Introduction

Engaging the public early and often in the planning process is critical to the success of
any transportation plan or program, and is required by numerous state and federal laws.
Such legislation underscores the need for public involvement, calling on Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPO) such as the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation
Council (SMTC) to provide citizens, affected public agencies, businesses, local
government, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment on
transportation plans and programs.

While public participation is mandated, it is also practical. No one organization has a
monopoly on good ideas — they often germinate through an open exchange of
information. It is the SMTC’s intention to promote the shared obligation of the public
and decision makers to define the goals and objectives of the Fayetteville-Manlius
Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study, to develop
alternatives, and to evaluate the alternatives.

Il. Goals

The Public Involvement Plan (PIP) of the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study is intended to identify and set out to:

(1) Create public awareness relative to the study’s goals, objectives, and process,
as well as publicize the public participation opportunities and activities
available throughout the study; and

(2) Involve the public throughout the planning process.

III. Formation of Study Advisory Committee and Interested Stakeholder Group

The PIP includes the formation of two groups to assist the SMTC in the study effort. A
Study Advisory Committee (SAC) consisting of representatives from affected
organizations, local and state governments and agencies (including but not limited to the
Town of Manlius, Syracuse-Onondaga County Planning Agency (SOCPA), New York
State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT), and selected representatives from the
Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius) will meet regularly with the SMTC to assist in
managing the project. The SAC’s role will be to advise the SMTC on the technical
content of deliverables and to provide needed input and guidance throughout the project.



It is anticipated that a minimum of three (3) SAC meetings will be held throughout the
course of the study. Securing a meeting location (facility), announcing the SAC meetings
through mailings, running the SAC meetings (including preparation of agenda, materials,
presentations, etc.), and preparing the minutes from each meeting will all be the
responsibility of the SMTC.

In addition to the SAC, a list of interested “stakeholders™ (a broader group of interested
individuals with significant relations and interest in the study area) will be maintained by
the SMTC. The stakeholders will be sent pertinent study information, kept apprised of
significant study developments, notified of all public meetings, and encouraged to
provide feedback and comment regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study. If during the course of the study it is
warranted, a “stakeholder workshop™ may be held separately to further assist the study in
gathering and processing public input.

The SMTC and project sponsors will determine initial representation on the SAC and
Interested Stakeholders group. However, the SMTC will actively seek input at its “kick-
off meeting” and throughout the course of the study regarding additional individuals who
could participate in this planning activity and provide valuable input and perspective.

IV.  Meetings and Public Comment

The SMTC will hold public involvement meetings/workshops at specific stages during
the study. Securing a meeting location (facility), promoting the event through flyers.
mailings and press releases, presenting the public meetings (including preparation of
agenda, materials, presentations, etc.) and preparing the minutes of each meeting will be
the responsibility of the SMTC.

The first public meeting will provide the opportunity to formally present the study to the
public and will occur very early in the study’s time frame. Citizen input obtained from
this meeting will be considered throughout the remaining stages of the study, and will be
factored into subsequent reports, conclusions, and/or recommendations. At this meeting,
some of the known and perceived issues and concerns will begin to be identified and
discussed.

The second public meeting will take place following the gathering and summation of
existing conditions data and information. This meeting will serve to inform the public of
the existing conditions and data analysis reached through this portion of the study, as well
as invite the public to speak out on the next phase of the study process, which will
examine and document relative transportation and mobility issues.



An additional public meeting will serve to share the noted relative transportation and
mobility issues and present the draft alternatives and recommendations to the public.
Known and perceived issues, draft alternative solutions, recommendations, and an
implementation plan (developed and evaluated through the public and SAC process) will
be discussed at this meeting. This will be the final opportunity for the public to make
comment before a Draft Final Report is prepared and presented to the SMTC Planning
and Policy Committees.

The SMTC will be responsible for the scheduling and preparation of all meetings and
distribution of meeting documentation. SMTC will also be responsible for presenting at
all SAC and public meetings (to include preparation of agenda, materials, presentations,
etc.), preparing meeting minutes that document the discussions and decisions of the
committees, including the documentation of public input; and the production of technical
memorandums, reports, handouts, etc.

Note: All meetings (SAC and public) will be held in a handicapped accessible facility in
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. The SMTC will make every effort
to respond to those who need a sign language interpreter, assistive learning system, or
any other accommodations to facilitate the public’s participation in the transportation
planning process.

To further increase its outreach to the public, the SMTC will be initiating and conducting
a variety of public involvement activities:

Introductory Flyer: The SMTC will develop a one-page introductory flyer
about the study that will serve to introduce the public to the Fayetteville-
Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study.
This flyer will focus on the purpose, goals and objectives of the study. It will
seek to educate, inform and encourage feedback and public comment.
Additional flyers (to highlight specific study development or publicize public
meetings) may be distributed as the study progresses if deemed appropriate.

Material Distribution at Locations Within Study Area: If deemed necessary
(at the discretion of the SAC and/or other appropriate SMTC committees), the
SMTC may distribute miscellaneous study-specific information at sites
throughout the study area (e.g. libraries, gas stations, restaurants, convenience
stores, etc.). This information may include one or more of the following:
introductory flyer, meeting notice, comment card, and a pre-addressed survey on
a particular study issue. It is also the SMTC’s intent to work with and encourage
other agencies to include this information in their publications or to assist in
material distribution. For example, the SMTC will be working with the Town of
Manlius, seeking their assistance in “getting the word out™ about the study, and
helping to publicize public meetings.




All citizens (especially those who are not able to attend the public meetings or participate
in direct contact with the SMTC staff) are encouraged to submit comments to the SMTC
at any time. This message will be publicized and made clear throughout the study’s
project schedule, verbally, and on all study material and publications. The public is also
welcome to attend any of the publicized SMTC Executive, Planning and Policy
Committee meetings in which the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study may be on the agenda as a discussion item.

Vi Press Releases/Media Coverage

The SMTC will issue news releases (announcing the details of all public meetings) to all
major and minor newspapers, television stations, and radio in advance. If necessary, the
SMTC will also send additional news releases, or take the initiative to promote media
coverage on pertinent developments pertaining to the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route
257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study.

If possible, all media inquiries should be directed to the SMTC staff director or project
manager. However, this is not always possible. If you (e.g. SMTC committee members,
SAC members, and/or interested stakeholders associated with the study) are interviewed
by the media, please limit your comments to your respective agency’s opinion or
involvement in the study. As for speaking to the media on specific issues and questions
regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study. its progress and development. this is the exclusive responsibility of the
SMTC.

VI SMTC Publications

The SMTC publishes a newsletter, DIRECTIONS, that offers news about its activities
and particular studies. This newsletter is distributed to nearly 2,500 individuals, some of
who include the media; local, state, and federal agencies associated with the SMTC;
municipal and elected officials; community agencies and representatives; and a large
number of interested citizens. It is anticipated that articles on the Fayetteville-Manlius
Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study (e.g. study
development issues or the announcement or coverage of a public meeting) may be
published in subsequent issues of DIRECTIONS. Should the need arise for the
production of a separate newsletter/flyer/report to convey a timely study development;
the SMTC staff is prepared to perform this additional task. It is also important to note
that the mailing list of the SMTC newsletter, DIRECTIONS, will be updated to include
all members of the SAC, stakeholders, and others interested or involved in the
Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study.



VII. Miscellaneous Public Involvement Efforts

To further its public involvement efforts, the SMTC will be asking the SAC members and
interested stakeholders to assist them in better notifying citizens and community groups
living and/or working in the study area about the public meetings and the study in
general. Such a request is imperative in order to get the “grassroots community™
involved. By helping to distribute flyers/announcements and speaking to the members of
the community about the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study, the SAC and interested stakeholders will serve to
further promote public involvement in areas (and to individuals) that were not reached
through the standard outreach.

Meeting notices and study-specific material previously mentioned may also be posted at
libraries, local stores, shopping centers, and/or businesses.

Approved documents, such as the study’s Final Report, may be made available at
libraries within the study area. News releases will be produced to announce the
availability of such items, as well as invite written comments to be submitted to the
SMTC.

The SMTC web site [www.smtcmpo.org] will also serve as a resource for general
information about the SMTC, the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study, and any final approved reports.

If a certain need arises to get public perception/opinion on a particular topic/issue,
surveys may be used at one or more of the public meetings.

VIII. Conclusion

It is important for the SMTC to understand public attitudes and values in the early stages
of the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility
Study, as well as solicit input from affected citizens and community representatives. It is
the SMTC’s belief that the public involvement plan set forth, one that solicits input
frequently, will bring people inside and provide the opportunity for the public to develop
greater awareness and active involvement. In such a study that pays particular attention
to preserving and enhancing the pedestrian and transit-oriented nature of the
neighborhoods, such involvement is paramount.
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Contact Person : The Hon. Hank Chapman Position: Supervisor
Organization: Town of Manlius Department:

Address: 310 Brooklea Drive P.0.Box 9

City, State, Zip: Fayetteville NY 13066 0009

Work Phone: (315)637-3521 X: Work Fax #: (315)637-0713 800 #

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: supervisor@townofmanlius.org

Contact Person : Ms. Mary Coleman Position: Trustee
Organization: Department:  Village of Fayetteville
Address: 126 East Genesee Street

City, State, Zip: Fayetteville NY 13066

Work Phone: (315)637-4234 X Work Fax #: 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: N/IA

Contact Person : Mr. Tim Coley Position:

Organization: Onondaga County Department Of Transportation Department:

Address: 1100 John H. Mulroy Civic Center 421 Montgomery Street

City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202

Work Phone: (315)435-3176 X Work Fax #: (315)435-5744 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:  (315)382-2473
E-Mail: timcoley@ongov.net

Contact Person : Mr. Mario Colone Position: Transportation Planner
Organization: Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council Department:

Address: 100 Clinton Square 126 N. Salina St. Suite 100
City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202

Work Phone: (315)422-5716 X: Work Fax #: (315)422-7753 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: mcolone@smtcmpo.org

Contact Person : Mr. James D'Agostino Position: Director
Organization: Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council Department:

Address: 100 Clinton Square 126 N Salina Street Suite 100

City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202

Work Phone: (315)422-5716 X Work Fax #: (315)422-7753 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: dagostino@smtcmpo.org

Contact Person : Dr. Corliss Kaiser Position: Superintendent o
Organization: Fayetteville-Manlius School District Department:

Address: 8199 E. Seneca Turnpike

City, State, Zip: Manlius NY 13104

Work Phone: (315)392-1200 X Work Fax #: (315)692-1227 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: N/A
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“Contact Person :

Ms. Karen Kitney Position: Director
Organization: Syracuse-Onondaga County Planning Agency Department:
Address: 1100 John H. Mulroy Civic Center 421 Montgomery Street
City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202
Work Phone: (315)435-2611 X Work Fax #: (315)435-2439 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: karenkitney@ongov.net
Contact Person : Ms. Danielle B. Krol Position: Senior Transportation Planner
Organization: Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council Department:
Address: 100 Clinton Square 126 North Salina Street Suite 100
City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202
Work Phone: (315)422-5716 X Work Fax #: (315)422-7753 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: dkroi@smtcmpo.org
Contact Person : Mr. Rich Landerkin Position: Director of Planning
Organization: Central New York Regional Transportation Authority Department:
Address: 200 Cortland Ave P.O. Box 820
City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13205
Work Phone: (315)442-3381 X: Work Fax #: (315)442-3337 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: rilanderkin@centro.org
Contact Person : Chief Francis Marlowe Position: Chief of Police
QOrganization: Town of Manlius Department:
Address: 1 Arkie Albanese Drive
City, State, Zip: Manlius NY 13104
Work Phone: (315)682-2212 X Work Fax #: (315)682-4527 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: fmarlowe@townofmanlius.org
Contact Person : The Hon. Mark Olson Position: Mayor
Organization: Village of Fayetteville Department:
Address: 425 East Genessee Street
City, State, Zip: Fayetteville NY 13066
Work Phone: (315)637-9864 X: Work Fax #: (315)637-0106 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: molson@fayettevilleny.gov
Contact Person : The Hon. Rick Penhall Position: Mayor
Organization: Village of Manlius Department:
Address: One Arkie Albanese Ave.
City, State, Zip: Manlius NY 13104
Work Phone: X Work Fax #: 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: dianei@manliusvillage.org
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Contact Person : Ms. Barbara Rivette Position: Historian

Organization: Department: TMEC

Address: 8794 Route 5

City, State, Zip: Chittenango NY 13037

Work Phone: (315)687-9334 X Work Fax #: (315)637-0713 800 #:

Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:

E-Mail: N/A

Contact Person : Mr. James Stelter Position:

Organization: Onondaga County Department.  Department of Transportation

Address: 421 Montgomery Street 11th Floor John H. Mulroy Civic Center
City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202

Work Phone: (315)435-3176 X Work Fax #: (315)435-5744 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: JamesStelter@ongov.net

Contact Person : Mr. Jeff Sterly Position:
Organization: Region 3 Department:
Address: New York State Department of Transpor 333 E. Washington St.

City, State, Zip: Syracuse NY 13202

Work Phone: X Work Fax #: 800 #:
Home Phone: Home Fax: Cell Phone:
E-Mail: NIA
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E The meeting facility is handicapped accessible. Please advise the SMTC of any specific accommodations required to facilitate your participation at this public meeling

PUBLIC MEETING!

SYRACUSE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study
PUBLIC MEETING

Tuesday, November 1, 2005

7:00 P.M.

Wellwood Middle School Auditorium
700 South Manlius St., Fayetteville, N.Y.

This first public meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility
Study will provide the opportunity for the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) to formally
present this project to the public. The meeting will include an explanation of the project’s study area, the
purpose of the study, and tasks the SMTC will undertake to complete this project. Following the formal
portion of the meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask questions and comment on their pedestrian and
vehicular experiences, issues, and concerns along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

The SMTC is completing this project as part of its 2005-2006 Unified Planning Work Program on behalf of
the Town of Manlius. The overall purpose of'this project is to determine the feasibility of installing a pedestrian
facility along F-M Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. In its final phase, the
project will also establish approximate cost estimates of said facility and gauge the local public sentiment on its
appropriateness for this corridor. The project is expected to take approximately twelve months to complete.

For more information. contact Danielle Krol of the SMTC at (315)422-5716.




Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
£ 100 Clinton Square
= 126 N. Salina Street, Suite 100
= Syracuse, New York 13202
= Phone (315) 422-5716

— Fax (315) 422-7753
s MTC www.smtcmpo.org

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - October 21, 2005
Contact: Danielle Krol, Senior Transportation Planner
(315) 422-5716; e-mail: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

Public Meeting Scheduled for
F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study

SYRACUSE, N.Y. — The first public meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study will provide the opportunity for the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation
Council (SMTC) to formally present this project to the public. The meeting will be held:

Tuesday, November 1, 2005
7:00 p.m.
Wellwood Middle School Auditorium
700 South Manlius St.
Fayetteville, New York

The auditorium is handicapped accessible.

The overall purpose of this project is to determine the feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility along F-M
Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. This meeting will include an explanation
of the project’s study area, the purpose of the study, and tasks the SMTC will undertake to complete this
project. Following the formal portion of the meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask questions and
comment on their pedestrian and vehicular experiences, issues, and concerns along Route 257 between the
Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

In its final phase, the project will also establish approximate cost estimates of said facility and gauge the local
public sentiment on its appropriateness for this corridor. The project is expected to take approximately
twelve months to complete.

For more information, please contact Danielle Krol at (315) 422-5716 or dkrol@smtcmpo.org.

###



F-M Road/Route 257 Public Meeting
October 21, 2005
Page 2

What is the SMTC?

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council was formed in 1966 as a result of the Federal Aid
Highway Act of 1962 and Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964. Serving as the metropolitan planning
organization (MPO) for the Syracuse Metropolitan area, the SMTC provides the forum for cooperative
decision making in developing transportation plans and programs for Onondaga County and small portions of
Madison and Oswego Counties. The SMTC is comprised of elected and appointed officials, representing
local, state and federal governments or agencies having interest in or responsibility for transportation
planning and programming.

Log on to the SMTC web site for the latest in transportation
planning in the Syracuse Metropolitan Area: www.smtcmpo.org
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=== SMTC MEMORANDUM

DATE: November 15,2005

TO: File
FROM: Danielle Krol, Senior Transportation Planner/Project Manager
RE: Minutes from November 1, 2005 Public Meeting

SMTC staff present:

Mario Colone — Junior Transportation Planner

James D’Agostino — Program Manager

Danielle Krol — Senior Transportation Planner/Project Manager
Mary Rowlands — Director

The first public meeting for the SMTC’s Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study was held on Tuesday, November 1, 2005 at Wellwood Middle
School on F-M Road in Manlius. Approximately 100 individuals attended. The meeting started
at approximately 7:10 PM with an introduction and brief overview of the study. The
presentation, conducted by Danielle Krol, consisted of the following:

Introduction of the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) — who the agency
is and what SMTC does;

Purpose of the study; and an

Explanation of the study process and schedule

Following the presentation, Ms. Krol invited those that signed up to speak to express their
concerns, ask questions, and provide comments. Each speaker was limited to three minutes. The
following noted comments, questions, and concerns represent the SMTC’s understanding and
interpretation of the discussion that occurred:

Don Casler stated that years ago, residents requested a lighting district where he lives. He
noted that he has been paying taxes for it ever since. He thinks that perhaps a sidewalk
district would be created if it is put to a vote, which he is opposed to.

Philip Buff indicated that he is truly frightened of walking along F-M Road, saying that
vehicles travel too close to the shoulder stripe. He values the 200-year-old trees and
stonewalls, but would like to see some improvements made on the road, even if that means
removing or replacing those items in order to provide a safer and healthier environment for
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the community. Mr. Buff stated that there are ways to engineer anything — citing a few
examples of engineering feats throughout history.

e Stephen Shapiro feels that F-M Road has turned into a very busy highway. He believes that
children should be prohibited from using a sidewalk on F-M Road for safety reasons, stating
that it appears that the school bus is the safest way for children to get to school. He noted that
there are paths available for pedestrians behind the road. Mr. Shapiro indicated that seventy-
five percent of the people that live on F-M Road do not want this project. He believes that
sidewalks would destroy the overall look of the road where the old trees and stonewalls are a
prize and historic. He believes that there will be a tremendous financial burden placed on
residents if this project goes to fruition.

e Marilyn Jeffery indicated that she is opposed to a sidewalk district or the use of taxes for
constructing a pedestrian facility along F-M Road. Through her research, she has discovered
various funding options that may be available to the Town of Manlius. Ms. Jeffery pointed
out that sidewalks would be a huge asset to the community, noting that there is less than one
mile along the road to connect the two villages and numerous amenities. She feels the road is
treacherous, and that cars need to slow down and the Town needs to get creative. Ms. Jeffery
believes that what is needed is a slower speed limit and some well designed sidewalks.

e Christine Robison stated that a sidewalk or other pedestrian accommodation would not only
connect people on the road, but would also connect residents with other areas of the town.
She sees this as the only connection between the two villages and would like to see
something done to improve this connectivity. Ms. Robison indicated that sidewalks would be
a huge enhancement to the road and community.

* Jon Brenizer indicated that he is opposed to sidewalks. He stated that out of the eighty-one
homeowners on the road, only sixteen percent are in favor of installing sidewalks. Mr.
Brenizer noted that the homeowners association circulated a petition, allowing him to
provide this figure. He feels it is a misconception that sidewalks on F-M Road would make it
safer for children to get to school and also create a safer route for their travels. He indicated
that studies have shown that school aged bicyclists have the highest injury and fatality rate
followed by school aged pedestrians. Mr. Brenizer noted that school buses have been shown
to be the safest mode of transportation to school. He shared that the Transportation Research
Board states that bussing children to school is far safer than children walking to school. He
noted that it is a policy of the school district that children ride buses due to inherent safety
concerns. Mr. Brenizer indicated that the school district has said that F-M Road is a
hazardous pedestrian route for grades K-12. He believes that F-M Road sidewalks would not
be used to get kids to school; rather they would be used by a few for recreation purposes.

e Susan Hartman Brenizer stated that she is opposed to the sidewalk proposition. She noted
that vehicles do not travel the posted speed limit on the road, and sidewalks would not make
any difference in decreasing speed or improving safety. She believes that if they don’t
protect the historic heritage of the road then who will.

¢ Doris Stoddard stated that this project is not about individual property owners along F-M
Road, but that it is about safe pedestrian connections between the villages and their
amenities, reducing traffic volume and speed, preserving the historic and aesthetic integrity
of the neighborhood, and providing a better quality of life for the entire community.
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e Barbara Flintrop indicated the shoulders along the road are currently being utilized by bikers
and walkers. She feels that if anything is done, it should be widening of the shoulders. She
has previously asked the New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) to
perform a study on the reduction of speed along the road and the possible placement of stop
signs in both the northbound and southbound directions to reduce the speed of traffic. Ms.
Flintrop is concerned with the infrastructure on the road, or lack thereof (i.e., sewer system,
drainage). She noted that adding sidewalks may mean more work to improve drainage
conditions. SMTC response: Ms. Krol stated that this is the beginning of the study; however,
items such as drainage would be addressed if/when an engineering analysis is completed.

e Mike Flintrop noted that this is a very volatile topic, and believes it is about people’s
property. He is not reassured that the project will not end up as a sidewalk district where the
property owners along the sidewalk would be responsible for paying maintenance costs. He
is interested in safety, but is also concerned with what this could cost in twenty to thirty
years. He believes that where this project is going, there will be a lot of nervous property
owners.

e Dick Sykes noted that it appears that very few residents on F-M Road support the project. He
stated that it seems ridiculous to do a study with such little support.

e Bob Hillers stated that the residents south of Kelly Drive are opposed to the project and
should also be represented in the study area. SMTC response: Ms. Krol responded that the
study area does include those south of Kelly Drive.

e Mike TenEyck stated that as a F-M Road homeowner, he is in support of the project. He
would like to see people get out and recreate along this road. He feels that a sidewalk or
other pedestrian facility would be a good thing for the community and would have the
potential to increase property values.

e Mary Jane Nathan indicated that she is in favor of sidewalks for the betterment of the entire
community.

e Judith Skelton noted that she is opposed to sidewalks, saying that she is in a different
situation than most. Ms. Skelton stated that drainage and flooding of the creek in the back of
her property is a concern. She stated that whenever something manmade is done to alter the
creek or the pipe under the road, the natural flow of the water is changed. She feels that
additional change may cause more problems. She wanted to know if the study would address
drainage issues. SMTC response: Ms. Krol stated that the SMTC study would not address
specific drainage issues. She noted that if the Town decides a pedestrian facility should be
added to F-M Road, engineering and drainage issues would then be further examined. Ms.
Mary Rowlands further added that state engineers would have to be involved with any
construction work completed on F-M Road.

e Daniel Chakin noted that he is in support of sidewalks. He stated that he would never let a
child walk alone to school without adequate pedestrian facilities, but would want to walk
with them. He feels that this project is for the entire community, stating that “we are
neighbors” and part of the same community. He implored everyone, whichever way the study
goes, to stay engaged in the community.
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e Senta Siuda stated that she lives in the Village of Manlius. Her primary concern is about
sidewalks in front of all the schools in the F-M School District for all the children to use. She
noted that the community needs safe ways to get to school on foot.

e Lee A. Jones noted that he walks along F-M Road, primarily in non-winter months. He
wanted to know what the responsibilities of people living on the road would be (i.e.,
maintenance and liability), and asked the SMTC to think about these concerns.

e Geryle Conway noted that she walks along the road almost every week using the ample
shoulder space. She wanted to know in regards to constructing sidewalks, how it would be
done and where exactly the sidewalks would be placed. She stated that she never saw a need
for a sidewalk on the road and is still not convinced that there is a need for them.

e John Gilligan stated that this project is about homeowner’s property that will be taken and
abused. He noted there are other options to sidewalk construction and feels the answers right
now are very vague. He stated that homeowners along F-M Road need answers to costs and
where will the money come from to do so. SMTC response: Ms. Krol stated that this is
exactly what the SMTC study will be focusing on.

o Linda T. Cohen indicated that there are many hazards along F-M Road, particularly for those
walking and crossing the road. She said she would never let a child walk to school along this
road. She feels it would be a nearly impossible task placed on the homeowners along the road
to maintain sidewalks in this climate. She asked that the SMTC and Town consider her fear
that by placing sidewalks on this road, we would “invite calamity by pervading the illusion
of safety”.

¢ Linda Kolozsvary noted that she lives in the Village of Fayetteville. She stated that it seems
that residents are stuck between the two villages and mainly have only one option, which is
the automobile. She noted that she uses the sidewalks in the Village a lot and supports this
project. She hopes that the people that want the sidewalks respect the concerns of the people
who live on the F-M Road, and that the opposition also respect those who support sidewalks
and give them an opportunity to express their concerns.

e Stan Linhurst indicated that sidewalks would increase aesthetic value of the properties along
beautiful F-M Road. He feels that residents should not allow the trees and stonewalls to be
displaced, and that it is a privilege to live in such a community, and that sidewalks would
only enhance that. He does not want to drive everywhere and feels that any type of
pedestrian facility should be built to protect the health and safety of residents, saying that the
shoulder is not enough. He believes there needs to be something designed that protects
property rights and personal safety.

e Alan Burstein shared that he occasionally walks F-M Road. He said that vehicles need to be
slowed, and that breaking up the highway that has turned into a speedway is necessary. He
says that to make it sound like we would be saving the waistlines of our children is a falsity.
He feels that the most economical and sensible thing to do would be to slow traffic, which
may make it easier for people walking on the road. He believes that sidewalks cannot be built
without taking trees and walls down. Mr. Burstein stated that the proposal does not make
any sense. He said there are no answers to the questions, especially in a climate where there
is six months of bad weather. He wanted to know what was going to be done about property
owners’ responsibility to clear sidewalks.
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Brian Stone stated that he is one of the few homeowners on F-M Road that supports the
notion of sidewalks, and also cares about the aesthetic value of the road. His primary concern
is speeding on the road and he does not see how a sidewalk would detract from the historical
significance of anyone’s house. He asked as far as destruction of property, wouldn’t
sidewalks be constructed in the State right of way. He is troubled by seeing so many people
mobilized against a sidewalk when it has not yet been quantified what it would do to their
property. He noted that everyone seems concerned about the destruction of walls and trees
when they do not know what is going to happen yet. He asked everyone to wait and see what
the study shows, and decide at that time. SMTC response: Ms. Krol responded that the
SMTC may find that trees and stonewalls would not have to be displaced. She then stated
that the issue of speed had been mentioned a few times. She noted that it would be unrealistic
for the SMTC to suggest placement of any pedestrian facilities without further examining
speed. Ms. Rowlands then responded to several previous speakers that mentioned they are
not in support of “the proposal”. She stated that the SMTC is not proposing anything at this
time. Ms. Rowlands indicated that the agency is looking at all pedestrian facility options, and
when that is completed, the study will then be handed over to the Town of Manlius.

Carol Porter indicated that she is very concerned with speeding vehicles along F-M Road.
She stated that children used to walk to school years ago, but that now it is a different time
and place. She noted that the characteristics of the road have changed. Ms. Porter feels that
the best thing to do for the road would be to slow traffic to 30 MPH.

At 8:50 PM, the floor was opened to general questions and comments from the audience. These
questions and comments are noted below:

¢ One individual noted that looking at a photograph in the presentation the SMTC gave,
there are some stonewalls and fences that are right along the telephone poles. She felt that
it was not feasible to build a meandering path along the road in similar type locations.
She stated that the proposal is about encroachment. SMTC response: Ms. Krol responded
that at this time, the agency cannot answer if both sides of the road, or one or the other
side, would be used for construction purposes. She said that these types of concerns will
be examined in more detail during the study. Ms. Krol also noted that the SMTC cannot
say at this time if a path, sidewalk or widened shoulder would be the best option.

e A resident was uncertain about the SMTC doing a study for a road under state ownership.
SMTC response: Ms. Krol noted that the Town of Manlius approached the SMTC and
asked the agency to complete the study. She further noted that the state is a member
agency of the SMTC and is involved as a study committee member.

e An individual asked about the cost of the study. SMTC response: Ms. Krol stated that the
study cost is $40,000.

e As a follow up, this person wanted to know if the $40,000 included any further
engineering studies or drainage studies. SMTC response: Ms. Krol responded that the
study does not include any further funding for an engineering study. However, if it gets
to a point where some surveying work is needed on the planning level, the SMTC would
bring in an engineering firm to assist.
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e One individual stated that there was no mention of weather conditions. This individual
feels that the safest way to get kids to school is by bus. SMTC response: Ms. Rowlands
indicated that if the SMTC study moves forward and the Town decides to add sidewalks
or widen shoulders without taking any property, it does not mean that bussing will stop.
She stated that the SMTC is not proposing that bussing be stopped because sidewalks are
in place. She further noted that bussing policies are up to the school and Town of
Manlius to determine and alter as needed.

¢ One individual noted that he would not want to build something along a railroad track
and feels that is what F-M Road is like.

e A resident asked if the current utilization of the road would be examined as part of this
study. SMTC response: Ms. Krol stated that this would be examined in the study.

e A citizen wanted to know what happens after this study is complete. Manlius Town
Supervisor Hank Chapman responded that the SMTC study would provide alternative
options for a pedestrian facility along with associated costs. He stated that at that time,
the Town would have to sit down and make a decision on whether or not to move
forward with adding a pedestrian facility along F-M Road. Supervisor Chapman stated
that depending on options and financing, it may very likely go to a referendum.

e Another individual wanted to know about future costs. She said there had been a few
references to engineering studies, and wanted to know if this would be included as part of
the SMTC study. SMTC response: Ms. Rowlands indicated that the SMTC is not an
implementing agency and noted that approximate costs as they relate to engineering
would be included in the SMTC study.

e A resident followed up and wanted to know if the engineering phase cost estimates would
include maintenance? SMTC response: Ms. Rowlands noted that a general maintenance
estimates would be included.

e One individual commented that the Town of Manlius runs from Rattlesnake Gulch to
Cazenovia. He noted that the SMTC would find that not everyone in the Town would
want to pay for sidewalks that are not in their general vicinity.

Once all comments had been noted, Ms. Krol thanked those present for their input. She
reminded them that the SMTC staff would continue to take comments after the meeting and that
the SMTC could also be contacted via the comment cards, phone, email and fax. The meeting
formally ended at 9:00 PM.

Following the meeting, a few comment cards were handed to SMTC staff. Comments obtained
through these cards are as follows:
¢ One individual noted that they would be in favor of a 30 MPH speed limit and a stop sign on
F-M Road at Hunt Lane to interrupt the momentum of speed. This person is satisfied with
the current conditions for cyclists, joggers and pedestrians on F-M Road and is not in favor
of this sidewalk project.
e Another resident indicated they would rather have sewers than sidewalks. They noted that a
sewer should be built first to lower the cost of building a sidewalk. This resident also felt
that sidewalks would negatively impact property values.
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* On another comment card an individual noted that they feel F-M Road would not be safe for
pedestrians even with sidewalks because of the volume of traffic, increase in truck traffic,
and increase in speeders. This person felt that there were fifty accidents per year on the
stretch of road between the two villages. They also noted that snow plows spew snow fifty
feet from the road. This person believes that it is an all around increase in danger to
encourage walking on F-M Road. This individual notes that they are a long term resident
with historical sidewall/stonewalls and 200-year-old trees. They further stated that all of
their neighbors work hard to keep “historical heritage” and that the addition of sidewalks
would damage this forever. This individual states that there are numerous safe back walks
and paths and no need for sidewalks on F-M Road. This person feels that getting to school
has been proven to be safest by school bus and that the buses are great in the F-M school
district. They feel that sidewalks would be for recreational use only. This person further
notes that there is no need for sidewalks except to benefit a small “special interest” group.
This individual feels that sidewalks would not be used very much and would “tear up™ the
community and create liability for homeowners.

These minutes represent the SMTC’s understanding and interpretation of the discussion that
occurred at F-M Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study on November 1,
2005 at Wellwood Middle School in Fayetteville, NY.
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December 23, 2005

Dear Town of Manlius Resident:

As you may be aware, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC)
has agreed to complete a pedestrian study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The
purpose of this project is to determine the feasibility of possibly installing a
pedestrian facility along Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257) between the
Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. The project will also establish cost estimates
of such a facility, and gauge the local public sentiment on its appropriateness for
this corridor.

I am writing this letter because I believe that we need to clarify the purpose of this
study. The study that the SMTC is completing on the Town’s behalf is a pedestrian
feasibility study that will examine several different options for possibly making a
pedestrian connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. Pedestrian
path(s), widening of the road shoulder(s), sidewalk(s), and other options will be
examined, all with equal weight, as part of this study. It must be emphasized that
this is not a sidewalk study. Once the SMTC examines a variety of options, they
will hand over a final report to the Town of Manlius. At that time, it will be up to
the Town to determine if and what recommendation(s) from the study to move
forward with.

In summary, I want to make it very clear that this is a pedestrian accommodation
feasibility study with many varied options that will be examined, not merely
sidewalks.

You have received this letter if you live along F-M Road between the villages,

and/or if you gttended the public meeting on November 1, 2005 and signed in.
is letter and the attached study page with your neighbors.

Supervisor, Town of
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Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

SUMMARY OF STUDY

STUDY PURPOSE: Examine various possible locations for a pedestrian connection along

Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

Given the various uses of Route 257, innovative solutions that address both vehicular and
pedestrian traffic are sought. The intent is not to limit the potential solutions to a predefined list,
but to examine all feasible options that may truly address the possible development of a
pedestrian connection between the two villages along Route 257.

STUDY PROCESS:

EXISTING CONDITIONS DOCUMENTATION: All relevant existing transportation
data and/or conditions inventory data along Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius will be gathered and analyzed as part of the existing conditions
portion of the study. These items may include, but are not limited to, identification of
the following: current vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian facilities; specific bicycle and
pedestrian counts; existing vehicular traffic count information (AADT); identification of
bicycle, pedestrian, and vehicular (and combinations thereof) related accident locations:
existing transit facilities, routes and bus stops; and Right-of-Way (ROW) information.
ISSUES IDENTIFICATION: Identification of issues involves reporting known and
perceived transportation (bicycle, pedestrian, vehicular, etc.) issues facing those who
utilize Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius as reported to the
SMTC directly or found via the study review process.
ALTERNATIVES/RECOMMENDATIONS: A broad listing of alternative solutions is
expected to be given to the Town in a “tiered” fashion -- organized by type, magnitude of
cost, and level of effort. Those alternatives that prove to be feasible will be formulated
into a series of recommendations that will establish cost estimates of varying degrees for
varying options of providing a pedestrian connection between the villages.

FUNDING STRATEGIES: A cursory listing of possible funding options for each
recommendation will be identified.

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: The SMTC is not an implementing agency. It will be
the Town's responsibility to implement any recommendation(s) the Town deems
appropriate and/or necessary once the SMTC study is complete and handed over to the
Town.

SCHEDULE: It is anticipated that the entire project will take approximately 12 months
to complete from the start of the study (8/2005).

Attachment to letter
dated 12/23/05



Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 N. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716

Fax: (315) 422-7753

www.smtempo.org

PROJECT UPDATE

Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

As you know, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) is in the process of
completing a pedestrian study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The purpose of this project is
to determine the feasibility of possibly installing a pedestrian facility along Fayetteville-Manlius
Road (Route 257) between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

The SMTC has continued to collect data for this project through the winter and early spring,
including accident data, existing traffic information, and zoning information to name a few.
Some of this information has taken longer to obtain than originally anticipated. In addition, the
SMTC recently retained a consultant to assist with the basic level engineering that is required
before moving forward with the development of study recommendations. The consultant is
anticipated to commence their work in May 2006. Once the SMTC has more substantial
information to share, a public meeting will be held to report on the remaining existing conditions
data and some of the consultant’s initial findings prior to moving into the study’s
recommendations phase. Although difficult to pinpoint an exact month for the next public
meeting, a likely time frame is summer 2006. Plenty of notice will be given to the public in
advance of this next public meeting.

Please see the reverse side of this flyer for additional information.

The Metropolitan Planning Organization
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Transportation Authority e Central New York Regional Planning and Development Board e Federal Transit Administration » Federal Highway Administration
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PROJECT UPDATE - July 2006

Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

As you know, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) is in the process of
completing a pedestrian study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The purpose of this project is
to determine the feasibility of possibly installing a pedestrian facility along Fayetteville-Manlius
Road (Route 257) between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

The SMTC recently retained a consultant to assist with the basic level engineering that is
required before moving forward with the development of study recommendations. The
consultant was officially notified by the SMTC at the end of June 2006 to begin their work on
this project.

As part of this work, the consultant will be “in the field” completing some cursory survey
mapping along Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius. The consultant’s task at hand is to determine the exact location of the Right-of-Way
(ROW) initially mapped by the New York State Department of Transportation and compare it to
existing features in the field, such as trees, utility poles and stone fences. Please keep in mind
that the field crew is not undergoing any construction or pre-construction work — they are
gathering field measurements only. The consultant anticipates completing their survey work
along Route 257 on a couple of different days within the next month.

The consultant surveyors will be wearing appropriate safety gear and will also be carrying
identification. The Town of Manlius (including the Town of Manlius Police Department) is
aware that this work will be undertaken along Route 257 at some point in the coming weeks.

Following the survey work, the consultant will map the corridor and work with the SMTC on
developing recommendations for a variety of pedestrian accommodation options along the Route
257 corridor. At least one to two public meetings will be held prior to the completion of this
study where the public will have the opportunity to comment on study findings and draft
recommendations. Once the SMTC’s Final Report on this project is complete, it will be handed
over to the Town of Manlius. At that time, it will be up to the Town of Manlius to determine
how to proceed, if at all, with the project’s recommendations.

Thank you for your understanding and cooperation while the surveyors complete their work. If
you have any questions, please contact Danielle Krol or Mario Colone of the SMTC at (315)
422-5716.

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Office of the Mayor e Syracuse Common Council | Syracuse Planning Commission e Metropolitan Development Association e New York State Department
of Transportation @ New York State Department of Environmental Conservation e New York State Department of Economic Development ® New York State
Thruway Authority e Office of the County Executive e Onondaga County Legislature e Onondaga County Planning Board e Central New York Regional
Transportation Authority  Central New York Regional Planning and Development Board e Federal Transit Administration e Federal Highway Administration



E The meeting facility is handicapped accessible. Please advise the SMTC of any specific accommadations required 1o facilitate your participation al this public meeting

PUBLIC MEETING!

SYRACUSE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study
PUBLIC MEETING

Tuesday, May 1, 2007
6:30 P.M.

Immaculate Conception Church (Dwyer Hall)
400 Salt Springs Road, Fayetteville, N.Y.

The second public meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibil-
ity Study will take place on Tuesday, May 1, 2007 at 6:30 P.M. in Dwyer Hall at the Immaculate Conception
Church on Salt Springs Road in Fayetteville, NY. The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council’s (SMTC)
presentation will include a review of the existing conditions in the project’s study area, and an explanation of the
various pedestrian alternatives examined, including cost estimates for the recommended alternatives. Follow-
ing the formal portion of the meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask questions about the various recom-
mended alternatives along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. Inaddition, the public
will be provided the opportunity to submit written comments to the SMTC on this project, as the final report
will include all of the public comments gathered throughout this study.

The SMTC is completing this project as part of its 2007-2008 Unified Planning Work Program on behalf of
the Town of Manlius. The overall purpose of this project is to determine the feasibility of installing a pedestrian
facility along F-M Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. For more information.
contact Danielle Krol of the SMTC at (315) 422-5716.




NEWS RELEASE

For Immediate Release — April 20, 2007
Contact: Danielle Krol, Senior Transportation Planner
Tel: (315) 422-5716; E-mail: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study
PUBLIC MEETING

Syracuse, NY: The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) will be hosting the
second public meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study, on Tuesday, May 1, 2007 at 6:30 P.M. in Dwyer Hall at the Immaculate
Conception Church on Salt Springs Road in Fayetteville, NY. The SMTC’s presentation will
include a review of the existing conditions in the project’s study area and an explanation of the
various pedestrian alternatives examined, including cost estimates for the recommended
alternatives. Following the formal portion of the meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask
questions about the various recommended alternatives along Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius. In addition, the public will be provided the opportunity to submit
written comments to the SMTC on this project, as the final report will include all of the public
comments gathered throughout this study.

The SMTC is completing this project as part of its 2007-2008 Unified Planning Work Program
on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The overall purpose of this project is to determine the
feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility along F-M Road/Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius.

The meeting facility is handicapped accessible. Additionally, interpretation services are being
provided for the hearing impaired. Please advise the SMTC of any specific accommodations
required to facilitate your participation at this public meeting.

For additional information regarding the study or the May 1* meeting, contact Danielle Krol of
the SMTC at (315) 422-5716 or dkrol@smtempo.org.

Hi#



NEWS RELEASE

For Immediate Release — May 1, 2007
Contact: Danielle Krol, Senior Transportation Planner
Tel: (315) 422-5716; E-mail: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

PUBLIC MEETING CANCELLATION
F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study

Syracuse, NY: The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) has cancelled the
second public meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study, scheduled for tonight, Tuesday, May 1, 2007 at 6:30 P.M. in Dwyer Hall at the
Immaculate Conception Church on Salt Springs Road in Fayetteville, NY, due to the tragic
incident involving students from the Fayetteville-Manlius School District.

The SMTC will reschedule the meeting at a later date.

For additional information, contact Danielle Krol of the SMTC at (315) 422-5716 or
dkrol@smtempo.org.

#it#



F-M ROAD/ROUTE 257

May 1°' PUBLIC MEETING
CANCELLED
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The meeting will be rescheduled at a date to be determined. Please call
Danielle Krol with the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council at
422-5716 if you have any questions.



PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
RESCHEDULED

SYRACUSE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL

F-M Road | Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study

Tuesday, June 26, 2007
6:30 P.M. — 8:30 P.M.

Matt Tardio Community Room

Village of Manlius Offices
One Arkie Albanese Ave
Manlius, NY

The second public information meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study has been rescheduled for Tuesday, June 26, 2007 at 6:30 P.M. in
the Auditorium (Matt Tardio Community Room) at the Village of Manlius Offices, One Arkie
Albanese Avenue, Manlius, NY. The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council’s (SMTC)
presentation will begin at 6:30 P.M. The presentation will include a review of the existing
conditions in the project’s study arca, and an explanation of the various pedestrian alternatives
examined, including cost estimates for the recommended alternatives. Following the formal portion
of the informational meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask questions about the various
recommended alternatives along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.
SMTC staff will be available until 8:30 P.M. to answer questions and take comments. In
addition, the public will be provided the opportunity to submit written comments to the SMTC on
this project, as the final report will include all of the public comments gathered throughout this
study.

The SMTC is completing this project as part of its 2007-2008 Unified Planning Work Program on
behalf of the Town of Manlius. The overall purpose of this project is to determine the feasibility of
installing a pedestrian facility along F-M Road/Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius. The meeting location is handicapped accessible. In addition, services for the hearing
impaired will be provided. For more information, contact Danielle Krol of the SMTC at (315) 422-
5716.

The meeting facility is handicapped accessible. Please advise the SMTC of any specific accommodations required to facilitate
your participation at this public meeting.

W
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NEWS RELEASE

For Immediate Release — June 14, 2007
Contact: Danielle Krol, Senior Transportation Planner
Tel: (315) 422-5716; E-mail: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Syracuse, NY: The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) will be hosting the
second public information meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study, on Tuesday, June 26, 2007 at 6:30 p.m. in the Matt Tardio
Community Room (Auditorium) at the Village of Manlius offices on Arkie Albanese Ave.,
Manlius, NY. The SMTC’s presentation will include a review of the existing conditions in the
project’s study area and an explanation of the various pedestrian alternatives examined,
including cost estimates for the recommended alternatives. Following the formal portion of the
meeting, the public will be encouraged to ask questions about the various recommended
alternatives along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. SMTC staff will
be available until 8:30 p.m. to answer questions and take comments. In addition, the public will
be provided the opportunity to submit written comments to the SMTC on this project, as the final
report will include all of the public comments gathered throughout this study.

The SMTC is completing this project as part of its 2007-2008 Unified Planning Work Program
on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The overall purpose of this project is to determine the
feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility along F-M Road/Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius.

The meeting facility is handicapped accessible. Additionally, interpretation services are being
provided for the hearing impaired. Please advise the SMTC of any specific accommodations
required to facilitate your participation at this public meeting.

For additional information regarding the study or the June 26™ meeting, contact Danielle Krol of
the SMTC at (315) 422-5716 or dkroli@smtcmpo.org.
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 2, 2007

TO: File

FROM: Mario Colone, Senior Transportation Planner
RE: Minutes from June 26, 2007 Public Meeting

SMTC staff present:

Mario Colone — Senior Transportation Planner

James D’ Agostino — Director

Jason Deshaies — Transportation Analyst

Danielle Krol — Senior Transportation Planner/Project Manager

The second public meeting for the SMTC’s Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study was held on Tuesday, June 26, 2007 at the Manlius Village
Hall in Manlius. Approximately 100 individuals attended. The meeting started at approximately
6:30 PM with an introduction and brief overview of the study by Manlius Town Supervisor Hank
Chapman. The presentation, conducted by Danielle Krol, consisted of the following:

e Introduction of the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) — who the agency
is and what SMTC does;

Purpose of the study:

Overview of Existing Conditions and Issues;

Alternatives reviewed;

Preferred alternatives identified; and

Remaining schedule

Following the presentation, Ms. Krol invited those in attendance to express their concerns, ask
questions, and provide comments. She mentioned that Supervisor Chapman would be available
to answer questions relative to the Town, while SMTC staff would answer other questions
relative to the study. The following noted questions, comments and concerns represent the
SMTC’s understanding and interpretation of the discussion that occurred subsequent to the
presentation. Written comments and concerns received via provided comment cards are included
within the Appendices of the Final Report:



Public Meeting #2 Minutes
June 26, 2007
Page 2 of 6

It was noted during the presentation that snow removal costs have been identified. This

particular resident wanted to know who would pay for snow removal.

o SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that the cost estimates were determined by Clark
Patterson & Associates (CPA), the engineering firm retained for this study. The numbers
are based upon discussions that CPA had with local Village DPWs as well as CPA’s
experience of determining cost estimates in other similar studies. Ms. Krol further noted
that decisions relative to maintenance and snow removal would be made locally.

A resident noted that the Fayetteville-Manlius (F-M) School District considers F-M Road to

be a hazardous route. They were interested to know if it had been discussed or determined

whether or not that designation would change if a pedestrian facility was built.

e  SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that this was not determined.

A follow-up statement was made regarding the above question by a resident that believes it is

unlikely that the district would change their policy in regards to F-M Road. Also, this same

person thinks it unlikely that only 40 accidents occurred on F-M Road since the F-M Property

Owners Association has discovered approximately 104 accidents. Following these statements

a question relating to location of speed data was asked and this resident wanted to know if

speed data was specifically taken in a one mile corridor between Henschke Drive and Kelly

Drive.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol responded to the accident data question noting that SMTC
received accident reports directly from the Manlius Police Department. The SMTC
utilized reports from January 1999 through December 2004, and only reviewed accidents
for which complete reports were available. She also noted that the 40 reports analyzed
in the document fall between Franklin St and Kelly Drive (they do not include the
intersection with RT 92 or the intersection with RT 5). Regarding the location of speed
data, Ms. Krol stated that speed data was gathered concurrently with three volume
counts along the road. However, she did not remember the exact locations where the
counts were taken and noted that this information would be provided within the report.

Several people in attendance referenced who is liable if someone was to slip and fall.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that liability is a question for the Town of Manlius.

It was asked if pedestrian usage was analyzed in the winter months.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that pedestrian usage was not examined during the
winter.,

One attendee inquired if SMTC had spoken or consulted with the New York State

Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) and if they endorsed the preferred alternatives.

e  SMTC Response: Ms. Krol mentioned that NYSDOT is one member of the Study Advisory
Committee (SAC) formed for this study. Mr. D’Agostino noted that NYSDOT is
comfortable with the alternatives but does not want to dictate to local governments what
they should do; the State prefers that these decisions are reached jointly.

Relating to trees and stone walls that are within the NYSDOT Right of Way (ROW), it was

asked who would pay for the relocation of trees and stone walls and if there would be any

opportunity to replace the trees.
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o SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that this was not a particular item examined within the
planning level study. She noted that if/when a pedestrian facility was put in, this would be
a decision for the Town and/or NYSDOT to make.

® One F-M Road resident was interested to know where bicyclists would go if a sidewalk was
built on one or both sides of the road.

o SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that bicyclists would remain either in the shoulder or
the travel lane as required by New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law.

e A hypothetical question was asked in relation to what would happen to a child that can walk
to school, who is on the wrong side of the road and needs to cross over to what is apparently
supposed to be the safer side of the road.

o SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that crosswalks would be utilized in this situation,
which should be examined with an additional engineering study.

e A resident was uncertain why any discussion on bicyclists is included in the document if this
is a pedestrian study.

o SMTC Response: Mr. D'Agostino stated that the SMTC examines all modes of
transportation, which includes bicycles and pedestrians, in every study undertaken by the
agency.

e One resident inquired if the document discusses relative safety of busing students versus
walking. They further noted that transporting students by bus is much safer than biking or
walking, and that we may be increasing the risk of students if a sidewalk is installed.

o  SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that other than including the F-M School District bus
transportation policy in the document (and having the F-M School District represented
on the Study Advisory Committee), the agency did not examine with the school district if
the policy would be changed should a pedestrian facility be built. In addition, if a
pedestrian facility is installed, it would be installed for the benefit of all, not just for
school children.

e A question to the validity of the cost estimates was asked as this particular resident believed
them to be too low.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted the figures were provided by Clark Patterson &
Associates (CPA), the engineering firm retained to assist SMTC with this study. The
numbers represent values CPA has used in other similar studies. These numbers were
also reviewed by NYSDOT and NYSDOT is in agreement with the estimates. Ms. Krol
noted that these figures do not include drainage work.

e One resident asked if there are other municipalities in Onondaga County looking at
connectivity. They also wanted to know if these areas were enhanced by the installation of
bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol mentioned that the Village of Baldwinsville is actively
examining connectivity between the village and the Town of Van Buren. Ms. Krol then
noted the SMTC Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan completed in March 2005, stating that the
research included in that plan detailed the economic benefits of sidewalks as well as the
physical benefits, and according to the research, it was shown to have increased property
values.
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e One resident stated that F-M Road residents know that the road is not safe; however, both
children and adults need a safe facility to get to and from the two villages.

e A general statement was made regarding the lack of connectivity between the two villages
and why residents cannot encourage a project (such as the installation of a sidewalk with
period lighting, planting new trees, etc.) that would/could be developed as an asset to the
community. They further stated that this is a project for everyone, not just school children.

e [t was asked if SMTC could provide clarification regarding adults that may bicycle on stone
dust paths and if there is an age limit; similar question relative to children riding on
sidewalks.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that she would look into any limit or local law
established for adult bicycle use on stone dust paths. Regarding children riding on
sidewalks, she indicated that it is primarily a local decision to set an age limit for riding
bicycles on sidewalks.

e It was noted that people who live on the road have chosen to live there; and the same goes for
those on the side streets. It was further stated that it would be nice if there was some access
(i.e., pedestrian facility) from the side roads to the villages.

e The same resident that made the above comment was interested if any discussion relative to
obesity in the United States is included in the document. They believe that the community has
the opportunity to provide a pedestrian facility which will provide an appropriate means for
healthier living and walking.

e One resident along F-M Road offered the following counterpoint to the above statement: As a
resident along the road, they don’t believe it’s their responsibility to have to pay for other
peoples’ health and well being.

e One comment was provided regarding future costs of a sidewalk project. It is this individual’s
belief, based on discussion with Supervisor Chapman, that the Town will not provide any
money toward the installation or maintenance of a sidewalk.

e A general question was asked regarding what would happen to snow when it blocks a
sidewalk.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that during snow removal, this certainly can happen --
a sidewalk could be cleared off, and then a road plow could come and throw snow back
into the cleared sidewalk. She noted that decisions about maintenance and snow removal
would have to be made at the local level, and that perhaps municipalities could discuss
sharing responsibility for snow removal. She also noted that issues such as this could be
addressed in an engineering study, prior to a pedestrian accommodation being buill.

e One F-M Road resident stated that based on what was presented during the meeting, if a
sidewalk was put in, with the winter climate in Central New York it appears that the sidewalk
would be for seasonal/recreational use only.

e One resident stated that they're looking to maintain the current aesthetic character of the road
which includes the large trees and “historic” stone walls.

e A question was asked what would happen to the current small yards at the southern end of the
study area should a sidewalk be installed.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol reiterated that the SMTC study looked only at the feasibility of
installing a pedestrian facility within the NYSDOT ROW.
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e [t was asked if the west side of RT 257 has any trees or stone walls that would be taken
down.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol mentioned that based on the planning level survey completed
as part of the study, there are no stone walls that would need to be moved or replaced.
However, she noted that there are 6 trees that are 24 inches or greater in diameter that
would be affected.

e Another resident was interested to know how many trees in total, not just those that are 24
inches in diameter would be affected by the installation of a pedestrian facility on both sides
of the road.

e  SMTC Response: Ms. Krol noted that she did not have the exact figure, but that this type
of information will be included within the final document.

e A question was asked if the examination of relocating mailboxes was included within the
study.

o  SMTC Response: Ms. Krol mentioned that this was not examined in the study.

e Relating to the stone dust path alternative, one resident was interested to ascertain how
children would be able to ride their bikes on the stone dust.

e SMTC Response: Ms. Krol stated that this type of facility would use the same material
that is currently used along the Erie Canal Trail. She further noted that the stone dust
material utilized would have to be compliant with the American’s with Disability Act of
1990 (ADA).

e One Manlius resident indicated that they were astounded by the level of animosity involved
with this study and the proposed alternatives. The main concern as stated by this resident is
the volume of traffic along F-M Road, and in their personal opinion it’s not difficult to
envision F-M Road one day becoming four lanes. It was further noted that if a pedestrian
facility is put in place, it may assist in preventing NYSDOT from perhaps someday widening
the road to four lanes. This individual noted that there is nothing preventing NYSDOT from
coming in and building at anytime within NYSDOT Right-of-Way.

e It was noted that the homeowners that live along the road are more affected than those that
live on the side streets or outside the study area; residents along the road were not asked if
they support a sidewalk project.

e It was mentioned by a resident that this is only a feasibility study and nothing has been
decided at this time.

e One resident noted that liability is a large issue. They further noted that we may be giving
children a false sense of security if a sidewalk is put in.

e One F-M Road resident asked that everyone please think of the whole community, not just
those that live on the road.

e One resident that lives on F-M Road with a sidewalk in front of their house noted that they
have not had any problems associated with the sidewalk or those that use the sidewalk.

e A statement was given pertaining to safety/security and that it (safety/security) should be an
issue for the police department.

e A final comment was offered from a former school board member. The school district cannot
say a child must ride or cannot ride the buses; buses have to be provided by state law. It is a
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parental decision as to whether their child will walk or not and whether their child’s safety is
affected.

The following questions were specifically asked of Supervisor Chapman:

e An individual asked if a sidewalk district would be created by the Town if it was agreed
that a sidewalk would be installed. Supervisor Chapman noted that if a sidewalk was
installed it would be very likely that a sidewalk district would be created. He further
noted that the annual upkeep and maintenance associated with a sidewalk for those in a
sidewalk district would be minimal to tax payers.

e A resident asked a similar question that had been noted several times throughout the
meeting: who would be held liable if a person fell along a sidewalk in front of their
house on F-M Road. Supervisor Chapman stated that in most cases, anyone can be sued.
The liability determination is up to a court to decide.

¢ One individual noted that drainage along the road is an issue and wanted to know how the
Town is going to remedy the existing drainage problem. Supervisor Chapman mentioned
that according to law, there has to be an engineering plan in place that will keep drainage
the same or better once a facility is installed.

e The same individual stated that if it is true that 90% of residents on F-M Road are
opposed to the addition of sidewalks, would it be responsible legislating by the Town
Board or the Supervisor to oppose a part of the population that doesn’t want the
sidewalks installed. Supervisor Chapman stated that he, as one member of the board, will
not support a project if the majority of residents who are most affected by the project on
F-M Road are opposed to it. Supervisor Chapman mentioned that if consensus can be
reached amongst various residents, and if there is an alternative that everyone could be
happy with, then he would provide support.

e Relating to trees and stone walls that are within the NYSDOT ROW, it was again asked
who would pay for the relocation of trees and stone walls and if there would be any
opportunity to replace the trees. Supervisor Chapman noted that presumably grant or
capital money could potentially cover those costs.

e One resident inquired about spending money on sewers rather than sidewalks. Supervisor
Chapman mentioned that residents can petition the Town for sewers if they want.

Once all questions, concerns and comments were noted and received, Ms. Krol thanked those
present for their attendance. She reminded them that the SMTC staff would continue to take
comments through July 10, 2007, and that the SMTC could also be contacted via phone, email
and fax. The meeting formally ended at 8:30 PM.

These minutes represent the SMTC’s understanding and interpretation of the discussion that
occurred at the second public meeting for the F-M Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study on June 26, 2007 at the Village of Manlius Hall in Manlius, NY.
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Manlius asks for sidewalk study for F-M Road

Town asks transportation council to study feasibility of project along Route 257.

Thursday, February 10, 2005

By Mike Fish
Staff writer

For years, joggers, bikers and walkers who use the shoulders of busy Fayetteville-Manlius Road
have dreamed of getting a new sidewalk.

Now, the town of Manlius is trying to see if that dream can become reality.

The town recently asked the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council to study the
feasibility of building a sidewalk along the F-M Road, also known as Route 257, which links the
villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

In its request, the town asked the SMTC to determine how much the sidewalk will cost and
whether there is enough public support for the project.

Town Supervisor Hank Chapman said there have been many rough estimates of the cost,
ranging from several hundred thousand dollars to about $7 million.

The costs depend on a broad range of potential obstacles, including right-of-way acquisitions,
utility poles and trees in the way, and a sidewalk's impact on drainage, which is poor in some
spots along the road.

"Sidewalks in the town must be paid for by a sidewalk district, and therefore, those who are
benefiting from it must pay for it," Chapman said. “The cost could be very great for a project like
this, so you need to first identify the cost to see if people will want to pay for it."

Onondaga County Legislator Terry Pickard, whose district includes the town of Manlius, wrote a
letter Jan. 18 urging the SMTC to tackle the sidewalk study.

“| believe that the installation of sidewalks along Route 257 would be a significant enhancement
o the quality of life in the Fayetteville-Manlius area, and lead to significant utilization of the
sidewalks," Pickard wrote.

In its application, the town estimated it would take one to two years to conduct the feasibility
study.
© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.
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EEXEETA Thursday, February 17, 2005

Letters in Neighbors

The deadline to submit lettars for next Thursday’s East Neighbors is
noon Friday. Letters must be signed originais and include an
address and daytime telephone number. Neighbars reserves the
right to adit letters and limit the number of letters submitted by a
single author. Send letters 1o Chris lven, East Bureau chief, The
Post-Stanaard, 315 Favette 5t., Manlius 13104. You also may fax
thern 10 470-2119 or e-maii to 2astnews@syracuse.com.

Time for a change
in viilage of Manlius

To the Editor:

[t1s with great pleasure that |
write a letter of endorsement for
a slate of candidates running lor
office in the village of Manlius,

They are the Public Service
Party and the members are: Rick
Penhall, running for mayor: and
Natalie Miner, Eric Krouse und
Timothy Fox. running for trus-
lee.

It has become apparent that
not everyone m office has the
long-term yuality of life of the
village as their sole mussion. In
some minds, any business is
eood business. | know that 1s not
rue.

The community has demon-
strated that they feel the same
way. We need leaders with a vi-
sion, not just a quick fix. It is
time for a change!

I have gotten to know the peo-
ple running for office in the Pub-
lic Service Party. and they can
and will make a difference.

Rick has been a trustee. Eric 18
on the architectural review
board. Natalie is a neighbor and
attorney and has been ut meet-
ings und hearings. Tim is a life-

_time resident and a former mem-

ber of the fire department.

They have expressed a desire
to get Manlius going in the right
direction. a direction which ap-
parently is the desire of the en-
tire village: growth. prospenty
and guality of life for the resi-
dents and a great place to hang
around and not just drive
through! i

Les Ryon
Manlius

To the Editor:

Citizens for a Pedestrian
Friendly Community would like
to thank town of Manlius Super-
visor Hank Chapman for his ef-
forts to help improve our com-
munity.

Mr. Chapman has submitted
an application tor a feasibility
study to the Syracuse Metropoli-
tan Transportauon Council to
consider a sidewalk/bike path for

Route 257/Fayetteville-Manlios
Road,

This route is residential in nu-
ture, heavily populated. heavily
traveled. und is home to Fayette-
ville Elementary School, Well-
wood Middle School and Im-
maculate Conception School. in
addition. there are churches.
parks. and retail establishments
in close proximity.

A sidewalk/bike path on this
road would immediately benefit
our community by linking the
two villuges of Fayetteville and
Manlius. and providing a sate
way for our children and adult
residents (o travel by foot or by
bicveie.

Although there 18 no guarin-
tee that the SMTC will choose
this applicaton/project. CPFC is
encouraged and appreciative of
Mr. Chapman’s support for our
goals by submitting the paper-
work. CPFC is committed to im-
proving our community, the
town of Manlius, by having safe
ways for all of our residents to
get to school. church. parks. etc.
by foot or by bicycle. Having
sidewalks encourages healthy
habits. increases real estate val-
ues, und positively affects our
quality of life.

Route 257 / Fayetteville -
Manlius Road is currently a
stute-designated bike route.
However, anvone who has
walked or biked on this roud
knows how dangerous it is. Tral-
fic 15 heavy and fast, and the
shoulders of the road wre pot-
holed and uneven. Rain, stand-
ing water. and snow sometimes
force children onto the road it-
self.

The state nght of way for
Route 257 is 66 feet wide, which
1s ample for a sidewalk/bike
path. However, a conservative
approach and “meandering
type of path is being considered.
in order to minimize or eliminate
the need to move utility poles.
stone walls. trees. ete. Citizens

for a Pedestrian Friendly Com-
munity is exploring vanous
arants to help fund this project.

We look forward to hearing
Irom the SMTC und their review
of the town’s application. Thank
you, Mr. Chapman. for your ef-
torts in this important project.

Christine Robison
Manhus
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Manlius to get F-M Road sidewalk study
Study will determine costs to connect Fayetteville and Manlius villages.

Thursday, April 14, 2005

By Mike Fish
Staff writer

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council will spend $40,000 to determine the feasibility
of building a sidewalk along the road between the villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

"This is an important step in deciding how and if to go ahead with this project, because there are
too many unknown variables right now, most of them having to do with cost and how much
public support there is for the project,” said Manlius town Supervisor Hank Chapman.

The SMTC is composed of officials representing local, state and federal governments or
agencies with an interest in comprehensive transportation and land-use policies.

It will determine where the sidewalk could be located along the F-M Road, also called Route 257.
It will also describe how much the project could cost.

The SMTC expects to finish the study within a year, said its director, Mary Rowlands.

Joggers, bikers and walkers who use the shoulders of the busy road have dreamed of getting a
new sidewalk for years, but no one has yet determined how to do it and what the cost would be.

Chapman has said there have been many rough estimates of the cost, ranging from several
hundred thousand dollars to about $7 million.

The costs depend on a broad range of potential obstacles, including right-of-way acquisitions,
utility poles and trees in the way, and a sidewalk's impact on drainage, which is poor in some
spots along the road.

The study will examine what changes would be needed to deal with potential obstacles and how
much those changes might cost.

Christine Robison lives on Marangale Lane and often uses the shoulder of the F-M Road for
biking, jogging and walking with her family. A year ago, she co-founded Citizens for a
Pedestrian-Friendly Community.

Robison said the SMTC's decision to undertake the study makes her cautiously optimistic.

"We're encouraged,” she said. "We're hopeful this will actually end up with a new sidewalk and a
safe route to school.”

http://www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-19/111338 143969810.xml?syrneo... 4/14/2005



syracuse.com's Printer-Friendly Page Page 2 of 2

A year ago, the pro-sidewalk group organized the "Scoop Loop," a Saturday walk that attracted
neighbors who ventured down the F-M Road and enjoyed a scoop of ice cream along the way.

Walkers in Manlius headed northwest on Route 257, stopping for ice cream at Friendly's
restaurant in the village of Fayetteville. Walkers in Fayetteville headed southeast and got cones
at Sno Top, an ice cream stand in the village of Manlius.

The walkers' mission was to raise awareness about the dangers of walking on the shoulders of
Route 257, which is lined with houses.

The walkers also wanted to highlight that the lack of sidewalks prevents children from walking to
school, residents from getting exercise, and the two villages from connecting.

The pro-sidewalk group hopes to organize another community walk before the end of this school
year, Robison said.

© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.

Copyright 2005 syracuse.com. All Rights Reserved.
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: ,Fayettmlle busmesses' who have temporary
“signs along Route 5 and Route 257 may have to

remove them soon.
o complaints” from resi-
dents about where signs are being placed 7 said -
Fayetten]le Trustee Mary _Coleman
.1dr1veway5 They’re on ‘sidewalks.”. TS
" Most complaints have_ been regarding the ter
porary sandwlch'“board' signs.” While the signs
; along Route 5 and Route 257 dhere to the village -
“law’in regards 'to,
‘sidered to be in the ta
n_eed to be moved

'get before placm' :
have the’permission of the
- whichthe ignis pla
st Ly B

; Vl]lage law
empt from : slgn‘
1aw contrasts with’ state law,

,éolzéwp' mrz‘\ o

have to change i : ;
No ofﬁaal action was taken on the s:gn pro-
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Sidewalks of Manlius

You may think of it as a prosperous place, and there are plenty of half million dollar
houses on the market, but did you know that half the town of Manlius is still

farmland. Way back in 1794,
on land granted to them for their service.

Manlius was founded by revolutionary war veterans,

Today, leaders are managing development, and trying to make Manlius even more
people-friendly. Especially in the summer, there's a lot of activity at the village
center and along rt. 92 there are shops and eateries.

The same is true in the village of Fayetteville. T

he two villages are not that far

apart, within walking distance of each other, but there's no sidewalk linking them
together. The town's looking to change that, to bring the villages closer together.
There comes a point on rt. 257 between the village of Fayetteville and the village of

Manlius where the sidewalk ends. The only wal
257's paved shoulder.

The town’s seeking a safer alternative. Elected
examining the possibility of building a sidewalk

king path between the villages is rt.

officials have launched a study,
between Wellwood Middle School

and the village of Manlius. A focus has been placed creating @ more pedestrian
friendly community: a concrete sidewalk now connects neighborhoods on rt. 92in
Manlius with the village center. The town's still deciding if the proposed rt. 257

walkway would have a similar design

A sidewalk isn't cheap; the town supervisor says the price range right now ranges
from a few thousand dollars to more than a million. He says don't expect anything
quite that elaborate. And before any work starts, expect plenty of public hearings.
The goal is to have the study complete and plenty of taxpayer feedback within the

next year.

@ 2005 Clear Channel Communicatians
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Manlius police warn motorists of school reopening

Thursday, September 01, 2005

JIM READ
CRIME & SAFETY WRITER

Manlius Police will soon be looking for speeders in the town's school zones.
But first, motorists will be warned.

The department will distribute flyers explaining the penalties for speeding in school zones from 7
to 9 a.m. Tuesday, Members of the department will be stationed in each of the zones to remind
drivers to slow down. School resumes Wednesday.

"The biggest thing is awareness," said Lt. Jason Cassalia. "We want the willing cooperation of
motorists. This is something to remind people to focus on their driving.”

A week later, on Sept. 12, officers will be stationed in the zones to enforce the speed limits.

School zones with reduced speed limits are at Fayetteville-Manlius High School; Eagle Hill
Middle and Enders Road Elementary schools; Wellwood Middle and Fayetteville Elementary
schools in the Fayetteville-Manlius district. In the East Syracuse-Minoa district, Minoa
Elementary School and Fremont Elementary School have school zones.

The maximum fine for driving 10 miles over the speed limit in a school zone is $300 and three
points on the driver's license. The fine for 30 or more miles over the school zone speed limit can
be up to $1,200, up to 11 points on the driver's license and up to 30 days in jail.

Fines for passing stopped school buses also can be as much as $400 and up to 30 days in jail
with up to five points on the driver's license.

Manlius police wrote 130 tickets during their special fall school zone blitz last year.

But the officers are not trying to write a lot of tickets. They are trying to get people to slow down
while children are on the streets when school is in session.

"We want people when they are driving to be cognizant that this is a school zone," Cassalia said.

Manlius repeats the campaign in the spring when more children are walking to school, Cassalia
said.

"When the weather breaks and the streets become clear of snow, the speeds rise," he said.

Officers Monday also will distribute information about Onondaga County Sheriff Kevin Walsh's
notification program for parents of drivers younger than 21.

http:ffww.syracuse.conﬂprinterfprinter.ssf?fbasez’news-(}f1 12539099643610.xml&coll=1
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Parents who register for Project STOPPED receive a decal for the windshield of the registered
vehicle. If for any reason the vehicle, when being driving by a driver younger than 21, is stopped
by police, the officer will complete a notification card that is mailed to parents.

The card will note the time and location of the stop, the driver's name and the number of
passengers, the reason for the stop and whether any tickets were issued.

The card is mailed to parents so they can enforce any rules they may have for operating the
vehicle.

Last word too many
Sometimes it's best just to let things go.

A DeWitt man ticketed for a traffic infraction Aug. 3 got into more trouble when he sent a e-mall
to the officer a few hours later, DeWitt police said.

Casey T. Dellas, 18, of 5221 Leverette Lane, was charged with misdemeanor aggravated
harassment Aug. 5 after police traced an anonymous e-mail sent to the private account of Officer
Wayne Grecco.

Grecco, who works the midnight shift, had stopped Dellas on Maple Drive at about 11:55 p.m.
Aug. 3, said DeWitt Chief Gene Conway. Dellas was driving with only one headlight, he failed to
signal a turn and he ran a red light, Conway said. Grecco gave Dellas a break, though, and only
wrote a ticket for insufficient turn signal, Conway said.

After finishing his shift on Aug. 4, Grecco went home and found an anonymous e-mail in his
personal account, Conway said. The e-mail had been sent at 3 a.m. and made reference to a
traffic stop. The e-mail implied Grecco wasn't "tough” without his badge and gun, and contained
a number of derogatory statements, Conway said.

Based on the description of the traffic stop, "the officer felt Casey would make a good suspect,”
Conway said.

Grecco reported the e-mail to his supervisors. The Internet provider was subpoenaed and police
obtained the address on Aug. 5, Conway said.

Police went to Dellas's home with a search warrant, Conway said. Dellas admitted sending the e-
mail and apologized to Grecco. Dellas's parents, Kelly and Thomas Dellas, cooperated with
police, Conway said.

Casey Dellas was released on his own recognizance at his arraignment before DeWitt Justice
Jack Schultz, who also issued an order of protection. Dellas is to return to court Sept. 7.

"He's going to take this and learn from this,” said Louis Dettor, the lawyer representing Dellas.
"He's got our support and he's got his parents’ support.”

Jim Read covers police and fire departments in the eastern suburbs. He can be reached at
eastnews@syracuse.com and at 470-2204.

© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.
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Restaurantmustmove

To the editor,

Atter three years at 7076 Cedar
Buy Road in Fayetreville, the propri-
crors of Caté 'Eau Vive would Like to
announce that they have temporanly
closed while they relocite. Owners
Annieand Yasha DeRegis would like
to extend their deep appreciation for
the unwavering supportand loyalty
they have receved from theircommu-
niry.

For the many who have already
signed their mailing list, there will be
coupon mailers (riarmlgh the USPS
and email) sent oat to notify custom-
ers of the date of their grand reopen-

ild like to be added
to the list, send anemail o
cateleauvive@yahao.com or call
449.2505 with your name, email and
mailing address. |

All Café Passes and Gift Certificates
are still fullyvalid. Mlease note: Café
L'eau Viveisin noway affilinted with
any other business operating from

ing. If anyone wo

their former location.
ANNIE AND YASHA DEREGIS

Thanks foryoursupport
Tothe editor,

The Central and Northern New
York chapter of the Muscular
Dystrophy Association would like to
thank the Central New York Commu-
nity fur the outpouring of generosity
towards the 2005 "Jerry Lewis MDA
Tulcthnn" that was broadeast un
WSYR NewsChannel 9 on Sepe. 4

and 5. At thc conclusion of the
broadeast the local Tote exceeded
$301,000 and the national Tote
reached more than $54 million.
Additionally, chrough the Telethon
relief efforts the Sulvation Army rased
more than one-million dollars tor the
victimsiof Hurricane Katrina in the
Gulf Coust. MDA would also like to
thank WSYR NewsChannel 9 tor
their continuous support of the
Telethon broadeast, Onondaga
Community College for hosting the
Telethon and the countless number of
volunteers thatmade the show
possible.

Additionally, MDA thanks the
followiny businesses for their dona-
tions: Brown Sound, Penn Tratfic,
Jreck Subs, Coca Cola, Paul de Lima,
UAW Local 624, Wegman's, Pizza
Hur, Bruegger's Bagel, DeSantis
Appliance, Coleman’s Flofist,
Godiather's Pizza and Pepsi.

The money raised at the Telethon
and other fundraising events provides
vital services to nearly 600 lueal
families affected by one of more than

constructing sidewalks/paved pachways
in the'town of Manlius, Currently,
there are no sidewalks in the wown,
Sidewalks Gind,/ur bikepiths) in key
areaswill Facilitare caster access by taor
and bicyele to our various community
resourees, including schools, busi-
nesses, churches, and parks. Sulewalks
enhance satety, healeh, businesses and

quality of life tor our residents of all
ages, CPFC's goal is to have sidewalks
constructed on Fayerteville-Manlius
Road (Route 257 - which will connect
the two villages), Enders Road, a

section of Mott Road and on Route
173, between Pleasant Streerand the
high school. These corridors have
been chosen based vn cinzen request,
the ability for children to walk to
school and having the greatest posioive
impact on ourcommuniry.

CPFC has spoken to various
groups and individuals abour this

project and has learned that support
fur this endeavor isstrong. In
addition, we are collecting statements
of support from several groups,

Oct. T we are Walking to School

forty forms of neuromuscular disease
covered under the Association’s
umbrella.
JENNIFER ACKERMAN
DISTRICT DIRECTOR

Getready towalk

To the editor,

Cirizens fora Pedestrian Friendly
Communiry isa group that was
formed to creare the awareness of
pedestrinm issues in our community.
Quir first goal is to begin the process of

districewide as part of Walk Your Kid
to School Day. We are taking shirt
nrders ‘J.m.l CRCOUrige Pﬂrl‘n'.‘i le'll.l
teachers to participate in this fun
activity. There are order forms and
information sheets in the elementary

and middle school offices. For more
iformation on this event goonline:
walkroschool.usiorg

L.H RISTINE ROBISON
MANLIUS
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Walk to School Day Oct. 7

Thursday, September 22, 2005
By Ngoc Huynh
Staff writer

Each October, children, parents, teachers and community leaders across the globe walk to
school to celebrate International Walk to School Day.

Locally, Christine Robison is organizing a walk for the Fayetteville-Manlius school district Oct. 7.

Last year, Robison organized a walk for pupils at Wellwood Middle and Fayetteville Elementary.
This year, she is expanding the walk districtwide.

Robison, founder of Citizens for a Pedestrian-Friendly Community, has started a petition asking
for more sidewalks in the town of Manlius.

Her petition asks for sidewalks on Fayetteville-Manlius Road, Enders Road, Mott Road, and the
north side of Route 173 between Pleasant Street and the high school.

Robison said those areas are not safe for children or adults who are walking, running or riding
their bikes. She said residents should have an option for a safe pedestrian way.

“The area as a whole is looking for more sidewalks," she said. "With what we pay for in taxes in
this community, we should have more sidewalks."

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council has given the town of Manlius a grant for
$40,000 to do a sidewalk feasibility study along F-M Road, also called Route 257.

Town Supervisor Hank Chapman said said the first public meeting on the project is Oct. 25.
In order to have sidewalks, Chapman said a key factor is to get support from residents.

“The most important thing they (Robison and organizers) can do is to convince residents and
neighbors in the area to support this project," Chapman said.

Robison said her goal is to get 2,000 signatures on the petition and to present it to the town
board when it meets Wednesday.

© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.

Copyright 2005 syracuse.com. All Rights Reserved.
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Residents
take sides on
sidewalks

Exercise and openess
versus cost and

community character C%

By Susan ASHLEY

Representatives of Citizens fora
Pedestrian Friendly Community
presented the Manlius town board
with a petition in support of side-
walks signed by 1,513 residents at
the board meeting Sept. 28. The
CPFC wants the town to move for-
ward on installing sidewalks to
connect Fayetteville and Manlius
along F-M Road, near Enders Road
and Mott Road Elementary Schools
and along Route 173 near the high
school.

“We are passionate about mak-
ing roads and communities safe,”
said Christine Robison, founder of
the group. The benefits of side-
walks range from creating safer,
more open communities to combat-
ingchildhood obesity by encourag-
ing children to walk more.

The group has received informal
endorsements for the project from
several organizations and officials,
including the F-M school district,
Assemblyman Jeff Brown, Senator
David Valesky and the Manlius Se-
nior Centre.

The town board expressed res-
ervations with respect to the cost
of the project and the impact new
sidewalks would have on
homeowners. Supervisor Hank
Chapman explained that sidewalks
are generally funded through the
creation of a sidewalk district
whereby the people within the dis-
trict pay for the sidewalk. The dis-
trict can be limited or encompass-
ing in scope. The larger the dis-
trict, the lower the cost per prop-
erty owner, but people living far
from the prospective sidewalk are
less likely to be in favor of paying
for a facility they will rarely use.

CPFC is hopeful that the town
can secure grants to cover much of
the cost of construction. Robison
said she believed the town could
find a more creative solution than
sidewalk districts to fund the side-
walks, as in Pittsford where the
town, village and school district all
collaborate to provide and main-
tain sidewalks.
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“We're not standing behind a
sidewalk district,” Robison said.

Many residents who live on F-M
Road attended the meeting to ex-
press their dismay at the activism
for a sidewalk on what they feel is
an street unsuited to pedestrian
use. Susan Hartman Brenheiser
described the situation on the road,
which is the main artery between
the villages of Fayetteville and
Manlius. The development at
Towne Center and other areas has
brought on increased traffic and a
more dangerous environment.
Though the posted speed limit is
40, she said, cars and trucks go

Please see Sidewalk, page 8

Sidewalks

From page |

much faster

“We've noticed double the
traffic since all the develop-
ment,” said Susan’s husband
John Brenheiser, Adding a side-
walk to mix, he warned, would
bring about “more children
walking along there with more
cars going 60 mph."”

Maintenance once the side-
walks were installed was also a
concern for residents. Tom
Reagan, aseniorcitizen wholives
on F-M Road fretted about his
ability to keep the sidewalk free
of snow and his liability should
anaccident befall a pedestrianon
his property,

“What is the homeowner re-
sponsibility?" he asked.

Town attorney Tim Frateschi
responded that homeowners are
liable and responsible once the
sidewalk is built, but that the

town could arrange to do the
snowblowing.

Chapman said he looked for-
ward to continued dialogue on
the issue. A public meeting is
planned for Oct. 25 at a location
yet-to-be-determined to discuss
specifically the F-M Road side-
walk, and the other proposed
sidewalks will have their own
meetings too, Chapman said he
iscommitted to hearing from all
interested parties and hopes to
arriveataresolutionacceptable
to everyone,

“l think we can find some
common ground and be able to
accommodate everyone,” he
said. His ideas include narrow-
ing the traffic lanes, which
would have the double effect of
slowing traffic and widening the
shoulder for safer walking, or
creating a walking path or some-
thing other than a full-fledged
sidewalk.
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Petition spurs discussion on sidewalks in Manlius
If, how, when and how much are still unanswered questions for town board.

Thursday, October 06, 2005

By Mike Fish
Staff writer

Advocates for building a sidewalk or pedestrian pathway along the Fayetteville-Manlius Road
have joined forces with other Manlius town residents to obby for new sidewalks in several other
busy spots around town.

On Sept. 28, the sidewalk backers presented petitions signed by 1,513 town residents endorsing
new sidewalks along the F-M Road, Mott Road, Enders Road and a stretch of Route 173 leading

to Fayetteville-Manlius High School.

Christine Robison, a founder of Citizens for a Pedestrian-Friendly Community, a grassroots
organization, said what started out as a petition-drive for the F-M Road sidewalk idea naturally
evolved into a broader mission to seek pedestrian pathways in other places.

After Robison presented the petitions, town board members and more than a dozen town
residents engaged in a free-flowing discussion of the pros and cons of building new sidewalks,
including issues about safety, costs and property taxes.

If the town was to launch a sidewalk-building program, it would probably cost millions of dollars.

If sidewalks are built, the town board will have to figure out how to pay for their construction and
who will be taxed to maintain them.

The town board could establish sidewalk districts where those who directly benefit pay for the

sidewalks or establish a system where taxpayers townwide - near and far - pay for some or all of

the sidewalk projects.

Some residents, for example, asked the town board if it's fair to require Kirkville-area
homeowners to help pay for a sidewalk clear across town.

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, which is in the early stages of a study to
determine the feasibility of building a sidewalk along the F-M Road, will host a public forum Oct.
25 on that potential project.

Town Supervisor Hank Chapman has said there have been many rough estimates of the cost of

a sidewalk along that road, ranging from several hundred thousand dollars to about $7 million.

© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.

http://www.syracuse.comfprinter/printer.ssF?fbasefnews-O;’I 12850142041010.xml&coll=1
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Dawvid Lassman / Staff photographer
JACK GEDDES (left) and Christopher Robison lead a group of pupils and parents on Walk Your Kid to School day Oct. 7 in
the Fayetteville-Manlius school district.

Nice Day for a Walk

F-M parents observe second Walk Your Kid to School Day

By Elizabeth Doran
Staff writer

Dozens of Fayetteville-Manlius par-
ents walked their children to school Fri-
day morning as part of **Walk Your Kid

to School Day,”" but
FMA:NTE:'LLE Rick Labs had to

hustle to keep up
with his 10-year-old son, Alex.

Alex, a fifth-grader at Wellwood Mid-
dle School, had an unfair advantage. He
rode his unicycle to school as his dad
walked beside him.

“This is just a beautiful time of day,
and it was nice to keep my son compa-

ny,”” Rick Labs said.

Organizer Christine Robison was
pleased at the turnout of parents who
walked their children to school in the dis-
trict Friday. She estimated that more than
200 participated. After the walk. the
health office at Fayetteville Elementary
School sponsored a celebratory breakfast
for children and their parents to promote
walking as a healthy physical activity.

Robison, who organized a walk for pu-
pils at Wellwood and Fayetteville Ele-
mentary last year, expanded the event
districtwide this year. East Syracuse-
Minoa and several schools in the Syra-
cuse city district organized similar walks

as part of *‘International Walk to School
Day and Week."

Across the country, 1,781 schools par-
ticipated in the event, which began in
1997 in Chicago. Modeled after a pro-
gram in the United Kingdom, it’s in-
tended to help bring communities and
children together.

Robison, founder of Citizens for a Pe-
destrian-Friendly Community. and many
of the F-M walking parents had another
goal in mind, as well. They want the
town to install sidewalks along streets
near the schools, and many of the parents

F-M, PAGE 36




Dawid Lassman / Staff photographer

MIKE GARVER walks his daughters Grace (left) and Katherine to Fayetteville Elementary School
along Fayetteville-Manlius Road near Wheeler Avenue.

F-M parents,

kids take

day to walk to school

F-M, FROM PAGE 34

said they turned out to supporl
her cause.

In August, federal legislation
established a National Safe
Routes to School program that
will dedicate $612 million from
2005 to 2009 to help create safe
environments for walking and
bicycling to schools.

Robison said Friday's walk il-
lustrated how critical sidewalks
are for pedestrian safety. And
walking with your children to
school is a superb way to get
exercise, cut down on pollution
and congestion, save gas money,
reclaim neighborhoods. and
spend time with your kids.

Her group is pushing for side-
walks on Fayetteville-Manlius
Road, Enders Road, Mott Road,
and the north side of Route 173
between Pleasant Street and the
high school.

The Syracuse Metropolitan
Transportation Council has
given the town of Manlius a

$40,000 grant to do a sidewalk
feasibility study along F-M
Road. A public forum on the
issue will be held Oct. 25.

Seven-year-old Hailey Ever-
ding said she really loved walk-
ing to school with her mom,
Shelly, and 2-year-old brother,
Ryan.

“I really like the fresh air,”
Hailey said. ‘‘And I like getting
exercise and not getting on a bus
or just sitting in a chair.””

Shelly Everding said she
wanted to walk with her kids to
show her support for sidewalks.
Ellen Abbott, who walked with
her 7-year-old son, Jack. agreed.

““We would walk to school all
the time, but there’s no way to
get there safely without taking a
back route or going through the
woods,”’ Abbott said. “‘It’s im-
portant to walk to school, be-
cause we already live such sed-
entary lives, and we're in the
habit of being chauffeured ev-
erywhere.”
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Busing, not walking, safer

for school children

To the Editor:

As reported in The Post-Stan-
dard, a group of Manlius resi-
dents have petitioned the town
board to build sidewalks along
Route 173, F-M Road. Enders
Road and Mott Road. A public
meeting on the subject is to be
held sometime in the near future.

The petitioners cite providing
a safe and healthy way for town
children to get to school as the
main reason for building side-
walks.

However, according to studies
published in recent transporta-
tion safety literature (found easi-
ly through the library or the
Internet), riding the school bus
is, by far, the safest means of
getting children to and from
school.

Furthermore, the studies state
that walking or riding a bicycle
to school more than a few blocks
is considered high-risk behavior
on several levels and should be
discouraged.

While the idea of sidewalks is
appealing on the surface, the
construction costs as well as the
ever-increasing price of repair
and maintenance of a project that
will be used only in good weath-
er by a small number of pedestri-
ans (cyclists older than 12 are
banned by law from sidewalks)
is a luxury Manlius taxpayers
may not be able to afford. We
have all seen sidewalks built in
other areas of the town that are
almost never used.

Having lived in Manlius since
1977, we have seen the projected
resale value of our house triple,
while our yearly tax bill is ap-
proaching eight times what it
was the first year we lived in our
home.

With taxpayers currently pay-
ing nearly 4 percent of assessed
value, Manlius is one of the most
highly taxed communities in the
country.

Understandably, we would
Oppose any additional new and
unnecessary tax and would pre-
fer any surplus revenue go to-
ward alleviating the already sub-

stantial tax burden town of
Manlius residents now bear.

Supervisor Chapman and the
town board are diligent and
hard-working, and they want
taxpayer input in order to make
the appropriate decision. We en-
courage all town of Manlius resi-
dents to contact the town for the |
date and location of the sidewalk
meeting and attend it.

Since this project will impact
all of us, the town board needs 1o |
hear all opinions, not just those
of a vocal few, so that it can ac-
curately gauge community sup-
port or lack of it for this very
ambitious and possibly frivolous
project.

Lynne Foster
Manlius

Pro-sidewalks group

opposes sidewalk districts

To the Editor:

The Oct. 6 story in The Post
Standard Neighbors East edition
on the proposed sidewalks in the
town of Manlius omitted some
key information about funding.

Only sidewalk districts were
mentioned, a method which obli-
gates homeowners whose prop-
erty abuts the sidewalk to beur
the cost of construction and
maintenance.

This practice assumes that
only those few homeowners will |
benefit from sidewalks. On the
contrary, our entire community
stands to gain from having safe
pedestrian access along Fayette-
ville-Manlius Road, Enders
Road, Mott Road and Route 173.

Citizens for a Pedestrian-

Friendly Community is not in

favor of sidewalk districts. We
feel that this would put an unfair |
financial burden on a few, when |
our community as a whole will
be enhanced.

CPFC has learned that there |
are hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in grants from several
sources available for sidewalk
construction. This should be the !
first route investigated.

And, according to the New
York State Association of
Towns, municipalities can allo- |
cate funds for projects if they |
benefit the greater good.

LETTERS, PAGE 16 |
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LETTERS, FROM PAGE 15

So, the town of Manlius could
take the helm and begin the pro-
cess of grant writing and/or bud-
geting for sidewalks. This should
not require an increase in taxes.

Other communities, with simi-
lar demographics and nearly
identical tax rates, have side-
walks, bike paths and trails.

This begs the question: Where
do our tax dollars go?

CPFC would like to thank ev-
eryone in the town of Manlius
who supports having sidewalks
in these critical areas. With your
continued interest, we will have
safe pedestrian access to schools,
businesses, parks, and commu-
nity events for all of our resi-
dents, without the burden of
sidewulk districts.

Marilyn Jeffery
Manlius

| Too many unanswered

' questions on sidewalks
I To the Editor:

As a property owner for 22
yeurs on the F-M Road. | would
like to take issue with the asser-
tions made in the article on Walk

/| to School day published in the

Oct. 13 Neighbors and the letter
to the editor published the previ-
ous week.

The Fayetteville-Manlius
school district is very large and
not densely populated. Busing
children to school is here to stay.
There is not a large majority of
students who live within reason-
able walking distance to school.
One-half mile? One mile?

Rather than install sidewalks

| on the main road. why not install

| sidewalks on the side roads so
that children could walk to the

| main road and be picked up by

the bus there?

That would reduce the need
for buses to meander through
neighborhoods. It would stream-
line bus routes. making them
shorter in time, and saving fuel.

It would also cut down on
congestion and pollution because

|, fewer parents would feel the
| need to drive their children to

school since they would not have
to allocate 45 minutes traveling
time to school on the bus.

If the bus were really conven-
ient, perhaps the 400 student
parking spaces at the high school

| would no longer be needed.

The usual method of funding a
sidewalk is the creation of a
“*district,”’ the residents of
which would have the cost of
construction and maintenance
added to their yearly tax bills. If

this were to be done, where
would the district be located?
Alternatively, is the whole town
of Manlius expected to fund this
sidewalk?

The cost of construction of the
sidewalk on F-M Road alone has
been conservatively estimated to
be at least $7 million. This is for
a sidewalk on one side of the
road and does not take into ac-
count the cost of replacing stone
walls or trees,

If the sidewalk were to be
funded by a district. this would
represent a large increase in
property tax for the property
owners along the road, even if
the district were to include many
adjacent properties along the
side streets. This does not in-
clude maintenance costs, which
would go on indefinitely.

To put this in perspective, the
total town tax income in 2005,
according to information ob-
tained from the supervisor's of-
fice. is $9.4 million. The total al-
located to the four fire
departments in the town of Man-
lius is $2.2 million.

Sidewulks would not address
the issues of excessive speed and
volume of traffic on F-M Road. |
am in favor of the reduction of
the speed limit on F-M Road.

Several years ago, former su-
pervisor Tom George held an in-
formation meeting when the sug-
geston for a sidewalk was first
proposed. A representative of the
New York State Department of
Transportation stated that since
the road was straightened and
improved, people would drive at
the speed permitted by the de-
sign of the road and no amount
of enforcement would be able to
reduce the speed limit,

Thus no effort to do so would
be made. Perhaps enforcement
of the law prohibiting driving on
the shoulder would make F-M
Road more *‘pedestrian friend-
ly.™

I noticed that last week on
Walk to School Day, groups of
small children, most accompa-
nied by adults (and including
some riding bicycles on the
wrong side of the road) walked
to Favetteville Elementary in the
morning. By afternoon it was
raining, and I did not notice any-
one returning home on foot.

I question whether children
would really use the sidewalk to
get to school on a regular basis.
My four children did walk to
Wellwood Middle School some-
times, one fairly regularly, but
they always rode the bus when
there was snow on the ground.

LETTERS, PAGE 17
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I would not have allowed ele-
mentary-age children to walk
even with sidewalks, and I ques-
tion whether any other parent
would.

[ also question whether the
1,513 signatures on the petition
presented to the town bouard on
Sept. 28 were really those of reg-
istered voters. And, did they un-
derstand that a tax increase could
be involved?

Itis difficult to believe that
the National Safe Routes 1o
School program mentioned was
meant to fund a project in an up-
scale neighborhood that would
be little-used by school children.

Furthermore, bicycles ridden
by people over the age of |2 are
not allowed on the sidewulk,

This area does not huve the
population density that would
make sidewalk use realistic. This
amount of money could be better
spent on projects that would
truly benefit the citizens and im-
prove the quality of life in this
area, rather than a special inter-
est project that benefits few and
imposes on many.

1 urge any resident of the town
of Manlius to contact the Super-
visor's office to find out the date
of the next meeting on the side-
walks. Everyone in the town will
be affected by the decision on
his proposed project.
this proposed proj Elaine Dubroff

Manlus
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TO THE EDITOR
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Citizensfor the sidewalk

To the editor

The Oct. 6 story in the Post
Standard Neighbors East
edition on the proposed side-
walks in the town of Manlius
omitted some key information
about funding. Only sidewalk
districts were mentioned, a
method which obligates
homeowners whose property
abuts the sidewalk to bear the
cost of construction and mainte-
nance. This practice assumes
that only those few homeowners
will benefit from sidewalks. On
the contrary, our entire com-
munity stands to gain from
having safe pedestrian access
along Fayetteville-Manlius
Road, Enders Road, Mott Road,
and Route 173.

Citizens for a Pedestrian-
Friendly Community is not in
favor of sidewalk districts. We
feel that this would put an
unfair financial burdenona
few, when our community as a
whole will be enhanced. CPFC
has learned that there are
hundreds of millions of dollars
in grants from several sources,
available for sidewalk construc-
tion. This should be the first
route investigated. And,
according to the New York
State Association of Towns,
municipalities can allocate
funds for projects if they benefit
the greater good. So, the town of
Manlius could take the helm
and begin the process of grant
writing, and/or budgeting for
sidewalks. This should not
require an increase in taxes.
Other communities, with
similar demographics and
nearly identical tax rates, have
sidewalks, bike paths, and
trails. (This begs the question:
Where do our tax dollars go?)

CPFC would like to thank
everyone in the town of
Manlius who supports having
sidewalks in these critical
areas..With your continued
interest, we will have safe
pedestrian access to schools,
businesses, parks and commu-
nity events for all of our resi-
dents, without the burden of
sidewalk districts.

MARILYN JEFFERY
CITIZENS FOR A
PEDESTRIAN FRIENDLY
COMMUNITY

Citizensagainstthe
sidewalk
To the Editor:

As reported in the Eagle
Bulletin, a group of Manlius
residents have petitioned the
town board to build sidewalks
along Route 173, F-M Road,
Enders Road and Mott Road. A
public meeting on the subject is
to be held sometime in the near
future.

The petitioners cite provid-
ing a safe and healthy way for
town children to get to school as
the main reason for building
sidewalks. However, according
to studies published in recent
transportation safety literature
(found easily through the
library or the Internet), riding
the school bus is, by far, the
safest means of getting children
to and from school. Further-
more, the studies state that
walking or riding a bicycle to
school more than a few blocks is
considered high-risk behavior
on several levels and should be
discouraged.

While the idea of sidewalks
is appealing on the surface, the
construction costs as well as the
ever-increasing price of repair
and maintenance of a project
that will be used only in good
weather by a small number of
pedestrians (cyclists older than
12 are banned by law from
sidewalks), is a luxury Manlius
taxpayers may not be able to
afford. We have all seen side-
walks built in other areas of the
town that are almost never
used.

Having lived in Manlius
since 1977, we have seen the
projected resale value of our
house triple, while our yearly
tax bill is approaching eight
times what it was the first year
we lived in our home. With
taxpayers currently paying
nearly four percent of assessed
value, Manlius is one of the
most highly taxed communities
in the country. Understand-
ably, we would oppose any
additional new and unneces-
sary tax and would prefer any
surplusrevenue go toward
alleviating the already substan-
tial tax burden town of Manlius
residents now bear.

Supervisor Chapman and the
town board are diligent and

hard-working, and they want
taxpayer input in order to make
the appropriate decision. We
encourage all town of Manlius
residents to contact the town for
the date and location of the
sidewalk meeting and attend it.
Since this project will impact all
of us, the town board needs to
hearall opinions, not just those
of a vocal few, so that it can
accurately gauge community
supportor lack of it for this very
ambitious and possibly frivo-
lous project.

LYNNE FOSTER

Fayetteville sidewalk
study focus of hearing

A public hearing to introduce

the Fayetteville-Manlius Road
sidewalk study is set for 7 p.m.

next Tuesday at Wellwood Mid-

dle School, 700 S. Manlius St.,
Fayetteville.

Members of the Syracuse
Metropolitan Transportation

Council will outline the project’s

study area, the purpose of the
study and what the council will
do to complete the study, said

Danielle Krol, senior transporta-
tion planner, in a written release.

After the outline of the study
is presented, the public can ask
questions and comment on their
traffic and pedestrian experi-
ences. The study is expected to
take about a year.

— Staff report
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'F’ville building nears completion

Sidewalks and
‘museums addressed
at village board
‘meeting
| By Susan ASHLEY

| Fayetteville Mayor Mark Olson
{and Trustee Inez Albanese led
| board members and those in atten-
| dance at the village board meeting
| Oct. 12 on a tour of the nearly com-
pleted municipal building. The
project is on schedule and on bud-
get, and Olson remains optimistic
that the village can move into the
new space around Christmas time.
Olson and Albanese have been
picking out paint and tile colors,
and their anticipation for the fin-
ishing touches is palpable. They
irevealed their color scheme of
earth tones with the same mixture
of pride and nervousness.
I Though it's hard to picture the
finished effect from a square-inch
snatch of hue, Olson and Albanese

evoked a bright, welcoming, func-
tional space for village residents
and employees. Albanese said she
immediately gravitated toward
brown shades.

“Brown is masculine, but soft,”
she said. “I wanted the building to
have authority, but also a degree of
warmth.”

The colors are meant to be invit-
ing and timeless.

“I want it tobe a real community
building,” Albanese said. “I hope
in 10years someone would say it's
beautiful and it's elegant.”

The colors will also bring out the
building’s historic grace.

“The building has a lot of nice
features that have never been en-
hanced,” Albanese said. By paint-
ing the window frames brown on
the outside, for instance, Albanese
and Olson hope the brick will stand
out to better effect. Board members
will be able to review the color
choices again after the application
of the first coat of paint.

Also on the board’s agenda,
Trustee Mary Coleman reported
back from attending a meeting of

the committee considering side-
walks in the town. She expressed
approval of the mission and the |
method, but the board declared |
zero village support for a town
sidewalk project.

“The committee is going to be
thinking outside the box,”
Coleman said. “There are other
ways of doing pedestrian pathways
and bike ways.” Coleman said the
main benefit for the village's par-
ticipation on the committee would
be to bring those creative solutions
to bear on village sidewalk consid-
erations.

Village resident Bob Duncanson
voiced his concerns about village
tax money going towards the
project.

Olsonreassured Duncanson that
though the village had written a
letter in support of sidewalks, that
letter merely expressed the ben-
efitthe village has found sidewalks
to be, and did not indicate that the
village would provide any finan-
cial support to the town project.

“There will be no village money

Please see Fayetteville, page |10

Fayetteville

From page |

spent on it,” he said.

The board also discussed the
changed procedure for recogniz-
ing museums in the village. In
the past, museums received
year-long standing from the
mayor. Each year, the museum
would have toapply again for the
status. Olson explained the new
protocol whereby a museum
must go before the planning
board, then participate in a pub-
lic hearing, before the town
board will grant the museum a

the residents.”

be held Nov. 14.

permanent designation, rather
than a year-to-year status.
“There’s a vehicle now that
museums have to go through,”
' he said. “The process was bro-
ken and we fixed the process. We
made it more stringent for the
museum, but we made it better
for the museum and better for

A public hearing on the
Matilda Joslyn Gage House will

Cagle Builleh

Volume 119, No. 42
Oct. 19 to 25, 2005




'1'0 THE KDITOR

Whenssidewalks make

sense

To the editor:

Having grown up in the city
of Syracuse, sidewalks were
commonplace. They had a
certain charm and created a
feeling of neighborhood that|
missed when 1 first moved to
the suburbs. But I realized soon
enough that a sidewalk doesn’t
make a neighborhood - and that
[ didn’t miss shoveling the
snow off them much at all.

Sowhen I first heard of
sidewalk districts in the
Fayetteville-Manlius area it
was a nostalgic look back, and
they made sense in the villages
where services were in walking
distance and houses closer
together, just like in Syracuse.

| suppose it was natural to
expect the idea of sidewalks
everywhere - whv not spread a
good thing around? But when |
heard some specific plans to
place sidewalks on F-M Road, |
think this i1s more of a good
thing gone bad.

F-M Road is heavily traf-
ficked. There are bikers and
joggers for sure but not many
pedestrians. Maybe there
would be more people walking
between the villages or to
schools if there were sidewalks,
but I don't know any parent
who would let an elementary
school age child walk down that
road even if there were side-
walks.

I was also surprised to hear
that some proponents of side-
walks on F-M Road often site
the town of Pittsford as a model
saying that it's fully
“sidewalked” when in reality,
only the village area has side-
walks. The school district there
continues to bus children to
school outside of a .3 mile

Ea_ﬁ\t Aewaspapers
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radius citing a study by the
National Research Board
(Special Report 269) which
showed that walking was one of
the most hazardous mode of
transportation for children to
get to/from school second only
to riding a bike.

That the people promoting a
sidewalk in this area are telling
us how much safer this would
be for our children is what most
concerns me. I feel the enthusi-
asm for this project is misdi-
rected. If the safety of our
children is their primary
concern, they should look again
at promoting this plan.

CHRIS CLARK

Pedestrianfriendly or
pedestriandangerous?
To the editor:

As a property owner on F-M
Road for 19 years, I know
intimately about the activity on
F-M Road. | have raised my two
children here who have at-
tended the F-M schools K thru
12, vet neither child ever
walked, jogged or biked on F-M
Road.

Why? Neither one of them
felt safe enough to do so. Side-
walks would not have made
them safer for several reasons.

v'They volume of traffic has
gone up exponentially in recent
years as all of Manlius,
Cazenovia, Pompey and Fabius,
use F-M Road as the main
thoroughfare toget to
Fayetteville. The success of
many business and eateries in
Fayetteville has brought not
only increases in volume of
traffic but in types of traffic:
most notably an increase in
trucks of all kinds, including
tractor-trailers.

v The actual speed limit for
approximately two miles of F-M

i

Letters

Road is 40 mph. Neighbors on
F-M Road have estimated
speeds more like 50 to 70 mph.
Upon interviewing several
town of Manlius police, all have
agreed as thorough as they are,
they cannot always be there to
ticket the numerous speeders.
The New York State engineers’
goal is to “move traffic” after it
exits the village. A reduction in
speed limit would be an uphill
battle indeed.

v'F-M Road, a state road, is
plowed by the state. New York
State estimates that snow plows
(the big heavy ones) spew
snow, ice and slush 50 feet from
the road. What happens to an
elementary school student in
this case? No one could in good
conscience call this “pedestrian
friendly.”

v The F-M School Board has
not supported sidewalks on 1M
Road. In fact, the board has
deemed F-M Road a hazardous
road for school children. [ was
appalled that on “Walk Your
Child to School Day,” parents
had children walking along I
M. While | sympathize with any
parent’s wish for a walking
community, F-M Road is far
from the safe place to do so.
There are alternative paths and
back routes that my children
always used. Have well mean-
ing parents been pulled into
this agenda?

v The town of Manlius was
voted one of the top 100 places
to live by “Money" magazine.
We protect development and
nurture it in keeping with our
historic heritage. My family
and I live in one of these histori-
cal houses. I have 200-year-old .
trees and a 200-year-old stone
wall surrounding my property,
as do many of my neighbors.
No, we do not want to lose our

Please see Letters, page 5

Please come to the Nov. 1

From page 4

trees. No, we do not want to
move or lose our stone walls,
gardens and green spaces. And
the cost to the individual
homeowner would be an
estimated $75,000 to $100,000.
History has to be protected by
us. If not by the homeowner,
then who?

town of Manlius scheduled
ineeting at Wellwood Middle
gochool to voice your opinions.

Preserve the integrity of

Fayetteville and Manlius. Help
. to keep our town one of the best

places to live. Help keep our

children safe!

SUSAN HARTMAN BRENIZER
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Sidling up to 31dewa]ks

A: public forum at Manlius
town hall Oct. 11 regarding the
possibility of sidewalks on
Enders Road resulted in the for-
mation of a working committee
to begin looking-into the logis-
tics of the construction. Town
councilors Sandy Schepp’ and
Paul Susco, along with volun-
teers from the school and the
community, will work with en-
gineers, the department of trans-
portation-and grant writers to

determine where and how to-

build the sidewalks and to seek
outsources of funding.

For the most part,-the stand-
ing-room-only crowd .was fer-
vently supportive of sidewalks.
Julia Stone, a student who-at-
tended Enders Road Elementary
School and Fagle Hill Middle
School, finds the trek to school a
harrowing experience.

A

“Cars are zooming by this
close to you,” she said, holding
her hands inches apart. “It re-
ally makes you more nervous
than it should.”

Corliss Kaiser, F-M superin-
tendent said the school district
runs buses that pick up every
student as close to home as pos-
sible so no child has to run the
risks of walking to school.

“Right now our policy is all
children are transported to
school,” she said. “And that's
primarily forreasons of safety.”

Some in attendance raised ob-
jections to the sidewalks, fear-
ing they would lose lawn space
or trees to the right of way in
which the sidewalk would be
constructed. Others objected to
any tax increase that might re-
sult from the sidewalk project.

“Ican'tafford more taxes," said

Aecss 2.?."‘: 'spé-f:_'}
s = | =
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Enders Road discussed

town.resident Bob Duncanson, a
senior citizen on a fixed income.
“I do not want Bob Duncanson

taxed one penny for sidewalks in -

the town of Manlius.”
Christine Robinson and
Marilyn Jeffries of Citizens for

Pedestrian Friendly Communi-

ties, the group spearheading the
sidewalksinitiatives throughout
the town, reassured Duncanson
that grant money is available
and every effort would be:made
tosecure funding without resort-
ing to taxpayers.

Enders Road resident' Rich

Jacobson was dismayed by the:

objections.

“To hear discussion of con-
cerns of losing trees and paying
taxes when I see kids walking a
thin line, that’s scary,” he said,

The working committee is sel
to begin work immediately.

DN Ly Tons

‘F-M Road sidewalks on
agenda

The Syracuse Metronohtan
Transportation Council will hold
a public meeting to discuss side-

‘walks along F-M Road at 7 p.m.

Nov. 1-at the Wellwood Middle
School auditorium, The meeting
will include an explanation of the
study the council has initiated to
determine whether sidewalks are
applicable for F-M Road.
Following a formal presenta-
tion, the public will be encour-
aged to ask questiohs and com-
ment on their experiences on I
M Road, as well as present any
concerns about the potential
sidewalks. In its [inal phase, the
project will establish cost esti-
mates and gauge public senti-
ment for the projecl. 'I'ie study is
expected to take
complete

12 months to
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Democrat makes Manlius Town Board a race

Thursday, October 27, 2005

By Jim Read
Staff writer

Members of the Manlius Town Board serve four-year terms and are paid $10,086 per year. The
board is the legislative, appropriating, governing and policy determining body of the town.

Three incumbent Republicans, John Curtis, David M. Marnell Sr. and Paul E. Susco, and a
Democratic challenger, Meredith Dropkin, are seeking the three seats up for election this year.
Susco is running for his first full term after he was appointed in June to complete the term of
Kevin Holmaquist.

Holmquist was appointed to the Onondaga County legislature when longtime 10th District
Legislator Terry Pickard resigned to take a job as legal counsel to the Onondaga County Water
Authority.

Each of the town council candidates was asked three questions. Here are the questions and
their answers: What are two key issues affecting the town of Manlius?

Curtis: This time of year, the budget is always very high on the list and takes a lot of time.
Sidewalks are becoming a big issue.

Dropkin: Inconsistent customer service and no long-term plan.

Marnell: The definition of "key" really depends on your perspective. Everyone considers the
issue of concern to him or her to be the "key" issue. Board members have the responsibility to
listen to concerns, research solutions, prioritize and take appropriate action.

Susco: How to provide all the town services while continuing to keep taxes in check and look at
all ways to consolidate that make sense. How will you deal with those issues?

Curtis: Each year the budget committee works very hard to put a fair and reasonable budget
together. The taxpayers want first-class service. With the cost of everything increasing, it takes a
lot of time and energy to keep the budget an affordable one that residents can handle.

a8, but also are very costly to construct and maintain. |
ink this has to be studied more to fully understand ;

Dropkin: Customer service reflects a board's professionalism, competence and approval from the
community it serves. | want the town board to provide customer service that exceeds
expectations. This can be accomplished with a renewed effort to be open, communicative and
accessible. | will work to ensure that everyone has an opportunity to be heard, and more
importantly, an opportunity to make a difference.

http://www syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-0/11302293 77245840.xml&coll=1 10/27/2005
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Lacking a long-term plan is one of our most important issues. We need to consider development
based on the best mix of residential, commercial and community space to safeguard our natural

resource and preserve our town's character, while implementing strategies for smart growth.

Marnell: The key issue in a broad sense is balance. The town leadership is faced with the
challenge of controlling costs and minimizing tax increases while also considering the needs and
wants of the citizens and prioritizing those projects and programs that contribute to the quality of
life. ‘

Susco: | will continue to examine all that we do to both provide better customer service and lower
costs where we can. What have you done for the town of Manlius lately?

Curtis: | have taken over the safety program that the town has for employees. A grant was
received from the state Department of Labor to set up a program to inform employees about the
importance of thinking about safety in whatever they do. The town's Department of Public Works
has several safety courses and the village of Minoa has joined in these classes. Everyone
benefits when you talk about safety.

This being election time, | have been talking to people while going door-to-door to get comments
on issues they are concerned about.

Dropkin: | decided to give Manlius residents a choice on the ballot. The board should be a
microcosm of our community and not just a rite of passage for the Manlius GOP. We need
balanced representation and a broader range of sensibilities. khopetoiberavaluable contributor-
__#if:“\ﬁachogv‘ers'atIOn s from-Three*Falls'Woods to sidewalks along F-M Road and everything in*
gtween.

Marnell: As a councilor over the past two years, | have taken a proactive approach by attempting
to install systems and concepts that provide long-term solutions. We have to avoid taking the
reactive approach of many municipalities that simply try to make it from one tax year to another
without considering the long-term positive and negative effects of what they are doing.

Susco: | have been a good listener to all sides of the issues and will make informed decisions.
The current board is a high-quality board that comes to consensus and is well informed on the
issues. That is the best thing we can do for our constituents.

© 2005 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.

Copyright 2005 syracuse.com. All Rights Reserved.
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Manlius sidewalk meeting hears pros and cons
Some 120 people turn out for first meeting in $40,000 feasibility study.

Thursday, November 10, 2005

By Jim Read
Staff writer

Transportation planners last week outlined the steps they will take for a yearlong study of Route
257 between Fayetteville and Manlius designed to produce suggestions to make the road more
friendly to pedestrians.

When completed, the $40,000 study also will estimate the costs of any projects, said Danielle
Krol, senior transportation planner with the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, the
agency conducting the study.

The final report will be submitted to Manlius officials, who will decide whether to pursue any of
the suggestions, she said.

The council conducted a public meeting Nov. 1 at Wellwood Middle School as the first step in the
study, Krol said. About 25 people spoke at the meeting, which drew about 120 people.

The council will collect information about traffic, signs, bus routes, crosswalks, shoulders, paths
and cut-throughs along the street, also known as F-M Road.

Information collection is expected to take the rest of the yéar, Krol said. Next spring, the planners
will draft a report and conduct a second public meeting. A third public meeting will follow the
release of the final report, expected in about a year, she said.

The recommendations in the final report could include widening the road shoulders, creating
paths or building sidewalks, she said.

The comments gathered at public meetings, including the one last week, will be noted in the final
report, Krol said.

"We'll make sure everyone is in the report," she said. "We want to hear your thoughts and
comments and concerns.”

Speakers favoring sidewalks talked about the need to make the community more pedestrian-
friendly and to unite the villages with a safe walkway.

Those against building sidewalks, many of them residents of F-M Road, questioned the safety of
providing sidewalks on such a busy road, the cost of construction, maintenance and liability.
They also objected to any project that would destroy trees or stone walls along the route.

Marilyn Jeffery and Christine Robison, of Citizens for a Pedestrian Friendly Community, said

http -//www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-0/113 1529067296390.xml&coll=1 11/10/2005



their group does not favor establishing sidewalk districts that require adjacent homeowners to
pay for sidewalks.

"We don't want to burden anybody," said Jeffery, of 501 Pleasant St. Grant money can be found
to pay for any construction, she said.

The group also does not want to see historic stone walls and centuries-old trees removed. "We
would like to preserve every stone wall," said Robison, of 125 Marangale Lane. "That's part of
the planning process."

The group would like the entire town to be more pedestrian-friendly, she said. "Everything is in
the villages. This is the connection between the villages."

But Jon Brenizer and Susan Hartman Brenizer, of 908 F-M Road, representing the F-M Road
Property Owners Association, said nearly three-quarters of the homeowners oppose building
sidewalks, citing safety concerns. "We've done our research,” Jon Brenizer said.

Fayetteville-Manlius schools bus all children for safety reasons, he said. The sidewalks would be
used only for recreational purposes.

Speeding cars add to safety concerns, they said. The speed limit is 30 mph in the village, and 20
mph in the school zone at Fayetteville Elementary School and Wellwood Middle School, but 40
mph between the villages.

"Cars speed on F-M Road," Hartman Brenizer said.

Mary Jane Nathan, of 101 Henschke Drive, said she fell and broke her shoulder while walking
her dog along F-M Road.

She and her husband disagree on which side of the road is safer to use and she fell while
crossing. She said she can't understand why there are no sidewalks in front of the schools.

"| didn't have a sidewalk to walk on to get here," she said.
Other residents said they are worried about maintaining the sidewalks and legal liability.

"It's about our property that you are going to take and abuse," said John Gilligan, of 5015 F-M
Road.

"There are plenty of places to walk for recreation,” said Alan Burstein, of 100 Old Farm Road.
Some questioned the need for a study, while others feel it is warranted.

"l don't see how having a sidewalk would detract" from the appearance of homes on the road,
said Brian Stone, a civil engineer who lives at 4948 F-M Road.

Stone, the owner of a 100-year-old house, said he is concerned about how any construction
would affect his property. "Let's see what happens when the study comes in."

Dr. Michael Fintrop, of 5020 F-M Road, said the debate is about money, and he's concerned
about what any project will cost.

Dialogue is important, he said. "We need to get through this process without getting mad at each
other." ‘

http://www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-0/113 1529067296390.xml&coll=1 11/10/2005



Sidewalk
study
begins

Residents’ input
solicited

By Susan AsHLEY

The Syracuse Metropolitan
Transportation Council is under-
taking a pedestrian accommoda-
tion feasibility study to look into
possibilities for pedestrian access
along F-M Road. About 100 people
attended an informational meeting
at Wellwood Middle School held by
the SMTC to gauge public senti-
ment for the project.

The SMTC will do a comprehen-
sive study, which will include ex-
amining data about traflic on the
road. identilying issues such as
drainage or speeding thal would
need to be addressed and estimat-
ing annual operating costs. The
SMTC agreed to do the study at the
request of the town, and the $40.090
necessary to accomplish it comes
fully from the federal government
The council will be able to share
some findings early in 2006 and will
produce a final report next sum-
mer. The report will outline sev-
eral alternatives the town can con-
sider pursuing. The recommenda-
tions could range from the con-
struction of a full-fledged sidewalk
to widening the shoulder or lower-
ing the speed limit. Danielle Krol,
senior transportation planner for
the SMTC facilitated the meeting.

Residents of F-M Road came out
i1 full force. Speaking fur the -M
Road Property Owners Associi-
tion. Jon Brenizer expressed the
group's opposition to the project.

“\We are vehemently opposed to
sidewalks on F-M Road and the con-
tinuation of this study.” he said. A
petition circulated by the associa-
tion to the 81 homeowners on the
road was signed by 84 percent of
residents.

2431& Rulletia

The homeowners who signed the
=atition argued that the read was
unsafe forr pedestrians under any
circumstances, and that installing
a sidewalk would require destroy-
ing trees and moving stone walls.

Krol said the study would deter-
mine the practicability of preserv-
ing features of the road and provid-
ing a safe pedestrian route.

Stephen Shapiro, who lives on
F-M Road, said, “Children should
be prohibited for safety reasons
from using a sidewalk (on F-M
Road). It would be an undo burden
on residents. It would destroy the
look of the road. Itis nothing butan
unsafe walkway that doesn't need
to be there.”

Proponents of the sidewalk ar-
gued just as fervently.

“There are ways to engineer
anything,” said Manlius firefighter
Philip Buff. “There isn't a mason
who originally built those walls
who wouldn't be willing to move

Please see Sidewalk, page 8

Sidewalk
From page |
them back."

The F-M Road residents who
support a sidewalk or other pe-
destrian pathway spoke up as
well. Resident Michael Tenick
chided his neighbors for short-
sightedness.

“This is a good thing for the
neighborhood, a good thing for
the community,” he said.
“You're being selfish.”

Inresponse to concerns about
drainage and engineering, Krol
said the SMTC study would
mention possible issues, but not
address them in depth in the
study.
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No to the sidewalk -

Totheeditor:

lama 23-year-old graduate of
F-M High School who grew upon
F-MRoad, where my family still
resides. Since my graduation, I
have graduated collegeand1
currently work asanadvertising
sales director in New York City.

Iam consideringrelocation
back to upstate and may oneday
| wishtobuyahome in
Fayetteville.Thave always been
proud to bringmy friends from
college home withme, andIam
especially proud of F-M Road. My
interest in writingnow isin
response to the sidewalk contro-
versyonF-MRoad.

Asachild, my neighborsandI
always took the back paths to
Fayetteville Elementary and to
Wellwood and crossed F-Monly
in the designated crossing area
infront of Wellwood where cars
gomoreslowly. Ilearned quickly
how fastcarsgoonF-Mand how
many accidents thereare here, as
IThavelived heresincel wasfive.
Ireally donotunderstand the
need for asidewalk on F-Mas
mostly we alltook the bus to
school.

The part of this special
interest group promoting
sidewalks that bothersme the
most is that there would be no
way to put in sidewalks with-
out destroying the beauty of F-
M Road and itslarge trees,
stone walls and history. Since -
graduating from F-M, I attended
college in Baltimore, Md., where

| 708

the Inner Harbor is based upon
maintaining history; Ithen
studied abroad in Thailand and
ended upresiding in New York
City. :
WhenIreadaletter-to-the-
editor that called the F-M Road
homeowners (whodonotwanta
sidewalk) “selfish,” Iwas
incensed. In New York City this
iscalled historical preserva-
tion. Iwould think that other
residents of Fayetteville and
Manlius would be grateful that
F-M Road homeowners have
preserved these historical lots,
trees, walls and beautiful
homes.

Do thesidewalk proponents
realize that the national trend
isaway from over-development
and towards historical preser-
vation? Once thelook of F-M
Road is destroyed, it isgone
forever.

Inmy opinion, asayoung
adult who grew up here, putting
in sidewalks is not only unneces-
sary butshorisighted and
seemingly only toplease afew -
thosewhodon'tevenliveonmy
street. .

A word of advice to the
sidewalk people, with alldue
respect, theresidents of F-M
Road own their homes for
decades and seem tohaveno ‘
intention of going away quietly.
Please don’t destroy the beauty
oftheroadIgrew upon inmy
hometown.

RACHEL HODGSON
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Building marks the year across Eastern suburbs
2005: Manlius debates subdivisions and sidewalks

Thursday, December 29, 2005
By Jim McKeever and Jim Read

Staff writers

To everything, there is a time.

In the eastern towns of Onondaga County, 2005 was a time for building, with several
construction projects begun or completed.

The year also brought news of politicking, planning, hiring, flooding, arsons and shootings.

And debate. Residents and politicians took sides on hot local issues. One of the hottest issues of
2005 was this: How much and what kind of development should be allowed? That question is
sure to be asked in 2006, as well.

Below is a town-by-town roundup of the major events in 2005 in the eastern part of the county.

Manlius

* It's been a year of big ideas and building projects in the town of Manlius, as citizens groups
Y worked to preserve green space and build sidewalks.

Fayetteville and Manlius put the brakes on zoning reviews for new development. Nevertheless
several significant building projects were completed and others remain under construction.

The village of Manlius elected a new mayor and three new trustees in March Richard Penhall,
Tim Fox, Natalie Miner and Eric Krouse while the new mayors elected in 2004 in Minoa, Richard
Donovan, and Fayetteville, Mark Olson, were busy with their programs.

And while November elections didn't change the Manlius town board, a new face was added by
appointment.

Paul Susco took the seat held by Kevin Holmquist, who was appointed to the Onondaga County
legislature during the summer.

He took the seat of longtime Legislator Terry Pickard, who resigned to take a job with the
Onondaga County Water Authority.

Holmaquist continued one task for the town, as head of a task force exploring consolidation of
town and village services. The 18-member committee is continuing its work in 20086.

The debate over building sidewalks raged much of the year. In November, the Syracuse
% Metropolitan Transportation Council held a public meeting to explain the steps it will take in a
yearlong study of Fayetteville-Manlius Road.

The Manlius Greenspace Coalition formed this year. The group, dedicated to creating a town-
wide plan for preserving open space and developing parks, took its first aim at a proposed
subdivision in a wooded area of the town that includes three waterfalls.

http://www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-1 /113541692643690.xml&coll=1
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any type of safer pathway have

been seen using the shoulder of
_1 appeal to the narrow

minded who oppose this that

the road for this purpose,
they consider the population as
awhole and not just mention

summer and fall, but it's great
school age children.

occurrence in the spring,

to see people in the winter
months. In fact, some of the
very people who are against

However, this past January

warm spell when the tempera-

All the opposition letters and
tures were in the 50s , one

spokespeople I have observed
morning I drove approximately

Route 257 between Fayetteville
and Manlius seem to address
one mile of that road and passed
10 adult runners or walkers and
two bicyclists. This was about
10 a.m. and school was in-

in the controversy of a path on
children walking to school.

We areall pedestrians

To the editor:

L
=
3

With time and cooperation it
could be done as a benefit to the
community and still not disrupt

their property.

ROSEMARY KELLY

session! This is a common

ecyleboilei 4l
FROM OUR MAILBOX

~ Clarifying SMTC study
Totheeditor: 3 ‘
Asyoumay beaware, the -
Syracuse Metropolitan Transpor-
tation Councilhasagreedto
completeapedestrianstudyon
behalfofthet. ynofManlius. The
purposeof thit projectisto..~ 3
determine the feasibilityof .
possibly installinga pedestrian
facility along Fayetteville- '~
Manlius Road (Route257) between
thevillagesof Fayettevilleand
- Manlius. The projectwillalso
establish costestimatesofsucha
. facility, and gauge the local public
. sentimenton its appropriateness
forthiscorridor: + oot T
.. ]amwriting thisletter +-.°
. becauselbelievethatweneedto-
clarify the purposeof thisstudy.
Thestudy thatthe SMTC s
. completingon the town'’s behalfis
. apedestrianfeasibility study that
willexamineseveraldifferent
options for possibly makinga
, pedestrianconnectionbetween
the villages of Fayettevilleand
Manlius. Pedestrianpath(s), i
.- wWideningofthe roadshoulder(s), i
. sidewalk(s) and otheroptionswill -
"beexamined,all withequal
weight, as partofthisstudy. It
mustbe emphasized that thisis
notasidewalk study. Once the
SMTC examinesavariety of
| options, theywillhandovera
e finalreport tothe townof
Manlius. At that time, it willbe
up to the town todetermine if and
Z _whatrecommendat‘}on(s) f}"om =
*"“thestudy toynioveTorwardwith: .
7. Insummary,] want to make it
;i veryclear that thisisa pedes- .
! trian accommodation feasibility |
study withmany varied options
' thatwill be examined,notmerely
o sidewalks.

- HANK CHAPMAN
SUPERVISOR, TOWN OF
= MANLIUS
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Walking thewal?

By: Evelyn Morales
International Walk Your Kid

to School Day was celebrated .k

for the third year at Wellwood
Middle School and Fayetteville

Elementary school last, Friday, -

Oct.' 6. 'The yearly walk is an

opportunity to emphasize kids' -

health and create safe biking
and walking routes to school
and back for students.
Students and their parents
were encouraged to walk to
school together ‘between 7:30
a.m. :and 8:45 a.m. that morn-
ing. However, turn out was poor
this year as opposed to last year,
which featured 250 participants.
This year a combination of
minimal Dbublicity and a cold
fall morning may have been

factors according to Christine

Robison, member of Safe Kids
Coalition, a global organization
that stresses prevention of acci-
dental childhood injuries. “We
didn’t advertise as much this
year as we did last year. Last
yedr.we put a sign out in the
villages of Manlius and Fayette-
ville,” Robison stated. -
Robison walked with her two
children to school, along with
some of their friends. Each
of them was wearing a bright
green shirt from last year'’s
event. Robison provided a red
wagon full of giveaways for kids

Crossing gard Terr
Christine Robison who wa
Oct. 6, i sl
who walked past her: il
‘Robison, an advocate of safe
walking routes for children,
is concerned about adequate
crosswalks:for kids ‘that walk
to Wellwood Middle and Fay-
etteville Elementary. “The kids
you see that walk the most are
from Fayetteville because they
have a sidewalk that goes up
to the school, but the kids who

-'Hog,lghtc;n stands with mom and safe walking advocate
ked her two children and their friends to school on

1) ~EVELYN MORALES

live over in Manlius don’t have
a pedestrian accomodation,”
she said.

Following the walk: the day

-was further celebrated with

a breakfast in the cafeteria at
Fayetteville Elementary. Wanda
Jigham, school nurse at Fay-
etteville Elementary, obtained
agrant from Safe Kids Coalition
to pay for the breakfast.



Second public
meeting to be held for

F-M pedestrian study

The Syracuse Metropolitan
Transportation Council will be
hosting the second public meet-
ing for the Fayetteville-Man-
lius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility
Study. The meeting will be held
at 6:30 p.m. Tuesday May 1 in
Dwyer Hall at the Immaculate
Conception Church on Salt
Springs Road in Fayetteville.

The SMTC's presentation
will include a review of the
existing conditions in the
project’s study area and an ex-
planation of the various pedes-
trian alternatives examined,
including cost estimates for
the recommended alternatives.
Following the formal portion
of the meeting, the public will
be_encouraged to ask guestions
about the various recommend-
ed alternatives along Route 257
between the villages of Fayette-
ville and Manlius.

In addition, the public will
be provided the opportunity to
submit written comments to

the SMTC on this project, as the
final report will include all of
the public comments gathered
throughout this study.

The SMTC is completing
this project as part of its 2007-
2008 Unified Planning Work
Program on behalf of the
town of Manlius. The overall
purpose of this project is to
determine the feasibility of
installing a pedestrian facil-
ity along F-M Road/Route
257 between the villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius.

The meeting facility is hand-
icapped accessible. Addition-
ally, interpretation services are
being provided for the hearing
impaired. Please advise the
SMTC of any specific accom-
modations required in order
for vour participation at this
public meeting.

For additional information,
contact Danielle Krol of the
SMTC at 422-5716 or email dk-
rol@smtempo.org.

&ygle Bolletn. 4fasle7
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Agency will say sidewalks feasible on F-M Road
But town of Manlius still might not approve path along Route 257.

Monday. April 30, 2007

By Jim Read
Staff writer

Cement sidewalks or stone dust paths are the best way to make Route 257 between the villages

of Manlius and Fayetteville more pedestrian-friendly, transportation experts say.

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council will make that recommendation during a
public meeting Tuesday when it presents the findings of a 17-month study about making the
route, also known as F-M Road, more accommodating to foot traffic.

"It's exciting that it's finally come to this point," said Christine Robison, of Citizens for a
Pedestrian Friendly Community, a group that favors building sidewalks. "It will be interesting to

hear what the recommendations are. I'm hoping they will bring examples from other communities

with them."

Danielle Kroll, the council's senior transportation planner, will review the conditions along F-M
Road and explain the seven alternatives examined and why the council supports building
sidewalks or a path. Whether anything will happen as a result of the study will depend on the
town of Manlius.

"One of the alternatives is the null alternative,” Kroll said. "The town could do . . . nothing."

When the study was beginning, about 125 people attended a public meeting in November 2005
at Wellwood Middle School. Many homeowners along F-M Road were opposed to installing
sidewalks, citing maintenance costs, liability and the potential destruction of stone walls and
trees.

But the study found that sidewalks or paths could be installed on each side or both sides of the
road without disrupting stone fences and with minimal loss of trees. Kroll said the council is still
working up preliminary cost estimates and will present them at the meeting.

Jon Brenizer, of the F-M Road Property Owners Association, said his group is interested in
seeing the recommendations but remains opposed to building sidewalks.

"We believe it's not a safe road" for pedestrians, he said. "With busing, kids don't really need to
walk to school."

And that could end the project. Manlius Supervisor Hank Chapman said he won't support
building sidewalks along F-M Road unless an outside funding source is found and F-M Road
residents support the project.

"It's not going to be an easy task to get them there," Chapman said.
Jim Read can be reached at jread@syracuse.com or 470-2204.

hitp:/www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-2/117793585840530.xml&coll=1
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Manlivs town still stalling

on sidewalks by schools

To the Editor:

The residents living in the
Mott Road School area have
been waiting with much antici-
pation to see the direction Hank
Chapman will take in regards to
the Fayetteville-Manlius side-
walk. We, too, have been involv-
ed in controversy over the side-
walks (one block) to Mott Road
School. The Fayetteville village,
under the leadership of Mayor
Mark Olson as well as the board
of trustees, has been very active
in getting us sidewalks all the
way to the town line. Past Super-
intendent Phil Martin did his
part by installing sidewalks
across the front of Mott Road
School for the eventual connec-
tion to the town line.

For the past six years, the
town has been stalling. Even
though the F-M sidewalk is inev-
itable, the town board refuses to
get into the 21st century and is
still stuck in the good-old-boys
ways of doing business. The fact
is that Fayetteville Elementary
and Wellwood schools are town
schools for town students and
the town right of way is to pro-
vide safe access for the good of
the entire town. The proposed
study shows that a sidewalk can

be built around the town walls
and town trees. Remember, the
walls and trees are in the town
access right-of-way for the bene-
fit of all town residents.

We have heard it all before,
the town seems to enjoy the con-
troversy so it can sit back and do |
what it really wants to do —
nothing. The problem with that
is the danger will not go away
but only get worse. I hate to see
F-M Road turn into a Lyndon
Corners or even Route 5 to the
town center. Not that long ago,
these were primarily residential
areas. They are predominately |
commercial areas now. Let’s I
face it, what family wants 1o live
on a highway? In the past ,F-M
Road was the outskirts; today, it
is just a cut-through to the more
affluent neighborhoods being de-
veloped to the east.

We need to draw the line that
this is a residential neighborhood
with an elementary school and a
middle school. What better way
to stay a neighborhood than with
a quality sidewalk-restoration
project. Remember, once a
neighborhood is lost, its lost for-
ever. The sidewalks, on FM
Road and by Mott Road School,
are inevitable. The only question |
is when?

Rick Suatoni
Fayetteville |

Thursday, June 7, 2007 [FYTFH]



pedestrian access.

on Route 257

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Coun-
cil will be hosting the second public information
meeting for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study at 6:30
p.m. Tuesday June 26 in the Matt Tardio Community
Room (auditorium) at the Manlius Village Centre.

The SMTC's presentation will include a review
of the existing conditions in the project’s study area
and an explanation of the various pedestrian alter-
natives examined, including cost estimates for the
recommended alternatives. Following the formal
portion of the meeting, the public will be encouraged
to ask questions about the various recommended
alternatives along Route 257 between the villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius. ade :

SMTC staff will be available until 8:30 p.m. to an-
swer questions and take comments. In addition, the
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Aldi plans E. Syracuse supermarket

Thursday, June 21, 2007

FREDERIC PIERCE
STAFF WRITER

An Aldi supermarket is likely to begin construction in the village of East Syracuse this summer,
pending approval by village officials.

The nearly 18,000-square-foot store would be larger than the Aldi on Erie Boulevard East in
Syracuse; it would be located on Manlius Center Road next to the Tractor Supply Store, said
Frank Stirpe, the village director of code enforcement.

“It looks like a good proposal,” Stirpe said. "It's a great location."

The property, owned by Michael Santaro, is zoned properly for the development. Plans show S\e <
room for 99 parking spaces 10 more than the minimum required, Stirpe said. m e k
Aldi Inc. must still satisfy some village planning board concerns about engineering and other M
iIssues. The board will then make a recommendation on the company's plan to the village board, c

which must approve it.

If approved, the developer hopes to begin work as early as next month. Aldi wants the no-frills
supermarket to open by Thanksgiving, Stirpe said.

Conservatives don't back Republican incumbents

None of the Republican incumbents on the Manlius Town Board - including town supervisor and
GOP Chairman Hank Chapman - got the support of the town Conservative Party last week,
which instead designated Mark Tetley, Chapman's likely Democratic opponent.

[hat may seem strange given the Conservative support that Chapman and the other incumbents
have had in the past. But it makes some sense considering who the chairwoman of the Manlius
Conservative committee is: Town Clerk Terry Sloan.

Slean, who has run on the Republican line in the past, has long been at odds with Chapman and
the board, which denied her a raise |ast year while giving 3 percent raises to themselves and
other town employees.

"We discussed all of the people and picked the best candidates," Sloan said, noting that the
cammitiee meeting lasted more than 21/2 hours.

Chapman, however, said the decision was based on personal animosity. Although he and the
incumbent Republicans all submitted resumes, he said none of them were invited to be
interviewed by the committee.

“This is disheartening," Chapman said. "We have just about the most conservative town board
anywhere."

hitp: 'www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-2/1182243558269560.xml&coll=1&thispage=3 6/21/2007



Sloan said one member of the committee received the resumes, but not until the day of its
meeting.

The committee's picks are recommendations that will be sent to the Onondaga County
Conservative Committee, which generally formalizes the wishes of the local group. Chapman
said he plans to send a letter to the county leadership. seeking an opportunity to make the board
members' case

In addition to supporting Tetley, a former convenience store owner and chairman of the town
Democratic Committee, the Manlius Conservatives voted to support maverick Republicans in
three town races

Incumbent Highway Superintendent Bill Bennett was picked for re-election over Manlius Mayor
Rick Penhall, the challenger designated as the Republican candidate. Bennett is seeking to run
on the Democratic Party line.

Incumbent town Justice Franklin Josef was supported for re-election. The town Republican
committee had designated challenger Salvatore Pavone.

Deborah Demmon, the deputy town clerk, was designated by the Conservatives to run for the
town clerk’s post now held by Sloan. The Manlius GOP had picked village court clerk Allison
Edsall in the race.

Sloan, who recently sold her house, is not running for re-election, and plans to move out of the
area

" haven't decided where yet," she said. "Wherever they give me the best offer. I've been with the
town for 12 years, and | think I'm ready for a change."

Town looks at ways to keep tighter control over dogs

The town is looking for ways to crack down on negligent dog owners, including a possible limit
on the number of canines a person can own.

A resident's complaint about the barking and smell from about eight dogs owned by a single
neighbor led the town board last week to create a committee to look at ways to make problem
dog owners more responsible, DeWitt Supervisor Jim DiStefano said.

“It's really not so much the animals as the people taking care of them," DiStefano said. "Maybe
there's a number that we can agree you shouldn't go beyond. Or maybe there's another
solution.”

Town Clerk Barbara Klim, the chairwoman of the new committee, said the recommendations are
unlikely to place any limits on the number of dogs a person can own in DeWitt. They're more
likely to come up with ordinance changes aimed at persuading people to keep tighter control of
their pets

The other people on the committee include the town's dog control officer, its codes enforcement

officer and the town attorney.
fPublic meeting Tuesday to address sidewalk situation# ;

A long-awaited - and controversial - study on the feasibility of building a2 pedestrian walkway
between the villages of Fayetteville and Manlius will be unveiled Tuesday during a public
meeting in the village of Manlius.

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council will outline the details and estimated costs of
four "preferred" options for making that 1.4-mile stretch of Route 257 more friendly to school
children and others traveling on foot, said Danielle Krol, the SMTC's senior transportation

hitp:/ www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-2/1182243558269560.xml&coll=1&thispage=3 6/21/200,



planner.

The alternatives involve laying cement sidewalks or stone dust paths on one or both sides of the
road. Krol said. None of them would require much disruption of the trees or old stone fences that
front many of the properties along the route - one of the many concerns expressed by people
who live there, she said.

Those homeowners' concerns may mean that the 17-month study won't go much farther than
next week's meeting.

A sizeable majority of the involved homeowners along Route 257, also known as F-M Road,
don't want a pedestrian walkway, making the likelihood of further support from the town of
Manlius unlikely, Krol said.

The town asked the transportation council to do the study in 2005 at the request of residents who
worried about children walking the busy road to Wellwood Middle School and Fayetteville
Elementary School.

In November that year, about 125 people attended an initial meeling on the project. Most of
those who spoke said they were opposed to installing sidewalks, citing maintenance costs,
liability and the potential destruction of stone walls and trees.

Tuesday's meeting is scheduled for 6:30 p.m. in the auditorium in the village offices on Arkie
Albanese Avenue. It had originally been scheduled for early May, but was cancelled to
accommodate a prayer vigil for Joshua Davis and Kevin Goich Jr., two Fayetteville-Manlius High
School seniors who were killed in a car crash.

Mayor: Sidewalks could help solve safety problem

Sidewalks became a controversial issue in Fayetteville last week, as residents on both sides of a
proposal to put a walkway along Sheffield Lane voiced their opinions at a village meeting,

The sidewalk is the village's latest solution to a decades-old traffic problem on the dead-end
street caused by Immaculate Conception Church. Motorists use a church gate on Sheffield Lane
to cut across church property as a shortcut between Route 257 and Salt Springs Road.

"We've put in speed bumps, stop signs, we've even sued the church to close the gate,”
Fayetteville Mayor Mark Olson said. "We've tried everything and it just isn't working. That leaves
us with sidewalks as the only option to deal with a serious safety problem.”

Property owners along the road, however, aren't so sure.

Most of the 15 households that live on Sheffield Lane attended last Monday's meeting. About 60
percent of them favored installing sidewalks, and roughly 40 percent seemed to oppose it, Olson
said

No vote was taken on the proposal. If the village board eventually decides to install sidewalks,
the cost will be borne by taxpayers, not the individual residents.

Next week, Olson plans to ask the board to approve the placement of flags outlining where a
new sidewalk would fall along the village right-of-way. That will give residents an opportunity to
visualize the walkway and trigger additional questions, Olson said.

Frederic Pierce covers the eastern suburbs. He can be reached at fpierce@syracuse.com or
470-6062. 2222

® 2007 The Post-Standard. Used with permission.

hitp: www.syracuse.com/printer/printer.ssf?/base/news-2/11 82243558269560.xml&coll=1&thispage=3 6/21/200



iuse

ably use it if it was built.
in the eastern suburbs of Onondaga

Once the SMTC's report on
County, He can be reached at
fpierce@syracuse.com or 470-6062.

the walkway is finalized, it will
| Frederic Pierce covers the communities

significant numbers of people -

surrounding population justified
adults and children — would

some kind of walkway bec
be given to the Manlius Town

board, which two years ago
asked that the study be done.

prob

building a
etween the villages of

Fayetteville and Manlius, but

e

he topic that ran in this

space two weeks ago.,

ly.
The presentation noted the

presence of two schools along

Nobody from the agency said
tensive

Part of that was caused by an
children use this stretch of the

inaccurate interpretation of part

of the SMTC’s public presenta-

tion on 1
the route, and said the size of the

ting heat from opponents of any
Fayetteville-Manlius road “‘ex-

agency staffers are already get-
kind of sidewalk.

walkway b

ildren
M road

T'he Syracuse Metropolitan

Transportation Council hasn’t

dmiﬂr&
+
Thursday, July 19, 2007
doesn’t sully ch

1

Wbt Eao

Study

extensively use

yet finalized its report on the fea-
FAYETTEVILLE SPility of

Post S
g

7909-0LY
Jo wedasniesfsganaldy 1e wiy yoeay
sqingns uidisea s,Auno’) ebepuou
Ul S3IUNLUILLIOD S1BA0D 3213l Juapald
a9y 32aebaey Y19 UMO] pue
193504 yesogag puv Aemuo)
sawer S29)$NI Fuipnjoul ‘uon
-232 § [[B] ST1 J0] SluaquIndUL
ueotgnday] umol jo ae[s B pareu
-315ap os[e JOD Sniqe AL
2661 1 1sod s 10 ew 23e[[1A
U1 uoM 1811 “asIn0d JI0F TRA
PIRY2IQ JO J2UMO Y] 'IPTR[IA
‘aannoaxa Ajuno)) edepuouQ
auI02aq 01 SuthA SaEpIpURD
IN0J JO 2UO ‘pue|IdaIMS ajeq urd
-1jqnday £q paiesea 3utaq 1Las
ampeysida| Auno) edepuou(
a1y J0J Suruuns s1 ‘OO sniq
-B,] 211 JO uRULIRYD ‘IO
‘aioiN2d qod
Josiazadng sniqe.q aorjdar o)
2IEPIPUED S11 SB IPIE[IA PAIRUT!
-S2P Y29Mm SB[ 29)ILIWIOD AL,
22N Unuo))
ueorpqnday umol ayl sniavd
01 Surpiodoe ‘[[ej sy tosiazadns
UMO} Sniqe.] Joj uni o1 sueyd 1p
-1e|IA 21UeRAl JOARIA J8R[[IA

qol Josiazadns yaas of IpIDJIA

9007 PU® £00T Uaam12q 1UaD
-12d ()¢ pasealoul DRI AIAYM
‘21n01 3y} FUNUOIj S[OOYIS OM]

J0 2uo 01 Suryjem uaIp(iyd £q A|

-DAISUDIX2 Pasn S1 peol 3y} ‘Apmis
§,[19UNOD 21 01 FUIPIOIDY

“pres ounsod

-¥ (] ‘MDIADI 10] PIROQ UMO1 2]

0] 1U28 2Qq [[IM 11 ‘PIROQ S, [12UN0D

uonepodsuen ayl Aq pazijeuly
s1 _._D:s_ucuc._:.-ouo‘_ ay) 3duQ)
"pIES 2y ‘pagimsip
aq 01 JARY p[NOm ‘$3aJ] IpISpeod
a1 Jo [njpuey e A[uo pue ‘2nol
a1 Suofe S[[EM AUOIS DLIOISTY atf)
Jo auou Yyl utop Ag pies oun
-S08Y (] 'A[uo prol N Jo apis
159m 211 Suofe y[emapis Jo yed
1SNP-3U0IS B Ur 01 St ARmy[em
ANV asoddo £pey 1, uop oym
suapisal Aqueau 3uowm suejd
Y1 JO J[quIISIP 1SOW A,
19308 24 JO
apis 15am 9y uo yied 1snp-auols
e ind 01 esodoid 000'00Z$
v 0) prol1 Asnq jo Yoans i~ |
Al JO SIS 10q UO SY[EMapIS
ind 01 uepd 0OO'0L]S Ue Wwoly Fut
-3ues suondo ajqissod oy pauy|
-1no pue ‘[inq aq ALMY[EM E TeY)
PApUAWIOIAI [I2UNOD A,
"SNI[URIA] JO UMO]
a1 Jo 1sanbai ayy 1B Aemyrem
e Jjo Kupiqisea) ayn Surkpms
IRk ' uey) asow juads [rounod
ay |, sueinsapad 10] 19jes ‘peOY
A= SB UMmOotry{ 0S[e ‘6L 210y
Funyew Joj SUONEPUIUILIOIDI § 11
uasaxd 01 [[eH 28R[IA SNI[URIA
12 Sunaaw s Aepsan], 1se[ pAisoy
[1ounoa uoneuodsuen ayJ,
.. Kxo3aea wey1 oyt [[ay 210y) ayd
-oad ay) Jo 1sout 1B Aes 03 11e)
$ 11,, uno) uoneuodsuel],
uenijodonajA] 28novIAS A
Jo 1010211p ‘ounsoby,q sawer
pres | 'prol ay) Jo I210RIeLD a1

fwiduryd noqe sFu1aa) Fuons
A19A DUIOS 2ARY /7 AINOY
Suore Furar] ajdoad swos,,
‘pouad yuauruod
arqnd atpy pajeurwop 193foxd
a1 0y pasoddo siayrads a1aym
‘SNIUBN PUe A[[1A
-an1a4e,] Jo sade[[Ia SNINNYIA
a1 usamiaq Aeamdyrem pasodord
v uo Suneaw oignd € papuane
yaom 1se| ajdoad g1 AleaN

paingap Aomyjom pasodoig

"9L81 01 SL8] WOy
UONRINOSSY FRIJNG UBLIOM
[puoneN 241 jo juapisaid
SEM PUB €CR[ Ul judWaAOW
s)ySu s uswom a1 pautol ‘o1a
-210) Ul Woq sem oym *aden
‘pres ays ‘[[e) £q payspoom
a1 uo Sunfiom widaq o1 suLM
LOTIEPUNOJ ) pUE ‘yuot
e unpim dpgom ay ajaduwod
01 sadot] urea1 £3ojoayare Y],
‘pres uasua)suyD)
‘19aloxd oy 10 papeme SjueId
;s Jo siwawannbal ayy urgim
Awis o) 211s 2 jo Koains [eoid
-0[0aLaIE B Op 1SnW 11 “Jey op
uwd UOHEPUNO] A 210Jag “JIUIS
10] $2013JO SE 11 SN pUB pays
alp) p[Ing-21 O] SIUEM UONEPUNO]
a8eny uk[sor epineN 24,
“WOTPINSU0AL § PAYs Y 10]
uoneredaid ur payspoom s a8e0)
20UO0 SEM JRIM [IR3UAq 21IS Y}
ato1dxa [im weay ay ‘reak siyl,

S 39Yd WO¥d ‘SNMOL

SIOVITIAANY SNMOL

SYOAHOIAN / QHVANVLS-1SOd IHL 1SV3

£00Z 'S Ainr ‘Aepsiny L E




APPENDIX B

CORRESPONDENCE & COMMENTS
RECEIVED



From: Mary Rowlands

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2005 1:38 FM
To: Danielle Krol; James Dagostino
Subject: FW: F-M Rd - sidewalk

EYI...

Mary

————— Driginal Message-=---<

From: syrmatthew@yahoo.com Imailta:syrmatthew@yahcn,cnm]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2005 1:33 PM

To: Mary Rowlands

Subject: RE: F-M BRd - sidewalk

Mary: Thank you for that information. In another
matter, let me say that the SMTC "Bike Map" is an
excellent publication. Not only is it invaluable for
finding suitable biking routes, but the map is very

useful for non-biking purposes as well. For example,
it provides the locations of schools (most other maps
of Syracuse don't). Tx. Matthew

~--= Mary Rowlands emrowlands@smtempo.org> wrote:

The SMTC has just approved a work item in our
2005-2006 planning program to conduct a Sidewalk
Feasibility Study for F-M Road requested by the Town
of Manlius. After the study is completed, it will
be up to the Town to work with the NYSDOT to pursue
rhe construction of the sidewalk, if that is what
they desire.

mmmmmmm e S e T S e o R S ™ S S e s S B

Mary M. Rowlands

Director

syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC)
126 M. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Telephone: (315} 422-5716

Fax: (315) 422-7753

E-Msil: mrowlands@smtcmpo.org

Web Site: wwwW.smtcmpe.org

e S -...-.-._-q.q.-.---u.q--.--.--\--.--.-.r.-.-.-u--.---.—.a-q--,-uq.-.--

vUVvV‘a“J‘h’VVV\JV‘JVVVV‘JH‘VV

----- Original Message--—--

From: syrmatthewfyahoo.com
[mailtn:syrmatthewﬁyahnc.com]

sent: Thursday, March 31, 2005 2:11 M
To: Mary Rowlands

Subject: F-M Rd - sidewalk

Ms Rowlands: F-M Rd in Manlius is in desperate need
of a sidewslk. How should the homeonwers go about
getting a sidewalk constructed? Could NYS DOT

(YRR YRR TRV VI TR .

> undertake this? Are grant monies available? Thank
> you. Matthew
>

>
>



Danielle Krol

From: Barbara Flintrop [bflintro@tweny.rr.com]
Sent:  Thursday, April 14, 2005 1:15 PM

To: Danielie Krol

Subject: ROUTE 257 SIDEWALK

Dear Danielle,

You were listed on the SMTC/MPO web site as the contact for the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation
Council. | have a few questions regarding the recently initiated Sidewalk Feasibility Study for Route 257/F-M
Road in Manlius. | am a Manlius homeowner on Rt 257 and have been discussing this sidewalk issue with many
of my neighbors. Rumors and hearsay have generated many questions and concerns, therefore | was hoping
that you would be the most logical resource to contact in order to clear up some of these concemns.

1. SIDEWALK DISTRICT:

What exactly is this designation and who is responsible for determining it?

Is it determined geographically to include properties/homes within a specific predetermined radius from the
sidewalk area in question?

Can you tell us exactly what area it will encompass?

We are under the understanding that residents and businesses of the flanking villages are not included in this
Sidewalk District?

Do village (Manlius and Fayetteville) residents and businesses have any “influence" or vote regarding the
sidewalks since these proposed sidewalks are to be "outside” the village limits?

Do the members who constitute the Sidewalk District actually get to vote on the decision to have or not to have
sidewalks?

We understand from a recent statement from our Manlius Town Supervisor, Hank Chapman, that the members of
this Sidewalk District are ultimately responsible for the cost of installing this specific sidewalk. Is this correct?

2. SIDEWALK MAINTENANCE:

We understand that village sidewalks are maintained during winter months by the individual villages through their
village taxes.

Since this proposed sidewalk section along Rt 257 is not within village limits, who will be ultimately responsible for
keeping the sidewalks clear of snow, ice, and debris?

Who would pay for the upkeep of these sidewalks; the State, or all Manlius taxpayers, or only those taxpayers

within the Sidewalk District?

3. LIABILITY:

Would homeowners with sidewalks running across their property be legally liable in any way for accidents that
occur on that section of sidewalk?

For example, if there is ice or snow build up on the sidewalk in front of my home and a person slips and falls, who
is liable?

4. SIDEWALK USAGE:

Rt 257 is already a designated BIKE PATH.

Is bike riding permitted on sidewalks along this state road, or should bikes be operated on streets and shoulders
anly?

If sidewalks are being suggested for the purpose of having children walk to Fayetteville Elementary School and
Wellwood Middle School, can it be assumed that the school bus service for the children within the Sidewalk
District will be eliminated, and the proportionate taxes used for supplying those school bus routes also eliminated
or used toward the sidewalks?

5.  PRESERVATION:

Many of the homes on Rt 257 have long established mature hardwood trees and old rock walls along the road in
front of their properties. Does the SMTC have any existing policies regarding the preservation of these elements
of man and nature?



\Who would pay for the replanting of trees, the rebuilding of rock walls?

6. ALTERNATIVES:

The present speed limit that runs the brief 1.25 mile stretch of Rt 257 between the villages of Manlius and
Fayetteville is 40 mph.

The most obviously efficient and ecologically friendly solution to this situation would be to just simply reduce the
speed limit to 30 mph to be consistent with what is used in the villages and surrounding ancillary roads?

Hank Chapman told me in a phone conversation that the main objective of the State Department of
Transportation was to "keep traffic moving." Does the SMTC have any influence regarding proposals for the
reduction of speed limits along State roads?

7. SIDEWALK STUDY:

Where did the funds come from to finance this study?

When the study is completed, will it be made available to the general public or will the individuals included in the
designated Sidewalk District be notified or sent a copy of the study results?

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. | look forward to your reply
Sincerely,

Barbara E. Flintrop

5020 Fayetteville-Manlius Road
Manlius, NY 13104
315-682-2403



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent:  Monday, April 18, 2005 2:30 PM
To: '‘Barbara Flintrop'

Ce: James Dagostino; Mario Colone
Subject: RE: ROUTE 257 SIDEWALK

Good Afternoon Ms. Flintrop,
Thank you for your interest in the F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.

Before | address your email, let me give you a little background on this study. The Town of Manlius approached
our agency, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC), and requested that we complete this
sidewalk feasibility study on the Town's behalf. The Town has asked us primarily for two end products

1) To obtain a realistic estimate of the public sentiment in the area (if a sidewalk is determined to be feasible).
2) To obtain a realistic estimate of the cost of a possible sidewalk project

The two end products noted above are the extent of the SMTC's F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.
At the study's end, if a sidewalk is determined to be feasible, it will be up to the Town of Manlius to determine the
what/wholwhen of paying for the sidewalk, sidewalk maintenance, liability, if there is to be a sidewalk district,
construction date(s)/time(s), etc. The SMTC has been tasked only with determining if placing a sidewalk along Rt
257 between the two villages is even do-able, as well as finding out what the public sentiment is regarding said
sidewalk.

The F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study is a planning study included in the SMTC's Unified Planning
Work Program (UPWP). The SMTC is a planning agency, not an implementing agency. The page in our UPWP
that describes this feasibility study is attached. You can also read more about the SMTC

at www.smtcmpo.org (such as where our funding comes from, etc.).

We have just begun work on this study and are developing a scope of work. The scope outlines the steps we will
1ake to determine if a sidewalk is feasible along Route 257. As with all of the studies that the SMTC undertakes,
there will be a public invovlement component in which we will be gathering all relevant comments and concerns
from the public regarding this project. The study results will be available to the public.

The other questions you have asked would have to be answered by the Town of Manlius at a later time if the
SMTC study results in a sidewalk being feasible, and if the Town chooses to move forward with the development
of a sidewalk.

Since you attached your contact information, | will add you to the project stakeholders list. You'll be directly
informed of public meetings and study "happenings’

Thank you again for your input and interest in this study.

- Danielle Kral, SMTC

[ —— se

Caniele B, (Zebley) Krol
Senior Transportation Planner
Syracuse Metropalitan Transportation Council
100 Chinton Square

126 North Salina Street. Suite 100

Syracuse, Maw York 13202

{315) 422-5716. ext. 307

(315) 422-T753: Fax

derol@smicmpa.org: Email

--------------

--------------



PROJECT NO: U
PROJECT TITLE: | F-M Road / Route 257 Sidewalk Feasability Study

OBJECTIVE:

To complete a sidewalk feasibility study along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville & Manlius

METHODOLOGY:

The purpose of this project is to determine the feasiblty of establishing sidewalks on Route 257 from the Village of Fayetteville
to the Village of Manlius. Many residents use the shoulder of this road to walk, jog and ride bikes. There are also many children
pedestrians as the highway runs in front of two schools.

The main activities to be included are

Determine probable aligments and alternatives;

Determine costs of Right of Way aquisition;

Determine cost of construction,

Examinination of the effects on existing infrastructure (e.g. utility lines, fences, ete.) and natural resources (trees,
foliage, etc.) and the costs/necessity of removing and/or relocating these items; and

e An effective public outreach campaign.

& 8 & &

This project is expected to be completed in approximately 12 months

END PRODUCT:

A report that contains reasonable cost estimates of completing this project as well as gauging local public sentiment an its
appropriateness for the corridor.

Project Sponsor / Participating Agencies: Funding Sources:

2005-2006
Sponser: Town of Manlius FHWA (L $40,000
FTA e 3oy
Participating Agencies: SMTC, NYSDOT, Villages of Fayetteville & Other
Manlius, SMTC Member Agencies, Other Agencies as Appropniate TOTAL §.40,000

56.3
(NEW 3/14/05)



Danielle Krol

From: ABLRFOSTER@aolcom

Sent:  Saturday, April 16, 2005 2:23 PM
To: Danielle Kral

Subject: Route 257 Sidewalk

Dear Ms. Krol,

Since my phone message to you last week, our phone has been out of order; and,
since we will be away next week, this seems like a more convenient way to
communicate.

For several years we have been hearing rumors of a sidewalk along the Fayetteville-
Manlius Road: and as a walker, the concept is appealing to me. However, as a
homeowner along the road, | have some questions other than location and cost
which possibly the SMTC study could address as well.

1) Who would pay for the sidewalk, town or state? If the town, everyone in the town
or just a limited population? Would everyone get to vote on it or just the people
directly affected? Would this be money that might be better spent elsewhere, such as
the schools, or would it be money solely earmarked to alternative transportation?
Would safety concerns require the installation of curbs as well?

2) Will there be a study done to determing actual usage, such as number of people a
day, and number of days a year. (i.e. Lastyear a group sponsored an event on a
beautiful Saturday to encourage support of the sidewalk. While | was away at the
time, several neighbors observed the event and have said that the actual participation
was less than half of what was reported in the newspaper, only six or seven adults
and about ten children.) Is there a way to determine if there is real support in the
community for the idea?

3) If a sidewalk is built, who will be responsible for maintenence, i. e, snow removal
and repair, the state, the town, or individual home owners?

4) Who will be liable if someone is hurt using the sidewalk, the state, the town,
individual homeowners, or all of the above?

5) Who will bear the cost of removing and replacing trees, stonewalls, etc. if
necessary? If the root sysytem of a tree is harmed during construction and dies a year

7/19/2007



later, who pays to have the tree removed and replaced, again-the state, the town, or
the individual home owner?

6) How long during the summer will be the period of construction? will it be
suspended during peak commuting times during the day? Will consideration be made
towards homeowners to facilitate entering and leaving their houses during the
construction?

If your study cannot address these concerns, could you tell me who would be able to
answer my question.

| appreciate your time and look forward to your reply.

Yours truly,

Lynne Reed Foster

5016 Fayetteville-Manlius Road
Manlius, New York 13104-1019
682-6093

7/19/2007



_D_anielle KEI

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Monday, April 18, 2005 2:23 PM

To: '‘ABLRFOSTER@aol.com’

Cc: James Dagostino; Mario Colone

Subject: SMTC: F-M Road/Rt 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study
Attachments: Sidewalk Study.pdf

Good Morning Ms. Foster,
Thank you for your interest in the F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.

Before I address your email, let me give you a little background on this study. The Town of Manlius approached
our agency, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC), and requested that we complete this
sidewalk feasibility study on the Town's behalf. The Town has asked us primarily for two end products:

1) To obtain a realistic estimate of the public sentiment in the area (if a sidewalk is determined to be feasible).
2) To obtain a realistic estimate of the cost of a possible sidewalk project.

The two end products noted above are the extent of the SMTC's F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility
Study. At the study's end, if a sidewalk is determined to be feasible, it will be up to the Town of Manlius to
determine the what/who/when of paying for the sidewalk, sidewalk maintenance, liability, construction
date(s)/time(s), etc. The SMTC has been tasked with determining if placing a sidewalk along Rt 257 between
the two villages is even do-able, as well as finding out what the public sentiment is regarding said sidewalk.

The F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study is a planning study included in the SMTC's Unified
Planning Work Program (UPWP). The SMTC is a planning agency, not an implementing agency. The page in
our UPWP that describes this feasibility study is attached. You can also read more about the SMTC at
WWW.SmICmpo.org.

We have just begun work on this study and are developing a scope of work. The scope outlines the steps we will
take to determine if a sidewalk is feasible along Route 257, As with all of the studies that the SMTC undertakes,
there will be a public invovlement component in which we will be gathering all relevant comments and
concerns from the public regarding this project.

The other questions you have asked would have to be answered by the Town of Manlius at a later time if the
SMTC study results in a sidewalk being feasible, and if the Town chooses to move forward with the
development of a sidewalk.

Since you attached your contact information, 1 will add you to the project stakeholders list. You'll be directly
informed of public meetings and study "happenings”.

Thank you again for your input,

Danielle Krol, SMTC

R L L LR Ll b AR R R R

Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropalitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202




PROJECT NO: U

PROJECT TITLE: | F-M Road / Route 257 Sidewalk Feasability Study

OBJECTIVE:

To complete a sidewalk feasibility study along Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville & Manlius

METHODOLOGY:

The purpose of this project is to determine the feasibilty of establishing sidewalks on Route 257 from the Village of Fayetteville
to the Village of Manlius, Many residents use the shoulder of this road to walk. jog and ride bikes. There are also many children
pedestrians as the highway runs in front of two schools.

The main activitics to be included are:

Determine probable aligments and alternatives,

Determine costs of Right of Way aquisition;

Determine cost of construction;

Examinination of the effects on existing infrastructure (e.g. utility lines, fences, ete.) and natural resources (trees,
foliage, etc.) and the costs/necessity of removing and/or relocating these items, and

L An effective public outreach campaign.

This project is expected to be completed in approximately 12 months.

END PRODUCT:

A report that contains reasonable cost estimates of completing this project as well as gauging local public sentiment on its
appropnateness for the comdor,

Project Sponsor / Participating Agencies: Funding Sources:

J004- 2001
Sponsor: Town of Manlius FHWA (ru)
FTA isec 5100
Participating Agencies: SMTC, NYSDOT, Villages of Fayetieville & Other
Manlius, SMTC Member Agencies, Other Agencies as Appropriate TOTAL
&

56.3
(NEW 3/14/05)



MAY-16-2805 12:24F FROM: TO: 4227753

Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owners Association ‘
811 South Manlius Street |
Fayetteville, New York 13066

May 10, 2005 ‘

Dear Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owner, !

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council has initiated a sidew%lk
feasibility study along Route 257 between the villages of Manlius and
Fayetteville. The study, sponsored by the Town of Manlius and believed to
have been started in mid-March, will cost $40,000 and is to be completed in
approximately 12 months. The end product of this study is to be “A report that
contains reasonable cost estimates of completing this project as well | as
gauging local public sentiment on the appropriateness for the corridor”.

The purpose of this letter is, first, to encourage everyone who owns property
along the F-M Road to contact Danielle Krol at the SMTC. You will then be taut
on a list of “project stakeholders” and be directly informed of public meetings
and study "happenings”. *.

Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol
Senlor Transportation Planner :
Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council |
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100
Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753 Fax
dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email ]

Second, many of your fellow property owners have questions and cuncel,rns
about the proposed sidewalk that would need to be answered before fnrminq an
opinion. Some of the questions are: |

]} Who would pay? (State, Town, or just the group of people most likely to use
it, i.e. asidewalk district, thus placing the entire cost upon those living on or
near the road?) i

|
2) Who would maintain it? ( As a property owner, would | have to keep ithe
sidewalk open during the winter when | have difficulty just keeping my mailbox
free of snow? Would | be fined if I'm unable to do it?) |
3) Who Is liable in case of an accident? ( Can | be sued if someane Is hurt on
the sidewalk in front of my house? Will my homeowners insurance premium go
up because of Increased exposure?) |



MAY-16-2B85 12:84F FROM: TO: 4227753 P

811 South Manlius Street

Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owners Association i
|
Fayetteville, New York 13066 !

Page-2

4) Can the old trees, rock walls and fences be saved? (If not, who pays to
replace and move them?) Can elevation changes be kept to a minimum so that
drainage problems are not initiated and the grass can be mowed easily? Can
construction be limited to off-peak times to minimize traffic and accessibility
problems? '

5) Will there be enough usage to justify the cost or would the money be better
spent elsewhere? '

6) Are there other options to making walking aleng the road more comforta le?
(I.e. a reduced speed-limit, stop signs, etc.)

Ms. Krol has stated to those of us who have contacted her that the answerl to
most of these questions will have to come from the Town of Manlius. 50 for
this reason, we have formed the Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Dw+er5
Association and we plan to take our questions and concerns to the town.| At
this time, the property owners association does not have an opinion about the
sidewalks, either pro or con. Our purpose is merely to get answers to questions
and remain Informed so that "local public sentiment” is based on facts.

We would encourage you to join us; there are no dues nor any regularly
scheduled meetings. We would also ask you to share with us any thoughts, pro
and con, that you have about the sidewalk project as well as the names of !arw
property owners on the road that we may have missed; and have enclosed a
tear-off for that purpose. We ask you to return it as soon as possible. We will
then be able to take your questions to the town as well as notify you of any

information we receive from the Town of Manlius. |

Thank you for your time,

Marianne and Fritz Brown Sharon and Guy Marhewka

Elaine and Lew Dubroff Carol and Bill Porter

Barbara and Michael Flintrop Mary and John Setright

Lynne and Alan Foster George Shaheen

John and Carol Gilligan Christine and Dick Sykes

Name:; Tel. No.: (optional),
Address: E-mall: {-::-ptlnnal]l

Questions for the town:

]



Danielle Krol

=ES—— — — —
From: mary langdon [antiquarian@mailstation.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2005 2:02 PM
To: Danielle Krol
Subject: FM Property Owners Assoc. .
Dear Ms. Krol
A year or so age 1 attended a meeting about the side walk issue. At that time the
attendees were divided in two groups: those who did not live on the Manlius Rd. and who
were all for it and those who had property on that road who were against it.Every
question in the letter I just received is important to me. I would definitely like to join
the association and would do whatever I can to help resolve this question in the

best possible way.
Sincerely, Mary T. Langdon 714 5. Manlius BRd. Tel"™ 637 32865



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2005 1:07 PM

To: ‘mary langdon’

Subject: RE: FM Property Owners AssocC.

Good afterncon Ms. Langdon,

Thank you for your interest in the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council's (3SMTC)
F-M Rd/Rt 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.

Before I address your email, I wanted to let you know that I have been receiving a lot of
phone calls about the study in the last couple of days. I believe somecne that is
representing the F-M Rd Property Owners Associaticn sent a letter to the property owners
along F-M Road (I just received a copy of this letter today). Unfortunately, I don't have
a4 contact name for this Association, But, it loocks like there is an address at the top of
the letter (F-M Rd. Property Owners Association, 811 South Manlius St, Fayetteville, MY
13066). I would suggest contacting this Association via mail.

I also want to give you some background information on this study. The Town of Manlius
approached our agency, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council, and requested
that we complete this sidewalk feasibility study on the Town's behalf. The Town has asked
us primarily for two end products:

1) To obtain a realistic estimate of the public sentiment in the area (if a sidewalk is
determined to be feasible).

2) To obtain a realistic estimate of the cost of a possible sidewalk project.

The twe end products noted above are the extent of the SMTC's F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk
Feasibility Study. At the study's end, 1f a sidewalk is determined to be feasible, it will
be up to the Town of Manlius to determine the what/who/when of paying for the sidewalk,
sidewalk maintenance, liability, if there is to be a sidewalk district, construction
date(s)/time(s), etc. The SMTC has been tasked only with determining if placing a sidewalk
along Rt 257 between the two wvillages is even do-able, as well as finding out what the
public sentiment is regarding said sidewalk.

We have just begun work on this study and are developing a scope of work. The scope
outlines the steps we will take to determine if a sidewalk is feasible along Route 257, As
with all of the studies that the SMTC undertakes, there will be a public invovlement
component in which we will be gathering all relevant comments and concerns from the public
regarding this project. The study results will be available to the public.

Since you attached your contact information, I will add you to the SMTC's project
stakeholder list. You'll be directly informed of public meetings and study "happenings" on
the SMTC's F-M Rd/Rt 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.

Thank you again for your interest in this study.

- Danielle Krol, SMTC

i-'lnllit'i'-ti-*f*ﬁi*ftiff*#*ittttt‘l'**i'il'l"“-'*'l’*i'i’i"'rf'l‘i'i'**l’

Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Square
126 Morth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

{315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email

a-t‘,itiq.14-i*11.-1.-*44--.-1-1.-*-*4‘.‘,-i--‘.-d--&titii-t*ﬁ--pitttti#ol



BEVEIVEY AT 1

SCOLARO, SHULMAN, COHEN, FETTER & BURSTEIN, P.C.
ATTORMEYS AMD COUMNSELORS AT LAY

¢ 2009

RICHARD 5 SCOLARO®
BARRY M SHULMAN
STEPHEN H COHEM®?
ALAM 5 BURSTEIM®™
WILLIAM B, MACHARELLI
STEWART M. McGOUGH*
JEFFREY M. FETTER®
ANTHONY 1 GRIZANTI®
ROMALD A. MITTLEMAN
s5USAM FORTIN LESSER
RICHARD E SCRIMALE
MICHAEL J COMPAGCHI
SHAR] . COHEW
CHAIM J. JAFFE

MARC 5 BECEMAN
JEFFREY B SCHEER®®
SUSAM L EING=teo

BEAMARD J LAWLER
1B 40 1298)

FRAMNELIN SQUARE
507 PLUM STREET, SUITE 300
SYRACUSE, NEW YORK 13204
TELEFHOME (315) 471-8111
FAX (315) 471-1355

36 WEST 44TH STREET
NEwW YorK, NEW YORK 10036
TELEPHONE (212} B0S2-0477
FAX (315) 425-3626

13 5OUTH FITZHUGH STREET, SUITE 350

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14614
TELEFHOMNE {(S8%5) 232.-86460
FAX (115) 425-368480

wWW . SCOLARD.COM

May 16, 2005

Danielle B. Krol, Senior Transportation Planner
Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

100 Clinton Square

126 Morth Salina Street, Suitel 00

Syracuse, NY 13202

Dear Ms. Krol:

MICHAEL J HRABR

CAROL A CHRISTLANSEN
TIMOTHY J. CAPPUCCILLE
AMY B ECITTON

JOMHM R. APPLER

ROBERT D SCOLARCHS*
ANM T EALY

EATHLEEN WALSH BOWEN
AMDREW M. KHOLL MD

* ALSO ADMITTED TS FL BAR

0 AL 40 ADMITTED TO PA BAR

= ALSO ADMITTED TO ML BAR

T ALSO ADMITTED TO PA. AND HJ BAR
=0 4150 ADMITTED TO MA BAR
SSals0 ADMITTED TO CA BAR

My wife and | own property on the Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257). Please place us

on the list of “project stakeholders

“happenings.”

ASB:clm
263199.1

Very truly yours,

..-‘l|| .,f'
6-\/ 7

Alan S. Burstein

* and let us know about all public meetings and study

ce: Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owners Association

Name: F]Ian + mﬂ@"f 8{.{1'5{'{-;!'} Tel.Nu.:@}@c},ﬁ'[ﬂptinnal)

Address: 100 Olel “ramn 04 E-mail:
~ Fayettewlls, NY 13066 )

Questions for the town:

(optional)
msbirstem @ dol. com
aburstein@.scolow,Com
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Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
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100 Clinton Square
126 M. Salina Street, Suite 100
Syracuse, New Yark 13202

SMTC Phone (315) 422-57T16
Fax (315) 422-7753

www Smicmpo.arg
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May 25, 2005

Mr. Jack Setright
5024 Fayetteville-Manlius Rd.
Manlius, NY 13104

Dear Mr. Setright:

Thank you for your interest in the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council’s (SMTC) F-M
Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study. Ihave added your name (as well as your wife’s) to
the project stakeholder list so that you will be directly notified about public meetings and project

“happenings” as they occur.

Enclosed please find the brochure that 1 mentioned in our telephone conversation on May 25,
2005. 1 have also attached the project page that broadly outlines the work that the SMTC plans
to complete as part of the F-M Road/Route 257 Sidewalk Feasibility Study.

Please feel free to contact me at 422-5716 or dkrol{@smlempo.org if you have additional
questions. Thank you again for your interest in this study.

Danielle B. Krol
Senior Transportation Flanner

Sincerely,

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Office of the Mayor + Syracuse Commen Ceouncil * Syracuse Planning Commission Metropolitan Development Association » Mew York State Department
ol Transportation » New York State Department of Emvironmental Consenvalion = New York State Department of Economic Developmant = Mew York State
Thruway Authority » Office of the County Executive * Onondaga County Legislature + Onondaga County Planning Board + Central Naw York Regional
Transponation Authority » Central New York Regional Planning and Deveiopment Board * Federal Transit Administration » Federal Highway Administration



Comment received via telephone from Ms. Judith Skelton on 10/18/05:

Ms. Skelton lives on F-M Road and would like to be listed as a stakeholder for this study.
She is concerned with drainage.

There is a pipe running under the road on her property where the creek has backed up.
The creek runs between her property and her neighbors, through the inlet, under the State
road and out. She indicated that flooding has only been caused by people changing “1t”.
There is water everywhere when it backs up and it doesn’t recede until the problem is
taken care of. The only time the creek overflows is when it is changed by humans.

She has lived there for 20 years. In 1999 a new home was built next to hers. This caused
flooding. Now there is a metal pipe there (placed there by NYSDOT) with big stones
along it. She is concerned that constructing a sidewalk or new pedestrian facility would
once again cause major drainage issues to her property.

1 encouraged Ms. Skelton to provide her comments pertaining to drainage to the SMTC
in writing to be certain that her concerns are captured correctly.

-DK



Danielle Krol

From: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com
Sent:  Friday, June 03, 2005 4:36 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject; Fayetteville-Manlius Road Sidewalks

Hello Mrs. Krol,

As you know there are a number of property owners along the FM Road who have
questions and concerns about a proposed sidewalk along the road. In order to get
answers and disseminate information, several of us formed the Fayetteville-Manlius
Road Property Owners Association. The following is the letter that organization sent
out to those owning property along the road.

Dear Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owner,

The Syracuse Metropalitan Transportation Council has initiated a sidewalk feasibility study along Route 257
between the villages of Manlius and Fayetteville. The study, sponsored by the Town of Manlius and believed to
have been started in mid-March, will cost $40,000 and is to be completed in approximately 12 months. The end
product of this study is to be "A report that contains reasonable cost estimates of completing this project as well
as gauging local public sentiment on the appropriateness for the corridor”.

The purpose of this letter is, first, to encourage everyone who owns property along the F-M Road to contact
Danielle Krol at the SMTC. You will then be put on a list of "project stakeholders” and be directly informed of
public meetings and study "happenings”.

Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753 Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email

Second, many of your fellow property owners have questions and concerns about the proposed sidewalk that
would need to be answered before forming an opinion. Some of the questions are:

1) Who would pay? (State, Town, or just the group of people most likely to use it, ie. a sidewalk district, thus
placing the entire cost upon those living on or near the road?)

2) Who would maintain it? ( As a property owner, would | have to keep the sidewalk open during the winter when
| have difficulty just keeping my mailbox free of snow? Would | be fined if I'm unable to do it? }

3) Who is liable in case of an accident? ( Can | be sued if someone is hurt on the sidewalk in front of my house?
Will my homeowners insurance premium go

up because of increased exposure? )

Page-2
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4) Can the old trees, rock walls and fences be saved? (If not, who pays to replace and move them?) Can
elevation changes be kept to a minimum so that drainage problems are not initiated and the grass can be mowed
easily? Can construction be limited to off-peak times to minimize traffic and accessibility problems?

5) Will there be enough usage to justify the cost or would the money be better spent elsewhere?

6) Are there other options to making walking along the road more comfortable? ( i.e. a reduced speed-limit, stop
signs, efc.)

Ms. Krol has stated to those of us who have contacted her that the answers to most of these questions will have
to come from the Town of Manlius. So for this reason, we have formed the Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property
Owners Association and we plan to take our questions and concemns 1o the town. At this time, the property
owners association does not have an opinion about the sidewalks, either pro or con. Our purpose is merely to get
answers to questions and remain informed so that "local public sentiment” is based on facts.

We would encourage you to join us; there are no dues nor any regularly scheduled meetings. We would also ask
you to share with us any thoughts, pro and con, that you have about the sidewalk project as well as the names of
any property owners on the road that we may have missed: and have enclosed a tear-off for that purpose. We ask
you to return it as soon as possible. We will then be able to take your questions to the town as well as notify you
of any information we receive from the Town of Manlius.

Thank you for your time,

Marianne and Fritz Brown Sharon and Guy Marhewka

Elaine and Lew Dubroff Carol and Bill Porter
Barbara and Michael Flintrop Mary and John Setright
Lynne and Alan Foster George Shaheen

John and Caral Gilligan Christine and Dick Sykes
Name: Tel. No.: (optional)
Address: E-mail: {optional)

Questions for the town:

After some research and a meeting with Hank Chapman we are currently composing a
follow-up letter containing the information we have received so far. Also, responses
from the property owners have raised some addition questions. Some of these that
might have to be answered by your study are as follows:

1) Will sidewalks be constructed on both sides of the road? If not, how many cross walks will there be and how
will they be made safe? Would lowering the speed limit and making the entire road a no-passing zone be helpful?

2) Will curbing be installed concurrent with the sidewalk construction?
3) What provisions will be made for bicycles if there is a sidewalk?
4) Will sidewalks affect mail routes and the type of delivery along the road?

5) Would a wider shoulder or narrower driving lanes on both sides of the road serve the same or a similar
purpose at a much lower cost.

We are hoping that these questions can be answered if the information is already
available: or, if not, that they will be addressed in your study.

7/19/2007



We will send you a copy of our second mailing when it is available; and farward to you
any future questions from our members.

Thank you for your time.

Lynne Foster
Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owners Association

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

— — = —— — —_— —
From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2005 9:26 AM
To: 'Doris Stoddard’
Ce: James Dagostino, Mario Colone; Pat Wortley
Subject: RE: F-M Road sidewalk feasibility study
Hi Doris:
Yes -- the SMTC is planning te hold a public meeting on October 25th at the Manlius Town

Hall (we expect to start the meeting at 7pm). We're just getting the meeting organized,
o we'll send fliers out once the details are finalized.

The meeting is being held solely to introduce the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study to the public. We'll be there to answer
guestions on what the study is about, and we anticipate that Supervisor Hank Chapman will
be answering many gquestions as well. Because I already have you on our stakeholder list
for this project, you will receive a direct notice of this meeting through the mail.
We'll also make sure that we have the Town of Manlius and Villages of Manlius and
Fayetteville help us get the word out.

Once we have the flier ready, I'll also email it to you so that you can pass it along teo,

——===0riginal Message-----

From: Doris Stoddard [mailto:dorisstoddard@yahco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2005 7:46 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M Road sidewalk feasibiltiy study

Hi Danielle:

I have heard rumor that some meeting is supposed to take place about the F-M Road sidewalk
study on October 25. Is that an SMTC meeting? Where and what time would it take place?
What is the agenda? Please advise. Thank you.

Doris Stoddard

5012 F-M Road *

Yahoo! Mail - PC Magazine Editors' Choice 2005 htep: //mail.yahoo.com



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent:  Thursday, September 29, 2005 4:33 PM
To: ‘Barbara Flintrop'

Ce: James Dagosting; Mario Colone
Subject: RE: F-M ROAD SIDEWALK STUDY

Good Afternoon Ms. Flintrop,

Once the exact location and time for the Public Meeting are determined, the SMTC will promote the October 25th
Public Meeting (on the F-M Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study) through several
means.

We'll send direct fliers to those individuals that have previously called and/or emailed me to ask about the study
(you are already on this list, along with approximately 23 other individuals). In addition, once the location is
secured, the Town of Manlius will assist us in getting the word out. The Town will also mast likely help us get the
word out to those individuals living directly on F-M Road/Route 257. We will not run a television ad, however, the
SMTC always notifies the media (television, radio, newspapers) of all of our Public Meetings

If you have any suggestions for additional promotion of the upcoming meeting, please let me know. My contact
information is below.

Thank you,

Danielle, SMTC

-—--0Original Message--—-

From: Barbara Flintrop [mailto:bflintro@twcny.rr.com]
Sent; Thursday, September 29, 2005 4:09 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M ROAD SIDEWALK STUDY

Dear Danielle,

It was brought to the attention of the few people at our Town of Manlius Board meeting, that there willbe a
Public Informational Meeting on October 25, 2005 (location and time TBD) regarding the Sidewalk
Feasibility Study being conducted for Route #257/ Fayetteville-Manlius Road.

How will the SMTC be promoting this public meeting? Will the SMTC be placing ads in our local papers, or
do you plan to run a TV ad announcing this meeting to the people of the Town Of Manlius? Will you be

sending any letters or e-mails to interested property owners who would be directly impacted by the F-M
Road sidewalks?

| look forward to the meeting on October 25th.
Sincerely,

Barbara Flintrop
5020 F-M Road
Manlius, NY 13104

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol
e

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2005 4:21 PM
To: '‘Barbara Flintrop'

Subject: Follow Up: Riding Bikes on Sidewalks

Good Afternoon Ms. Flintrop,
1 just wanted to follow up with you on your question about riding bicycles on sidewalks.

1 spoke with the Town of Manlius Police Chief (Chief Fran Marlowe) on October 6th. That agency has
jurisdiction over the Villages of Fayetteville, Manlius and Minoa. Chief Marlowe indicated that there are
currently not any laws or regulations about riding a bike on a sidewalk in the Town of Manlius (including the
villages).

1 also looked through the New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law manual to see what I could find. There does
not appear to be a specific law about riding a bike on a sidewalk. However, [ was able to find a little
information. The link below will bring you to the web site that I copied/pasted the little "blurb” on ‘On what
roads is bicycling permitted?’ from. The last two sentences of the paragraph below will probably be of most
interest to you.

http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html#1621(a)
On what roads is bicycling permitted?

e Bicyclists have the legal right to share the road on most public highways, but it is prohibited on interstate
highways and expressways (Sec. 1229-a <http -//www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html> of the
Vehicle and Traffic Law and Sec. 316 <http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.himl> of the Highway
Law). In addition, authorities with jurisdiction over other controlled-access highways may prohibit
bicycles (Sec. 109 <http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html>, and Sec. 1621(a)(2). 1641(1) and
1660(12) <http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.htm|>). Localities often prohibit bicycling on
sidewalks. However, some local ordinances do permit children to bicycle on sidewalks. For your safety
and that of pedestrians, however, you should avoid busy city sidewalks whether or not restricted by law.

I also wanted to let you know that the public meeting date is most likely going to change. We were having
some difficulty securing a large enough location. Our agency will still send direct meeting notices to
individuals that live on F-M Road. 1 will also email you directly once we have the final date and location.

[f you have any other questions between now and the public meeting, please give me a call, or send me an email.
Thank you,
Danielle Krol, SMTC
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Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Kraol

Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2005 3:33 PM
To: ‘ABLRFOSTER@aol.com’

Subject: RE: Sidewalk meeting

Hello Ms. Foster,

We are still in the process of determining the location and date for the public meeting. Originally we had planned
to hold it at the Manlius Town Hall, but we determined that their meeting room is too small. |'ve been calling
around to the schools to find a date/time/location that works - it's been difficult.

So, the meeting will not be held on Oct 25th.

We should know the meeting date/time/location by the end of this week. Once that is determined | will send a
meeting notice directly to each of the property owners along F-M Road between the two villages. Since | have
your email address, | will also email you once | know the details.

Thanks for your continued interest in this project!

- Danielle, SMTC
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Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email
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-----0riginal Message-----

From: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com [mailto: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2005 3:18 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Sidewalk meeting

Hello Mrs. Krol,
| hope you are well.

Could you tell me the location of the sidewalk meeting currently scheduled for
October 25, and is that date firm.

Thank you for your help.

Lynne Foster

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Friday, October 21, 2005 10:15 AM

To: 'ABLRFOSTER@aol.com'

Subject: Riding Bicycles on Sidewalks - Question

Hello Ms. Foster,

I just read your Letter to the Editor that was published in Thursday's (10/20/05) edition of The Post Standard -
Neighbors East paper. Because I have been looking for this information myself, I was curious as to where you
found information on the law stating that "cyclists older than 12 are banned by law from sidewalks." [ believe
this information was also in another letter to the editor as well. I figured | would contact you since we have
emailed back and forth a few times.

On October 6, I spoke with the Town of Manlius Police about this very topic. That agency has jurisdiction over
the Villages of Fayetteville, Manlius and Minoa. The person I spoke with indicated that they were not aware of
any local laws or local regulations about riding a bike on a sidewalk in the Town of Manlius (including the
villages).

I also looked through the New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law manual to see what I could find. There does
not appear to be a specific law about riding a bike on a sidewalk. However, I was able to find a little
information. The link below will bring you to the web site that I copied/pasted the little "blurb" on 'On what
roads is bicycling permitted?’ from. The last two sentences of the paragraph below will probably be of most
interest to you.

http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html#1621(a)
On what roads is bicycling permitted?

e Bicyclists have the legal right to share the road on most public highways, but it is prohibited on interstate
highways and expressways (Sec. 1229-a <http://www.dot state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html> of the
Vehicle and Traffic Law and Sec. 316 <http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.himl> of the Highway
Law). In addition, authorities with jurisdiction over other controlled-access highways may prohibit
bicycles (Sec. 109 <htip://www.dot.state_ny.us/pubtrans/share.html>, and Sec. 1621(a)(2). 1641(1) and
1660(12) <http://www.dot.state.ny.us/pubtrans/share.html>). Localities often prohibit bicycling on
sidewalks. However, some local ordinances do permit children to bicycle on sidewalks. For your safety
and that of pedestrians, however, you should avoid busy city sidewalks whether or not restricted by law.

In any case, if you would be able to help me out and let me know where you found the information on the
cycling-on-sidewalks law, I would very much appreciate it. Maybe I was just mis-informed and need to give a
call to the local police department again -- I'm not sure. I would appreciate any help you can provide.

Also - the public meeting for the F-M Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study is set for
Tuesday, November 1, 2005 at 7:00 p.m. in the auditorium at Wellwood Middle School.

Thank you for your time,

Danielle Krol, SMTC
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Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square



Danielle Krol

From: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com
Sent: Friday, October 21, 2005 10:43 PM
To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Re: Riding Bicycles on Sidewalks - Question
Hi Danielle,

There does seem to be a lot of conflicting information out there; but | will tell you
what | know.

| looked back on my notes of the first meeting we had with Hank Chapman about side
walks back in April; and in it | wrote " No bicycles on sidewalks." However, | think as
the conversation continued, he said that it is usually not enforced for children under
12 and thats where | got that concept. Also, | spoke with another FMPOA member
today who had been speaking to a Town of Manlius police officer this morning about
something else and the subject of sidewalks and bicycles came up. He told her that
all bicycles were banned from sidewalks; but that they tried to ignore young children
because they really didn't want them in the street. (I was somewhat distressed as |
had written something that wasn't totally accurate in my letter to the editor.) The
officer was very specific, however, that, legally, sidewalks were for pedestrians only.
He also gave her a list of reasons as to why bicycles on the side walk were dangerous.
| don't have the officer's name; but my friend might be able to get it for you.

| hope this helps.

Lynne Foster

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent:  Monday, October 24, 2005 9:19 AM

To: 'ABLRFOSTER@aol.com’

Subject: Thank you: Riding Bicycles on Sidewalks - Question
Hi Lynne,
Thank you very much for getting back to me. Oh boy - | apologize if | caused you to worry about your letter — |
didn't mean for that. | know that with this topic there is a lot of varying info out there - | am just loaking to find out
what the rules and regulations in the Town of Manlius are. Yes, the officer is correct - legally, sidewalks are only
for pedestrians, and as the officer mentioned, there are several reasons why it's dangerous to ride a bike on
sidewalks. Usually though, as you found out, children are allowed to ride their bikes on sidewalks in most
situations.

| think what I'll do is call over to the police department again — you don't need to ask your friend. | justwantto
make sure that when I'm asked about this topic again, | have the correct information ta share.

Thanks again for your assistance - | appreciate you getting back to me
Thanks,

Danielle, SMTC
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Danielle Krol

From: Bill Little [wrliﬂle@deItamarketingdynamics.mm]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 5:13 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: FM Sidewalk Meeting

Danielle -

Thank you for your time and presentation last evening. Although | could not attend the entire meeting, | did hear
numerous comments from both sides. | was favoring those supporting the sidewalk construction but wanted to
keep an open mind. As | think through the comments as well as the general principle of having transportation
freedom beyond a car, | now firmly support the sidewalk proposal.

\Without rehashing all of the arguments brought forth by opponents (who appear to be those residing on FM
Road), | just do not agree with their points. The basic three arguments against the sidewalk seem to be one of
liability and maintenance, disturbing the trees/walls/property, and fear of reduced safety. Again, | did not attend
the entire meeting, so | may have missed other points. Regardless, it appears that the committee FOR the
sidewalk has addressed each issue satisfactorily. Undoubtedly then, this whole opposition may come down 1o
one of vision for the community. | think the untold bottom line - and they are certainly entitled to have their
position - is that they want LESS foot/bike traffic down their road, not more. Whereas the supporters have a
vision of connecting two villages and espousing the freedom to walk, exercise, or bike throughout and between
with children having the option to walk to school (like mine), etc., opponents like it as is and are willing to live with
the cars driving above the proposed speed limit. Again, this is my guess, but | wonder after itis built if those
apposed will find themselves using it to safely walk to Dunkin Donuts for a coffee some cool fall moming. ...

Good luck in this effort. Thank you.

Bill Little
114 Marangale Road
Manlius

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

— —e——
From: Danielle Krol _
Sent: Thursday, Novemnber 03, 2005 3:20 PM
To: 'Doris Stoddard'
Subject: RE: from Doris Stoddard

Hi Deoris;

Thank you for the compliments! We had such a big (and passionate) crowd at the meeting on
Tuesday night -- all teold, I think it went well.

I want to reassure you that as far as the "data" that other folks brought in or shared
(the maps, the percentage of people for/against a sidewalk project, etc.) at the meeting,
the SMTC won't use it. Any data that we utilize in our studies is collected through the
SMTC (and our member agencies, such as NYSDOT, etc.).

Please continue to share your thoughts, ideas, and comments with me on this study - and if
you have questions, give me a shout. It's going to be a great(and interesting)learning
process for many people I think!

Thanks again for your kind words.

- Danielle
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Danielle B. (Zebley) Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportaticn Council 100 Clinton Square
126 MNorth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

({315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email
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————— Original Message-----

From: Doris Stoddard [mailto:dorisstoddard@yahocc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2005 2:35 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: from Doris Stoddard

Danielle:

Thank you again for the meeting last night for F-M Road. Your patience and grace are
extremely

admirable. I just wanted to reiterate that the

sidewalk opposition had colored my house without asking me what I thought or where I stood

on the

issue. I certainly wonder how may other properties

were colored in (in their favor) who also were never contacted. They are quite a crew.
Thank you for the chance to comment.

Daris

Yahoo! Mail - PC Magazine Editors' Choice 2005 http://mail.yahoo.com



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Kral

Sent: Friday, November 04, 2005 11:09 AM
To: '‘Doris Stoddard

Subject: RE: from Doris Stoddard

Hi again Doris,

The traffic count we shared at the public meeting was taken on September 22, 2003 by
NYSDOT. The northbound Annual Average Daily Traffic (ARDT) was 3052; southbound AARDT was
2949, for a total of 6001 vehicles on FM Road.

This was just one of the counts we were able to get ahold of prior to the Nov lst public
meeting. We'll certainly be obtaining additional traffic data for this study.

Have a nice weekend,
Danielle

----- Original Message——---

From: Doris Stoddard [mailto:dorisstoddard@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 03, 2005 B:24 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: from Doris Stoddard

Danielle:

T did think of one other thing. You said there were 6,000 vehicles a day (3,000 north and
3,000 south) on FM Road. When was that count taken? We seem to have a lot more traffic
since the Towne Center, Target, Kohl's, the YMCA, etc. have opened in the last two years
or so. I just wanted to be sure the count was current. Please advise. Thanks.

Doris

Yahoo! Mail - PC Magazine Editors' Choice 2005 http://mail.yahoo.com



Danielle Krol

From: Barbara Flintrop [bflintro@twcny.rr.com]
Sent:  Friday, November 04, 2005 12:28 PM |
To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M ROAD STUDY
Greetings Danielle and Staff,

We appreciated the opportunity to hear your plans for the feasability study, and for the opportunity to vaice our
concerns in a well organized forum. Your group "held it together" despite the emotionally charged tenor of the
audience. | had no idea that working at the SMTC could be so exciting; I'm sure you didn't either!

We look forward to learning more about the results of your study.
Sincerely,

Michael and Barbara Flintrop
5020 Fayetteville-Manlius Road
Manlius NY 13104

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Monday, November 21, 2005 2:53 PM

To: 'ABLRFOSTER@aol.com’

Subject: RE: Strength of FM Road sidewalk opposition
Hi Lynne,
It was a pleasure speaking with you this afternoon.

The PowerPoint presentation that | shared at the November 1, 2005 public meeting for the F-M Rd./Rt. 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study is now posted to the SMTC's web site, www.smtcmpo.org. You can
go to our web site and click on the Meetings tab, or you can access that page directly at:

http:/fwww . smicmpo.org/meetings.asp. There are a couple of viewing options to choose from.

Thank you again for taking the time to speak with me earlier. Down the road, please feel free to call or email me
iffiwhen you have questions.

| hope you and your family enjoy your Thanksgiving.
Thanks again,

Danielle, SMTC

Danielle 8. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner
Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clintgn Square

128 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, Mew York 13202

(315) 422-57186, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smitcmpo.org: Emall

-----Original Message-----

From: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com [mailto: ABLRFOSTER@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2005 4:20 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Strength of FM Road sidewalk opposition

Hi Danielle,

| regret missing the SMTC meeting on November 1 of this year as | had looked forward to meeting you in
person. However, we had made travel plans thinking the meeting would be in October and they couldn't
be changed.

| wanted to give you a little more information about the sidewalk opposition petition that the FMRPOA
circulated in October and presented at the meeting. As you know, 84% of the households on the road
signed, showing their opposition to the project. However, there were several households that we could
either not contact or were still undecided. \We counted these households as pro-sidewalk by default, when,
in fact, these people may also eventually be against sidewalk construction making the percentage closer to
90%. Also, several of our members have since been contacted by people living on the roads adjacent to
the FM Road saying that they too are against any sort of sidewalk construction on the road and want to
help us fight the project, so the opposition is g rowing.

7/19/2007



An FMRPOA member attending the meeting reported to me that one of the few residents of the road who
favors sidewalks got up at the meeting and said that this project was not about individual homeowners but
about building community spirit. If that is the case, then the mission has been accomplished and the side
walk proposal is a completely unnecessary project. Our community spirit is alive and well, and it is
adamantly opposed to the construction of sidewalks.

It is unclear to me whether local public opinion is something you factor into your assessment of the
feasibility of sidewalks; but it would seem only reasonable that you would want to know the strength of
the opposition of the people whose lives you will be affecting, possibly in a negative way, thus the above
report. | hope it is helpful.

| was happy to hear that your husband is in the transportation business, and not a physicist. I'm sure he's
a lot more fun than someone who fixes PET scanners. | hope you both have a very happy holiday; and |
look forward to meeting you at the next meeting.

Yours truly,

Lynne Foster
Fayetteville-Manlius Road Property Owners Association

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent:  Wednesday, December 14, 2005 11:18 AM
To: 'Carol Porter'

Subject: RE: FM Rd.

Hi Carol,

There is no need to apologize — | realize that this is a very emotional (and sometimes heated) topic. | also want to
thank you for your compliments.

| certainly appreciate the offer to view FM Road from your property. Another family has also offered, however, |
am going to have to decline. This planning project can be done accurately without having to step onto anyone's
property at this time. If for some reason the need arises, | will let you know.

| expect that our next public meeting will be held probably sometime in February or March 2006. The SMTC likes
to give at least three weeks notice before a public meeting — and since you're on our mailing list, you will be
directly notified. In the meantime, if you have any concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me.

| hope you and your family enjoy the holidays as well!
Thank you,

Danielle, SMTC

srmmmmmEEnEREEE

Daniglle B, Krol
Senior Transportation Plannar

Syracuse Melropalitan Transporiation Council
100 Chnlon Square

128 MNorth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

-—-—Original Message—---

From: Carol Porter [mailto:cwporterl1@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2005 6:30 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: FM Rd.

Hello Danielle,

Sorry I was so emotional at the meeting at Wellwood. I hope you didn't take offense. |
realize that you are doing your job. You do it well, and its not easy.

You are welcome to take a look at the FM Rd. from our property at any time thatis
convenient for you. I'll even provide a chair and a warm or cold drink, depending upon the
season.

My best wishes to you for a very enjoyable holiday.

Sincerely,

Carol Porter

7/19/2007



Comment received via telephone from Ms. Susan Hartman-Brenizer 12/16/05:

Ms. Hartman-Brenizer wanted to invite SMTC to look at how far the snow plow throws
snow over the stone wall in her vard. She indicated that she spoke with Town Police
Chief Marlowe about this. Ms. Hartman-Brenizer wants to be sure that we’re looking at
weather conditions along F-M Road year-round. 1 stated that we definitely examine and
consider weather conditions year-round and that as transportation planners; we do so in
all of our studies.

-DK
Danielle Krol
= — —= — — —
From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2005 11:29 AM
To: 'sharthodg@aol.com’
Subject: Rt 257 Pedestrian Study - Follow up to phone call

Hi Susan,

| finished speaking with you just a few moments ago, and realized that | failed to mention that we do (and will) take
pictures of winter weather situations for many of our transportation planning studies. | wanted to reassure you that we
will definitely be out there doing the same for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study. So, the
results of a snow plow coming through and throwing snow over the stone walls along Route 257 will be captured for
this study.

Winter weather is something that we have to consider in all of our transportation studies, so it will definitely be
examined in this study as well. As always, if you have additional questions or concerns, please feel free to call or
email me with them. '

Enjoy the holidays!
Thank you,
- Danielle, SMTC

--b.-t-t[..[blit-i*ti*i*-i"i-**-ii-*-l.l-‘*.**""'ﬁ

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

(315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.org: Email
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Supervisor
Henry L. Chapman
(315) 637-3414

e-mail: supervisor@townofmanlius.org

December 23, 2005

Dear Town of Manlius Resident:

As you may be aware, the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC)
has agreed to complete a pedestrian study on behalf of the Town of Manlius. The
purpose of this project is to determine the feasibility of possibly installing a
pedestrian facility along Fayetteville-Manlius Road (Route 257) between the
Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. The project will also establish cost estimates
of such a facility, and gauge the local public sentiment on its appropriateness for
this corridor.

[ am writing this letter because I believe that we need to clarify the purpose of this
study. The study that the SMTC is completing on the Town’s behalf is a pedestrian
feasibility study that will examine several different options for possibly making a
pedestrian connection between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius. Pedestrian
path(s), widening of the road shoulder(s), sidewalk(s), and other options will be
examined, all with equal weight, as part of this study. [t must be emphasized that
this is not a sidewalk study. Once the SMTC examines a variety of options, they
will hand over a final report to the Town of Manlius. At that time, it will be up to
the Town to determine if and what recommendation(s) from the study to move
forward with.

In summary, | want to make it very clear that this is a pedestrian accommodation
feasibility study with many varied options that will be examined, not merely
sidewalks.

You have received this letter if you live along F-M Road between the villages,
and/or if you

tended the public meeting on November 1, 2005 and signed in.
~his letter and the attached study page with your neighbors.



Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

SUMMARY OF STUDY

STUDY PURPOSE: Examine various possible locations for a pedestrian connection along

Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius.

Given the various uses of Route 257, innovative solutions that address both vehicular and
pedestrian traffic are sought, The intent is not to limit the potential solutions to a predefined list,
but 1o examine all feasible options that may truly address the possible development of a
pedestrian connection between the two villages along Route 257,

STUDY PROCESS:

EXISTING CONDITIONS DOCUMENTATION: All relevant existing transportation
data andfor conditions inventory data along Route 257 between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius will be gathered and analyzed as part of the existing conditions
portion of the study. These items may include, but are not limited to, identification of
the following: current vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian facilities; specific bicycle and
pedestrian counts; existing vehicular traffic count information (AADTY); identification of
bicycle, pedestrian, and vehicular (and combinations thereof) related accident locations;
existing transit facilities, routes and bus stops; and Right-of-Way (ROW) informatian,
ISSUES IDENTIFICATION: Identification of issues involves reporting known and
perceived transportation (bicycle, pedestrian, vehicular, etc.) issues facing those who
utilize Route 257 between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius as reported to the
SMTC directly or found via the study review process,
ALTERNATIVES/RECOMMENDATIONS: A broad listing of alternative solutions is
expected to be given to the Town in a “tiered” fashion -- organized by type, magnitude of
cost, and level of effort. Those alternatives that prove to be feasible will be formulated
into a series of recommendations that will establish cost estimates of varying degrees for
varying options of providing a pedestrian connection between the villages,

FUNDING STRATEGIES: A cursory listing of possible funding options for each
recommendation will be identified.

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN: The SMTC is not an implementing agency. It will be
the Town's responsibility to implement any recommendation(s) the Town deems
appropriate and/or necessary once the SMTC study is complete and handed over to the
Town.

SCHEDULE: It is anticipated that the entire project will take approximately 12 months
to complete from the start of the study (8/2005).

Attachment to letter
dated 12/23/05



Comment received via telephone from Mr. Pasternak of Fayetteville on 1/3/06:

He received the letter from Supervisor Chapman. He thinks there is one important item
missing from the summary of the study: weather conditions. He wanted to know if we
were going to look at the conditions on Route 257 year-round (including in inclement
weather). 1 assured him that we would.

-DK



Danielle Krol

From: sharthodg@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 8:50 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Cc: supervisor@townofmanlius.org

Subject: Re: Rt 257 Pedestrian Study - Follow up to phone call

Hello Danielle,...Susan and Jon Brenizer here. What I wanted and

needed you to see is the difference between someone "reporting” that the huge snowplows
spew ice and snow 50 feet and actually SEEING for yourself how fast the plows go, how big
the state plows are and just how far 50 feet of snoe, ice, salt and sand really go....1it
is a sight to beheld and no one, let me repeat MO ONE would be safe walking FM road on a
"typical" winter day in this, the snowball capital of the US.

As you know , winter starts end or mid November and goes until April,

fully half of the year here, The sidewalks are not only a "luxury"
recreational item for a few but also a half time "user friendly"” and
unnecessary expense at best. I truly wish you had taken me up on my

offer to just cbserve and I would very much like to know the dates that you actually DO
come on this road to observe what we homeowners already

know. Please let me know the actual dates as you have said that you
would include the homeowners in your studies of the rcad. Thank you
very much. Sincerely, Susan and Jon Brenizer 9n8 FM Road,

Fayetteville NY 13066

--=0riginal Message-----

From: Danielle Krol <dkrol@smtcmpo.org>

To: sharthodgfaocl.com

Sent: Fri, 16 Dec 2005 11:28:14 -0500

Subject: Rt 257 Pedestrian Study - Follow up to phone call

Hi Susan,

I finished speaking with you just a few moments ago, and realized that I failed to mention
that we do (and will) take pictures of winter weather situations for many of our
transportation planning studies. I wanted to reassure you that we will definitely be out
there doing the same for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study.

So, the results of a snow plow coming through and throwing snow over the stone walls along
Route 257 will be captured for this study.

Winter weather is something that we have tc consider in all of our transportation studies,
so it will definitely be examined in this study as well,

As always, if you have additional questions or concerns, please feel free to call or email
me with them.

Enjoy the holidays!
Thank you,

- Danielle, SMTC

*1*.***++#I‘ltti*iii*i*1#iI*tftf‘-‘*ii*iiiiiiiilinl*t

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Square
126 Morth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

(315) 422-5716, ext. 307

{315) 422-7753: Fax

dkrol@smtcmpo.crg: Email
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Dear SirlMadam;,

Please be advised that my husband and myself, as property owners on F-M Road,
(911 South Manlius Street) are opposed to any sidewalks being constructed on the
road. We have various concerns regarding this proposal, all of which have been
brought to your attention by the FM Road Property Owners Association. If you have
any comments regarding our stance please feel free to contact us at the above

address.

Thank you.
Marianne Greer Brown

[ |Use my signature

Send Save as a Draft l Cancel |
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Danw Krol
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From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2006 1:41 PM
To: 'Doris Stoddard’
Subject: RE: from Doris Stoddard
Hi Doris,
Yes -- you are correct. Back in November 2005, the SMTC had anticipated holding another

public meeting in the spring of 2006 (March or so) on the Route 257 Pedestrian Study. It
is now looking like the next public meeting won't take place until this summer, and at
this point, I cannot be more specific than that.

The SMTC does not want to hold another public meeting until we have some substantial
information to share with the public. We recently received all of our accident data (from
1999 through 2004) and just started the process of analyzing those reports. The SMTC also
recently received the majority of zoning information that we need for this project and
will begin the process of examining that as well. BHoth the accident data and zoning
information take time to obtain, and this time-frame is typical for most SMTC studies.

We are also in the process of retaining a consultant for engineering assistance on this
project. It will probably take a good two months to hire a consultant, get them on beoard,
and begin work. We are planning to have the consultant assist with detailed mapping of
the corridor, suggestions for pedestrian connections, and associated cost estimates of
these connections.

In fairness to everyone involved in and concerned with this project, we do not plan to
hold another public meeting until we have more information to share. However, we will
definitely give plenty of notification to the publie through direct mailings and the news
when it is time to hold the next public meeting.

Thariks for your continued interest!

- Danielle, SMTC

'I'Ilillli-lﬁﬂiililiiilf*h-iii*i.*tt*ii#‘*'iiitiili"il

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Sqguare
176 Morth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315) 422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org
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—~=-==0Original Message-----=

From: Doris Stoddard [mailto:dorisstoddard@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2006 10:40 AM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: from Doris Stoddard

Dear Danielle:

Now that it is March 20, I think I'm remembering that the SMTC was going Eo hold another
informational meeting on the FM Road sidewalk study in February(?).

Any updates on the study or plans for a meeting?

Thanks much.

Doris

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com

1



Sudith A. Skelton
4926 Fayetteville Mardius Koad
Manlius, NY 13104
(315) 682-5370

September 15, 2006

Mr. Mario Colone

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 N. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, NY 13202

Dear Mr. Colone:

Regarding the building of sidewalks on FM Road, | share many of the concerns
that other residents have expressed.

| had previously spoken to Danielle Krol about a concern that is unique to my
property. She instructed me to send a letter explaining it. My concern is regarding the
creek that runs the length of my property (4926) and my neighbor's property (4930). It
flows under the road and into the pond across the street.

Owr- FH RA:

Ta\ex Oaxlet

Side Side /

| have lived here for twenty-two years, and the only times the creek has E
overflowed its banks have been when people have done something to cause a change | P

in the natural flow of the water.

When the creek has overflowed, the water backs up into the back of my duplex,
flooding both garages and both cellars. The water level continues to rise until whatever
caused the problem is taken care of. Then the water drains out of my house, in the
creek, and flows out the inlet pipe and under FM Road.

The first time occurred on March 22, 1994 when the people across the street,
who have the pond, had a new wall built at the outlet end. Large stones from the top of
it gradually fell and blocked the outlet, causing the water to back up into my garages
and cellars.



Mr. Mario Loione
September 15, 2006
Page 2

The wall was "repaired" the same way it was previously, so the next year in
October 1995, the exact same thing happened. Finally, it was repaired properly.

The third time was in 1999 when the house at 4930 FM Road was being built.
Niagara Mohawk shot an underground line that hit the pipe that is under the road. The
hole in the pipe prevented the water from flowing to the outlet side, causing the creek to

overflow and back up.

Previously, eacn time when the creek backed up, the state DOT attempted to
clear out the inlet side using a backhoe. Each time, this caused further damage to the
inlet wall which was already old and in poor condition. So once more, the water backed

up, causing flooding.

After the fourth flooding, the state engineer had a large metal half pipe put at the
inlet opening, rocks put on one bank to hold the soil, and rocks put on the bank that is

over the outlet opening below.

Also, | keep a vigil out for plastic bags, cups, etc. that might go into the pipe.
Every Fall | thoroughly clean out the area by raking and clearing both banks and the
creek itself of twigs, leaves, weeds, etc.

With the above things done, there has been no more flooding. However, the
pipe that runs under FM Road is very old and has been repaired at least twice that |
know of between 1994 and 2000. | have no idea what the true condition of it really is.

These floodings have caused damage to my property and that of tenants, a lot of
expenses, much frustration, aggravation and work, and devalued my property both for

renting and selling.

| am very concemned about the building of a sidewalk along the road by my
house. There is not much distance between the road and the inlet area. | fear that any
kind of disruption such as removing the lilac trees that hold the soil, any change in
elevation, erosion, rocks from above the inlet pipe being caused to fall and block the
flow of the water, etc. could cause problems such as | have previously had.

In conclusion, | hope that anyone involved in gathering and reporting information
or making decisions about the sidewalk issue will please take into consideration my
concems.

Sincerefy.t d‘ W

Judith A. Skelton






"@c;rs.-_, .Ti:'\t‘:ﬁc:»é
'-"'fr_&“c:.f‘&-_._ BN
:;'ée; U-ﬂ‘\-i.] Pwa, P«{*c\o\am 5
mm’rer con Aran oo




tuce .5\'\{3[;35 "".‘r\q:_, [,_Ja\_—kre_;{" o..c_.\l‘&E.él

|

Thl 5

N
oy
(=
ge
o
-
<
9
4
i
4
o
o]




! o iy g # e i I} e

3 ol

s R

T Ris Pleture  Shows  the inlet S
Phe Laxec Ao e d ot Ths wos +he last
riwme There wasg Llosding -




This Fi‘“—’\‘mve_ Shc::u_'a_s +he ]*h\&‘i‘E
oStec the State DOT Moae rePaics.




100 Clinton Square

126 N. Salina Street, Suits 100
Syracuse, Naw York 13202
Phone (315) 422-5716

Fax (315) 422.7753
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October 2, 2006

Ms. Judith A. Skelton
4926 Fayetteville Manlius Road
Manlius, NY 13104

Dear Ms. Skelton:

Thank you for your letter of concern regarding drainage and associated impacts to property along
Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257. Although it is understood that modifications to
embankments in the past have caused the creek to overflow, the issue of drainage implications is
beyond the Scope of Work for the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study that the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council is
completing on behalf of the Town of Manlius (Town).

However, when the final document is completed it will recommend that the Town or the New
York State Department of Transportation, if they choose to implement any type of facility for the
road, undertake the necessary steps to complete an engineering analysis and research any
potential drainage impacts.

Once again, thank you for your letter. If you any further questions regarding the study please fell
free to contact me at (315) 422-5716.

Sincerely,

Zais A

Mario A. Colone
Transportation Planner

ce: Mary Rowlands, SMTC Director
James D' Agostino, SMTC Program Manager
Louis Ferrone, NYSDOT Region 3

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Office of the Mayor * Syracuse Comman Council + Syracuse Planning Commission » Metropolitan Development Association » New York State Deparment
of Transportation « Naw York State Department of Enviranmental Conservation = New York State Depariment of Economic Development = MNew York State
Thruway Autharity « Office of the County Executive = Onondaga County Legislature + Onondaga County Planning Board » Ceniral New York Regional
Transportation Autharity = Ceniral Mew York Regional Planning and Development Board = Federal Transit Administration » Federal Highway Administration



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Kral

Sent: Tuesday, February 20, 2007 2:11 AM
To: ‘Nancy Shapirg'

Subject: RE: Status of Route 257 study

Hello Ms. Shapiro,

The Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) is currently reviewing the work of
the consultant hired to assist with this study. At this point, the SMTIC is anticipating a
March public meeting to share the alternatives (for various pedestrian accommodation
options) put forth by the consultant. We will be sure to "get the word out" about the
upcoming public meeting once it is scheduled,

Thank you for your interest in this study.
- Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Square
126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202 .
Phone:; (315%) 422-5716, ext. 307
Fau: (315) 422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Mancy Shapiro [mailto:nshapiroBtwcny.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2007 1:44 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Status of Route 257 study

Would you kindly update me as to the status of the Route 257 study regarding sidewalks.
Thank you.

Nancy Shapiro



Danielle Krol

_— —_— =
From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2007 2:03 PM
To: ‘Doris Stoddard’
Subject: RE: F-M Road feasibility study
Hi Doris,
I'm working to schedule the public meeting for April -- I'm aiming toc get that set up soon

so that we can give everyone plenty of notice (we'll send out a flyer announcing the
meeting like we have done in the past]).

At the public meeting, we plan to share the alternatives put forth by the consultant for
possible pedestrian accommodations along Route 257 (the SMTC is just about done with our
review of the consultant's work).

Thanks!
- Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Square
126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: [315) 422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtempo.org

————— Original Message-----

From: Doris Stoddard [mailto:dorisstoddard@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2007 11:38 AM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M Road feasibility study

Hi Danielle:

I have read that the SMTC is supposed to have a meeting about F-M Road in March. Any news
or date yet?

Thanks,

Doris

Don't pick lemons.
See all the new 2007 cars at Yahoo! Autos.
htep://autos.yahoo.com/new_cars.html



Danielle Krol
From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Thursday, April 12, 2007 10:15 AM
To: 'Marilyn & Kent Jeffery'

Cc: James Dagostino; Mario Colone

Subject: RE: F-M Rd

Tracking: Recipient Read
‘Marflyn & Kent Jeffery'
James Dagostino Read: 4/12/2007 10:26 AM
Maria Colone Read: 4/12/2007 10:36 AM
Hi Marilyn,

Thank you for your email. You pose some good questions. Town Supervisor Hank Chapman has been
participating in every aspect of the F-M Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study to date. He
has attended all of the meetings of the Study Advisory Committee (SAC) for this project. So I'm not certain if any
additional preparation is necessary.

However, if you want to speak to anyone at the Town beforehand, Supervisor Chapman would be the one to
speak with, as he has been engaged in the entire study process. | believe that the questions most Town of
Manlius residents will have deal with liability (both civil and financial), and | also feel that that questions relative to
this liability will likely remain unanswered until the Town chooses an implementation strategy (if they choose to
move forward with any of the recommendations)

Thanks again for your comments and questions. | will see you on May b
- Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

FPhone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315)422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

From: Marilyn & Kent Jeffery [mailto:kmjeff@alltel.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2007 8:33 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M Rd

Hi Danielle-

It's good to hear from you! Thank you for the information on the upcoming meeting. Are there any questions or
concerns that you anticipate, that we could get answers from our town leaders beforehand? In other words, how
can we help prepare the Town for the meeting?

Our experience has been that the opposition often have legitimate concerns that the Town isn't prepared

7/19/2007



to answer. Having the answers ready can help get everyone comfortable with the facts, defuse sticky situations,
address the homeowners' concerns, and help everyone work together toward a common goal/benefit instead of
polarizing the various sides. If you can shed any light on this, it would be immensely helpful.

Thank you so much, and welcome back.

Marilyn Jeffery

7/19/2007



Comment received via telephone from Art Yates, 4/12/07, who lives on F-M Road:

He is opposed to the study, opposed to any type of pedestrian accommodation — he
doesn’t like it. He believes the study is a waste of time and money. He believes so
strongly that the study shouldn't have been done that he feels someone should be fired
over it.



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2007 4:23 PM
To: 'Sharon Marhewka'

Cc: Chapman, Hank; James Dagostino
Subject: RE: FM Road Public Meeting

Hi Sharon,

Thanks for your email. To answer your guestiocns, the public meeting notice was mailed to
those who signed up and provided their mailing addresses Lo us at the first public meeting
{in November 2005). In addition, the Town also provided us with the mailing addresses of
individuals living on Route 257/ F-M Road within the study area.

Fliers were also emailed to individuals that had emailed me within the last month asking
when the next public meeting would be held.

As a reminder this is not a public hearing, but a public informational meeting -- it's
somewhat more informal than what the Town might hold for a specific action. Our chjective
is to educate the community on what the SMTC has studied and answer gquestions relative to
our examination of various pedestrian alternatives.

Alsc, we do not video record our public meetings.

Written comments are certainly appreciated that evening at the public meeting, but we will
also be accepting them for a few weeks beyond the public meeting (I'1ll be sure to note a
"closing date" for comments at the meeting on May lst). We'll provide comment sheets to
write on, but we will also accept comments that people bring with them to the meeting
(perhaps someone has already written down or typed up their thoughts).

We anticipate the project to be completed over this summer and transmitted to the Town in
that same timeframe. At that point, the SMTC's role in this project will be complete.

After the SMTC hands the completed report over to the Town, it will then be up to the Town
to decide which (if any) recommended alternatives they want Lo move forward with.,

Thanks again,
Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation FPlanner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 100 Clinton Square
126 Morth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315) 422-77153

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Sharon Marhewka [mailto:SMarhewk@twcny.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, April 16, 2007 4:03 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Cc: Chapman, Hank

Subject: FM Road Public Meeting

Hi Danielle,
I was wondering who got the mailing about the public meeting? Did it go out te all
residents on M Road or only the folks who signed up on your e-mail lise?

Also, I was wondering if you will be doing a videa or audio recording of the meeting?

1 would like to know how the process is going to work. I understand that there will be a
1



formal presentation made and that the public can ask questions. I'm a little confused
about what you mean by providing the opportunity te submit written comments to the SMTC.
Do you mean once the public has had the opportunity to digest the suggestions? Or do you
mean wWritten comments have to be submitted that evening? When will the final report be

submitted to the Town Board? What happens once you do that?

Thanks in advance for taking the time to answer all my guestions.

Sharon Marhewka

Tracking: Recipient Read
‘Sharan Marhewka'
Chapman, Hank
James Dagostino Read: 4/16/2007 4:25 PM



Danielle Krol

From: Marilyn & Kent Jeffery [kmjeff@alltel.net]
Sent:  Friday, June 01, 2007 9:41 AM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Re: F-M Rd

Thanks, Danielle. How interesting that some people would object to holding @ meeting in a church!! Aren't there
bigger concerns out there?

Thanks for all your hard work on this.
Marilyn

-—-- Qriginal Message —---

From: Danielle Krol

To: Marilyn & Kent Jeffery

Sent: Friday, June 01, 2007 9:32 AM
Subject: RE: F-M Rd

Hi Marilyn,

\We are still in the process of rescheduling the meeting. We had some complaints about holding the meeting in
a church facility (even though our federal regulations allow us to do so), so we have been looking at other
options so that we don't upset people. Right now we are waiting to hear back from the Village of Manlius -
we're trying to get into the community room that they have...we should know in a day or two.

As soon as we find out that we can use the room, we'll be sending a meeting flyer to everyone again. If all goes
well, the meeting will be held on Tuesday June 26 at 6:30PM in the Community Room at the Village of Manlius
offices (on Arkie Albanese Ave).

Thanks for continuing to keep involved in this project! Hope you have a great weekend too!
- Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315)422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

From: Marilyn & Kent Jeffery [mailto:kmjeff@alltel.net]
Sent: Friday, June 01, 2007 6:35 AM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M Rd

Hi Danielle-

Has the public meeting for Fayetteville-Manlius Rd been rescheduled?

Thanks, and enjoy the weekend.
Marilyn Jeffery

7/19/2007
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? 1% LS _

Ifyes wh:,ch pcdestnan facility do ypu prefer? Ifnu why? il
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Thank you for your participation!
(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)
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== SMTC Public Information Meeting — June 26, 2007

(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? __ N
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why?
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Thank you for your participation!
(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? _ No
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? 1f no, why?
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(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)

E F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? N O -

If yes, which pedestriag fagility do you refer? If no, why?
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(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? Mo
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why?
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? *ES
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? Ifno, why?
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? / _\_]O
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why? ;
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor?
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why?
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? Vé 5
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? _})QI :
If yes, which pedestrian facility do yoy prefer? If no, why?
rg_ﬁ Yalle pn 1L LoA)Y Sido.

(2) Additional thoughts/comments:

Name (optional) Q%g A{AAJT:I?(
Address (optional) 7057 Smehedys Loane  Manlus, Mt /SIVY

Thank you for your participation!
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(1) Do you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor?
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why?
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(2) Additional thoughts/comments:
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Thank you for your participation!
(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)
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SHULMAN CURTIN GRUNDNER & REGAN, P.C.

Attorneys at Law
. Daniel Shulman
Paul ]. Curtin, Jr.
Charles H. Grundner
Paul M. Regan
Stephen G. Ewoll
Christian ], Danaher June 26, 2007

250 South Clinton Street, Suite 302
Syracuse, New York 13202-1262
{315) 424-8944 FAX: (315) 424-8105

Honorable Henry L. Chapman
Supervisor

Town of Manlius

4890 Ledyard Drive

Manlius, New York 13104

Honorable Richard Penhall
Mayor

Village of Manlius

One Arkie Albanese Avenue
Manlius, New York 13104

Honorable Mark A. Olson
Mayor

Village of Fayetteville

425 East Genesee Street
Fayetteville, New York 13066

Re:  Sidewalk Initiative, Fayetteville-Manlius Road

Gentlemen:

Our office has been retained to represent the interests of Homeowners whose properties
are contiguous to the Fayetteville-Manlius Road and who comprise approximately ninety
percent (90%) of the owners of record within that corridor.

Our clients and their properties would, in our opinion, be primarily adversely impacted
by the proposed sidewalk plan, if it is undertaken. It is for that reason, as well as those contained
in this letter, that we state that none of our clients are in favor of this proposal

Although the Fayetteville-Manlius Road serves as a vehicular connective cormidor
between the Villages of Fayetteville and Manlius, it was not designed to accommodate
pedestrians. The road design all but encourages vehicles to exceed the posted speed limit. The
roadway is, for the most part, wide, flat, straight and open. This, in and of itself, creates a
condition that is not conducive to introducing pedestrians, joggers, and most importantly,
children to an area that is inherently unsafe.



SHULMAN CURTIN GRUNDNER & REGAN, P.C.

Honorable Henry L. Chapman Auorneys at Law
Honorable Richard Penhall

Honorable Mark A. Olson

June 26, 2007

Page 2

It has been noted by representatives of “SMTC" that the traffic count on the Fayetteville-
Manlius Road was approximately 6,000 vehicles a day in 2003 and at the present time the count
has increased over thirty percent (30%) to 8,000 vehicles a day. Additionally, it is noted by
traffic experts that the average speed of the vehicles is five to ten miles per hour above the posted
speed limit. The situation, as it exists today, is not safe for pedestrians, even if a sidewalk was
available. With increased traffic contemplated in the future, the potential for injury increases
exponentially.

Another consideration that needs attention is the cost of construction and the cost of
ongoing maintenance of a sidewalk. Even though grant funds may be available for a portion of
the proposed improvements, the cost of maintenance, repair and replacement will fall on the
taxpayers of this Town. This is an additional financial burden that our clients are unwilling to
bear and they are concerned about the potential liability that they may be subject to if the
proposed walkway is not properly maintained, especially during our extended winter months. To
invite the public to use a connective corridor and not provide for ongoing care is not, in our
clients’ judgment, a sound proposal. Moreover, if the municipalities fail to provide for snow
removal and maintenance, they will neither assume the obligation, nor have the responsibility
imposed upon them.

Additionally, some attention should be given to the method of snow removal practiced by
the New York State DOT. The snow is thrown to each side of Fayetteville-Manlius Road by
large plows. That practice, in and of itself, would put pedestrians in harms way during a
significant portion of the year.

In summary, our clients are absolutely opposed to the further consideration of this
proposal and are unanimous in their resolve to make sure that it is not implemented. When all of
the relevant facts are exposed and the reality of the situation is properly discerned, it is our belief
that this project should not be undertaken.

Respectfully submitted.

Very truly yours,

SHULMAN CURTIN
GRUNDNER & REGAN, P.C.

) Wl J Codaise

Paul J. Curtin, Jr.

PIC/jmm
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Danielle Krol

From: Doris Stoddard [derisstoddard@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, June 30, 2007 10:06 AM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: FM Road

Hi Danielle,
Thank you again for a great job and wonderful presentation. Pass on thanks also the Jim
and Mario.

In the final draft, would you include an artist's rendering of a portion of side walk
which would show that the properties will actually be enhanced rather than destroyed by
it.

Also, could the power point slides on the hard copy available at public locations be made
somewhat larger, maybe four to a page. One slide that is very hard to make ocut is the
Planning Diagram, one that seems guite important.

in 2000, when I originally contacted the State and Town, the State basically deferred to
the Town since they "weren't doing any reconstruction and had no money" 1 was teld. It
they could do this project without the Town as the stumbling block, any ideas how to
approach them again. Any contacts, anything to help us after all of your hard work.

Thanks much,
Doris Stoddard

Get your own wWeb address.
Have a HUGE year through Yahoo! Small Business.
http://smallbusiness.yahoo.com/domains/?p=BESTDEAL



Danielle Krol

From: JohnPatane@ongov net

Sent:  Monday, July 02, 2007 9:38 AM
To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Re: phone message

Hi Daniglle:
| didn't want to bother you that evening to introduce myself...| saw that you had your hands full.

| noticed you and Jim both employed excellent audience control technigues such as “you have a good point to
make, but we can't address it here...". Good job.. | sensed that it was a potentially volatile situation early on
Nice try on trying to "divide and conquer” by trying to split them into 3 groups for discussion....| guess those

techniques only can go so far. That was a new one on me...I'll have to remember it..could be quite effective if

followed

It seems we may have seen the development of a new phrase: the opposite of NIMBY, that being NIMFY ... Mot
in My Front Yard" |

| could understand the viewpoint of the landowners on 257. Years back, as a young planner | probably wouldn't
have. However, having been on that road, I've noticed that in many instances the trees or stone fences, or both,
already provide a visual and physical separation from most of the yards of the homeowners. In fact, my brother

totally rebuilt the stone wall at Dr. Shapiro's front yard (west side).

There were times when | wanted to stand up and rebut some of the homeowner's comments. | thought some of
the "pro” comments were excellent....and | especially enjoyed Dr. Stack’s comments and pleas. | gained a new
respect and admiration for her, as a result. Prior to that I only knew her as Dr. Stack's wife. The couple are Dr
Stack and Dr. Stack !!

While the emphasis was on the children walking to school, it should have been noted that the children in the area
do walk along Rte. 257 at the other times that they are not in schoal, which means weekends, afterncons and
evenings, and all summer long. | have only been on that route a couple of times this year, but one of those times

| saw three young boys walking together along the east side near the Town road that enters from the east.

The “cons” had a good point about the effectiveness of snow removal on the walkway. Not only is there the
problem of snow plow throw.. .but also of drifting in, as the orientation of the walkway is almost directly
perpendicular to the prevailing winds, and with a snow pile on its windward side, is susceptable to constant

drifting in whenever the conditions are right for drifting snow.

| took a ride along 257 on my way home that night. | noticed a jogger on the Village of Manlius sidewalks that
appears to have come from along the east side of 257. | saw a couple walking along the west side, facing traffic

One thing that | did notice was the presence of power pales on the west side of the road, right where a path or
trail would go. | don't remember hearing about them in the Hearing, though | may have missed that. They seem

to present a major obstacle to placing a walkway within the Hwy ROW on that side

Have you seen the new crosswalk on Genesee St. in Chittenango 7 The one with yellow lights in the pavement
to warn motorists when someone is in the crosswalk ? It's quite interesting...and would definitely be helpful on
257 crosswalks.. some of these also have a small traffic light or flashing yellow light on a pole at roadside. This
lighted crosswalk is button activated.....it seems to me that one that is infrared activated would be more
effective... some folks just don't like to stop traffic, and won't push the button...scampering across instead when

7/19/2007



they think they'll be able to make it (I even have that type of mentality myself). Additionally, the infrared ones can
sense when someone is still in the crosswalk, like a handicapped person, and will extend the time the warming

lights are on.

| just attended a day long session put on by the Cornell Local Roads Program and Lois Chaplin, whao is an avid
bicyclist.

The topic was pedestrian and bicycle safety. It was well attended by City Traffic folks, Dewitt folks, a couple of
us from the County and a few others.

| trust you are well aware of this Cornell program already, but if you're not | can provide more information. It
coincides exactly with the message of your Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan.

Have a good vacation...or have a good vacation 7 You probably won't get this until you return.

John
“Danlelle Krol” <dkrol@smicmpo.org> To . johnPatane PR
g‘ﬂ L=l
€
06292007 12:41 PM Subject phone message
Hi John,

| received your phone message the other day about mailing the SMTC's Bike/Ped Plan and Bike Map to Robin
Dropkin of Parks and Trails New York. | just wanted to let you know that | sent those items out to her today.

Thanks for coming to the Route 257 meeting on Tuesday night (I saw that you signed in). What did you think?

I'm heading out today for vacation (in about 5 minutes!) and I'll be back on July 9™ in case you needed anything
else relating to the Safety Board.

Thanks and have a great weekend and a great July 4™.
- Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Mario Colone

Sent:  Tuesday, July 03, 2007 11:35 AM
To: ecrobison@prodigy.net

Cc: James Dagosting; Danielle Kral
Subject: re:Thanks

Christine,

Danielle asked that | respond to your email sent last Friday. To answer your guestions, if you would like to provide
the SMTC a copy of the 1,600 signatures you have assembled, we will consider that as general public
participation and include within the Appendices along with other emails, letters, comments received for the F-M
Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study. Please keep in mind that all comments received
through Tuesday, July 10 will be included in the final report.

As far as what information should be provided to the SMTC, Town of Manlius, or NYSDOT to have the "loudest
voice or greatest impact’, we have fulfilled our responsibility as requested by the Town of Manlius to determine
the feasibility of installing a pedestrian facility and gauging the local public sentiment. Once the final document is
handed over to the Town, it is their decision (with consultation/coordination with NYSDOT) to implement any of
the preferred alternatives, Residents should continue dialogue with their appointed/elected officials, as it appears
community advocates are already doing such by providing the signatures to the Town, and also continue to reach
out to the various levels of government to achieve your goals.

Thank you for all your assistance throughout the course of this study. We will be watching for any final decision
the Town may make.

Thank you,
-Mario

Mario A. Colone

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina St., Suite 100

Syracuse, NY 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 306

Fax: (315) 422-7753

-----------------

On Friday, June 29, 2007 ecrobison@prodigy.net wrote:

I just got your packet in the mail.. THANK YOU! I know of people who were at the meeting and also
those who could not make it that would like to send in comments. (I too have several of my own). |
also have 1,600 signatures (and the Town has the originals) of a cross section of people in the Town of
Manlius who support sidewalks and pedestrian pathways. Is that something that would be worth getting
to you? Without "taking sides", what would be the most important information to give to the SMTC,
State DOT or Town to have the "loudest voice or greatest impact"?

Have a great time on your vacation..I am sure you need it after the meeting this week.

Christine

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2007 4:40 PM
To: ‘ALAN FOSTER'
Ce: James Dagostino
Subject: RE: F-M Road Sidewalks
Attachments: Rt 257 Ped Study_Neighbors East PS article_Reed Foster pdf
Tracking:  Recipient ~ Read
*ALAN FOSTER'

James Dagosting
Mario Colone Read: 7/12/2007 4:48 PM

Good Afternoon Ms. Foster,

Thank you for your email dated July 5, 2007 regarding the article in the Neighbors East Section of The Post
Standard about the Route 257 Pedestrian Study. Attached please find the SMTC's response to your email.

Thank you,
Daniglle Krol, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton S5quare

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315)422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

ahoo.com]

ursday, July 05, 2007 8:51 PM ]d j ! g=
: James Dagostino — ﬁé’ é m\‘j 5

Cc: Danielle Krol
Subject: F-M Road Sidewalks

Dear Mr. D'Agostino,

Regrettably, | was away for the SMTC meeting on June 26; but | was given a copy of
the summary of your study that recommends building a sidewalk on the west side of
Route 257. | live on the east side; and will, therefore, be relatively unaffected by any
such construction.

However, since helping form the Fayetteville Manlius Road Property Owners
Association in 2005, | have learned a lot about the ramifications of building a side

7/19/2007



walk along a busy state road. | have come to the conclusion that the basic concept of
a “safe” sidewalk along 257 is flawed and such a project is not in the public interest.
Such a sidewalk would actually make the road more dangerous for pedestrians
because it would give the illusion of safety thus watering down the natural caution of
walkers and runners without providing any real protection. Every year residents of the
FM Road are repairing walls and fences and replacing mailboxes due to the inability of
cars and trucks to stay on the road and off the right of way, the location of a possible
future “safe” sidewalk. With the ever increasing volume of traffic on the road due to
new construction in Manlius and the Towne Center in Fayetteville, such incidents will
only increase.

| read with interest today the Neighbors East article that states your study found that
"the road is used extensively by children walking to" school at Fay-El or Wellwood. |
don't know where you got your information; but that statement is absolutely the
opposite of the truth. It is extremely rare for any children except those coming from
the village of Fayetteville to walk to school; and they use existing village sidewalks
and do not walk on the FM Road. In fact, FM school district policy discourages
children from walking along the road and want them to take a bus. All during their
elementary and middle school years, my children were picked up at the end of our
driveway. Even in high school, they only had to cross the road and were picked up on
Stonehedge Lane. Once school starts | invite you to sit in my driveway several school
days and count the children that come and go. I'm afraid you will have a very boring
day.

It seems obvious then that, knowing the FM school district wants students to use the
school buses, that the huge expense and on-going maintenance costs would only
benefit a small number of people, and that over 85% of the residents of the road are
opposed to building a side walk, constructing such a project would be foolish at best.
Therefore, | think you and the town board should be aware that opposition to a
sidewalk in any form on either side of the road continues to be very strong; and that,
if proposed, there are a number of residents who will feel the need to use every
resource available for as long as necessary to prevent construction of this dangerous
project .

Respectfully yours,
Lynne Reed Foster

7/19/2007



Syracuse Metropelitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

= i
% 5 126 M. Salina Swreet, Suite 100
E == SMTC Syracuse, New York 13202
e Phone: (315)422-5716

Fax: (115)422-7753
W W S CE R OTE

July 12, 2007

Ms, Lynne Reed Foster
5016 F-M Road
Manlius, NY 13104

Dear Ms. Foster:

As noted in your e-mail to the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) dated July
5, 2007, the Neighbors East section of the Post-Standard dated Thursday, July 5, 2007 contained
an article (Proposed Walkway Debated) on page 6 that summarized the SMTC's June 26" public
meeting regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study.

While the majority of this article is accurate, the last statement, “According to the council’s
study, the road is used extensively by children walking to one of two schools fronting the route,
where traffic increased...” was not made by the SMTC, and was not an SMTC given quotation.
We agree that it is factually incorrect and can assure you that this information is not stated or
contained within the SMTC’s study. We believe that this statement is a reflection of the
reporter’s interpretation of the slide presentation that the SMTC gave on Tuesday, June 26" at
the Village of Manlius. This presentation can be found on the SMTC's website at
hitp://www.smicmpo.org/meetings.asp.

In addition, Mr. Frederic Pierce, the reporter that authored this article, indicated that he would be
available to discuss any concerns about the article if desired. He can be reached at 470-6062 or
via email at fpiercefwsyracusc.com.

We appreciate your comments and will be adding them to the appendix of the final study
document. This letter will also be forwarded to you via postal mail.

Sincerely,

WA Z

Danielle Krol

cc: James D’ Agostino, SMTC Director

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Office of the Mayor  Syracuse Common Council { Syracuse Planning Commission » Metropolitan Development Association e Mew York State Depariment
of Transportation e New York State Depariment of Environmental Conservation « New York State Department of Economic Development » New York State
Thruway Authority = Office of the County Exacutive » Onondaga County Legisiature » Onondaga County Planning Board e Central New Yark Regional
Transpariation Authority = Ceniral New York Regional Planning and Development Board » Federal Transit Administration e Federsl Highway Adminislrabion
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Q F-M Road / Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study
—=—=SMTC Public Information Meeting — June 26, 2007

(1) Dc you believe a pedestrian facility is appropriate for the Route 257 corridor? N O
If yes, which pedestrian facility do you prefer? If no, why?

(2) Additional thoughts/comments:

o~ . o

Seec——fhrinchep

Name (optional)
Address (optional)

Thank you for your participation!
(Please use the back of this form for additional comments)
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This project( FM road, pedestrian feasibility study) has not yet
been correctly evaluated for the short term or long term impact that
it would have on the residents, their property or the town of
Manlius.

If we are to believe the sketches shown to the tax payers, on June
26 07, the work would mean destroying greenery , flower beds,
relocating power & light poles, fire hydrants , & damaging
historic stone walls.

Regardless of what man made materials were to be used, it would
be of seasonal use only to pedestrians .

It would not improve the safety of our children, adults, or
seniors,that might walk it occasionally.

Such a footpath would require continual maintenance, would be a
further source of litigation to both residents & the town of Manlius.
It would ad further cost to maintenance of services such as CATV,
Gas , Electricity, underground telephone connections .

During the meeting of June 26 07, The SMTC team went to great
length to assure the residents involved, that no trees or stone walls
would be removed. I would be pleased to walk the West side of Rt.
257 that is in question & point out where I dispute such
statements.

The SMTC team appears to have ignored the cost of winter
maintenance, & instead inserted fairy tail figures, ($1800.00 yr for
snow removal for the west side). My driveway for example cost
$400.00 a season for snow removal ( perhaps if the members of
SMTC actually lived in the town of Manlius they would have a
more realistic idea of the costs involved in winter maintenance)
The SMTC people spent time promoting footpaths in Rochester
& other far away cities, While ignoring the foot path in the
village Manlius that runs from Yeaworth Lane, to the Village.
Constructed nearly five years ago, with tax payers money, it is for
the most part, deserted, summer & winter of pedestrians.
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[ find it confusing, that the members of SMTC team addressing
the meeting, enthusiastically supported the footpath project,
while at the same time apologizing for the fact that the report on
the feasibility study, the town of Manlius requested, would not be
completed until later this year ? How can they, or anyone else,
support such a project without all the pertinent facts ?

What was the point of the meeting ?

Finally, while we debated the merits of a footpath for a few
selfish adults, the same day June 26, The City of Syracuse
Education dept. announced the termination of up to sixty teachers
from the school system due to lack of funds.

This speaks volumes regarding our priorities

John Gilligan

5015 FM Road

7 |
A7 g
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Law Offices
MACHT, BRENIZER & GINGOLD, P.C.
STATE TOWER BUIDLING
109 SOUTH WARREN STREET
SUITE 510
SYRACUSE, NEW YORK 13202
(315) 422-2255
FAX (315) 422-6360

JON W. BRENIZER MILTON MACHT
HARLAN B. GINGOLD 1908-2002

ARLENE BRADSHAW

July 6, 2007

Email: jdagostino@smtcmpo.org

Mr. James D'Agostino, Director
Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Counsel

RE: FM ROAD SIDEWALK FEASIBILITY STUDY

Dear Mr. D'Agostino:

As a resident on FM Road and a member of the Fayetteville Manlius Road Homeowners
Association, | was greatly disturbed to read in yesterday's edition of the Neighbors East
Section of the Post Standard that, “according to the counsel study the road is used
extensively by children walking to one of two schools fronting the route.” If such a
statement is in fact representative of your study itis not factual and is false and misleading.

| live at 908 South Manlius Street (FM Road) which is midway between the Villages of
Fayetteville and Manlius. Absolutely no children walk to school in front of my house during
the school year. It was especially disturbing to me to see in your video presentation at the
meeting attended on June 26, the photos of children and adults walking on FM Road,
because these photos were in fact staged. The individuals in these photos were carrying
green balloons and wearing green t-shirts for the “walk your children to school day,” that
occurred on only one occasion during the school year and which was organized by the
sidewalk special interest group consisting primarily of people who do not live on FM Road.

Your study cannot possibly include any factual basis to support the statement that on a
daily basis children walk “extensively” on this road to school.

The article in yesterday's Neighbors East section accurately portrayed the meeting as
being attended by a majority of people opposed to sidewalks on FM Road. With almost
90% of the homeowners on FM Road being opposed to such sidewalks, | am requesting



Page Two
July 6, 2007
Mr. James D’'Agostino, Director

in the interest of truth and fairness that your office issue a statement to be printed in the
Neighbors East publication correcting this factually incorrect statement that children use

this road “extensively” to walk to school.

| am also requesting that a copy of this email be included with your report to the Manlius
Town Board.

Thank you for your immediate attention to correct this obviously false misrepresentation.
Very truly yours,
CHT, BREN%R & GINGOLD, P.C.
Jon W. Brenizer E

JWBI/jb
cc: Neighbors East Section of Post Standard emailed: eastnews@syracuse.com



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2007 12:50 PM

To: 'jbren@tweny.rr.com’

Ce: James Dagostino; Mario Colone; ‘fpierce@syracuse.com', ‘eastnews@syracuse.com’
Subject: SMTC Route 257 Pedestrian Study

Attachments: Rt 257 Ped Study_Neighbors East PS article pdf

Tracking: Recipient Read
"jbrenE@tweny.rr.com’
James Dagostino
Maria Colone Read: 7/12/2007 12:51 PM
‘fpierce@syracuse.com’
‘eastnewsi@syracuse.com’

Good Afterncon Mr. Brenizer,

Thank you for your letter dated July 6, 2007 regarding the articie in the Neighbors East Section of The Post
Standard about the Route 257 Pedestrian Study. Attached please find the SMTC's response to your letter.

Thank you,
Danielle Krol, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Flanner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315)422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

7/19/2007



Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Climon Square

=% % 126 N. Salina Street, Subte 100
= —_..E__ Symacuse, New York 13202
—= SMTC Phone: (315) 422-5716
Fax: (315)422.7753
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July 12, 2007

Mr. Jon Brenizer

Macht, Brenizer & Gingold, P.C.
State Tower Building

109 South Warren Street

Suite 510

Syracuse, New York 13202

Dear Mr. Brenizer:

As noted in your letter to the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) dated July
6, 2007, the Neighbors East section of the Post-Standard dated Thursday, July 5, 2007 contained
an article (Proposed Walkway Debated) on page 6 that summarized the SMTC's June 26" public
meeting regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius  Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study.

While the majority of this article is accurate, the last statement, “According to the council’s
study, the road is used extensively by children walking to one of two schools fronting the route,
where traffic increased...” was not made by the SMTC, and was not an SMTC given quotation.
We agree that it is factually incorrect and can assure you that this information is not stated or
contained within the SMTC’s study. We believe that this statement is a reflection of the
reporter’s interpretation of the slide presentation that the SMTC gave on Tuesday, June 26™ at
the Village of Manlius. This presentation can be found on the SMTC's website at

http:// www.smtempo.org/meetings.asp.

In addition, Mr. Frederic Pierce, the reporter that authored this article, indicated that he would be
available to discuss any concems about the article if desired. He can be reached at 470-6062 or
via email at [picrcefmsyracuse.com.

We appreciate your comments and will be adding them to the appendix of the final study
document. This letter will also be forwarded to you via postal mail.

Sincerely,

N stle 8 fuel

Y j_l‘.(]...t-\.ﬂ'!

Danielle Krol

cc: James D’Agostino
via e-mail to Jon Brenizer
Frederic Pierce, fpierce@syracuse.com (The Post Standard - Neighbors East)
Neighbors East Section of The Post Standard e-mail: castnews(@syracuse.com

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Office of the Mayor « Syracuse Common Council 1 Syracuse Planning Commissicn = Metropolitan Development Association « Mew York State Dapanment
of Transportafion = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation = New York State Department of Economic Development » New Yotk Slate
Thruway Authorty e Office of the County Executive = Onecndage County Legisiature e Onondaga County Planning Board = Ceniral New York Regional
Transportation Authority » Central New York Reglonal Planning and Development Board » Federal Trans? Administration e Federal Heghway Adminisiration



_Dinielie Knl:L

—— — e — —— e
From: Barbara Flintrop [bflintro@tweny.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 5:19 PM
To: Danielle Krol
Cc: HANK CHAPMAN
Subject: Fw: sidewalk letter
Attachments: July 8, 2007 .doc
July 8, 2007.doc
(66 KB)

Dear Ms. Krol-

We respectfully request that you include the following atached letter in your final report
of the SMTC F-M ROAD/ROUTE257 PEDESTRIAN ACCOMMODATION FEASIBILITY STUDY. Pleas notify
us if you have difficulty opening this letter in time Lo reach the submission deadline of
7/10/07,

Sincerely,

Michael and Barbara Flintrop

315-682-2403

————— Original Message -----

From: <BFLINTROEtwcny.rr.com>

To: <bflintro@twcny.rr.com>

Sent: Monday, July 0%, 2007 5:08 PM
Subject: sidewalk letter

> see attached
p-]



Danielle Krol July 8, 2007
Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

100 Clinton Square

126 N. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, NY 13202

Dear Ms. Krol,

This letter is in response to the recent SMTC presentation of the F-M / Route 257
Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study presented to the public on Tuesday, June
26,2007. My husband and I are property owners on F-M Road, and even though your
study touched on a few issues concerning us, we have many questions and concerns that
remain unanswered. We understand that our Manlius Town Board may be better suited
to answer some of our questions, but we wanted all our concerns included as part of the
public record and in your final SMTC report.

We believe that the installation of a sidewalk structure would be of minimal use to the
few people who already use F-M Road on a regular basis (myself included), and of
seasonal use at best. We believe that a sidewalk will not change the F-M Board of
Education’s rating of F-M Road as a “pedestrian hazard route™ (F-M Schools
Administrative Regulation 7100), thus continuing the policy of supplying school bus
transportation to all children in the district. We cannot abide by the supposition that we
continue to hear, that the installation of a sidewalk would make F-M Road a safe route (o
school. School bus transportation will always be safer than having our elementary and
middle school age children walking and riding their bikes to school (National Research
Board TRB SPECIAL REPORT 269: The relative Risks of School Travel: A National
Perspective and Guidance for Local Community Risk Assessment, June 2002),

The SMTC’s study did not address the improvement of the traffic safety issues that exist
on F-M Road, and will continue despite the existence of a sidewalk. Installation of a
sidewalk is a band-aide approach to the real issues. These issues are:

I. Drivers exceed the 40 mph speed limit. In 2001, the Town of Manlius Board
petitioned the state to lower the speed limit and was denied (Manlius Town Board
Minutes, June 27, 2001). Does the SMTC have any suggestions or influence with
the NYSDOT in reducing the speed limit on F-M Road?

2. Passing zones: We cannot understand why passing is permitted on F-M Road
when it is mainly residential. Most of the automobiles and tractor-trailers (yes,
tractor-trailers!) who are passing other vehicles daily on F-M Road are doing it in
excess of the 40 mph speed limit. This is unsafe for everyone using the road
including motorists. The passing zones should be eliminated, and F-M Road
should have a double yellow line down its entirety. Can the SMTC influence the
NYSDOT in changing this to increase everyone's safety?



3. Cross walks: Our initial thought was that if a sidewalk was installed on the west
side of F-M Road there would have to be more crosswalks created to
accommodate the east side pedestrians, but now we think it just invites disaster
when considering the lack of obedience to traffic laws on F-M Road. There now
exists one cross walk on F-M Road outside the village boundaries near Wheeler
Drive, and I can tell you from my personal daily experience that automobiles do
not stop for pedestrians in the crosswalk. I walk on F-M Road with two other
women, five days a week during the calendar year, and on the weekday mornings
when we stand in that crosswalk between 8:00am and 9am, 99% of the vehicles,
including school busses and Manlius Police cars, do not stop for us! Only one
female school bus driver consistently stopped to allow us to cross, but most weeks
not even one-vehicle stops to allow us to cross! There are signs posted near the
crosswalk, and every licensed driver (especially school bus drivers and local
Police) knows the NYS law regarding pedestrians in a crosswalk. What influence
does the SMTC have regarding this hazard?

4. Illegal passing in the shoulder: If a sidewalk is proposed, it will never be safe
while drivers consistently use the shoulder and the grass areas of F-M Road to
pass illegally vehicles waiting to turn onto adjacent side roads and driveways.
Would the installation of a granite curb be included in the SMTC's sidewalk
proposal to keep the shoulder at the fixed six foot width, thus making it
impossible for vehicles to squeeze into the shoulder to pass illegally, thus keeping
cyclists, joggers, and motorists safer?

5 Increased traffic; From your study, you have found a marked increase in traffic
on F-M Road. Some of this can be explained by the housing growth south of the
villages, and from the development of the Fayetteville Town Center, but we have
another obvious reason for the increase . . . the increase of parents driving their
children to school. As soon as the school year has ended, we see not only the
predicted lack of the daily school bus traffic, but an amazing decrease in
automobile traffic during the beginning and end of what would be a school day!
To reduce traffic on F-M Road, and increase the safety of the road for everyone,
people should use the school bus service provided by our school district and
supported by our tax dollars; also helping to reduce those toxic emissions,
everyone is so eager to eliminate. Does the SMTC have any influence with our
Board of Education and /or the public in educating parents of school age children
on these issues?

We have questions and concerns regarding the proposed sidewalk logistics, and its
impact on us as individual property owners on F-M Road.

1. Ecological Impact: The SMTC study only mentioned that of the largest trees on
F-M Road (those above 24"in diameter) six would be lost to the construction of
the proposed sidewalk on the west side of F-M Road. How many trees of every
size total would be lost? We feel responsible for the trees on F-M Road even
though they are not technically ours, and stand in the NYSDOT Right of Way.
Whether these trees are trees in the Right of Way in front of our house or in front
of my neighbors’ homes, they still need our protection. In addition, for the trees



Lk

that are left which interrupt the flow of the proposed sidewalk, you suggested
wrapping the sidewalk around them. Does the SMTC have an arborist on the
study team, who could tell us how this would affect the health of the remaining
trees, i.e.: interruption of root systems, future growth, etc. Even if public grant
money may be available for the replanting of trees lost to the installation of the
proposed sidewalk, we will never see trees of this grand size again in most of our
lifetimes. Installation of a sidewalk on F-M Road would be impact drainage on
the road and the on adjacent properties. Since your study did not address this
issue, where will the money come from to pay for the additional engineering
survey needed to assess the necessity/feasibility and costs of creating and
maintaining a drainage system on F-M Road? Who will pay for the maintenance .
.. will it be the F-M Road residents who will be forced into a Drainage District?
We doubt if the non F-M Road residents supporting this sidewalk would be
willing to share in the ongoing drainage expense.

. Rock walls/fences: Your study diagrams show the proposed sidewalk running
along the outermost limit of the 33° NYSDOT Right of Way, which bumps
directly up against just about every stone wall and fence along the west side of F-
M Road. Since the fences and walls are private property, will public grant money
be available for the rebuilding/replacement of these private structures or will that
financial burden be the responsibility of the individual homeowners affected? We
doubt if the non F-M Road residents supporting this sidewalk would be willing to
share in the expense.

Financial impact: It's all well and good to say that there may be grant money
available for the installation of this proposed sidewalk (as there was for this
SMTC Study), but the reality is that there are many more cost factors involved
than this SMTC Study estimates. Our concern is how this proposed sidewalk will
create an increased financial burden on the F-M Road property owners not
reflected in this study, or clearly outlined by our Town Board.:

1. Sidewalk District: This as yet to be proposed Sidewalk District, of an
unknown size, would share in the annual expense of maintenance of
the sidewalk, but does it also include sharing in all of the additional
expenses: rock wall rebuilding, snow removal, liability insurance,
future engineering survey costs and drainage expenses?

2. Snow Removal District: How will snow be removed from this
proposed sidewalk? Will our increased tax dollars be paid to the Town
of Manlius to remove the snow? Who will be financially responsible
for the snow removal equipment since, now, the Town of Manlius
does not have sidewalks to clear? Are F-M Road property owners (o
be a separate tax district for the removal of the snow from the sidewalk
in front of our homes or will this be part of the Sidewalk District’s
responsibility?

3. Drainage District: Since it seems obvious to us that the installation of
a sidewalk would create increased drainage issues for F-M Road and
for the properties, abutting the proposed sidewalk, will a Drainage
District be created to shoulder these drainage expenses or will the
Sidewalk District absorb these costs? We cannot imagine that non F-




M Road residents supporting this sidewalk will want to help share in
drainage expenses, thus leaving the F-M Road property 0Wners
burdened with this expense.

. Liability: Will the Sidewalk District have to carry insurance for this

proposed sidewalk? Alternatively, if we are paying taxes 1o the Town
of Manlius to maintain and repair the sidewalks, is the Town legally
liable for its upkeep as opposed to the individual property owner
adjacent to the sidewalk or the Sidewalk District? We also understand
that under NYS Law, if a pedestrian sustains an injury on the sidewalk,
the individual property owner is liable if the landowner created the
defective condition. The most obvious example of this would be
regarding snow plowing: i.e. if the sidewalks have been plowed by the
Town or service provider for the Sidewalk District, and my neighbor
later has her own driveway plowed causing the snow to pile up at the
sides, crossing the sidewalk. It secems that my neighbor would be at
fault if anyone trips over the snow mound created by her personal
snowplow service. How can this be fair to the individual property
owners on F-M Road, to be expected to clear away the snow from the
sidewalk along their driveways every time their driveway is plowed?
1t would be impossible to expect the sidewalks to be plowed as often
as the highway, or after every property owner has a plow clear their
driveway! This is an unfair burden for the individual property owners
on F-M Road. Itis an unrealistic expectation to think that a sidewalk
along F-M Road can be kept clear and passable all winter long. A
proposed sidewalk on F-M Road would be for seasonal use at best.

We also have concerns regarding information we feel to be a misrepresentation of the

facts.

|. On many occasions, including this latest SMTC public meeting, the suburbs of
Rochester have been held up as models for sidewalk development, saying that
they have hundreds of miles of sidewalk, and earlier Pittsford, NY was
specifically cited at a Manlius Town Board meeting. 1 spoke with Mary
Caldicott, Director of Transportation for the Pittsford Central School District, and
she stated that the Town of Pittsford does not have sidewalks; the Village of
Pittsford has some sidewalks, and not all of their “Child Safety Walk Zones™ have
sidewalks. In actuality, they seem 1o be no different from our local towns and
villages. Short of calling every suburb of Rochester, we feel that the record of
such examples should be more clearly represented in the future.

2. The photographs in many of the SMTC fliers, and those that appear in the
newspapers show parents and children walking to school in large groups. These
specific group photo opportunities were conducted during an organized event, this
does not represent the normal pedestrian traffic on F-M Road, which is generally

sparse

and made up of adult joggers, adult pedestrians, some adult cyclists, and

only a handful of school age children being walked by an adult. Some of the
families shown in the photos are from Candy Lane on the other side of Rt. 92, in
the Village of Manlius who would not be benefiting from this sidewalk or be



sharing in its financial responsibilities (THE POST STANDARD/NEIGHBORS
EAST, Thursday, December 29, 2005, p. 7.).

. We found it interesting and rather biased that the Town of Manlius Board has
solicited support for sidewalks on F-M Road from our local village Boards, who
as we well know can have no financial involvement in these sidewalks and would
only benefit by having other Manlius property owners provide sidewalks to
connect their villages. In a Village of Manlius Board of Trustees Meeting, Mayor
Richard A. Penhall stated, “They (Town of Manlius) are not asking the Village of
Manlius for financial support, but for a letter of support. Economic Development
to review and give their recommendation for the sidewalk plan.” (Village of
Manlius Board of Trustees Meeting, September 27, 2003, and Village of Manlius
letter to Hank Chapman/Town of Manlius Supervisor, September 28, 2003). How
can we who are opposed to this sidewalk proposal ever feel that we are being
given serious consideration when our Town Board is soliciting sources for
support of sidewalks beyond the proposed F-M Road sidewalk area? The Town
of Manlius Board’s solicitation indicates to us that this sidewalk proposal is to
benefit more than just the local non-village residents who live adjacent to F-M
Road, creating a larger issue, suggesting that we should forget a Sidewalk District
and put this issue to a town wide referendum, thus opening a veritable Pandora’s
Box.

We appreciate your time and consideration and look forward to the SMTC’s final report
later this summer, and look forward to hearing more complete information from our
Manlius Town Board regarding the future of this F-M Road sidewalk proposal,

Sincerely,

Michael J. Flintrop
Barbara E. Flintrop
5020 Fayetteville-Manlius Road
Manlius, NY 13104

Manlius Town Board
Hank Chapman/ Supervisor
James D’ Agostino/Director/SMTC



Danielle Krol

From: Judy Calogero [jcalogero2@tweny.rr.com]
Sent:  Monday, July 08, 2007 1:42 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: F-M Road Pedestrian Study

When our small group of neighbors first proposed a sidewalk on F-M Road, it was with the idea that it would
certainly be safer, easier, more attractive and much more pleasant to have a nice sidewalk. At that point we were
simply wondering if it could be done without too much trouble. And so | was very gratified to see that idea was in
fact completely feasible and desirable and was very encouraged by your presentation. | was originally surprised
to find any F-M Road residents against the plan, and after the presentation, was flabbergasted by the passionate
negative response to the study results.

The three main points that seem to get lost in the discussion are

1. The land in question belongs to the state, thereby belonging to all the state’s residents, not just the few of
us that live along the road. | know that if a sidewalk went in on my side, I'd lose a viburnim bush, three
rose bushes, and a Japanese spirea. But| knew when | planted them, that they were on the state right of
way, and | was lucky to get away with using state land to enhance my garden. But if they have to go, fine
They're just bushes. | also feel that the state has been remiss all these years in allowing the right of way to
deteriorate to such an extent that it is unsightly and difficult to traverse.

7. A sidewalk would be in the best interests of the whole community. | don't understand how a local
government could, in all good conscience, block such a project because of the objections of some of the
homeowners when the land we're talking about doesn't even belong to them.

3. The F-M Road corridor is a unique situation — a short distance that connects two vibrant and upscale
villages- unlike other area sidewalk projects that don't actually go anywhere. For instance, the sidewalk in
Cazenovia that ends in a field, and the one in Jamesville that does the same thing, ends in a field next to
the Penitentiary, or the Route 92 sidewalk that connects just one neighborhood to one village

| personally use the Route 92 sidewalk regularly while walking my three grandchildren in the strollers and it is
such a pleasure to be able to maneuver the strollers on a sidewalk, as opposed to struggling through the potholes
and ditches along F-M Road. But it also takes quite a roundabout course to get to the sidewalk and then it only
goes to Manlius, when clearly, Friendly's is in the other direction.

At the Feasibility Study meeting, | didn't hear concern or logic or reasoned thougnt in the comments from folks
opposed to the project. | heard fear, and | wonder, what are you afraid of, really?

7/19/2007



From: ayates [mailto: yates@mcnv.rr.cum]
Sent: Mon 7/9/2007 1:50 PM

To: James Dagostino

Subject: Transportation in Greater Syracuse (submit comment)

> In Thursday's Neighbors East section there was a summary of the meeting that
> the SMTC held on 6/26/07 In the article, James D'Agostino, director of the

> SMTC, was quoted as saying that "the road is used extensively by children

> walking to one of two schools fronting the route, where traffic increased 30

> percent between 2003 and 2008".

These statements are simply not true.

Any survey that says the road is used extensively by children is flawed

A small part of the road near the schools is used by children, the other 80%
of the road is not.

How many families withing walking distance of the school have school-aged
children that go to that school?

How many children walk to school?

The photos of children and adults walking on FM to school were
"staged” by the sidewalk special interest group for

the one day a year "Walk your children to school day”

that was NOT sanctioned by the School district.

Your study is flawed, your results are wrong.
Given the poor quality of work done by SMTC, why should we believe anything you say?

Who regulates the SMTC?

Art Yates



Danielle Krol

From: Danielle Krol

Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2007 4:26 PM
To: ‘ayates’

Cc: James Dagostino

Subject: SMTC's Route 257 Pedestrian Study RE: James D'Agostino
Attachments: Rt 257 Ped Study_Neighbors East PS article_Yates_ pdf

Tracking: Recipient Read
"ayates’
James Dagostino Read: 7/16/2007 11:52 AM
Mario Colone Read: 7/12/2007 4:48 PM

Good Afternoon Mr. Yates,

Thank you for your e-mail dated July 8, 2007 regarding the article in the Neighbors East Section of The Post
Standard about the Route 257 Pedestrian Study. Attached please find the SMTC's response 10 your e-mail

Thank you,

Daniglle Kral, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

1 26 North Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315)422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

From: ayates [mailto:ayates@tweny.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 1:35 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: James D'Agostino

> In Thursday's Neighbors East section there was a summary of the meeting
::: ?I;?SMTC held on 6/26/07 In the article, James D'Agostino, director of

i tShI::ITC. was quoted as saying that "the road is used extensively by children
> walking to one of two schools fronting the route, where traffic increased

; ;Srcent between 2003 and 2006".

His statements are simply not true.

Any survey that says the road is used extensively by children is flawed.
A small part of the road near the schools is used by children, the other 90%
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of the road is not.
How many families withing walking distance of the school have school-aged
children that go to that school?

Your study is flawed, your results are wrong.
Given the poor quality of work done by SMTC, why should we believe anything
you say?

Art Yates

7/19/2007



Syracuse Metropelitan Transportation Council

|

= = 100 Clinton Square
= e ! 126 M. Salina Street, Suste 100
= == Syrcuse, Mew York 13202

—= SMTC Phone: (315) 422-5716

Fax: (315) 422-7753
WWW STICMpo.Org

July 12, 2007

Mr, Arthur Yates
4985 F-M Road
Manlius, NY 13104

Dear Mr. Yates:

As noted in your e-mail to the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC) dated July
9, 2007, the Neighbors East section of the Post-Standard dated Thursday, July 5, 2007 contained
an article (Proposed Walkway Debated) on page 6 that summarized the SMTC"s June 26" public
meeting regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius Road/Route 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study.

While the majority of this article is accurate, the last statement, “According to the council’s
study, the road is used extensively by children walking to one of two schools fronting the route,
where traffic increased...” was not made by the SMTC, and was not an SMTC given quotation.
We agree that it is factually incorrect and can assure you that this information is not stated or
contained within the SMTC's study. We believe that this statement is a reflection of the
reporter’s interpretation of the slide presentation that the SMTC gave on Tuesday, June 26™ at
the Village of Manlius. This presentation can be found on the SMTC's website at

hitp://www .smtcmpo.org/meetings.asp.

In addition, Mr. Frederic Pierce, the reporter that authored this article, indicated that he would be
available to discuss any concerns about the article if desired. He can be reached at 470-6062 or
via email at fpiercefwsyracuse.com.

We appreciate your comments and will be adding them to the appendix of the final study
document. This letter will also be forwarded to you via postal mail.

Sincerely,

:.Lmil':;r- & fr(-.'“':{'

v e

Danielle Krol

ce: James D’Agostino, SMTC Director

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Cifice of the Mayor » Syracse Common Council : Syracuse Planning Commission  Metopoktan Development Asspciation = New York State Department
of Transporiation » New York State Depariment of Emironmental Conservation » Mew York State Departrent of Economic Development « New York State
Thruway Authority « Offica of the County Execulive  Onondaga County Legisialure » Onondaga County Planmang Board e Central New York Regional
Transportation Authority e Central Mew York Regional Planning and Development Board » Fedetal Transit Administration = Federal Highway Adminisirabion



7683 Hunt Lane Fayetteville, NY 13086
Sharon S. Marhewka '

July 8, 2007

Mr. James D'Agostino

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

126 North Salina Street, 100 Clinton Square, Suite 100
Syracuse, New York 13202

Dear Mr. D'Agostina:

| am writing you because of several comments that you made in the 7/5/07 Meighbors East regarding
Route 257/FM Road.

The first quote “Some people living along Route 257 have some very strong feelings about changing
the character of the road”. While the character of the road is indeed important to many residents, it is
not the only reason for the opposition. | would say that those of us who live on the road know how
heavily traveled the road is, how drivers consistently exceed the speed limit, pass cars at high speeds
and drive in the shoulder of the road

| also have to take issue with your comment that the road is “used extensively by children walking to
one of two schools fronting the route, ...". That is simply not true. If that is your official finding from the
study, | would appreciate knowing where you got the data. The only time that | have seen a group of
children walking to school on FM Road is during Walk Your Children to School day. There is one child
who walks from Old Farm (with his mother), crosses FM Road and goes down Wheeler to the schoal.
You did show some statistics in your presentation of the Franklin and Sheffield Street areas, which are
directly across from the schools and have a connecting sidewalk. But, as far as walking on FM Road, it
just doesn't happen. If you do not have the data to support your statement, | hope that you will not
include that in your report. It would also be appropriate to send a correction to the paper.

Lastly, you stated that by positioning the sidewalk on the west side of the road, “none of the historic
stone walls along the route, and only a handful of the roadside trees, would have to be disturbed”. If
only that were correct! | live on the west side so this greatly impacts me. | was unable to attend the
public meeting but Danielle sent me a copy of the presentation. If | am reading the diagram correctly,
the driving lane would remain at 11" wide, the shoulder at &' wide, the grass (currently 11’ wide) at &
wide and the sidewalk 5' wide (which totals 28', leaving §' of ROW). That would put the sidewalk 2-3'
PAST my wall. | would lose 5 small trees, 3 larger maples and perhaps a large pine tree along with my
stone wall. Please tell me that | am not calculating correctly! And, if | am, how can you publicly make a
statement mentioned above?

It is most important that the Town of Manlius Board get accurate data from which to make a decision. |
also believe that the taxpayers should have access to the data that you are presenting.

Thank you for taking the time to read about my concems.

Sincerely,

Sharon 8. Marhewka



Danielle Kr_ul

From: Danielle Krol
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2007 4:36 PM
To: ‘Sharon Marhewka'; James Dagostino
Subject: SMTC response to your email regarding Neighbors East article FM Road
Attachments: Rt 257 Ped Study_Neighbors East PS article_Marhewka pdf
Rt 257 Ped

uwdy_Neighbors Eas.
Good Afterncon Ms. Marhewka,

Thank you for your e-mailed letter dated July 9, 2007 regarding the article in the
Neighbors East Section of The Post Standard about the Route 257 Pedestrian Study.
Attached please find the SMTC's response to your e-gmailed letter.

I will also be sending an email to respond to some of your additional questiens in the
next few days.

Thank you,
Danielle, SMTC

Danielle B. Krol

Senior Transportation Planner

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Sguare

126 Morth Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

Phone: (315) 422-5716, ext. 307

Fax: (315) 422-7753

Email: dkrol@smtcmpo.org

————— Original Message---—--=-=

From: Sharon Marhewka [mailtu:SMarhewkEtwcny.rr.cnm]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 5:28 PM

To: James Dagostino

Ce: Danielle Krol

Subject: Meighbors East article FM Road

Please find attached letter regarding your comments in the newspaper.

Tracking: Recipient Read
‘Sharon Marhewka'
James Dagosting Read: 7/16/2007 11:53 AM



syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

106 Clinton Square

126 M. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse, New York 13202

SMTC i Phone: {3153 422-5716
Fax: (315) 422-7753

www Smicmpo.arg
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July 12, 2007

Ms. Sharon Marhewka
7683 Hunt Lane
Fayetteville, NY 13066

Dear Ms. Marhewka:

As noted in your e-mailed letter to the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council (SMTC)
dated July 9, 2007, the Neighbors East section of the Post-Standard dated Thursday, July 5, 2007
contained an article (Proposed Walkway Debated) on page 6 that summarized the SMTC’s June
26" public meeting regarding the Fayetteville-Manlius  Road/Route 257 Pedestrian
Accommodation Feasibility Study.

While the majority of this article is accurate, the last statement, “According to the council’s
study, the road is used extensively by children walking to one of two schools fronting the route,
where traffic increased...” was not made by the SMTC, and was not an SMTC given quotation.
We agree that it is factually incorrect and can assure you that this information is not stated or
contained within the SMTC’s study. We believe that this statement is a reflection of the
reporter’s interpretation of the slide presentation that the SMTC gave on Tuesday, June 26™ at
the Village of Manlius.  This presentation can be found on the SMTC's website at

hitp://www.smicmpo.org/meelings.asp.

In addition, Mr. Frederic Pierce, the reporter that authored this article, indicated that he would be
available to discuss any concerns about the article if desired. He can be reached at 470-6062 or
via email at fpiercefisyracuse.com.

We appreciate your comments and will be adding them to the appendix of the final study
document. This letter will also be forwarded to you via postal mail.

Sincerely,

=

...Il,'.«:.a.l--..vfﬁf b plwe L

Danielle Krol

cc: James D'Agostino, SMTC Director

The Metropolitan Planning Organization

Diffice of the Mayor » Syracuse Commen Coundl [ Syracuse Planning Commissicn » Matropoitan Developmen! Association e Mew York State Department
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Transportation Autharity = Central New York Regional Planning and Developmant Board » Federal Transi Adminisiration » Federsl Highway Adminisiration



Danielle Krol

From: Marilyn & Kent Jeffery [kmijeff@alltel net]
Sent:  Monday, July 09, 2007 10:39 PM

To: Danielle Krol

Subject: Route 257

| would like to add my comments to the document that will be provided to the Town of Manlius.

In the summer of 2006, the Village of Manlius conducted a series of public meetings on various lopics, including
Zoning, Traffic and Parking, Economic Development, Greenspace, and Parks and Recreation. Residents of the
Village and the Town attended these meetings and participated in round table discussions. At every meeting,
regardless of the topic, the overwhelming theme was the desire for pedestrian and bicycle connections between
communities, neighborhoods, parks, businesses, and service areas. It struck a chord with the Village, who hosted
the events, because this need was expressed consistently at every meeting by people of various ages and
backgrounds.

The Town of Manlius currently has no sidewalks, and yet its residents have made it clear by a 96% margin of their
desire for all that pedestrian accommodations offer. A pathway on Route 257/Fayetteville-Manlius Road would
effectively connect two villages, several densely populated neighborhoods, schools, businesses, churches, parks,
and service areas. The proposed pedestrian accommodation would be within the state right of way, and would
enhance the safety, health, and well-being of all who use it, while increasing home values in the area.

People of all ages use this corridor for a variety of reasons: for exercise, to get to school, work, or church, and to
patronize businesses and services, As a state road, we all use this route, provide financial suppart for

its maintenance, and should have a say in how itis used. In its current state, this road is unsafe and is not
meeting the needs of the taxpayers. In this time of obesity, high gas prices, pollution, and global warming, the
citizens of this community should have pedestrian accommodations to better meet their needs. A sidewalk in
some form on Fayetteville-Manlius Road is fifty years overdue. The citizens and taxpayers of the Town of Manlius
deserve to have leadership who will take action on this issue and provide our community with a

basic necessity that has been overlooked for far too long.

Marilyn Jeffery

7/19/2007



Danielle Krol

From: Stone, Brian [Brian.Stone@arcadis-us.com]

Sent:  Tuesday, July 10, 2007 1:47 PM

To: Danielle Kraol

Subject: Comments on SMTC's Feasibility Study of the FM Road Pedestrian Facility

Ms. Krol,

| wanted to take this opportunity to thank SMTC for their efforts on the feasibility study for a pedestrian corridor
along FM Road between the villages of Manlius and Fayetteville. | am a property owner along this portion of the
road and am excited about the prospect improving pedestrian access and safety along the road. | was unable to
attend the recent public meeting that the SMTC held but have reviewed the slides that were presented dunng that
meeting. Based on those slides, it appears that some form of a sidewalk on one or both sides of the road I5
feasible from a technical and financial standpoint and that there are literally thousands of citizens that would
potentially benefit from its existence.

| am aware that a large group of my neighbors are opposed to the construction of any type of pedestrian corridor
along the road. As a fellow property owner, | understand their sensitivity but do not believe that their concems are
justified. Although SMTC's final report has not yet been released, the information contained in the presentation
material from the recent public meeting invalidates the majority of their concerns in my opinion. Below are several
concerns that have been voiced by opponents to the pedestrian corridor and my response based on review of the
SMTC's presentation material and my technical background as a licensed professional engineer practicing civil
engineering for the last 8 years:

Concern #1: Construction of sidewalks will result in the damage/loss of many mature trees, stone walls, and other
landscaping.

Response #1: SMTC's study is suggesting the use of a portion of the NYSDOT's right-of-way for the pedestrian
facility. Although property owners may have installed and/or maintained landscaping in the right-of-way, this is not
their private property. Technically, permanent structures such as fences and stone walls should not have been
built within the right-of-way to begin with. If they exist there today, they do so at the mercy of the NYSDOT who
could literally remove them at any point as they see fit. SMTC has reviewed conditions along both sides of the
road and reports that a pedestrian facility would not be nearly as invasive as some have feared. According to
SMTC, “... there is space available to accommodate some type of pedestrian facility with minimal impact to fence
and large trees.”

Concern #2: Construction of sidewalks will be costly and result in higher taxes to support their construction and
maintenance.

Respanse #2: Depending on the approach, SMTC estimates construction costs ranging from $200,000 to
$500,000. While not an insignificant sum, these estimates are far less than the multi-million dollar estimates some
opponents have suggested. As SMTC has pointed out, there are other funding sources available besides tax
revenue to support the construction. Even if the entire cost were to be covered with tax revenue, the annual cost
to each property owner in terms of a tax increase would be very small due to the large number of property owners
in the town and the longevity of a concrete sidewalk (the longer an improvement exists, the less costly it is when
amortized over time), SMTC estimates annual maintenance costs ranging from $1,500 to $20,000, depending on
the nature of the pedestrian facility. The design that SMTC considers most effective is a traditional concrete
sidewalk and that design's annual maintenance costs is at the low end of this range (i.e., $1,500). A properly
installed concrete sidewalk has a conservative lifespan of 50 years and could last as long as 100 years
Maintenance on a design such as this would be minimal.

Concern #3: Sidewalks will increase the liability of homeowners whose property is adjacent to the sidewalk.

Response #3: If the sidewalks were to be built as SMTC is suggesting, they would not be located on private
property. In that sense, it is unclear why there would be increased liability to the homeowner because the
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sidewalk is not within their property limits.

Concern #4- Sidewalks will have to be cleared of snow continually and that would represent a physical and/or
financial burden on homeowners adjacent to the sidewalks.

Response #4: This concern is predicated on the assumption that each homeowner would be respansible for their
own snow removal, While this is the case in some villages, it would not necessarily be the case here. At cne
point, it was mentioned in a newspaper article that the Village of Fayetteville's sidewalk-clearing tractor could be
used to clear the snow from the FM Road sidewalk. If this idea were implemented, the cost for snow removal is
trivial- reportedly less than $10 per property per year. At any rate, there are reasonable methods to deal with
snow removal and this alone is not a reason to abandon the idea of a pedestrian facility altogether

Concern #5° FM Road is a busy and dangerous road and a pedestrian corridor would endanger more lives by
promoting use of the road by pedestrians

Response #5. FM Road is indeed busy. Nevertheless, many pedestrians can be seen using the road's shoulder
on a daily basis. The SMTC's pedestrian count indicates that upwards of 80 pedestrians/bicyclists were
documented traveling along the road in a 1-hour period. It is impartant to note this because it demonstrates a
desire by many to travel along the road even with less-than-desirable conditions. It is just common sense that
walking on a dedicated pedestrian facility further from the traffic lanes will improve pedestrian safety when
compared to walking along the shoulder.

Concern #6: Sidewalks will negatively impact the aesthetics of the houses along the road.

Response #6: As discussed in item #1, the sidewalks could be built with little impact to existing landscaping. in
many cases, the area in which the sidewalks would be constructed are a combination of roadway subbase
(crushed stone) and weeds. It is unclear how a professionally installed sidewalk could detract further from existing
conditions. In terms of historical concerns, it should be noted that sidewalks are not exactly a new idea- they have
been in use for a hundred years or more. Many historically important communities are lined with sidewalks.

From my perspective as both a homeowner and practicing civil engineer, there are very few, if any, valid reasons
why a pedestrian facility should not be constructed along FM Road. We have two beautiful villages only 1 mile
apart but that currently may as well be 10 miles apart because of the lack of a safe and enjoyable way to travel
between them (other than by car). The presence of popular businesses in each village and a substantial resident
population along the road in between means that the pedestrian facility would see frequent use and could help
increase business for local merchants. | commend the Town of Manlius for asking SMTC to perform this study.
Now | can only hope that the Town acts on the recommendations in the study and proceeds with the design and
construction of the pedestrian facility. It is vital that our elected representatives remember that they serve the
community as a whole and that there will be always be some citizens who are resistant to change or
improvements. In this case, the pedestrian facility is clearly feasible to build and maintain, has the support of
many members of the community, and, contrary to the opinion of some, would enhance, not detract fram,
properties along FM Road.

Brian M. Stone, P.E.

4948 FM Road

Manlius, NY 13104

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are the property of ARCADIS U.S.. Inc. and its
affiliates. All rights, including without limitation copyright, are reserved. The proprietary information
contained in this e-mail message, and any files transmitted with it, is intended for the use of the recipient
(s) named above. If the reader of this e-mail is not the intended recipient, vou are hereby notified that
you have received this e-mail in error and that any review, distribution or copying of this e-mail or any
files transmitted with it is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and delete the original message and any files transmitted. The unauthorized use of
this e-mail or any files transmitted with it is prohibited and disclaimed by ARC ADIS U.S., Inc. and its
affiliates.
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School Bus Safety David A. Hensher

Table 2. Accidents, casualties, type of accident, degree of accident, degree of casualty by mode, NSW, 2000

| Degree of Accident’ Degree of Casualty”
Type of Total Total Killed
Accident’ F 1A N Accidents K L & Injured
Car Accident 421 (1%) 18,818 | (39%) 29,119 | (60%) 48,458 | (100%) 478 | 25442 25,920

| Light Truck Accident 93 | (1%) 2,723 | (39%) 4,176 | (80%) 5,802 | (100%) 87 3,717 3,814
Heavy Truck Accident 104 (3% 1,213 | (40%) 1,720 | (57%]) 3,037 | (100%) 122 1,611 1,733
Heavy Rigid Truck Accident v (2% 598 | (39%) 906 | (58%) 1,541 [ (100%) 40 792 832
Articulated Truck Accideni 69 | (4%) 643 | (41%) B42 | (54%) 1,554 | (100%) 84 870 854
Bus Accldent 13| (2%) 387 | (48%) 398 | (50%) 788 | (100%} 13 569 582
Emergancy Vehicle Accident 1 (0% 152 | (46%) 176 | (53%]) 328 | (100%) 1 23 232
Motercycle Accidant 62 | (3%) 1,866 | (B87%) 233 | (10%) 2,261 [ (100%) 54 2,182 2,256
Pedal Cycle Accidant 61 (0%] 1,227 | (99%] 31 (0%) 1,236 | [100%) 8 1,281 1,287
Pedestrian Accident 113 | (4%) 2.871 | (98%) 3| (0%) 2,987 | (100%) 114 3,076 3,180
All Types of Accidents 543 | (1%) 21,863 | (40%) | 30,508 | (58%) 52,014 | (100%) 803 | 28,812 20,415

Nate: Percentages of all accidents involving those traffic type units are shown in brackels.
' Accident categones listed are those involving &t least one traffic unit of thel type,

i E _ Fatal Accident, 1A = Injury Accident, N — Non-Casually Accident
* K — Killed, 1 - Injured

IMPORTANT The 'Type of Accident' calagaries in this table are not mutually exclusiva and must therefore not be added togather.
For example, an accident invalving both a car and & molarcycle will be included in both ‘Car Accidenl’ and ‘Motorcycie Acciden!’ calegorias.
Source: Roads and Traffic Authority of NSW (2001) Road Traffic Accidents in NSW -2000 Road Safety Bureau, Sydney, June,
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School Bus Safety ; David A. Hensher

One has to be extremely careful in interpreting the statistics in Table 2, since all casualties associated
with a particular mode involved in an accident cannot be assumed to be travelling in that mode. An
accident between a bus and a car, for example, as reported in the statistics is unable to identify
whether the injured were travelling in the bus or in the car. Nevertheless even under the less
favourable assumption for buses, less than 2% of all casualties are associated with an accident in
which a bus is involved.

The data above is not appropriate for studving the risk profile of each mode for school children. To
man exposure with casualty to estahlish risk for the population as a whole and for school children,
was i sieh out viner data. We have been able to p“t tﬂgﬂﬂwr some statistics from the NSW
Trm\_snﬂﬂ D“ta Cmtm g Hﬂuﬂthn‘ﬂ me! Sviruray fnr E“rlnm Lo rr-'l-imp.ﬁrl 'I-H. |TQ1 ﬂv!rﬂﬁnlurr-r] tn
all af WS hacad ap the gartigr 1005 dars Tha T data {Tshis 33 roads shune vepisinge = aorlee th

' # 8 s ® ® - . “ - an = =
EERAEEE BN DOSTELR BED NEDR. ARCLEREESS REE BREREBESNE 0 FELERE: TF CRALTEEIAESTE DOV W RN SRR FEAAREREESE SRR AR S OWE. BAML. §AME dewnf e

ECaor zanl ssads

Tubl: 3 1999 HTS duta - averuge weekday - GMR - Kins travelled by Mode for Unlinked wips

Taial frips Trips made by 5-36 yr olds |

! ¥oic : Tolstikmi. | Tewcent | Totsbmms | Ticenis |

Vehicle driver (including m/cycics) 98,544,579 5713 40,497 02 |
Wehicle passenger (including m/cycles) 38,186,707 22 11,737,683 61.7
I'rain 16,016,281 9.3 3,2062T1 16.9
Walking (including pram) 9,199,325 53 2.204.905 11.6
7,972,360 4.6 1,369,912 72
E:i 767,760 0.4 242,506 1.3
icycle 537,713 0.3 112,631 0.6
Ferry 437,971 03 50,013 03
304,113 0.2 48,024 0.3
otal 171,966,810 100.0 | 19,012,443 100.0

Table 4. Casualties by mode and age. Figures subject to rounding error. RRFI = relative risk factor index. (*)
= not able to separate so treal as one mode. We exclude trucks

56.89
Car passenger (incl taxi) 46.46 £3.09 25.20 22.50 1.12 0.74
Train and ferry 0.18 17.20 5.15 9.60 0.54 0.01
Meycle rider 1.89 0.15 7.14 031 14.01 12.58
Micycle passenger 0.83 0.16 0.63 030 2.09 517
Bicycle 17.66 0.60 538 0.30 17.93 29.43
Pedestrian 26.66 11.40 11.71 5.30 2.21 2.34
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 - -

sraschmt i owhied al It e nereon wos inis ! o killed
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School Bus Safety David A. Hensher

The last two columns of Table 4 are the most useful. They indicate the contemporary record of all
casualties relative to the exposure to the transport system as measured by passenger kilometres
(from unlinked trips). The higher the index, the greater the risk. As you can see, for road-based
transport, motor cycle riders have the highest risk factor, and bus passengers the lowest risk factor.
Car drivers and passenger have a higher risk factor than bus.

For all passengers: bus passengers contribute 4.6% of total passenger kilometres yet only 1.97% of
casualties; in contrast pedestrians contribute only 5.3% of passenger kilometres yet are the source of
11.71% of casualties. Motorcycle riders undertake 0.51% of passenger kilometres yet contribute
7.14% to casualties.

However, for the carriage of school children, buses are overwhelmingly safer than any other road
mode (including walking which is usually along the side of a road). Train is the only safer mode.

For school children: bus passengers contribute 7.2% of all passenger kilometres yet only 3.83% of
all school children casualties; in contrast car passengers contribute 63.09% of pkm's but 46.46% of
school children casualties. For bicycle riders they contribute .6% of pkm's but 17.66% of school
children casualties.

Comment: bus travel is overall, the safest form of land passenger transport for all passengers and the
safest for school children between 5 and 16 years old if we exclude train (Table 5). It is 23 times
safer than driving, 1.38 times safer that being driven in a car, 23 times safer than driving a
motorbike, 55 time safer than using a bicycle and 4.4 times safer than walking.

Table 5. Relative Risk of Children Aged 5-16 years old travelling by bus

. 'Mode . | RelativeRiskof Bus _
Bus/coach 1.00
Car driver 23.41
Car passenger (include taxi) 1.38
Train and ferry 0.02
Micycle rider 23.62
Mlcyele passenger 9.71
Bicvele 55.27
Pedestrian 4.39

Page 5



School Bus Safery David A. Hensher

Aslathve Risk OF Bus Travel for School Aged Children
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MICHAEL S.TEN EYCK

Sergeant Michael S. TenEyck
SP N. Syracuse 4915 Fayetteville-Manlius Rd
NEW YORK STATE POLICE (315) 455-26826 Manlius, NY 13104
101 N. Constellation Way FAX (315) 455-2944 315.682.7230
Morth Syracuse, NY 13212 FROERETI @ troopers. stale.ny.us
mTeneyck
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Town Supervisor
Town Board

Town of Manlius

301 Brooklea Drive
Fayetteville, NY 13066

Dear Supervisor and Board Members,

I am writing this letter in an attempt to influence you and the town board to install a sidewalk on
Fayetteville-Manlius Road. I realize that this issue died as of a few years ago, but with great
respect, | am asking you and the board to re-open the issue. While I was traveling on business
through Ballston Spa, New York, I came across an ingenious, yet simple solution way to solve
the sidewalk concern. The road that I traveled on was Ballston Avenue which was extremely
similar to the configuration of Fayetteville-Manlius Road. They both are a heavily traveled two
lane road with residential housing on both sides. Ballston Ave also had two separate schools
adjacent to one another much like Fayetteville Elementary and Wellwood Middle School.
Rallston Ave had a sidewalk that was constructed on one side of the road utilizing the shoulder
area. | have enclosed a copy pfthe

I humbly suggest to use the Balston Spa sidewalk by using the width of the roadway we have and
construct one side walk that lies on the shoulder of the road. First, I realize that ideally, a side
walk should have a green area between it and the road. That's easy to say when your dealing with
a newly constructed neighborhood, but our neighborhood was developed over a century ago.
The traveled portion of the roadway can be shifted over creating a smaller shoulder on the
opposite side. A concern before was that many of the residents along Fayetteville-Manlius Road
did not want the side walk to go on their property and possibly interfere with their trees,
landscaping or stone walls. The Ballston Spa approach would alleviate that problem as the front
yards stay untouched.

The following are reasons why my family feels that a side walk on Fayetteville-M anlius Road
would benefit both the Fayetteville and Manlius residents:

1. Tt would link the two villages together. Not just the Fayetteville-Manlius Road residents, but
the residents that live on streets such as Hoag Lane and even the entire residents that live in both
villages. It would effect thousands of residents.

2. It would increase our property values and make other communities envious of the Town of
Manlius. It shows that the Town Board had enough foresight to give the commumity a long term



tangible item that would last for decades.

3. There would be a certain stigma about living in a town that promotes a healthy life style.
Progressive communities are now realizing that living in the suburbs forces you to drive to the
store, to the play ground, to the park, to school, to the library, efc.. That described community
regrettably reflects ours. In the long term, studies show that people who live in the suburbs have
live a more sedentary life style causing health related diseases which in turn increase the cost of
medical expenses. Do we want our child in front of the television or outside at the park or
library? Americans are not getting and the typical suburb town is a contributing factor.

4. We would all would like to say that we support the environment and make future decisions
that would benefit the environment. Constructing a side walk would not increase our traffic and
might very well decrease it. Just think, our children would have an excellent opportunity to walk
or ride their bicycles to school.

5. The cost. Yes it would cost the taxpayers money. In my opinion, the cost would be worth
while. That is why I suggest that you only build one side walk on the existing roadway instead of
tearing up a yard and replacing their stone walls. I can think countless ways to have the town
save money. A number of my friends that live in the town had their road re-paved in the
previous years. The one that I know did not even have a pot hole on the road. And if they did, |
am sure they would opt to have a pot hole filled in order to save more for a side walk that would
benefit both villages.

I place you with your elected task to make the community a better place to live, work, and raise
children. If this succeeds, fifty years from now, town residents will be thankful of the insight that

this town broad had. It would be a wonderful legacy! I would greatly appreciate the town broads
comments and look forward to hearing from you.

Respectfully Submitted,

Michael S. TenEyck
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MANLIUS P.O. Box 131
GREENSPACE Manlius, NY 13104
C O A I‘ l T I o N ManliusGreensnace@earthlink.ne

( nst A akd)

Danielle Krol

Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
100 Clinton Square

126 N. Salina Street, Suite 100

Syracuse NY 13202

Dear Ms. Krol:

The Manlius Greenspace Coalition supports the construction of a pedestrian walkway, along 257,
between the villages of Fayetteville and Manlius and the construction of a walkway along Ender’s
Road for the following reasons:

Commercial and residential growth is putting more vehicles on the road.

What was once a leisurely stroll along 257 with few cars to consider is now a tense traffic filled
walk. We need a pedestrian walkway to decrease the strain that traffic is putting on the
pedestrians along 257.

Our community was once walkable, but with development, our walkable areas are
decreasing. We need to save some of these walking areas to preserve some of our community
character. The walkway between the villages is a great example of an area in need of
preservation.

Our students and residents need areas to exercise.

Walking is great exercise, and we should find ways to encourage our students and older residents
to walk whenever possible. Creating a walkway between the villages would be a great way to
encourage these groups to exercise.

Walking saves gas and helps the environment.

While most town residents probably won’t use the walkway to do errands and shopping, having
the walkway safe and available will ensure future generations an option to walk or bike to
shopping and appointments.

Walkways support Planning Objectives

Many of us participated in the Vision Manlius workshops, in the Village of Manlius, last year
and we concur with the vast majority of citizens who consider connectivity a major community
Dh_]EL‘tI\'E Not only would connectivity through sidewalks enhance safety, convenience, and
recreation, it would provide access to public greenspaces for the benefit of the entire community.

Sharon Lindberg

Secretary
Manlius Greenspace Coalition
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APPENDIX C

TRAFFIC COUNTS
(AADT, Speed, and Turning Movement)
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STATION: 330179 New York State Department of Transportation Page 1 of 2
Traffic Count Hourly Report
ROUTE #: NY 257 ROAD NAME: 257 FROM: RT 92 MANLIUS TO: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE COUNTY: Onondaga
DIRECTION: Northbound FACTOR GROUP: 30  REC. SERIAL #: 7427 FUNC. CLASS: 16 TOWN: MANLIUS
STATE DIR CODE: 1 WK OF YR: 13 PLACEMENT: 257 NHS: no BIN:
DATE OF COUNT: 03/30/2006 @ REF MARKER: 257 33011004 JURIS: State RR CROSSING:
NOTES LANE 1: Week 13-Nb ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn: HPMS SAMPLE: 69330100
COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES BATCH ID: MJL-r3ww13
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: TST INITIALS: JSV PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: MJL INITIALS: JML
12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 pallY HIGH HIGH
DATE DAY AM | PM | TOTAL COUNT HOUR
30 T 218 254 261 237 241 311 298 335 253 164 97 76 27 20
31 r 15 3 14 3 11 28 101 271 310 228 266 289 278 249 259 283 308 315 276 178 135 69 46 34 3969 315 17
1 s 24 14 9 2 6 15 43 87 182 247 306 334 287 263 207 199 222 184 180 131 81 75 77 39 3214 334 1
2 S 19 7 5 6 10 9 64 108 165 200 245 255 272 236 213 225 207 125 138 102 53 22 9 6 2701 272 12
3 M 7 3 5 3 22 105 264 291 226 211 234 237 240 279 304 290 292 236 133 111 60 22 16 5 3596 304 14
4 T 5 12 2 9 22 92 269 292 203 193 235 251 245 209 299 290 299 234 141 119 70 29 15 10 3545 299 14
5 W 6 10 2 7 23 88 270 259 226 230 223
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
9 8 6 6 19 69 226 278 241 216 235 258 249 242 281 297 296 268 176 131 76 42 19 12 3660
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor T
6 145 3 79 297 8% 1.000 0.964 AADT
3797
ROUTE #NY 257 ROAD NAME: 257 FROM: RT 92 MANLIUS TO: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE COUNTY:  Onondaga

STATION: 330179 STATE DIR CODE: 1 PLACEMENT: 257

DATE OF COUNT:

03/30/2006



STATION: 330179 New York State Department of Transportation Page 2 of 2
Traffic Count Hourly Report
ROUTE #: NY 257 ROAD NAME: FROM: RT 92 MANLIUS TO: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE COUNTY: Onondaga
DIRECTION: Southbound FACTOR GROUP: 30  REC. SERIAL #: 0316 FUNC. CLASS: 16 TOWN: MANLIUS
STATE DIR CODE: 2 WK OF YR: 13 PLACEMENT: NHS: no BIN:
DATE OF COUNT: 03/30/2006 @ REF MARKER: JURIS: State RR CROSSING:
NOTES LANE 1: Week 13-Sb ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn: HPMS SAMPLE: 69330100
COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES BATCH ID: MJL-r3ww13
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: TST INITIALS: JSV PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: MJL INITIALS: JML
12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 M
TO TO 70 T0 TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 palLY HIGH HIGH
DATE DAYI AM ! PM TOTAL COUNT HOUR
30 T 177 214 279 256 234 324 298 293 270 219 158 120 67 35
31 F 23 9 6 1 10 19 71 169 169 234 199 219 254 261 285 336 292 320 273 195 189 113 108 53 3808 336 15
1 S 26 16 13 7 3 19 36 62 103 161 190 248 228 219 239 235 227 200 190 158 141 96 84 55 2956 248 11
2 S 24 10 9 9 3 12 23 96 111 162 159 245 248 227 270 243 212 169 169 125 82 44 18 8 2678 270 14
3 M 11 4 3 5 14 62 176 181 221 165 201 225 211 233 330 280 286 258 216 177 104 43 21 10 3437 330 14
4 T 5 2 3 4 13 67 148 162 178 199 213 205 214 254 285 275 296 282 169 158 116 63 24 5 3340 296 16
5 w 9 2 4 8 18 72 162 181 204 202 198
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
12 4 4 4 14 53 139 173 193 200 198 216 235 248 283 293 293 278 218 185 126 75 37 17 3498
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor
6 145 3 79 293 8% 1.000 0.964 AADT
3629
ROUTE #NY 257 ROAD NAME: FROM: RT 92 MANLIUS TO: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE COUNTY: Onondaga
STATION: 330179  STATE DIR CODE: 2 PLACEMENT: DATE OF COUNT: 03/30/2006



New York State Department of Transportation
Classification Count Average Weekday Data Report

ROUTE # NY 257 ROAD NAME: 257 YEAR: 2006 STATION 330179
COUNTY NAME: Onondaga MONTH: March
REGION CODE: 3
FROM RT 92 MANLIUS DIRECTION North South TOTAL
TO: RT SFAYETTEVILLE NUMBER OF VEHICLES 661 3493 7154
REF-MARKER 257 33011004 NUMBER OF AXLES 7393 7068 14451
END MILEPOINT: 0110199 NO. OF LANES: 2 % HEAVY VEHICLES (F4-F13) 7.32% 5.90% 6.63%
FUNC-CLASS: 18 HPMS NO: 69330100 5% TRUCKS AND BUSES (F3-F13) 3264% 25.88% 29.34%
STATION NO: 0179 AXLE CORRECTION FACTOR 099 0.99 099
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: TST INITIALS: JSV
PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: MJL INITIALS: JML BATCH ID MJL-f3ww13
VEHICLE CLASS F1 F2 F3 F4 F§ F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 F11 F12 F13  TOTAL
NO. OF AXLES 2 2 2 25 2 3 4 35 5 6 5 [ 875
ENDING HOUR 1:.00 0 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [+} 0 8
200 0 5 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 8
300 0 4 1 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
400 0 4 2 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
500 0 12 4 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18
600 1 40 20 2 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 70
7:00 1 145 57 5 15 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 225
800 1 175 72 18 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 217
900 1 150 72 7 10 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 241
1000 0 142 58 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 214
DIRECTION 11:00 0 154 65 5 9 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 236
North 200 0 166 7 5 14 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 257
13.00 0 172 82 6 14 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 255
1400 1 165 57 5 12 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 242
15.00 1 188 68 1 1 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 283
16:00 0 201 67 15 12 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 297
17.00 1 208 70 6 10 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 296
18:00 0 187 61 2 El 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 269
18:00 0 121 48 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 175
20:00 0 @® 34 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 130
2100 0 55 18 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75
2200 1 33 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
2300 0 14 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19
2400 0 8 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL VEHICLES 8 2458 927 % 156 5 0 10 1 [ 0 0 0 3661
TOTAL AXLES 16 4916 1854 240 312 15 0 s 5 0 0 0 0 7393
1:00 0 1 1 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
ENDING HOUR 200 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
300 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
400 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
500 0 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 13
600 0 3 12 7 2 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 0 0 52
7.00 0 o2 24 16 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 138
800 0 13 40 12 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 172
900 0 140 a2 3 [ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 192
10:00 0 138 a8 3 8 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 200
11.00 0 135 47 5 8 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 198
DIRECTION 1200 0 152 48 [ 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 215
South 13:00 0 173 48 8 7 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 240
14:00 1 166 51 20 7 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 248
15:00 0 208 48 20 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 282
1600 0 218 83 [ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 291
17:00 1 232 55 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 i 0 0 293
18:00 0 28 44 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2n
19:00 0 174 40 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 217
2000 0 147 37 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 185
2100 0 106 20 ] 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 127
2200 0 61 13 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75
2300 0 2 5 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
2400 0 13 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16
TOTAL VEHICLES 2 2587 698 112 76 9 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 3493
AL AXLES 4 5174 1396 280 152 27 0 24 10 0 0 0 0 7068
GRAND TOTAL VEHICLES 10 5045 1625 208 232 14 0 17 3 0 0 0 0 7154
GRAND TOTAL AXLES 20 10090 3250 520 464 42 0 60 15 0 0 0 0 14481
VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION CODES:
F1. Motorcycles
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION F2. Autos*
F3. 2 Axe, 4-Tire Pickups, Vans, Motorhomes®
F4. Buses
F5. 2 Axe, 6-Tire Single Unit Trucks
300 F6. 3 Axe Single Unit Trucks
el | F7. 4 or Mare Axe Single Unit Trucks
E; F8, 4 orLess Axle Vehicies, One Unit is a Truck
=) F8. 5 Axe Double Unit Vehicies, One Unit is a Truck
= uk F10. & or More Double Unit Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
v 200 -+ F11. 5 or Less Axde Multi-Unit Trucks
-t F12. 6 Axie Multi-Unit Trucks
% F13. 7 or More Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
5 100 + * INCLUDING THOSE HAULING TRAILERS
5]
= FUNCTIONAL CLASS CODES:
pun |
=z 0 +==c RURAL URBAN SYSTEM
Al el Tl N Tl I:' I"‘-—.”'l lﬂl Iﬁ] lﬂl lﬂl lﬂ 0 11 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-INTERSTATE
o) 12 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-EXPRESSWAY
ENDING HOUR 02 14 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-OTHER
06 16 MINOR ARTERIAL
o7 17 MAJOR COLLECTOR
08 17 MINOR COLLECTOR
~North --South 09 19 LOCAL SYSTEM
PEAK HOUR DATA
DIRECTION HOUR COUNT 2WAY  HOUR COUNT
North 16 297 AM. 12 412
1 REA
S $ Sk M. 17 530 SOURCE: NYSDOT DATA SERVICES BUREAU




New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report

Station: 330179 Start date:
Route #: NY 257 Road name: 257 End date:
From: RT 92 MANLIUS County:
To: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE Town:
Direction: North Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
0o 201- 251 301 351- 401 451- 501- 551 60.1-
Hour 200 250 300 50 400 450 500 550 600 650
1.00 1 o 0 o 2 3 2 1 1] 0
200 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 1 0 0
300 0 0 0 1] 1 3 1 [+] 1] 0
4.00 1 0 [+] 4] 1 2 1 0 o V]
500 1 V] [+] 1 5 B 2 o 1 0
600 4 2 o 1 15 32 12 2 0 0
700 3 5 4 6 103 38 5 2 ]
800 B8 4 5 3 81 110 36 4 1 [1]
900 4 2 B kT 75 o< 30 2 0 0
1000 2 2 9 3 6 79 25 1 1 0
11:00 4 1 3 25 82 -] 18 1 1 4]
1200 6 1 2 X 102 100 18 1 0 1]
1300 8 2 3 2 88 107 2 3 0 0
14:00 4 3 5 15 81 108 bl 2 1 ]
1500 i 3 3 18 B8 127 33 2 0 0
1600 3 3 3 15 102 135 a 4 0 0
17:00 4 1 0 14 & 150 a2 3 [v] 0
1800 1 3 1 12 83 133 A 4 [+] 0
19.00 2 | 1 1 1" -2} bi:} 20 3 1 0
20:00 1 1 o 4 41 B4 17 3 0 0
21.00 1 0 (1] 3 21 35 13 1 0 o
2200 1 0 1] 1 10 21 3] 1 1 (1]
2300 ] 1 1] 2 5 7 4 1 0 o
2400 1 0 0 1 2 3 2 0 1 1
Avg Daily Total 66 35 47 217 1160 1590 429 45 10 1
Percent 1.8% 1.0% 1.3% 76% 3% 434% 11.7% 12% 0.3% 00%
Cum, Percent  1.8% 28% 4.0% 116% 43.3% B6.7% 98.4% 99.7% 99.9%  1000%
Average hour 3 1 2 12 48 &6 18 2 0 0
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
North 385 40.8 449
South 366 38.1 431
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 16 297 AM. 12 471
South 16 292 P.M. 16 589

Thu 03/30/2006 10:00
Wed 04/05/2006 11:45

Onondaga
MANLIUS

40

65.1-

OO0 o000 C0CO0O00CO0DDO0OO0O0C000O0OO0O0O0O0COO

o

0.0%
100,0%
0

70.1-
750

000000000000 000O000000 00O

o

00%
100.0%

NUMBER OF ¥ EHICLES

751-

o000 o0oOO0CO0O00O0O0000C0O00COOD0O0OO0 -~ 000

0.0%
100.0%

Count duration:
Functional class:

Factor group:
Batch ID:

Count taken by:
Processed by:

% Bxc % Exc % Exc % B % Exc
450 500 550 800 850
333 1.1 oo 00 00
429 143 0o 00 00
200 00 oo oo 0.0
< 16.7 167 16.7 167
16.7 56 56 0o 00
206 29 00 0o 0o
197 a1 08 0o 00
146 18 04 0o oo
133 o8 0o 1] 00
125 08 05 0o 00

B85 08 04 00 00

74 04 0o 0o 00

ag 12 00 00 00
104 12 04 00 00
125 o7 oo 0o oo
121 13 00 0o 00
152 1.0 00 00 00
131 15 0o 0o 00
136 23 06 00 00
153 23 0o 00 00
19 14 00 0o 0.0
195 49 24 00 0.0
250 50 00 00 (+14]
b4 182 182 a1 00
133 16 03 01 00
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION

M6
433

331
370

394
373
374
3798
380
374
72
83

392
398
401
a7
402
401

39.4
360

Page 1 of 2
Date: 05/16/2006

146 hours

16

30

MJL-r3ww13

Org: TST Init: JSV
Org: MJL Init: JML

300

200 T

100 T

50the a5th% Total
426 492 9
438 499 7
426 463 5
426 9086 6
413 458 18
419 466 68
a7 465
406 450 280
|7 448 241
399 447 216
402 443 234
396 441 256
402 484 256
406 445 241
409 448 il
4089 447 297
416 451 286
413 449 268
408 449 177
415 452 3
418 462 74
421 466 41
45 476 20
426 %68 1"
408 449 3661
153

- North

- - South

ENDING HOUR

R N g R P




New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report

Station: 330179 Start date:
Route # NY 257 Road name: 257 End date:
From: RT 92 MANLIUS County:
To: RT 5 FAYETTEVILLE Town:
Direction: South Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
00 201- 251- 30.1- 351 40.1- 451 50.1- 551- 80.1-
Hour 200 250 00 350 400 450 500 550 600 650
100 O 0 0 1 7 3 1 0 0 0
200 O 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0
3o 1 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 (] 0
400 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0
500 0 0 0 1 5 5 1 0 0 0
600 1 1 1 7 2 12 3 0 0 0
700 0 1 2 15 <] 48 10 1 0 0
800 4 2 5 24 70 58 g 0 0 0
900 4 8 23 ag 7 a 9 0 0 0
1000 4 6 16 40 <) a6 5 0 0 0
11.00 [¢] 3 14 45 86 a1 7 0 0 0
1200 1 4 12 % 48 8 0 0 0
130 3 2 g 41 13 &0 10 1 0 0
1400 2 1 [ 44 115 71 8 0 0 0
150 2 2 4 39 136 %6 13 0 0 0
1600 4 3 3 49 142 81 10 0 0 0
70 2 6 3 39 147 85 10 0 0 0
1800 6 4 5 k] 141 80 7 1 0 0
1900 1 3 4 a7 105 57 10 2 0 0
00 0 1 4 38 88 48 5 0 0 0
2100 0 1 k! 14 40 5 0 0 0
20 0 0 1 12 34 2 4 1 0 0
20 0 1 1 4 14 14 3 0 0 0
2400 0 0 0 2 7 7 1 0 0 0
Avg Daily Total 36 49 116 560 1618 957 140 6 0 0
Percent 1.0% 14% 33% 163%  463%  274% 40% 02%  00% 00%
Cum. Percent 1.0% 24% 58%  221%  684% 958%  998% 1000% 1000%  1000%
Average hour 2 2 5 24 &7 40 6 0 0 0
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
Naorth 38.5 40.8 449
South 366 381 431
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 16 297 AM. 12 471
South 16 292 PM. 16 589

Thu 03/30/2006 10:00
Wed 04/05/2006 11:45

Onondaga

MANLIUS

40
851 701 751
700 750 950

00000 0000000000000 00000O0
oOoocoo0oCcOoOOOCO0OO0OO0O0ODO0OO0OO0O0DDO0ODOO0COOO0CO
oooOoO0OO0OO0O0CO0OOO0CD0DO0OO0O0OO0O0O00D00 0000

Count duration:
Functional class:
Factor group:
Batch ID:

Count taken by:
Processed by:

% Bxc % Exc % Exc % Bxc % Exc
450 500 550 600 650
83 0o 00 00 00
0o 00 00 00 0o
200 00 0o 0o oo
00 00 0o 00 00
83 00 0o 00 0o
58 00 00 00 0D
79 07 els} 00 0o
52 00 00 00 00
46 00 00 00 0o
25 0o 00 00 0o
36 0o oo 00 0o
a7 (1] 0o 0o 00
46 04 0o oo oo
32 00 0o oo 00
46 00 oo 00 oo
34 0o 00 a0 0o
34 0o 0o 00 0o
28 04 0o 0o 0o
55 08 00 00 0o
27 00 00 00 0o
40 0o 0o 00 00
68 14 0o 00 00
B1 0o 0.0 00 oo
59 00 00 00 oo
42 02 00 00 00
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION

Page 2 of 2
Date: 05/16/2006

146 hours

16

30

MJL-r3ww13
Org: TST Init: JSV
Org: MJL Init: JML

0% BSh% Total
M6 a7 12
400 436 4
88 463 5
76 420 4
400 442 12
380 430 52
392 440 140
87 436 172
%67 428 194
ara 423 200
371 423 196
374 425 215
78 40 239
381 430 247
85 433 282
381 430 bzl
383 431 2@
83 430 277
a8 1 432 219
378 427 184
386 433 125
386 a7 74
385 441 a7
397 439 17
8|1 431 3401

145
- North
- - South

0 ] 0
00%  00%  00%
1000% 1000%  100.0%

0 0 0

300
t
e
5]
T
W 200 T
L
Q
& 100 +
ra]
s
z
0

ENDING HOUR

—
5 R e




STATION: 339304

New York State Department of Transportation

Traffic Count Hourly Report

Page 1 0of 2

ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Rte 257 FROM: Route 5 TO: Henschke Drive COUNTY: Onondaga
DIRECTION: Northbound FACTOR GROUP: 30 REC. SERIAL #: 3356 FUNC. CLASS: 16 VILLAGE:  FAYETTEVILLE
STATE DIR CODE: 1 WK OF YR: 13 PLACEMENT: .1 S of Lincoln Ave NHS: yes BIN:
DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006 @ REF MARKER: JURIS: Village RR CROSSING:
NOTES LANE 1: Week 13-Nb ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn: HPMS SAMPLE:
COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB
12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
7O TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 paLy HIGH HIGH
DATE DAYI AM [ PM TOTAL COUNT HOUR
29 w 276 297 237 377 343 313 260 173 116 66 29 18
30 T 12 5 23 3 7 31 104 295 386 312 249 282 274 264 266 369 343 347 269 186 117 66 25 25 4260 386 8
3 F 10 4 15 3 10 35 109 280 395 292 308 328 308 268 286 353 331 365 309 227 148 86 49 38 4557 395 8
1 S 22 1 12 4 7 14 52 89 188 271 345 365 299 303 246 210 213 191 253 133 86 65 76 34 3489 365 11
2 S 17 10 4 6 10 11 35 143 146 244 291 276 355 268 232 236 250 126 136 96 51 24 8 5 2980 355 12
3 M 6 6 5 4 21 110 289 358 324 271 255 247 262 277 374 329 830 91 34 17 6 4 13 7 4140 830 16
4 T 5 12 42 154 391 351 221 232 261
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
9 T 27 53 136 139 181 291 342 292 271 286 271 279 292 358 505 250 188 125 80 45 22 17 4466
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor =
6 141 3 75 505 11% 1.000 0.964 AADT
4633
ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Rte 257 FROM: Route 5 TO: Henschke Drive COUNTY: Onondaga
STATION: 339304 STATE DIR CODE: 1 PLACEMENT: .1 S of Lincoln Ave DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006



STATION: 339304

ROAD #:
DIRECTION:
STATE DIR CODE: 2

Southbound

ROAD NAME: Rte 257
FACTOR GROUP: 30

WK OF YR:

DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006

NOTES LANE 1: Week

COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV

13-Sb

New York State Department of Transportation

13

Traffic Count Hourly Report

FROM: Route 5
REC. SERIAL #: 3357

TO: Henschke Drive
FUNC. CLASS: 16

PLACEMENT: .1 S of Lincoln Ave NHS: yes
@ REF MARKER: JURIS: Village
ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn:

COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES
PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB

BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13

Page 2 of 2
COUNTY: Onondaga
VILLAGE: FAYETTEVILLE
BIN:
RR CROSSING:

HPMS SAMPLE:

STATION: 339304

STATE DIR CODE: 2

PLACEMENT: .1 S of Lincoln Ave

12 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 g 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
TO TO0 TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 palLY HIGH HIGH
DATE DAY! AM ! PM TOTAL COUNT HOUR
29 W 254 264 259 344 305 381 310 244 219 111 51 32
30 T 6 4 7 5 9 14 98 172 230 212 202 220 306 283 255 360 333 344 291 238 192 147 69 46 4043 360 15
31 F 22 9 4 3 9 23 92 156 237 238 207 249 286 281 333 365 332 368 320 226 219 147 125 61 4312 368 17
1 S 27 17 15 6 3 18 31 53 B7 156 209 262 287 250 257 264 245 249 190 164 142 113 101 62 3208 287 12
2 S 21 10 M 9 4 13 45 61 108 148 160 284 266 256 292 260 239 187 169 141 91 49 17 4 2845 292 14
3 M 1 7 3 4 16 88 154 230 218 180 230 276 248 249 360 305 334 341 245 184 106 50 22 14 3875 360 14
4 T 9 2 5 5 17 89 127 234 198 212 238
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
12 5 5 4 12 42 118 198 221 210 219 248 269 265 291 336 324 355 282 222 172 103 47 31 3991
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor —_—
6 143 3 77 355 9% 1.000 0.964 AADT
4140
ROAD #; ROAD NAME: Rte 257 FROM: Route 5 TO: Henschke Drive COUNTY: Onondaga

DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006



New York State Department of Transportation
Classification Count Average Weekday Data Report

ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Rle 257 YEAR: 2006 STATION: 339304
COUNTY NAME: Onondaga MONTH: March
FECION COOE: B e DIRECTION North South TOTAL
TO: Henschke Drive NUMEBER OF VEHICLES 4487 3935 8462
REF-MARKER: NUMBER OF AXLES 2011 8092 17103
END MILEPOINT: NO. OF LANES: 2 % HEAVY VEHICLES (F4-F13) 4.61% 5.63% 5.08%
FUNC-CLASS: 186 HPMS NO: % TRUCKS AND BUSES (F3-F13) 18.80% 22.80% 20.69%
STATION NO: 9304 AXLE CORRECTION FACTOR 0.99 0.99 0.39
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV
PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13
VEHICLE CLASS F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 F11 Fi2 F13 TOTAL
NO. OF AXLES 2 2 2 25 2 3 4 35 5 6 5 6 8.75
ENDING HOUR 1:00 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 9
2:00 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
3:00 0 21 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27
4:00 0 39 9 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54
5:00 0 106 22 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 135
6:00 0 115 19 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 137
7:00 0 137 26 10 5 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 180
8:00 0 232 40 9 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 289
00 0 270 56 5 8 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 342
10:00 0 235 42 3 10 1 0 1 0 0 0 o 0 292
DIRECTION  11:00 0 213 43 5 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 270
North  12:00 0 221 48 4 11 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 285
13:00 0 220 44 5 7 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 279
14:00 0 222 8 5 10 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 279
15:00 0 229 45 10 5 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 292
16:00 0 280 62 6 7 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 359
17:00 0 452 43 2 7 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 505
18:00 0 212 32 2 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 251
19:00 0 159 25 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 188
20:00 0 105 18 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 125
21:00 0 71 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 73
22:00 0 40 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45
23:00 0 13 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22
24:00 0 15 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17
TOTAL VEHICLES 0 3627 634 80 102 7 0 14 3 0 0 0 0 4467
TOTAL AXLES 0 7254 1268 200 204 21 0 49 15 0 0 0 o 9
1:00 0 10 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13
ENDING HOUR 2:00 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
3:00 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
4:00 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
5:00 0 7 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
6:00 0 30 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42
7:00 0 85 25 3 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 118
8:00 0 138 35 10 10 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 198
9:00 0 159 36 14 10 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 222
10:00 0 146 42 8 10 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 210
11:00 0 160 43 2 g 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 218
DIRECTION  12:00 0 180 48 6 g 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 247
South  13:00 0 205 50 6 8 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 272
14:00 0 199 49 5 7 3 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 265
15:00 0 223 52 10 5 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 292
16:00 0 252 61 14 7 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 336
17:00 0 253 52 13 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 323
18:00 0 305 43 2 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 355
19:00 0 231 46 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 282
20:00 0 182 a8 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 222
21:00 0 151 20 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 172
22:00 0 89 13 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 103
23:00 0 42 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47
24:00 0 25 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31
TOTAL VEHICLES 0 3084 686 96 93 15 0 16 5 0 0 0 0 3995
TOTAL AXLES 0 5168 1372 240 186 45 0 56 25 0 0 0 0  B0S2
GRAND TOTAL VEHICLES 0 6711 1320 176 195 22 0 30 8 0 0 0 0 8462
GRAND TOTAL AXLES 0 13422 2640 440 380 66 0 105 40 0 0 0 0 17103
VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION CODES:
F1. Motorcycles
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION F2. Autos®
F3. 2 Axle, 4-Tire Pickups, Vans, Motorhomes®
F4. Buses
F5. 2 Axle, 8-Tire Single Unit Trucks
600 F6. 3 Axle Single Unit Trucks
| F7. 4 or More Axle Single Unit Trucks
g | F8. 4 or Less Axie Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
o F9. 5 Axle Double Unit Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
I F10. & or More Double Unit Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
L 400 A F11.5 or Less Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
= F12. 6 Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
Q F13.7 or More Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
&5 200 - * INCLUDING THOSE HAULING TRAILERS
E FUNCTIONAL CLASS CODES:
=2
= RURAL URBAN SYSTEM
R B ) B S
' I e U i A R ¥ 01 11 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-INTERSTATE
02 12 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-EXPRESSWAY
ENDING HOUR 02 14 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-OTHER
06 16 MINOR ARTERIAL
o7 17 MAJOR COLLECTOR
08 17 MINOR COLLECTOR
— North - -South 09 19 LOCAL SYSTEM
PEAK HOUR DATA
DIRECTION HOUR COUNT 2-WAY HOUR COUNT
North 17 505 AM. 9 564
iy 58 o Bid . P SOURCE: NYSDOT DATA SERVICES BUREAU




Station:
Road #:
From:
To:
Direction:

Hour

9:00
10:00
11:00
12:00
13:00
14:00
15:00
16:00
17:00
18:00
19:00
20:00
21:00
22:00
23:00
24:00

Avg. Daily Total
Percent

Cum. Percent
Average hour

New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report

339304 Start date:
Road name: Rte 257 End date:
Route 5 County:
Henschke Drive Town:
North Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
0.0- 201-  251-  301-  351-  404-  451-  501-  551-  60.1-
200 250 30.0 35.0 400 45,0 50.0 55.0 80.0 5.0
0 1] 2 4 1 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 g 10 3 3 1 0 0 0
2 8 23 12 7 1 0 0 0 0
4 6 63 30 3 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 65 34 6 0 0 0 0 0
4 34 84 43 12 2 1 0 0 0
7 77 138 80 8 1 0 0 ] 0
13 82 159 74 12 2 0 0 0 0
5 78 136 63 10 1 0 0 0 0
4 59 128 69 a 0 1 0 0 0
6 66 137 61 14 1 0 0 0 0
4 64 122 76 12 2 0 0 0 0
4 67 136 57 13 2 0 0 0 0
4 74 137 65 1" 1 0 0 0 0
6 85 173 77 16 1 0 0 0 0
150 57 180 112 21 5 0 0 0 0
4 33 93 97 21 1 0 0 0 0
1 9 81 88 24 4 0 0 0 0
0 3 38 65 19 1 0 0 0 0
1 2 21 43 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 15 23 5 1 0 0 0 ]
0 0 7 10 4 1 0 0 0 0
1 1 4 7 2 1 0 0 0 0
223 867 1913 1184 244 23 4 0 0 0
50% 194% 428% 265%  55%  07%  01%  00%  00%  00%
50% 244% 67.2% 937%  992%  99.9% 100.0% 1000% 100.0% 100.0%
] 36 B0 49 10 1 0 1] 0 0
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
North 26.5 28.0 33.4
South 23.2 25.8 33.2
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 17 505 A.M. 9 562
South 18 355 P.M. 17 829

Wed 03/29/2006 12:00
Tue 04/04/2006 11:45
Onondaga
FAYETTEVILLE

30

65.1-

.,,,
o
=]

OO0 0000000000CO0O00CO0O00C000O0O0O

0

0.0%
100.0%
0

70.1-
75.0

o000 0000000000000 OO0 00000

0.0%
100.0%

NUMBER OF V¥ EHICLES

Page 1 of 2

Date: 04/21/2006

Total

w

27

53
136
138
180
20
342
293
270
285
280
278
292
358
505
249
187
126

79

45

22

16

4468

186

=== Morth

- - South

Count duration: 144 hours
Functional class: 16
Factor group: 30
Batch ID: DOT-r3ww13
Count taken by: Org: DOT |Init: JSV
Processed by: Org: DOT Init: JAB
75.1- %Exc % Exc %Exc %Exc %Exc
95.0 450 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 Avg  50Ih%  B5th%
0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 337 332 433
0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 306 N3 339
0 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N7 e 40.0
(1] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 278 286 351
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 262 27.3 322
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 271 27.8 aze
0 06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.4 28.1 337
0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 263 273 322
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 262 27.4 25
0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 266 274 324
0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.1 27.9 328
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 268 276 328
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.2 28,0 332
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 269 276 32.7
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.8 27.5 326
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 268 276 27
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 213 265 328
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 286 298 343
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 305 313 35.0
o] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3a 317 352
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 30.8 319 35.1
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.3 315 34.9
4] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 318 3z2.0 ar.2
0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.7 315 36.6
0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 265 28.0 334
0.0%
100.0%
o
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION
600
400 +
200 +
0
Al el Tl ST Tl Tl Tl Tl T Tl Tl Tl

ENDING HOUR




Station: 339304 Start date:
Road #: Road name: Rte 257 End date:
From: Route 5 County:
To: Henschke Drive Town:
Direction: South Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
00- 201-  251-  301-  351-  4041-  451-  501-  551-  60.1-
Hour 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 400 450 50.0 55.0 §0.0 65.0
1:00 4] 1 4 5 2 4] (4] 1] 1] 0
200 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0
300 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
4:00 1 0 1 1 1 0 [ 0 0 o
500 1 0 4 5 1 0 0 0 0 0
600 1 8 19 10 3 0 0 0 0 0
7:00 16 3 39 24 6 1 0 0 0 0
800 70 68 42 14 3 1 0 0 0 0
900 72 76 48 19 4 1 0 0 0 0
1000 44 80 48 29 [ 3 0 0 0 0
11:00 43 87 51 26 10 2 0 0 0 0
1200 53 90 80 34 9 3 0 0 0 0
1300 41 100 80 37 12 2 0 0 0 0
1400 37 103 7 M 11 2 1 0 0 0
1500 67 112 69 32 8 3 1 0 0 0
16:00 104 128 67 29 6 2 0 0 0 0
17:00 54 120 86 44 14 6 0 0 0 (]
18:00 33 97 115 83 22 4 1 0 0 0
1900 9 38 98 101 27 8 1 0 0 0
20000 2 13 68 99 34 6 0 0 0 0
2100 1 13 53 76 24 5 0 0 0 0
2200 2 7 25 50 14 4 0 0 0 0
2300 0 1 10 20 1 4 1 0 0 0
2400 0 1 10 13 5 2 0 0 0 0
Avg. Daily Total 652 1174 1070 795 234 59 5 1 0 0
Percent16.3%  29.4%  268% 199%  59%  15%  01%  00%  00%  00%
Cum. Percenl16.3%  458%  72.6% 925% 98.4%  998% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Average hour 27 49 45 a3 10 2 0 0 0 0
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
North 26.5 28.0 33.4
South 23.2 25.8 33.2
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 17 505 AM. 9 562
South 18 355 P.M. 17 829
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Date: 04/21/2006

Total

12

1

41
17
198
220
210
219
249
272

292
336
324
355
282
222
172
102

47

k1l

3980

--- North

- - South

New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report
Wed 03/29/2006 12:00 Count duration: 144 hours
Tue 04/04/2006 11:45 Functional class: 16
Onondaga Factor group: 30
FAYETTEVILLE Batch ID: DOT-r3ww13
30 Count taken by: Org: DOT |Init: JSV
Processed by: Org: DOT Init: JAB
65.1-  70.1-  75.1- %Exc %Exc %Exc %Ex %Exc
70.0 75.0 95.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 85.0 Avg  50Ih%  B5In%
0 o 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.2 31.0 358
0 0 0 0.0 00 0.0 00 0.0 31 a3 36.3
0 0 0 333 333 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 326 528
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 237 300 37.0
[ 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.4 306 344
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.2 281 335
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 238 26,5 329
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 19.2 222 287
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 19.6 226 29.1
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 216 239 312
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 218 239 310
0 (] 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 216 24.0 313
0 0 (] 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 228 24.8 314
0 0 0 0.4 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 230 24.7 EIK:)
0 0 0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.2 236 301
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 19.7 226 29.0
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 225 248 38
0 0 0 0.3 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 25.0 271 335
0 0 0 0.4 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 28.3 29.8 347
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 304 35 38.0
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 303 313 35.7
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.2 318 36.0
0 0 0 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3z8 332 3g.1
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 N4 e ara
0 0 0 0.2 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 232 258 332
00%  00%  00%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
0 o 0
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION
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STATION: 339305 New York State Department of Transportation Page 1 of 2
Traffic Count Hourly Report
ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Route 257 FROM: Henschke Drive TO: Marangale Lane COUNTY: Onondaga
DIRECTION: Northbound FACTOR GROUP: 30 REC. SERIAL #: 3438 FUNC. CLASS: 16 TOWN: MANLIUS
STATE DIR CODE: 1 WK OF YR: 13 PLACEMENT: .1 North of Stone Hedge Road NHS: yes BIN:
DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006 @ REF MARKER: JURIS: Town RR CROSSING:
NOTES LANE 1: Week 13-Nb ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn: HPMS SAMPLE:
COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB
12 1 2 3 <4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 B 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
TO TO TO TO 7O TO TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O 7O TO TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O TO TO DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 paLY HIGH HIGH
DATE DAYI AM | PM TOTAL COUNT HOUR
29 w 265 262 212 303 296 331 258 176 125 75 29 21
30 T 15 5 16 2 7 27 87 200 322 236 231 255 261 239 248 300 307 342 256 185 109 67 31 20 3858 342 17
N F 1 4 14 Bl 8 20 103 287 341 254 266 297 292 249 261 302 312 332 306 214 134 82 45 31 4178 341 8
1 S 22 13 11 3 7 15 43 79 163 255 314 365 276 290 226 203 230 187 200 134 86 75 82 40 3319 365 11
2 S 19 8 4 7 8 6 66 104 167 231 255 286 292 264 217 576 125 127 90 44 19 10 3 7 2935 576 15
3 M 2 4 5 34 123 341 317 226 241 235 239 244 289 309 314 271 251 143 90 48 21 14 3 13 3777 341 5
4 T 5 3 9 35 111 376 296 206 214 251
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
10 4 13 14 42 144 201 252 280 244 245 265 272 270 258 291 285 272 201 136 85 52 21 18 3875
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor o B
6 142 3 76 291 8% 1.000 0.964 AADT
4020
ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Route 257 FROM: Henschke Drive TO: Marangale Lane COUNTY: Onondaga

STATION: 339305 STATE DIR CODE: 1

PLACEMENT: .1 North of Stone Hedge Road

DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006



STATION: 339305 New York State Department of Transportation Page 2 of 2
Traffic Count Hourly Report
ROAD #: ROAD NAME: 257 FROM: Henschke Drive TO: Maragale Lane COUNTY: Onondaga
DIRECTION: Southbound FACTOR GROUP: 30 REC. SERIAL #: 0445 FUNC. CLASS: 16 TOWN: MANLIUS
STATE DIR CODE: 2 WK OF YR: 13 PLACEMENT: .1 N of Stone Hedge Lane NHS: yes BIN:
DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006 @ REF MARKER: JURIS: Town RR CROSSING:
NOTES LANE 1: Week 13-Sb ADDL DATA: Class Speed CC Stn: HPMS SAMPLE:
COUNT TYPE: VEHICLES BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB
12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 kS 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
70 TO TO TO TO TO TO TO 7O TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO TO DAILY DAILY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 DAILY HIGH HIGH
DATE DAY AM | Y TOTAL COUNT HOUR
29 W 242 250 261 343 319 342 331 228 179 91 52 28
30 T 10 2 1 4 9 21 82 146 199 189 193 237 282 264 247 349 315 316 305 222 169 112 65 39 3778 349 15
31 F 20 8 6 3 10 21 87 162 189 229 198 243 260 285 262 388 320 358 298 201 206 129 98 47 4028 388 15
1 S 28 17 12 7 5 23 39 66 100 162 207 270 246 231 267 237 229 224 216 155 137 109 85 49 3121 270 1
2 S 25 10 13 7 2 13 33 90 117 180 227 244 274 243 272 246 236 177 161 125 78 40 18 8 2839 274 12
3 M 11 6 3 B 14 84 164 179 218 175 236 230 239 248 359 305 326 272 228 182 94 43 27 6 3653 359 14
B T 6 1 4 7 17 89 141 181 177 205 235
AVERAGE WEEKDAY HOURS (Axle Factored, Mon 6AM to Fri Noon) ADT
12 4 4 5 12 44 118 167 196 200 216 237 254 254 289 332 320 310 288 211 147 82 48 24 3774
DAYS HOURS WEEKDAYS WEEKDAY AVERAGE WEEKDAY Axle Adj. Seasonal/Weekday ESTIMATED (one way)
Counted Counted Counted Hours High Hour % of day Factor Adjustment Factor
6 143 3 77 332 9% 1.000 0.964 AADT
3915
ROAD #: ROAD NAME: 257 FROM: Henschke Drive TO: Maragale Lane COUNTY: Onondaga

STATION: 339305 STATE DIR CODE: 2

PLACEMENT: .1 N of Stone Hedge Lane

DATE OF COUNT: 03/29/2006



New York State Department of Transportation
Classification Count Average Weekday Data Report

ROAD #: ROAD NAME: Route 257 YEAR: 2006 STATION: 339305
COUNTY NAME: Onondaga MONTH: March
REGION CODE: 3
FROM: Henschke Drive DIRECTION North South TOTAL
jL57 Marangale Lane NUMBER OF VEHICLES 3872 3768 7640
REF-MARKER: NUMBER OF AXLES 7814 7633 15445
END MILEPOINT: NO. OF LANES: 2 % HEAVY VEHICLES (F4-F13) 4.81% 5.60% 5.25%
FUNC-CLASS: 16 HPMS NO: % TRUCKS AND BUSES (F3-F13) 18.13% 16.99% 17.57%
STATION NO: 9305 AXLE CORRECTION FACTOR 0.99 0.99 0.99
COUNT TAKEN BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JSV
PROCESSED BY: ORG CODE: DOT INITIALS: JAB BATCH ID: DOT-r3ww13
VEHICLE CLASS F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 Fo F10 F11 F12 F13 TOTAL
NO. OF AXLES 2 2 2 25 2 3 4 35 5 6 5 6 B8.75
ENDING HOUR 1:00 0 9 1 4] 0 0 4] 0 (1] 0 1] 0 0 10
2:00 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
300 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
4:00 0 11 2 1 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
5:00 0 3 9 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42
6:00 4] 119 17 4 2 1] 1] 1 0 0 0 0 0 143
7:00 [¢] 157 27 10 4 1] 1] 1 1 0 Q 0 1] 200
8:00 0 199 38 6 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 251
9:00 0 227 % 10 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 279
10:00 4] 195 36 4 8 1] ] 2 (4] 0 1] [+] 0 245
DIRECTION  11:00 0 191 41 = 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 245
North  12:00 2 210 42 4 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 264
13:00 0 218 39 10 B 0 0 1 (4] 4] 0 0 0 276
14:00 0 215 40 7 8 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 269
15:00 0 210 22 10 4 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 258
16:00 0 234 41 8 8 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 291
17:00 1] 233 35 10 7 0 0 0 0 0 4] 0 1] 285
18:00 0 239 27 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 271
19:00 1] 178 18 1 3 1] o 0 0 0 0 1] ] 200
20:00 0 120 14 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 137
21:00 0 76 B 1 q 1] 1] 4] (1] 1] o 0 1] 86
22:00 0 48 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52
23:00 0 18 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21
24:00 Q 16 2 [+] 0 0 0 (1] ] 1] 0 0 0 18
TOTAL VEHICLES 2 3168 512 98 79 4 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 3872
TOTAL AXLES 4 6336 1024 245 158 12 0 24 10 0 0 1] 0 7814
1:00 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
ENDING HOUR 2:00 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
3.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
4:00 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
5.00 0 9 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
6:00 0 28 8 5] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 44
700 1 80 17 16 4 (1] ] 0 (1] 0 (] [ 0 118
8:00 0 123 24 1 8 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 166
9:00 [+] 180 23 5 5 1 0 0 1 0 0 1] 1] 195
10:00 0 154 33 3 7 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 200
11:00 0 169 28 4 9 1 o 2 2 ] o 0 0 215
DIRECTION 12:00 0 186 33 T 8 2 0 0 (1] ] [1] 0 0 236
South  13:00 0 207 a0 8 6 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 255
14:00 1] 192 30 23 -] 2 v} 1 1 0 0 0 0 255
15.00 0 239 a0 13 5 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 289
16:00 0 274 42 g 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 331
17:00 1 283 30 a 2 1 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 320
18:00 1 275 28 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 310
19:00 0 257 28 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 288
20:00 ] 183 16 0 1 0 [+] (4] 0 0 4] 0 o 210
21:00 0 139 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 147
22:00 0 72 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 81
23:00 0 44 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 49
24:00 0 21 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
TOTAL VEHICLES 3 3125 429 111 73 14 0 8 5 0 0 0 0 3768
TOTAL AXLES 6 6250 858 278 146 42 0 28 25 0 0 0 0o 7633
GRAND TOTAL VEHICLES 5 6293 941 209 152 18 0 15 7 0 0 0 0 7640
GRAND TOTAL AXLES 10 12586 1882 522 304 54 0 52 35 0 0 0 0 15447
VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION CODES:
F1. Molorcycles
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION F2. Autos
F3. 2 Axle, 4-Tire Pickups, Vans, Motorhomes®
F4. Buses
F5. 2 Axle, 6-Tire Single Unit Trucks
400 F6. 3 Axle Single Unil Trucks
| F7. 4 or More Axle Single Unit Trucks
d F8. 4 or Less Axle Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
g 300 4 FS. 5 Axie Double Unit Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
I F10. 8 or More Double Unit Vehicles, One Unit is a Truck
i F11.5 or Less Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
= F12. 6 Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
o 200 T F13.7 or More Axle Multi-Unit Trucks
E * INCLUDING THOSE HAULING TRAILERS
o 100 +
s FUNCTIONAL CLASS CODES:
=2
2 g 1= RURAL URBAN SYSTEM
ml el Tal N Tl T2 T Tl Il figl Tl Tl 01 11 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-INTERSTATE
02 12 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-EXPRESSWAY
ENDING HOUR 02 14 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL-OTHER
06 168 MINOR ARTERIAL
g; 17 MAJOR COLLECTOR
17 MINOR COLLECTOR
- North - -South 09 19 LOCAL SYSTEM
PEAK HOUR DATA
DIRECTION HOUR COUNT 2-WAY HOUR COUNT
North 18 291 AM. 12 500
St o - e % . SOURCE: NYSDOT DATA SERVICES BUREAU



Station: 339305 Start date:
Road #: Road name: 257 End date:
From: Stone Hedge Road County:
To: Hunt Lane Town:
Direction: North Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
0.0- 204-  251-  301- 351  401-  451-  50.1-  551-  60.1-
Hour 20.0 25.0 30.0 350 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0
100 0 0 0 2 4 2 2 0 0 0
200 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0
300 0 0 0 1 5 5 1 0 0 0
400 1 0 0 5 6 2 0 0 0 0
500 1 0 1 13 21 5 1 0 (] 0
6:00 4 1 8 45 62 23 1 o 0 0
7:00 1 2 B 58 86 42 4 0 0 0
800 3 3 6 68 114 53 5 0 0 0
900 2 5 8 57 138 63 6 1 0 (]
1000 0 0 5 54 120 59 5 0 0 i
1100 2 0 8 52 128 48 6 2 0 0
1200 1 1 3 67 138 51 4 0 1 0
1300 1 0 7 58 142 62 6 0 0 0
1400 3 0 5 63 140 50 8 0 0 0
1500 2 0 10 62 124 54 6 0 0 0
1600 2 3 7 54 148 73 5 0 0 0
17:00 2 0 7 63 129 77 6 1 0 0
18:00 1 1 8 73 131 51 6 1 0 0
19:00 0 0 9 57 100 33 2 0 0 0
20000 1 1 3 27 77 25 3 0 0 0
21:00 0 0 1 20 42 19 3 0 0 0
2200 0 0 2 1 2 14 2 1 0 0
2300 0O 0 0 5 9 8 0 0 0 0
2400 0 0 0 2 9 6 1 0 0 0
Avg. Dally Tolal 27 17 106 918 1897 823 83 8 1 0
Percenl 0.7%  04%  27% 237% 485% 212%  21%  02%  00%  00%
Cum. Percenl 0.7%  1.1%  39% 27.5% 765% 97.7%  998% 1000% 100.0% 100.0%
Average hour 1 1 4 8 79 34 3 0 0 o
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
North 36.3 37.3 421
South 36.0 37.0 411
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 16 292 AM. 12 502
South 16 332 P.M. 16 624
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Date: 04/21/2006

Total

10

12
14
42
144
201
252

243
246
266
276
269
258
292
285
2712
201
137

85

52

20

18

3878

162

=== North
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New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report
Wed 03/29/2006 12:00 Count duration; 144 hours
Tue 04/04/2006 11:45 Functional class: 16
Onondaga Factor group: 30
Batch ID: DOT-r3ww13
40 Count taken by: Org: DOT Init: JSV
Processed by: Org: DOT Init: JAB
65.1- 701« 75.1- %Exc %Exc %Exc %Exc % Exc
70.0 750 95.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 0.0 65.0 Avg  50th%  B5th%
0 0 0 200 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 38.9 388 463
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 3857 36.3 8.9
0 0 0 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 396 40.0 442
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 321 359 40.0
0 0 0 24 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 347 36.5 40.0
0 0 0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 34.0 36.2 40.6
0 0 0 20 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 35.9 369 419
0 0 0 20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 357 37.1 42.0
0 0 0 25 0.4 0.0 00 0.0 36.2 375 423
0 0 0 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 37.2 ar7 424
0 0 0 33 0.8 0.0 00 0.0 36.5 374 42,0
0 0 0 1.9 04 0.4 0.0 0.0 366 a3 416
0 0 0 22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.9 7.6 422
0 0 0 30 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.2 37.3 418
0 0 0 23 00 0.0 00 0.0 362 373 420
0 0 0 1.7 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 366 are 42.4
1] 0 1] 25 04 0.0 00 0.0 36.8 arae 42.7
0 0 0 26 04 0.0 00 0.0 36.3 ara 417
0 0 0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 361 36.8 408
0 0 0 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 364 a4 41.5
0 0 0 35 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3r.2 arse 425
0 0 0 58 1.9 0.0 00 0.0 ars 38.0 433
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 37.4 ar.a 426
0 0 o 56 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 388 aBs 436
0 0 0 ia 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 363 37.3 42.1
00%  00%  0.0%
1000% 100.0% 100.0%
1] 0 0
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION
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Station:
Road #:
From:
To:
Direction:

Hour

1:00
2:00
3:.00
4:00
5:00
6:00
7.00
8:00
9:00
10:00
11:00
12:00
13:00
14:00
15:00
16:00
17:00
18:00
19:00
20:00
21:00
22:00
23.00
24:00

Avg. Daily Total
Percent

Cum. Percent
Average hour

0.0-
20.0

00 OO0 - = ot o ma WWW = =2 = NNOO =00 0O

0.6%
0.6%
1

339305 Start date:
Road name: 257 End date:
Stone Hedge Road County:
Hunt Lane Town:
South Speed limit:
Speeds, mph
204-  254-  304-  351-  401-  454-  50.1-  551-  60.1-
250 30.0 35.0 40,0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0
0 0 2 8 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 5 4 1 0 0 0
0 1 14 18 B 2 0 0 0
0 6 22 63 24 2 0 0 0
1 10 44 82 26 2 0 0 0
0 7 54 93 36 4 0 0 0
1 12 48 102 a2 2 0 0 0
0 8 55 114 32 5 0 0 0
0 7 57 131 39 1 0 0 0
0 9 59 138 44 4 0 0 0
2 6 56 132 48 6 1 0 0
3 13 81 143 44 2 0 0 0
1 13 90 172 48 4 1 0 0
0 8 75 172 61 2 0 0 0
1 g9 76 168 52 3a 0 0 0
1 12 83 141 46 4 0 0 0
1 " 56 112 28 3 0 0 0
0 5 35 81 24 2 0 0 0
1 2 20 40 16 3 0 0 0
0 2 9 21 14 1 0 0 0
0 0 5 1 7 1 0 0 0
12 141 942 1954 637 54 2 0 0
03%  37% 250% 51.9% 169%  14% 01%  00%  00%
09%  47% 297% B816% 985% 99.9% 1000% 1000% 100.0%
0 B 39 B 27 2 0 o 0
Avg. Speed 50th% Speed 85th% Speed
North 36.3 37.3 421
South 36.0 37.0 411
Peak Hour Data
Direction Hour  Count 2-way Hour  Count
North 16 292 AM. 12 502
South 16 332 P.M. 16 624

Page 2 of 2

Date: 04/21/2006
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216
236
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New York State Department of Transportation
Speed Count Average Weekday Report
Wed 03/29/2006 12:00 Count duration: 144 hours
Tue 04/04/2006 11:45 Functional class: 16
Onondaga Factor group: 30
Batch ID: DOT-r3ww13
40 Count taken by: Org: DOT Init: JSV
Processed by: Org: DOT Init: JAB
65.1- 70.1- 75.1- % Exc % Exc  %Exc % Exc % Exc
70.0 75.0 95.0 450 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 Avg  S0th%  BSth%
0 V] 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 369 a7.2 39.6
0 0 0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 386 384 420
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 398 40,0 436
0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 386 38.4 42,0
0 0 0 8.3 00 0.0 00 0.0 339 39,0 44.0
0 0 0 47 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 36.5 36,9 423
0 0 0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.8 ar.s 418
0 0 0 1.2 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 351 36.7 406
0 0 0 20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.8 369 415
0 0 0 1.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 35.7 369 40.7
0 0 0 23 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 358 36.9 40.8
0 0 0 0.4 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 36.2 37 406
0 0 0 16 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 36.3 372 1.2
0 0 0 28 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.0 373 1.8
0 0 0 0.7 00 0.0 00 0.0 352 366 40.4
0 0 0 1.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.6 36.8 404
0 0 0 06 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 365 7.2 41.3
0 0 0 1.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 362 a7 409
7] 0 0 1.4 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 358 367 408
1] 0 0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.6 367 40.0
0 0 0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.5 a7 40.9
0 0 0 37 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 366 373 421
0 0 0 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 373 38.0 429
0 0 0 42 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 379 38.2 43.2
0 0 0 1.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.0 aro 411
00%  00%  0.0%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
0 0 0
TRAFFIC FLOW BY DIRECTION
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Turning Movement Counts



Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

'.ocation: Fayetteville, NY File Name : NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257-Franklin St Manual
.ntersection: Rte 257 @ Franklin St Site Code : 00000000

Date: Tuesday, May 9, 2006 Start Date : 5/9/2006

Counter: TW Page No : 1

‘Groups Printed- Cars - Heavy Vehicles

Rte 257/Manlius St ~ East Franklin St ~ Rte 257/Manlius St West Franklin St

| _ Southbound  Westbound Northbound | ~ Eastbound =
Start Time Right | Thru | I'Left Peds s ram | Right , Thru | Left | Peds | app 7us _R.gm_ Thru | Left | Peds | s raw | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | a raw | int Total
0700AM| 6 22 0 1 29 5 0 1 1 771 42 3 2 48 5 1 3 1 10 94
07:15AM; 7 32 0 0 3 7 0 1 2 10 2 4 6 0 5| 8 0 4 2 14 115
07:30AM 12 42 0 2 5 5 0 2 0 7/ 0o 68 30 10 108 13 0 5 0 18 189
0745AM 21 s 0 2 73 5 1 2 1 9 3 9 62 20 177 29 1 7 1 38 297
Total | 46 146 0 5 197 22 1 6 4 33 6 246 101 32 385 55 2 19 4 80 695
08:00AM 6 37 0 0O 43, 5 0 1 0O 6 1 72 19 1 93/ 23 0 9 2 34 176
0815AM 2 34 1 6 43 5 0 3 0 8 0 99 1 4 9% 2 0 0 O 2| 149
0830AM' 0 5 0 10 64 6 0 3 0 9 1 75 3 10 8 9 0 1 7 17| 179
0B45AM | 11 66 2 1 8, 2 0 4 1 7 1111 29 1 142} 5§ 0 1 0 6| 235
Total| 19 191 3 17 230 18 0 11 1 30/ 3 349 52 16 420 39 0 11 9 59 739
0230PM. 1 72 5 0 78/ 5 0 0 5. 0 8 7 0 8 8 2 1 5 16| 187
0245PM, S 7 1 0 77/ 3 0 1 1 5 1 66 5 1 73 5 1 6 9 21| 176
Total| 6 143 6 0 155 8 0O 10| 1 147 12 1 161 13 3 7 14 37 363
03:00PM| 4 72 3 0 79/ 1 1 3 0 5/ 3 69 2 0 74 5 0 3 4 12| 170
0315PM 8 74 3 0 8| 3 0 1 1 5 1 64 16 3 84/ 8 0 0 17 25| 199
"3:30PM) 13 57 6 1 770 1 0 3 1 5 4 121 17 2 144 24 0 8 47 79 305
345PM| 6 69 8 0 8 7 0 1 0 8§ 0O & 9 0 9% 16 0 9 1 26 213
Total| 31 272 20 1 324, 12 1 8 2 23 8 341 44 5 398 53 0 20 69 142 887

Cars' 116 878 37 15 1046 66 3 30 7 106 20 1231 236 35 1522 175
_ %Cars 100 999 100 652 99.1 100 100 100 87.5 99.1 100 100 100 636 98.7 100
Heavy venicies [ 0 1 0 8 9 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 20 200 0
whevyvenaes | 0 0.1 0348 09, 0 O O0125 09 0O 0 0364 13 0O

67 69 318 2992
100 683 909, 98
32 32 62
0 3.7 91l 2

0400PM' 8 71 5 0 8, 5 0 2 0 7/ 1 8 16 1 101, 10 0 2 3 15 207
0415PM| 6 56 3 0 65 1 1 2 0 4 1 65 11 0 77 5 2 8 2 17| 183
Grand Total | 116 879 37 23 1055, 66 3 30 8 107 20 1231 236 55 1542 175 7 67 101 350 3054
Apprch% | 11 833 35 22 617 28 28 75 13 798 153 36 50 2 191 289
_Total% | 38 288 12 08 345 22 01 1 03 35 07 403 77 18 505| 57 02 22 33 115

7

0

ki
o

L=



Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name : NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257-Franklin St Manual
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/9/2006

t

West Franklin

PageNo :2
e anlius St

_Out_ In_ Total

1364 1046 | 2470

0 9 9

134 1055' [ 2419

11 878] 37] 15
| L 8
__16] 879 37| 23 [

Right Thru Left Peds
] >

-

G5 + - 4+ A
] = ' 2 L o
- =@ed | @, g
P 1 | #esTm
~oi S North | [ | = =
E—» — —= pepe——
[ = | 5/9/2006 07:00 AM Slalael | | |
| 5/9/2006 04:15 PM L Llsd
| O - = =1 |
=y | Y S8 =
. Cars _ - Al | .
e | Heavy Vehicles | e 1 5 A 4
o mog o o | =l alg
=38 gl | o B.3E
[ a2 = o

-

| “ | -
) | 1}
| Left Thru Right Peds

[ [T238] 1231 20 35| !
L0 o of 20 |
| 236 1231] 20| 55 |
236 1231 20 85 |

1083, [ 1522| | 2608] ‘

v L 200 | 21
| 1084] | 1542] | 2626
Out In Total

Rte 257/Manlius St




Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name : NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257-Franklin St Manual
Site Code : 00000000

Start Date : 5/9/2006

PageNo :3

" Rte257/Manlius St | EastFranklinSt ~ Rte 257/Manlius St West Franklin St
__Southbound Westbound _Northbound ___ Eastbound

| Start Time | Right_ Thru | Left  Peds | aop 1w | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | sep raw | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | s raw  Right | Thru | Left | Peds | spp raw | it ot

Peak Hour Analyms From 07:00 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:30 AM

07:30AM| 12 42 0 2 5, 5 0 2 0 7, 0 68 3 10 108 13 0O S5 O 18 189
0745AM| 21 50 0 2 73/ 5 1 2 1 9 3 92 62 20 177 29 1 7 1 38 297
0800AM 6 37 0 O 43/ 5 0 1 0 6 1 72 19 1 93, 23 0 9 2 34 176
0815AM 2 34 1 6 43, 5 0 3 0 8/ 0 91 1 4 9% 2 0 0 0 2 149
TotalVolume | 41 163 1 10 215 20 1 8 1 30 323 112 35 474 67 1 21 3 92 8N

4
_%App Total | 19.1 758 05 47 667 33 267 33 08 681 236 74 728 11 228 33
_ PHF | 488 815 250 417 736 1000 .250 667 250 833 .333

>HF .815 250 736 1000 .2 833 | .333 878 452 438 669 .578 250 .583 .375 605 .683
‘Cars| 41 162 1 3 207 20 1 8 0 29 4 323 112 22 461 67 1 21 2 91| 788

% Cars 100 994 100 30.0 963 100 100 100 O 967 100 100 100 628 973 100 100 100 667 989 972

¥ Heavy Veticles | 0 1 0 7 8 U 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 1 3 0 0 0 1 1 23
wHawvens | 0 06 0 700 37 0 0 0 100 33 0 0 0371 27 0 0 0 333 11 28

“Right Thru Left Peds
4 . |

-

Peak Hour Data

[V
4
’

vy
]

T ——r -0
ISR RoNg 4 &l
Q| 1 o E4 Y]
L',‘,‘ [~ . ; e | lLoa s
s, North I == 0
E [==lta | 'E » s - e 2 s o ‘__.; | = g.
= 578 = | Peak Hour Begins at 07:30 AM 2o ;1
o — i —_— Sw
° P ren | el @ 3
p © oL | Cars | o = )
. = o 5
g _ls ols © - | Heavy Vehicles — v "sow —_—
=5 °3 — === 42
o - N ] o
-8 g .98
= o wiaao -t
|
& -
4+ »

Left  Thru Right Peds
112] 323 4 22

0/ o o 13
_112f 323] 4] 35
237 481 = 698
113 14
238 474 712
Out In Total

Rte 257/Manlius St




Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name : NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257-Franklin St Manual

Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/9/2006
Page No :4
S Rte 257/Manlius St ~ East Franklin St "~ Rte 257/Manlius St ~West Franklin St
________ Southbound ~ Westbound __Northbound Eastbound | -
| Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | s rww | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | wy ras  Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | as ruw  Rignt | Thru | Left | Peds | ues rew  int Totw
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 04:15 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 03:15PM
03:15 PM, 8 74 3 0 85 3 0 1 1 5 1 64 16 3 84 8 0 0 17 25 199
03:30PM 13 57 6 1 7] 1 0 3 1 5 4 121 17 2 144 24 0 8 47 79 305
03:45 PM 6 69 8 0 83 7 0 1 0 8 0 87 9 0 96 16 0 9 1 26 213
O400PM 8 71 5 0 8| 5 0 2 0 7/ 1 8 16 1 101/ 10 0 2 3 15 207
TotalVoume | 35 271 22 1 329 16 0 7 2 25 6 355 58 6 425| 58 0 19 B8 145 924
% App. Total | 105 824 67 03 64 0 28 8 14 835 136 14 40 0 131 469 |
_ PHF 673 916 688 250 .968 .571 .000 .583 .500 .781|.375 .733 853 500 738 | 604 000 528 362 459 .757
Cars| 35 271 22 1 329 16 0 7 2 25! 6 355 58 3 422| 58 0 19 46 123, 899
% Cars | 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 100 100 100 100 50.0 993 100 0 100 676 848 973
Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3| 0 0 0 22 22 25
% Heavy Vehicies 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 ol o 0 0 500 07 0 0 0 324 152 2.7
. Rie 25//Manlius St
| O i Total
[as0! | 329] | 719
Lo o | o
| 3% | 339 | 719
| . | 1
s 2l i
0 ol © 0
; |_35 [ 2 22| 1] |
Rxghi Thru Leﬁ Peds |
! « N '
i
N ] N —
_ Peak Hour Data
‘ seNy  [2o2. . 2] LT
50 N — o — & | o
F o [ = Taod Il nE
| - | |jooo! Norh —_— | @owm m
c onal | | 2_ , o 3 |
[E /N N | | = | Peak Hour Begins at 03:15 PM 2lala ol | | | =
E | | 7 (o= T e N:'g
= | [ eE | Cars 1y iew H
g mam || | [E~- | Heavy Vehicles v = ’
=<8 | Ll P LT w9
AR i f o BogE
q = »
_Left Thru Right Peds
58] 355 6] 3
of of o 3
58] 355 6] ®
T 33 | 422 758
B O (- 3
33 45 761
Out In Total
Rie 257/Manlius St




Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name : NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257-Franklin St Manual
Site Code : 00000000

Start Date : 5/9/2006

PageNo :5
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rage 1 011

Subj: NY R3 Week 19 Rte 257/Franklin St Manual
Date: 5/12/2006 8:00:07 A.M. Eastern Standard Time
From: lykynz@twceny.rr.com
To: ' TSTDJV@aol.com

Hi Jim,

Being only the second time in a year of downloading a manual counter, I hope that I
have provided all the required information correctly and would welcome any further
instruction to ensure sending you the best data that I can. Included in this email are
addrt:ona! notat:ons regardmg observed cond:t:ons/s;tuat:ons durmg the count:

Rte 257/Franklin St‘

Although the civilian vehicle and student bussing traffic were typical for a school settmg
with all general traffic following posted speed limits, I noticed that there was only one
crosswalk located on what would be the south east portion of the counted intersection
érossing Rte 257 from east to west while .2 miles south on Rte 257 there was no
crosswalk forcing students to walk .2 miles north to the previously mentioned/existing
crosswalk at Rte 257 and Franklin St.

Thank You,

Tim

Monday. May 15, 2006 America Online: TSTDJV

™~



Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

ocation: Village of Fayetteville File Name : 5_10_06-AC
intersection: Rte 257 @ School/Sheffield Site Code : 00000000
Date: Wednesday May 10, 2006 Start Date : 5/10/2006
Counter: AC Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Cars - Heavy Vehicle

2 90 2 18| 190

3:
7/ 2 99 1 102/ 3 2 5 0 10 223
8

0 94 7 0o 1"
0

56 1142 164 4 1366 151 46 206 15 41Bf 3257
3
1

04:00PM' 5 66 0 750 3 0

Rte257 | Sheffield Lane Rte 257 T School Entrance
Southbound | ~ Westbound | Northbound | ~_Eastbound
. Start Time | Rignt _ Thru | Left | Peds | s e | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | x s | Rignt | Thru | Left | Peds e run | Rignt | Thiu | Left Peds | us raw | mt 1ota
" Factor 10 10/ 10/ 10 107 10[ 10 10[ 10/ 10 10/ 10/  [10 10 10/ 10
07:00AM 6 27 8 1 42 15 3 5 0 23 5 3@ 1 0 457 1 1 3 2 70117
0715AM 8 30 2 0 40 7 4 1 0 12, 1 46 4 0 51| 0 1 4 3 8 111
0730AM 13 38 6. 0 57 14 4 1 1 20 1 69 18 0 8 2 0 2 0 4| 167
0745AM 29 73 8 1 111,25 5 0O O 30, 4 123 18 0 145 3 3 11 2 19 305
Total 56 168 24 2 250 61 16 7 1 8 11 277 39 0 327 6 5 20 7 38 700
0800AM 7 58 4 0O 69/ 12 8 2 0 22/ 0 72 1® 0 8 4 0 6 3 13/ 192
0815AM| 12 36 3 0 5 4 2 2 0 8 4 57 13 0 74, 7 0 12 0 19 152
0830AM 22 40 0 O 62, 10 9 2 0 21/ 2 64 22 0 8 8 4 19 0 31 202
_0845AM 16 37 5 0 58 16 5 3 1 25/ 10 71 20 1 102] 15 1 40 2 58 243
Total| 57 171 12 0 240 42 24 9 1 76 16 264 71 1 352 3¢ 5 77 5 121] 789
0230PM| 10 75 4 0 89 1 1 1 0 3, 2 5 11 0 68 8 2 4 1 15 175
0245PM| 5 75 6 O 8 4 1 O 1 6 4 57 2 0 63 20 3 13 0 36 191
Total, 15 150 10 0 175 5 2 1 1 9 6 112 13 0 131 28 5 17 1 511 366
0300PM| 11 65 4 0 80| 12 4 3 0 19| 4 67 12 0 33| 12 0 3 0O 15! 197
315PM| 29 63 2 0 94 4 6 0 0 10, 4 70 15 0 7 8 1 25 218
L330PM 0 13 101 7 0 121 11 7 1 3 22| 3 9 7 2 107| 45 19 49 0 113 363
0345PM 6 8 6 0 9%, 5 0 2 0 __?T_J___ﬁ_ﬁa____‘_!_ T B4 ¢ 3. 48 1. 2F1 @11
Total| 59 313 19 0 391| 32 17 3 58| 19 300 38 3 360 73 29 76 2 180 989
4 0
3

0
0415PM| 2 99 0 104 4 0 2 1
GandTotal | 194 967 72 2 1235|147 59 25 7 23
‘Apprch% 157 783 58 0.2 |61.8 248 105 9 41 836 12 0. 1361 11 493 38 [
Total% | 6 297 22 01 379| 45 18 08 02 73|17 351 65 01 419 46 14 63 05 128
Cars 194 967 72 1 1234 147 59 25 5 236 56 142 164 4 1366 151 46 206 11 414 3250
% Cars 100 100 100 50 999 100 100 100 714 992/ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 733 99 998
Heawvence O 0 0 1 110 0 0 2 2.0 0 0 0 o0 O 0 0 4 4. 7
whesyvne . O O 0 50 01, O O 0286 08 0O O O O O O 0 0 267 1, 02




Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.

(610) 255-3944

File Name
Site Code
Start Date
Page No
Hie 257
Out _ In_ Total
1495 1238 | 2729
Lo ¢ 1y
1495 | 1235 | 2730
T qoa’ @677 72 1
o, o o 1
184 967|721 2
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iy o@ . & Wl T —-
3= = §g T €l 2 Ll Lo
0|—_ 11 || E e} i !rczg
| | o, il ]| =¥y
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s L L mE by | | o
o - o | e ==
2 —om e + Cars "Blo® | ®
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oY 7| LFT#8 g | L al &g
o st __Igg %li{_m.r SIS
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(— | —b |
‘ Leﬂ Thru R:ght Peds
1142 4| [
| o
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A 0 | 0
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| Out In “Total
Rte 257

:5 10 _06-AC
: 00000000

- 5/10/2006
2



Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

' File Name :5_10_06-AC
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/10/2006

PageNo :3
o Rte257 | Sheffield Lane ~ Rte257 [ School Entrance
Southbound ~ Westbound Northbound __Eastbound

- Start Time | Rgnt | Thiu | Left | Peds | o Rignt | Thru | Left [Peds | ae v | R | Thu | Left Peds | ae e | Right | Thiu [ Left "Peds e ras | it Tos

Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:45 AM

0745AM 29 73 8 1 111 25 5 0 0 30 4 123 18 0 145 3 3 11 2 19 305
0800AM' 7 58 4 ° 0 69 12 8 2 0 221 0 72 16 0 88 4 0 B 3 13, 192
08:15AM 12 36 3 0 51 4 2 2 0 8 4 57 13 0 74 7 0 12 0 19 152
08:30AM 22 40 0 0 62 10 9 2 0 21 2 64 22 0 88 8 4 19 0 31 202
Total Volume | 70 207 15 1 293 51 24 6 0 81, 10 316 B9 0 395 22 7 48 5 82 851
% App Total | 23.9 706 51 0.3 63 206 74 O 25 80 175 O 268 85 585 6.1

~ PHF 603 709 469 250 660 510 667 .750 .000 675 625 642 .784 000 681 688 438 632 417 661 698
Cars| 70 207 15 0 292 51 24 6 0 8110 316 69 0 395 22 7 48 5 82 850
% Cars | 100 100 100 O 997 100 100 100 O 100/ 100 100 100 O 100 100 100 100 100 100 99.9
Heayvenee| O O 0 1 1/ 0 o0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 O ©0 O O O O 0O 1
sHeawyvee | O 0O 0 100 03, 0 0 O O o/ o 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 o0 ol 01
Rie 257
. _ow_ i Total
415 292| | 707,
0 1! 1]
| ars s o)
| 1
! , , .
T o70] 207 5] 0
o o o 1
__70] 207 15 1] |
Right Thru Left Peds
| = | S
|
Peak Hour Data
58°8 [2°%s ¢ - 27 1 M
R A I 3 T2 | o  wlE
s g | Newr, North | BeRl o
g _8°8 [ “Peak Hour Begins at 0745 AM 2l TS
=y = ol | | 5 g
'g el o NE Cars pes | o ol
e & - | Heavy Vehicle v "o | — 3
2 58 V8 | T ST =
o B @ ] olE
T a %occ el ol
4 T -
_Left Thru Right Peds
ge[ 316[ 10/ 0
] o 0 0
1 ) )
235 395 630
1] ) ]
235 395 630
Out In Total
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Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name :5 10 _06-AC
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/10/2006
PageNo :4

Rte 257 ‘Sheffield Lane
~ ... Southbound  Westbound
Start Time | Right  Thru | Left | Peds e res | Right  Thru | Left  Peds

Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 04:15 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 03:00 PM

Northbound

School Entrance

Eastbound

so e | Rignt | Thru | Left | Peds | s ran | Rignt | Thru | Left | Peds | s ras | m. Tota

DS.‘DOPMI 11 65 4 0 80 12 4 3 0 18 4 67 12 0 83 12 0 3 0 15
03:15PM| 29 63 2 0 94 - 6 0 0 10 4 70 15 0 89 9 7 8 1 25
03:30PM 13 101 7 0 121 11 7 1 3 22, 3 95 F i 2 107 45 19 49 0 113
0345PM 6 8 6 O 9% S5 o0 2 o0 7 8 6 4 1 8 7 3 16 1 27
Total Volume . 59 313 19 0 391 32 17 6 3 58 19 300 38 3 360 73 29 76 2 180
_%App Total (151 801 49 O /552 203 103 52 | 53 833 106 08 406 161 422 1.1
___PHF 509 775 679 .000 .808 .667 607 .500 .250 659 .594 789 .633 .375 .841| 406 382 .388 .500 .398
CarsI 59 313 19 0 391 32 17 6 1 56! 19 300 38 3 360, 73 29 76 0 178
% Cars | 100 100 100 0 100 100 100 100 333 966 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 989
Heavy Vehice | 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 ol o 0 0 2 2
% Heavy Veructe | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 667 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 11
Rie 257
Out In Total
| —408] [ 331] [ 799 i
[ o | o ! 0 '
408 | 391 | 799/ |
i B i il _ [
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4 I | 4 |
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=~ @ = Peak Hour Begins at 03:00 PM eidieD 11 _A
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= 7=t N
oL urrg g B RE
o a Bloma (opoF
« T b
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38 300[ 19 3
of o of o
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Tri-State Traffic Data, Inc.
(610) 255-3944

File Name : 5 10_06-AC
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/10/2006
PageNo :5




MAY 11,2006 07:12A 6729633 page 1

Rte 257 @ School Entrange/Sheffield Lane " \y&\ G J}yﬂ\l(
|
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APPENDIX D

ACCIDENT SUMMARY SHEETS and
DIAGRAMS



Collision Diagram Summary

Location: Franklin Street to Wheeler Ave*

Accident Type PDO Injury Fatal Total

Right Angle

Rear End 4 4

Head On

Side Swipe

Left Turn 1 1 2

Right Turn

Overtaking

Animal 1 1

Bicycle

Fixed Object/Out of Control

Backing

Unknown

Total 6 1 7

Month J F M A M J J A S O N D N/A
L1 [ [ 2 | [ «+ [ 2] [ T2 Ja] | |

Day S M T W TH F SA NA
L [ [ 2 | [ 3 [1]2] |

Time 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12
L[ I I [ 1 [ [T+ JTa] T |

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Other N/A

L [1] 2 | I [+ [ T2 [ [ [ ]
Light Condition Day Dawn/Dusk Dark Other N/A
L6 | [ 1 | I |
Road Surface Dry Wet Snow/Ice Other N/A
[ 3 | 3 [ 1 | I |
Weather Clear Cloudy Rain Snow Fog Other N/A
L2 | 2 | 2 | 1 ] I I |
Factors Driver Inattention 1 Turning Improperly
Failure to Yield Right-of-Way Passing or Lane Usage Improper
Slippery Pavement 2 Traffic Control Disregarded
(each incident may have |Unsafe Speed Reaction to Other Uninvolved Vehicle
more than one factor) Alcohol Involvement Following Too Closely
Unsafe Lane Changing Animals Action

*Represents incidents that occurred on RT 257 between Franklin Street and Wheeler Avenue

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council for the FM Rd/RT 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study



Location

COLLISION DIAGRAM FM RD: Franklin St to Wheeler Ave*

Period

D
rz]lav\}/,n MC N
Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council 1 /1 999 1 2 /200 4

for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study Date 03/15/06

Franklin Street

FM Road
RT 257

Sheffield Lane

W Franklin Street

School entrance

Th,1/25/01,14,D,D,C -

Henschke Drive

Wheeler Avenue

Le gend Light D = Daylight
Du = Dawn/Dusk
<——— Moving Vehicle O  Fixed Object <+—0s—— Rear End —f________ Approach Turn Da = Dark
<—» Backing Vehicle O  PDO —e0——  Head On R Overtaking Turn
Pavement D =Dry
C=1 parked Vehicle ®  Injury go——  Sideswipe Right Angle W= Wet
S = Snow
o — —2 Animal ®  Faul 288 Out Of Control SI=Slush
- - Weather C = Clear
. Note: Filled arrow denotes vehicle at fault Cl = Cloudy
N . s & gg Jsb Drawing not to scale R = Rain
§ & $ F§ L _
Q 9 MR *Represents incidents that occurred S = Snow
< F,2/12/93,16,D,D, S on Route 257 between Franklin St and Wheeler Ave F =Fog




Collision Diagram Summary

Location: Wheeler Avenue to Hunt Lane*

Accident Type PDO Injury Fatal Total

Right Angle

Rear End

Head On

Side Swipe 1 1

Left Turn 2 2

Right Turn

Overtaking

Animal 5 5

Bicycle

Fixed Object/Out of Control 4 1 5

Backing

Unknown

Total 12 1 13

Month J F M A M J J A S O N D N/A
L+ [ 2 [ 1 [ 23] [ 1] [ [1[a] |

Day S M T W TH F SA N/A
L2 [1] 1 [ 2 3 [3[1] |

Time 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12
L[ I I [1 ][ s ] JaJa] [ |

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Other N/A

L1 ] | I [ 3 [afa] JafJaf | | |
Light Condition Day Dawn/Dusk Dark Other N/A
L7 | | 6 | I |
Road Surface Dry Wet Snow/Ice Other N/A
[ 8 | 2 [ 3 | I |
Weather Clear Cloudy Rain Snow Fog Other N/A
L7 | 2 | 2 | 2 ] I I |
Factors Driver Inattention Turning Improperly
Failure to Yield Right-of-Way 3 Passing or Lane Usage Improper
Slippery Pavement 3 Traffic Control Disregarded
(each incident may have |Unsafe Speed 2 Reaction to Other Uninvolved Vehicle
more than one factor) Alcohol Involvement 1 Lost Consciousness 1
Unsafe Lane Changing Animals Action

*Represents incidents that occurred on RT 257 south of Wheeler Avenue to Hunt Lane

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council for the FM Rd/RT 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study



Location

COLLISION DIAGRAM

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

FM RD: Wheeler Ave to Hunt La*

D”l‘a“}’," MC N Period
Date 03/15/06 T 1/1999-12/2004

Hunt Lane

F,12/8/00,17,Da,W,Cl

(]

W.,1/26/00,10,D,S,S

Old Farm Road

Su,12/26/99,13,D,W.R

M,3/26/0\,9,D,S,S

Hoag Lane

<Q

4
F, 2/12/93, 1

D 4,

D,D,S

E)

Legend Light D = Daylight
. . . . Du = Dawn/Dusk
<——— Moving Vehicle O  Fixed Object <—0s——— Rear End o Approach Turn Da = Dark
<——m Backing Vehicle O PDO —e0s——  Head On — Overtaking Turn Pavement D =Dry
W = Wet
Z Parked Vehicle ® Injury So—— Sideswipe Right Angle S= Snoew
SI = Slush
- — — Animal ® Fal 888 OutOf Control o
Weather C = Clear
Cl = Cloudy
Note: Filled arrow denotes vehicle at fault R =Rain
. N & § Drawing not to scale S = Snow
& & & & S " Lo F =Fog
Represents incidents that occurred

on Route 257 south of Wheeler Ave to Hunt La




Collision Diagram Summary

Location: Hunt Lane to Sherbrooke Road*

Accident Type PDO Injury Fatal Total

Right Angle

Rear End 1 1 2

Head On 1 1

Side Swipe

Left Turn

Right Turn

Overtaking

Animal 6 6

Bicycle

Fixed Object/Out of Control 1 1

Backing

Unknown

Total 9 1 10

Month J F M A M J J A S O N D N/A
L2 [2] 1 | I [ | [ +]3] [ [1] |

Day S M T W TH F SA N/A
[ 2 [ 2] I [ 1 [2]3] |

Time 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12
L[ I [+ [ [ [+ [ [ [31]1]

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Other N/A

L[ [ 1 | I [2 a2 2] Ja] [ |

Light Condition Day Dawn/Dusk Dark Other N/A
L4 | | 6 | I |

Road Surface Dry Wet Snow/Ice Other N/A
[ 9 | 1 I I I |

Weather Clear Cloudy Rain Snow Fog Other N/A
L7 | 3 | I I I I |

Factors Driver Inattention 2 Turning Improperly
Failure to Yield Right-of-Way Passing or Lane Usage Improper
Slippery Pavement Traffic Control Disregarded

(each incident may have |Unsafe Speed Other Human
more than one factor) Alcohol Involvement 1 Following Too Closely 1

Unsafe Lane Changing Animals Action

*Represents incidents that occurred on RT 257 south of Hunt Lane to Sherbrooke Road

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council for the FM Rd/RT 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study



Location

COLLISION DIAGRAM

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study

FM RD: Hunt La to Sherbrooke Rd*

Drawn Period

MC N

Date 03/15/06 T

1/1999-12/2004

Stonehedge Lane

Marangale Lane

Da,D,C

3/13/99.21,

Sa,

Burlington
Dr

@

Q© Q?
F, 2/12/93, 1

Drawing not to scale

*Represents incidents that occurred
on Route 257 south of Hunt La to Sherbrooke Rd

Sherbrooke
Rd
Le gend Light D = Daylight
Du = Dawn/Dusk
<——— Moving Vehicle a Fixed Object <o—0——— Rear End o Approach Turn Da = Dark
<—» Backing Vehicle O  PDO —e0——  Head On R Overtaking Turn _
Pavement D =Dry
|Z Parked Vehicle ® Injury S Sideswipe Right Angle ;V:S\:x)evtv
o= — —A Animal ®  Fatal ~288_  OutOf Control S1=Slush
Weather C = Clear
Cl = Cloudy
Note: Filled arrow denotes vehicle at fault R = Rain
S = Snow
F=Fog




Collision Diagram Summary

Location: Sherbrooke Road to Kelly Drive*
Accident Type PDO Injury Fatal Total
Right Angle
Rear End 2 2
Head On
Side Swipe
Left Turn
Right Turn
Overtaking
Animal 7 7
Bicycle
Fixed Object/Out of Control
Backing 1 1
Unknown
Total 10 10
Month J F M A M J J A S O N D N/A
L [ [ 1] 2| | (2] Jafafa] [ |
Day S M T W TH F SA NA
1 [2] 4112 | |
Time 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Other N/A

L [1] 1 | [ 2 J2f2] s o] [ | | ]
Light Condition Day Dawn/Dusk Dark Other N/A
L4 | 1 | 5 | I |
Road Surface Dry Wet Snow/Ice Other N/A
L7 | 3 I I I |
Weather Clear Cloudy Rain Snow Fog Other N/A
L3 | 6 | 1 ] I I I |
Factors Driver Inattention 1 Backing Unsafely
Failure to Yield Right-of-Way Passing or Lane Usage Improper
Slippery Pavement Traffic Control Disregarded
(each incident may have |Unsafe Speed Reaction to Other Uninvolved Vehicle
more than one factor) Alcohol Involvement Following Too Closely 2
Unsafe Lane Changing Animals Action

*Represents incidents that occurred on RT 257 south of Sherbrook Road to Kelly Drive

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council for the FM Rd/RT 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study



Location

COLLISION DIAGRAM FM RD: Sherbrooke Rd to Kelly Dr*

Period

Drzllav\}/,n MC N
T 1/1999-12/2004

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

for the F-M Rd/Rt 257 Pedestrian Accommodation Feasibility Study Date 03/15/06

FM Road
RT 257

Berkshire Pkwy

McDermott Rd

Kelly Dr

Legend Light D = Daylight
. . Du = Dawn/Dusk
<——— Moving Vehicle O  Fixed Object @—0s—— Rear End of” Approach Turn Da = Dark
<——» Backing Vehicle O PDO —e0—— Head On — Overtaking Turn Pavement D =Dry
|Z Parked Vehicle ® Injury So—————— Sideswipe Right Angle ;N:S\rz)evtv
-« — —2 Animal ® Fal 888 OutOf Control S1=Slush
Weather C = Clear
Cl = Cloudy
Note: Filled arrow denotes vehicle at fault R = Rain
. s “’sb Drawing not to scale S = Snow
$ § £ N T e . F =Fog
Represents incidents that occurred
< F, 2/12/93, 16, on Route 257 south of Sherbrooke Rd to Kelly Dr




Collision Diagram TOTALS

Location: Franklin Street to Kelly Drive*

Accident Type PDO Injury Fatal Total

Right Angle

Rear End 7 1 8

Head On 1 1

Side Swipe 1 1

Left Turn 3 1 4

Right Turn 0

Overtaking 0

Animal 19 19

Bicycle 0

Fixed Object/Out of Control 5 1 6

Backing 1 1

Unknown 0

Total 37 0 0 3 40

Month J F M A M J J A S O N D N/A
L4 l2] 5 [ 3 ]2 (fa4]a]2[]5]a[3[5] |

Day S M T W TH F SA NA
5[4 7 [ 3 [ 8 |8[5] |

Time 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12

I [ | I | 1 J1f1]2Ja]J1f2]17]1]

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Other N/A

L1 ]2] 4 | | s [s[a]2fafJafa] | |
Light Condition Day Dawn/Dusk Dark Other N/A
[ 21 | 1 | 18 | I |
Road Surface Dry Wet Snow/Ice Other N/A
[ 27 | 9 [ 4 | I |
Weather Clear Cloudy Rain Snow Fog Other N/A
[ 19 [ 18 | 5 [ 3 | I I |
Factors Driver Inattention 4 Backing Unsafely 1
Failure to Yield Right-of-Way 3 Passing or Lane Usage Improper
Slippery Pavement 5 Traffic Control Disregarded
(each incident may have |Unsafe Speed 2 Reaction to Other Uninvolved Vehicle
more than one factor) Alcohol Involvement 2 Following Too Closely
Unsafe Lane Changing Animals Action
Other Human 2 Lost Consciousness
Turning Improperly 1

*Represents all of the recorded incidents that occurred on RT 257 between Franklin St and Kelly Drive

Prepared by the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council for the FM Rd/RT 257 Pedestrian Accommodation
Feasibility Study



Alternative 1 (Sidewalks on both sides of Route 257)

COST ESTIMATES for PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES**

TOTAL
ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED
ITEM #* DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST COST
201.06 Clearing and Grubbing LS 1 $3,500.00 $3,500.00
203.02 Unclassified Excavation and Disposal CYy 2981 $40.00 $119,240.00
304.12 Subbase Course, Type 2 CY 1517 $25.00 $37,925.00
08520.5014 | Sawcutting Concrete Pavement LF 2770 $2.00 $5,540.00
560.xx Remove and Reset Stone Wall LF 125 $350.00 $43,750.00
608.0101 Concrete Sidewalks and Driveways CYy 910 $375.00 $341,250.00
24608.51 Stamped Detectable Warning SY 28.7 $325.00 $9,327.50
611.02 Planting — Minor Deciduous Trees EA 41 $250.00 $10,250.00
613.0101 Topsoil CYy 1212 $30.00 $36,360.00
614.0314 Tree Removal less than 24” EA 30 $200.00 $6,000.00
614.0314 Tree Removal more than 24” EA 13 $500.00 $6,500.00
619.01 Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (3%) LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00
632.15 Segmental Block Retaining Wall SY 20 $325.00 $6,500.00
685.01 White Epoxy Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 550 $2.00 $1,100.00
688.01 White Preformed Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 206 $3.75 $772.50
699.01 Mobilization (4%) LS 1 $26,000.00 $26,000.00
Subtotal: | $668,515.00
Contingency (30%): | $200,554.50
Total Estimated Project Cost: | $869,069.50

*Standard NYSDOT ltem #s

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on both sides of Route 257

is $869,069.50. Drainage is not factored into this estimate.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): As noted within the text of this
document, the only portion of the corridor that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW
acquisition is located in front of the school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the
street from Sheffield Lane. Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the
school in order to build a seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.

** Cost estimates prepared by consultant Clark Patterson Associates




COST ESTIMATES for PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES (continued)**

Alternative 2A (Sidewalk on the west side of Route 257)

TOTAL
ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED
ITEM #* DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST COST
201.06 Clearing and Grubbing LS 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
203.02 Unclassified Excavation and Disposal CYy 1581 $40.00 $63,240.00
304.12 Subbase Course, Type 2 CY 813 $25.00 $20,325.00
08520.5014 | Sawcutting Concrete Pavement LF 1400 $2.00 $2,800.00
560.xx Remove and Reset Stone Wall LF 0 $350.00 $0.00
608.0101 Concrete Sidewalks and Driveways CYy 490 $375.00 $183,750.00
24608.51 Stamped Detectable Warning SY 13.3 $325.00 $4,322.50
611.02 Planting — Minor Deciduous Trees EA 16 $250.00 $4,000.00
613.0101 Topsoil CYy 654 $30.00 $19,620.00
614.0314 Tree Removal less than 24” EA 9 $200.00 $1,800.00
614.0314 Tree Removal more than 24” EA 7 $500.00 $3,500.00
619.01 Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (3%) LS 1 $9,000.00 $9,000.00
685.01 White Epoxy Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 8 in. LF 250 $2.00 $500.00
White Preformed Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 12 in.
688.01 Stop bar LF 96 $3.75 $360.00
699.01 Mobilization (4%) LS 1 $13,000.00 $13,000.00
Subtotal: | $326,217.50
Contingency (30%): | $97,865.25
Total Estimated Project Cost: | $424,082.75

*Standard NYSDOT ltem #s

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing sidewalks on the west side of Route
257 is $424,082.75. Drainage is not factored into this estimate.

Sidewalk Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming 50 days per year for snow removal at $75 a
day, annual cost for sidewalk maintenance would be $3,750. Annual sidewalk repairs would
cost approximately $1,500.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): As noted within the text of this
document, the only portion of the corridor that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW
acquisition is located in front of the school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the
street from Sheffield Lane. Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the
school in order to build a seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.

** Cost estimates prepared by consultant Clark Patterson Associates



COST ESTIMATES for PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES (continued)**

Alternative 4 (Stone dust on both sides of Route 257)

TOTAL
ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED
ITEM #* DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST COST
201.06 Clearing and Grubbing LS 1 $3,500.00 $3,500.00
203.02 Unclassified Excavation and Disposal CYy 1537 $40.00 $61,480.00
560.xX Remove and Reset Stone Wall LF 125 $350.00 $43,750.00
04304.0194 | Trailway Top Course, Stone Dust CY 758 $153.00 $115,974.00
207.11 Geotextile Separation SY 8188 $1.46 $11,954.48
611.02 Planting — Minor Deciduous Trees EA 41 $250.00 $10,250.00
613.0101 Topsoil CYy 1212 $30.00 $36,360.00
614.0314 Tree Removal less than 24” EA 30 $200.00 $6,000.00
614.0314 Tree Removal more than 24” EA 13 $500.00 $6,500.00
619.01 Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (3%) LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00
632.15 Segmental block retaining wall SY 20 $325.00 $6,500.00
685.01 White Epoxy Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 550 $2.00 $1,100.00
688.01 White Preformed Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 206 $3.75 $772.50
699.01 Mobilization (4%) LS 1 $26,000.00 $26,000.00
Subtotal: | $344,640.98
Contingency (30%): | $103,392.29
Total Estimated Project Cost: | $448,033.27

*Standard NYSDOT Item #s

Cost Estimate: The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the both sides of
Route 257 is $448,033.27. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust. Drainage is not
factored into this estimate.

Stone Dust Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming approximately 5% of stone dust material
would need replacement/rehabilitation every year, maintenance costs would be $20,678.46 per
year. Some savings can be achieved by performing maintenance every 3-4 years vs. every year.
Snow removal is not typically done on stone dust paths, hence this path would become seasonal
if the Town decided to install a stone dust path.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): As noted within the text of this
document, the only portion of the corridor that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW
acquisition is located in front of the school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the
street from Sheffield Lane. Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the
school in order to build a seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.

** Cost estimates prepared by consultant Clark Patterson Associates




COST ESTIMATES for PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES (continued)**

Alternative 4 (Stone dust on the west side of Route 257)

TOTAL
ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED | ESTIMATED
ITEM #* DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT COST COST
201.06 Clearing and Grubbing LS 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
203.02 Unclassified Excavation and Disposal CY 813 $40.00 $32,520.00
560.Xx Remove and Reset Stone Wall LF 0 $350.00 $0.00
04304.0194 | Trailway Top Course, Stone Dust CcYy 409 $153.00 $62,577.00
207.11 Geotextile Separation SY 4416 $1.46 $6,447.36
611.02 Planting — Minor Deciduous Trees EA 16 $250.00 $4,000.00
613.0101 Topsoil CYy 654 $30.00 $19,620.00
614.0314 Tree Removal less than 24” EA 9 $200.00 $1,800.00
614.0314 Tree Removal more than 24” EA 7 $500.00 $3,500.00
619.01 Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (3%) LS 1 $9,000.00 $9,000.00
685.01 White Epoxy Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 250 $2.00 $500.00
688.01 White Preformed Reflectorized Pavement Stripes — 4 in. LF 96 $3.75 $360.00
699.01 Mobilization (4%) LS 1 $13,000.00 $13,000.00
Subtotal: | $153,324.36
Contingency (30%): | $45,997.31
Total Estimated Project Cost: | $199,321.67

*Standard NYSDOT Item #s

Cost Estimate (both sides): The total estimated project cost for placing a stone dust path on the
west side of Route 257 is $199,321.67. This figure includes ADA-compliant stone dust.
Drainage is not factored into this estimate

Stone Dust Maintenance Cost Estimate: Assuming approximately 5% of stone dust material
would need replacement/rehabilitation every year, maintenance costs would be $20,678.46 per
year. Some savings can be achieved by performing maintenance every 3-4 years vs. every year.
Snow removal is not typically done on stone dust paths, hence this path would become seasonal
if the Town decided to install a stone dust path.

Right-of-Way Acquisition Fees (for Wellwood School property): As noted within the text of this
document, the only portion of the corridor that would potentially require the negotiation of ROW
acquisition is located in front of the school property (on the west side of Route 257) across the
street from Sheffield Lane. Approximately 347 square feet would need to be acquired from the
school in order to build a seven-foot wide sidewalk around two large mature trees.

Based on a rate of $1.03 per square foot, the 347 square feet of school property would be priced
at about $358. A more conservative estimate would round that figure to $400.

** Cost estimates prepared by consultant Clark Patterson Associates
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