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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the pl2nning Boald of the Towa of Coloaie on December 1?, lggl issued a
Stateraent of Fildings with respect to the Airport Area Geartc
E nvirourental Impact Statement and

w-I{EREAS the pl,ini,g Board is desirous of amendiag said Statement ofFindings in
. order to pfovide for appropriate mirigation of anticipated ic. acts of

projec::i development within the area,

No1v, TITEREFORE. be ir resolved thar said Staterrent oiFindings shall h*:by be an:'ended
as follows:

1. Irem 08. of the Si:::neat of Fin<iings shall be amenCed to read as folloa-::

"Developrnent inic::ion cosrs shall be rerriew'eC penoCically and re,,i-.ec as Eecessary to
account for chanss in. the cosr facrors used to esablisb the curienr rniig=ioa cosr
schedule. The Tor"l Planaing and Economic Developraent Deparuneai;hall prepare a
reviseC scheCule ::c subniir it ro the Torarr Plaruriag Board for relie.,v. L-con review aad
acceptance by the Planaing Boar , rhe rerisei scb.eiuie shall be made :J:crive
inrmeciateiy witio'ri leec ior i:nher amendrneit of ihese frnciings, ali ;ltl! be applieC
ro all mirig:tion :sj;en6 for rvhich the fils; h.sialli::enr has noI be:l r:::ivei. as of rhe
clare ofaccepnrc: oiihe ie.;isei sched.uie."

2- The ati:.chei Deviiccmer.r llineanon Cosr schedule sbaii hereby be ei*ied as the
curiear scheCule.:::iecciag the aijusmre:rr ofali ccsi i3ciors to 1999-l'1,10 ciollars.

Dare: Februatr 8. lC{O

/,
i/.

Piter E. Platt Chairezn



RESOLLTTON A}IE,IDNIG E{E AJRPORT AREA GE\IERTC
M{VIRONMENIAL TMPACT STATEMENI JOINI STAIE}.IEM
OF FII{DINGS.

STATE OF IIEW YORK)
COUNTY OF ATBAIIY ), SS:
TOT{N OF COLONIE )

I ,  BONNIE VASS !JERTHER, 'Town C le rk  o f  the  Town o fCo lon ie ,  A lbany

County, New York, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I have comparecl the

attaohed vith the originar resolut. ion adopted by the Town Board,

of the Town of Colonie at a special meeling of said Board, held

on the 9th day of January ,  L9  97  ,  and  tha t  t he  a t tached  i s  a

true and correct t ranscr ipt  f rom said or iginal  resolut ion ani l  the

whole thereof.  and that the resolueion adopted by said Town Board

i s  on  f i l e  i n  t . be  Town  C le rk ' s  o f f i ce

I FURTHER CERTIFY that each me.mber of said Tovrn Board haa

due not ice of  saj .d.  meet ing.

I l l  WITNESS I^] ! IEREOF, I  have hereunto set my hand. and the seal

of  said Town of Colonie,  th is 21sr,  day of  January ,  Lgg7.



SPECIAL MEETING. JANUARY 9, 1997

Councilman Zarriello offered the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution amending the Airport Area Generic Eovironmental
Impact Statement Joint Statement of Fiodings.

_ WHEREAS, on December 26, l99l the Torvn of colonie Town Board issued a Statement

of Findings wirh respect ro the Airport Area Generic Environmental Impact Statement; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board is desirous of amending said Sutement of Finds in order to

provide for appropriare mitigation ofanricipated impacts ofprojected development within the

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED that said Statement of Findings shall hereby

be amended as follows:

L Dclcte Section I.l - Trunsponation ancl replace with the anached new Section H'

Transponadon;

2. Delete Table A-1, Cost shares ftom Appendix A;

3. Section M - Municipal Services, delete subsection M7 and replace with the following:

M7. The following findings relate to solid waste disposal within the Study fuea:

a. If future developmenr in the Srudy Area is limited to 50 percent of the

Cumulative Growrh Scenario, then approximately 2,036 additional tons of

solidwasteareprojecredtobegeneratedannuallyfromnewresidential

development in the Srudy Area by the end of the plaruring period' Non-

residential uses in the study Area wiil geneftlte approximately 8,474 tons of

solidwasteannually.Therefore,thetotalprojecredadditionalwaste

generatedaltheendoftheplar:dngperiodfromallsourcesisapproximately

10,510 tons aruruallY.

b. Based on discussions with the Town Environmental Services Departrnent' it

is difficult to estimate the life of the cunent landlill cell due to the unknown

impact of newly instituted waste reduction programs in the Town' While

o \BoMTC\JAN IVANtTV ri'A OOC



' recycling efforts may extend the closure date ofthe currcnt landfill cell, tbe

cost savings will be offset by incrcased recycling costs.

c. If future development in the Study area is limited to 50 percent of the

Cumulative Growth Scenario, then by the end of the planning period,

approximately 0.07 and 0.30 acres ofadditional landfill space for residential

and commerciaVindustrial waste, respectively will be required in the Town.

Current landfill conslruction costs for a state-of-the an facility are

approximately 5750.000 per acre. Ifsuch an expenditure is deemed

warranred, it is assumed that fuading could involve a combination of general

tax base, user fees and any other mechanisms at the discretion of Town

Officials.

4. The anached development mitigation cost schedule shall hereby be adopted as the

crurent schedule, reflecting the adjusmrent of categories and the adjustrnent of all

cost factors to 1997-1998 dollars.

. The resolution was duly seconded by councilman Mahan and, upon roll call, it was

unanimously adopted.

G.\BOIf T€VN{ I\'AN9?VAN9A DOC



H, TRA}ISPORTATION

After detailed analysis ofprojecred development under the Cumulative Growrh Scenario presenred in the
FGEIS, iI was demonstrared that resulting rraflic condirions will exceed the design capacity of Statq
County, and local roadways in the Study Area wirhour appropriate improvements. Operational
deficiencies can also be anricipated to occur at key highway intersections in the Srudy Area. Following
careful consideration, it has been determined that rvhile transportation planning in response to the
Cumulative Growrh Scenario may be feasible, the necessary roadway improvemenrs are neither desirable
nor affordable. It is therelore recommended that an alternarive scenario developed by the Capital District
Transponation Commiuee (CDTC) (see Appendix A) and prernised on conditions set fonh below in
finding H7, be adopted for rhe purpose ofthis findings stalemenr.

The findings ourlined below are relared specifically to the transportalion scenario proposed by CDTC for
the Study Area. It should be emphasized, however, tha! acceprance and adoption ofsuch a proposal by
the Town and Counry is conditioned upon the provisions ser fonh in tinding H7.

Hl. Mitigarion of trafiic impacrs discussed in the FGEIS for either rhe Cumulative Growth Scenario or
High Growrh Scenario rhrough rransponarion actions alone would inevirabiy result in an inequirable
and unacceptably high cost to developers or propeny owners; an unacceptably high dedication of
limired public resources to rhis one specific geographic area; premature functional obsolescence of
the exisring transponarion sysrem, including the current S25 million imorovements along NY Route
7; severe rraffrc congesrion and residual air qualiry problems; difficult and expensive effons to
mirigare the environmental and social impacts of rhe mitigating highway improvements; and
probable significant traffic problems on rhe Nonhway and facilities outside the Study Area not
examined within the FGEIS.

I12. Given finding Hl above, lhen a combinarion of less intensive land use. Cevelopment and less
exrensive transponation acrions must be considered; these actions should be characterized as being

affordable to divelopers of propeny ownersi requiring a dedication oipublic resouJces that is

appropriare ro rhe size and imponance ofthe Srudy Area; making marimum use of existing public

investmenr borh wirhin and ourside the srudy area; and minimizing environmental and social impacts

caused by transponation actions.

II3. It is recognized thar existing development paiterns in the Study Area represent a.mix ofland uses

ranging tiom single famiiy hour., to rhe Capirat District's regional commercial airpon; from light

indJstial acriviriis to rojo, retail shopping areas; from nature and historic preserve land to active

recrearional and spons faciliries. Transponation and land use aclions must seek to preserve lne

quality of life and economic viability ofthe Study Area, including provision of adequare access to

and fiom the Albany County Airpon to suppon economic development needs ofthe region'

Funher development in rhe srudy Area should be accommodated only to the extent rhat livability

and economic viabi l i ty can be protected.



H4. It is recognized thar the costs ofa transponation system failure in the Srudy Area (i.e. congestior\
air quality problems, accident potenrial, decreased accessibility, and decreased economic vitality)
would affecr all users ofrhe Srudy Area's transponation system, including existing developments,
new developmenrs, and through traffic. Similarly, benefits of improved facilities and services would
accrue !o all three user groups. It is therefore reasonable to share transponation improvement costs
equitably across all tkee user groups.

H5. A transportation action plan consisring of the following elements shall be implemented:

a. Conrinued I.IYSDOT reconstruclion of NY Roure 7 between Wade Road and St. David's
Lane, including provision offlush medians, additional turn lanes, and signal replacements per

I. |YSDOT PIN 1306.36.

b. Development ofa comprehensive travel demand management program for the Study Area.

Such a program qhall be developed by the Town and County and should be considered by the

Village in conjuncrion with Airpon Managemenr, CDTC, NYSDOT, and CDTA and shall

have the resuk oi reducing peak hour vehicle trip rares at existing and new commercial
(panicularly odice) develojmenrs by 10 to 25 percent from current levels. The program shall

encourage or require employer-based actions such as staggered work hours, financial

incenrives for ridesharing, financial suppon for supplemental lransit services, and site design

srandards tha! suppon tiansir operarions. Documenred reduction in trip rares as a result of

demand managemenr shall be reflected in mirigarion costs. If such volunrary programs are not

successful after a reasonable period of time, then the Town, Village, and counry_should

consider enacring a "trip reduction orciinance." modeled after similar ordinances in many

communities across the nation, to ensure an adequare reduclion in peak hour vehicular

demand on rhe highway system. Ifappropriate, the administrariye and operating costs ofthe

program may be covered by mitigation cosrs' Travei demand management effons can be

"*p.crcatobcproductivcund"rc., .rrcnccondir ionsandall f luturedevclopmentscenarios.They will be essenrial elemenls during major construclion periods (e.g. construclion ofl-97
gxii f l+ improvemenrs). A successful program will also be prereqr;isire ro accommodating

any signifi cant development.

Completion oi remedial intersecrion actions to address existing rraffic. operational,ill 
-:iX*iCy

deficiencies. While this should be undenaken as soon as practicable, it is nonetheless suDJect

to the avaiiabiiiry of public resources. These actions are prerequisite Io ihe accommodadon of

any new traffic in the StudY Area

identificalion and implemenration of necessary capacity improvements along lfY Route 7

between lVade Road and I-S7 Exit 6 such as ihe possible extension of Wade Road to intersect

with sparrowbush Road. Equirable cosr distribution shall consider the contribution of traffic

by major trafiic generators located outside. but proximare to the Study Atea'



e.

Development ofan access management plan for NY Route 7. The current reconstrucdon
project can be expecred to provide sufficient mainline capaciry to handle a majority ofthe
traffic forecasr in the Cumulative Development Scenario if the number. location, and design of
driveways and streets along NY Route 7 are carefully controlled. Such a plan is curTently
under development by the CDTC; the Torvn and Counry should work closely with CDTC and
NrySDOT and be prepared to require compliance with the plan by any nerv development that
occurs along the highway.

Completion of engineering and environmenral analyses of altemative methods of implementing
improved capacily between the Nonhway and major trip destinations in the Study Area-
Specifically, the I-87 Exir 3/Airpon connecror concepr shall be examined alongside less
environmentally-sensitive alternatives such as a panial Exit 3 and reconstruction ofExit 4. An

appropriate location and design alternative of the I-87 Exit 3/4 concept shall be selected
through procedures consisrenr wirh sEQR and NYSDOT's Environmental Action Plan.

Implemenration ofthe selecred I-87 Exit i/4 altemative as soon as praclical. These

imirovemenrs are prerequisite !o accommodating even minimal amounts of continued

development and conservative estimares of increases in Airpon-reiated tramc. _This acdon

wiil reiuire securing commitment of Stare and/or Federal funding for an equitable share ofthe

chosen Exit 3/Airpon connector improvements.

completion of engineering and environmenral analyses of alternatives for implementing

improved capaciry ber."eJn the Airpon area and NY Rcute 7, and berween the Airpon area

"nd 
Ku*", Road. Specificaily, the widening of Albany Shaker Road beseen the Airport and

NY Roure 7, and the widening of watervlier shaker Road berween the AitPon and Kirmer

Road should be examined alongside orher options (such as alternative alignments) which may

cause less significant impact on-existing deveiopment, historic sites, and environmentally-

sensitive areas.

Implementation of the selected improvements along AJbany Shaker Road and y::1vfj,
Shaker Road. lmProvemenrs in these areas are prerequisite to accommodating even minimal

arnounls ofcontinued developmenr and coriservarive istimates ofincreases in Airpon-related

traftic.

Implementation of widening of New Karner Road between Watervliet Shaker Road and

Consaul Road. (Widening fror., Conru,.,l to NY Route 5 is includeC in remedial actions') This

improvemenr is less crirical than those listed above' but witl be required to accommodate the

planned level ofdevelopment in the Study Area.

h



The aforementioned transponation action plan can be expected to accommodate the forecast level
of growth in Airpon-related traffic and approximately 50 percent of other development included in
the Cumulative Growrh Scenario. Accommodation of funher development would require
exrensive, disruptive, and inefficient transponarion actions such as funher widening of NY Route 7
and addirional anerials between the Airpon and the Nonhway (provided by tunneling under the
main nonh-south runway or by similar means). These actions are deemed inappropriate and
unacceptable.

As a result, the land use actions cired for the Study Area emphasize development ofAirport-
dependent and noise-comparible land uses in the Study Area, discourage continued residential
developmenr in rhe vicinity of rhe Airpon, and ensure that overall development levels will remain
within the manageable levels accommodated by the transponation action plan'
Funher acrions shall include conrinued monitoring of traffic conditions throughout the Study Area
and early identi{icarion ofrhe need to eirher refine land use policies to reflect acrual traffic growth

or revise the transponation action plan.

H6. The Town and Counry recognize thar impact or mitigation fees alone cannot raise the hrnds
identified in the FGEIS for necessary transponadon improvements without placing an unacceptable

burden on new developmenr relaiive to existing development. It is also clear that such

improvements are beyond the fiscal means oflocal governmen! in light ofreduced Federal and State

appropriations for transponarion projecrs. Ir is rherefore necessary that the following measures and

considerations be incorporated into a multifacered funding apProach that is both reasonable and

equitable:

a. There are three choices available in pursuing equitable public-private cost sharing in the

mitigation of trafic impacts identified in the FGEIS.
These are:

l. Pursue a TDD concept as described in the DGEIS. This would imply challenging the

State Comprroller', poli.i.r by documenting (a) thar new developments do benefit more '

from the improvements than existing ddvelopments and (b) rhat the study area ri a- fair

representarion of the benefit area foi each improvemenr idenrified in the FGEIS. A new

legal precedent would have to be established.

2. Accept thd Sttte Comptroller's policies and selectively pursue individual districts for

certain improvements, with annual assessments based upon tralTic load -orr the

affected facilities. The assessments would be set at equal rates for comparable new and

existing development. Each district would require separate approval through property

owner referendum and acceptance by the comptroller. District boundaries may extend

beyond the FGEIS studY area.

3 .o therpub l ic /p r iva te fund ingapproaches.Deve loperscou ldberequ i red tocont r ibu le
a proponionur" share of the .*, oi i*prou.ments needed to mitigate the impacts of trafrc

generated by new develoPment.



While the single TDD cannot be ruled out without funher legal and financial investigation, it is
believed that a combination ofakernatives #2 and #3. combined with considerarion of increased
public financing, is more practical and equitable.

For the present, and unril such time as establishmenr of a TDD is determined to be warranted,
mirigation cosrs for transponation improvements will be based on the Capilal Disrict
Transponation Commission's (CDTC) 1989 repon Proce&tres /or PubliaPrivate Financing in the
Capital Distict Using a six step process, this approach determines private development's fair
share of improvements, resufting in a more equitable distribution of mirigation costs.

The first step in the process is to eramine the highway capacity needs, evaluate alternative
improvements, and rhen select a comprehensive sel ofimprovements to advance. Step two is to
esrimare the cosrs ofthe chosen improvements. Step three is to calculare the number of additional
vehicle trips to and from each proposed development. The founh steP calculates the increase in
trafiic volume on each link and ar each intersection as a result ofthe additional vehicle trips
generated by each developmenr.

Step five determines rhe total increase in traffic on ench link and ar e3ch intersection, and the

resirve capacity ofeach link and intersecrion wirh the improvements selected in step one. The final

step is to proponion rhe cosrs ofthe improvemenls beliveen lhe privale share and the public share

based on the amount of addirionat capacity consumed by the developmenr'

It is noted that this procedure is repeated for each link and intersecrion where lhere are

improvements recommended. The total mitigation cost for a panicular development is theh

caiculated by summing the deveioper's share over all links and intersections that have

improvements. since-rhis fundingmethod apportions cosr shares based on the amount of the

addirional capaciry creared rhat ii consumed by a panicular development, a developmenl that

generares rn*y u.hi.l. trips will have a higher total cost share than a cevelopmenr that generates

few vehicle trips.

Consideration of Ful l  Public Funding for Some Improvements

Full public funding of cenain improvements can be considered in any oithe three TDD/midgation

fee approaches.

TDD assessmenrs or traffic mitigation costs are intended to assign costs to propenies based on their

traffic contriburion. public funiing is to be used for cosrs attributable to non-local traffic and to the

creation ofreserve capaciry. Beyo'nd rhis level of public sector obligation, it may be appropriate to

comrnit additional public funds, if:

l . thewalTant fo r the improvement ispr imar i l y toserveex is t ingandnewthrought ra f f i cand
not primarily to serve local development-relared traffic: or



2. the wanant is related to addressing high-priority existing or future traffic congestion or
access issues; or

. 3. the improvement serves regional or statewide commerce or economic development
interests that would exisr with or wirhout local development activity; or

4. the cost ofthe improvement per unit ofcapacity created far exceeds reasonable
expectations ofan annual propeny assessment or one-time miligation cost and the

. developmenr is consistent wirh regional and community development objectives. (The

qualifying sralement about consisrency is to avoid publicly subsidizing the tramc
mitigation costs of incompatible land use.)

These four criteria are a logical basis for idenrifying appropriate cosrs to shift from rhe public/private

agenda to a 100% public secror obligation. These criteria may be met by many candidate public-private

hnanced improvements; however, the argument for full public funding is persuasive only if the

characrerisrics are clearly in place. Given rhese crireria. the Exir 3 or Exit 4 interchange improvements

and the airpon connector roadway are prime candidares for full public funding'

Recommended Avenues for Exploration

Figure I is a schematic thar rePresents transponation improvements listed in rhis Statement ofFindings'

Itis useful to examine the proposed packagi of improvements in this fashion' and consider alternadves

for funding each improvemenr. The tesr approach may be one which fits a fair and equitable funding

u.r"ng"r.-n, to 
"""h 

irprou.r.nt, rather ihan finding a single funding arrangemenr that ftts all' -Funher

financial and legal investigation will be required to refine many ofthese concepts'

The recommendarions are listed below. Numbers rer-er to Figure I and represent an approximate .
sequence or staging of improvements

l. Albany-shaker Road, Airport to NY7: A strong argumentcould be made for- gr^eater

public hnancing of this faciliry' due to its imponan-c-e to the regional arpglt This.facility

should be considered for inctusion in the National Highway System (NHS) which is

currenrly being idenrified by rhe state. However' the development Pressures anc-urgeary

o[making these improuemir* ,uggttt' that waiting five or more years for federal aid is

not practical. It is recommended inat tt'e County work with British American and other

developers in the corridor ro negotiare the roadway location' design and shared cost

:urangement to allow tne projeci to Proceed in the early timeframe thut tht 
9ollY- -, -

desires. The counry shouid e,xamine the availabiliry of stare infrastrucure bond lunos lor

panial funding, due to the industrial activiiy in the corridor'

2. OId Wolf and Wntervliet Shaker Road Intersection: Improvements to this intersection

have been identifred by th" ro*n as mitigation acrions related to developments in the

airpon area- This project may be appropriately advanced through mitigarion costs or

through negotiatad ugr."*.n,, in connection with developments in the area'

6



I a a<Yio., I
I vJ risnrra I
l . ' , . * , .1

{, ra--
raffit I -l
I s'r.r.'4:,. l h{

Lrl I
t l'.gg'l/A

Figure 1.

Highway lmprovement Groupings



J . Wolf Road Service Roads: Full construction of service roads, connections to Wolf Road
and realignment of the AJbany-Shaker Road./Maxwell Road inrersection with the service
road may be an appropriate application ofthe TDD concept. With aTDD boundary
crafted to include propenies that would benefit. the base ofpropenies may be large
enough to keep individual assessmenls to modest levels. This TDD, ifacceptable to all
panies, would logically be administered al the town level and' ifpossible, include propeny
within the village limits along Wolf Road.

Wolf Road/Albany-Shaker Rd. Intersection: Limited widening at this intersection is
inrended as a shon-rerm srraregy unril an Exir i or Exir 4 projecr is ready. NYSDoT has
commitred funds for rhe intersection project, which is listed on CDTC's Transportation
Improvement Program- No funher private funding is required.

Watervliet-Shaker Rd. widening or relocntion: Intersection improvements ate
warranted in the shon+erm as a remedial acrion. These should be progressed by the

county eirher with counry funds or wirh federai aid (Surface Transponation Program

fundsj through programming action by CD'|C' Pursuing federal aid may delay such

projects for several years until lhe funding is available, unless the county is willing to trade

iederal funds.u*uik.d for orher projects (such as Everett Rd.) for this work. This

widening or relocation can be expecred ro be a difficult and time-consuming project to

advancel ir may be best consideied a long-range project, to be funded by county funds in

combinarion with mirigarion costs to be collecred from any major deveiopments in the

Watervliet Shaker Rd. corridor.

old wolf Rd. Infrastructure work: Planned remedial infrastrucrure work along old

WolfRd.shouldbeprogressedbythecountywithoutprivatecontr ibutions.

New Karner Rd. c:rplcity rvork: Widening this corridor may be an appropriate

applicarion of the TDD concep!. Owners of both new. and- existing developments may

,""ognir. the benelir ofrhe improvemenr and accepr significanr funding responsibility.

rnis"mo may be logicatly linked wirh a TDD for improvemeril of New Karner Rd. south

of Central .q,uenue and may be best administered at the county level' As in the Wolf Rd'

area, support of existing propeny owners is essential'

o ldWot fRd. ,Ex i t4o f f . ramptoAlb ' lny .ShtkerRd. :L imi tedwiden ing isp lannedas
a near-term improvement until ;n Exit : oi Exit 4 project is ready NYSDOT has

commirted funds for the intersecrion project, which is listed on CDTC's Transportation

Improvement Program. No funher private funding is required'

\Yade Rd. Extension: Extension of Wade Rd' nonh ofNYT to connect with

Sparrowbush Rd. and/or (Alternate) NY7 is cited in the Statement ofFindings' This

pi"j." *"v be appropriately advanced through a local area TDD' through mitigation costs

or tkough negotiated agreements in connection with developments in the area' Staging is

dependent upon the pace ofdevelopment in the area'

A

5.

6.

'l

8.

9 .



10. NY7 Access Management: The current NY7 reconstrucrion project improves the anerial
function of that road. To protect that function, implementation of service road(s)
paralleling NY7 should be pursued in conjuncrion wirh development fronting NY7.
Interseclion improvemenrs at IrfYT and Wade Rd. and NY7 and Old Niskayuna Rd. are
also called for over time, in conjunction wirh developmenl. These improvements should
be ried to development along NY7 and roads feeding NY7 through a local area TDD,
through mirigation costs or through negotiated agreements in connection with
developmenrs in rhe area. Staging is dependent upon the pace ofdevelopment in the area.

1i. Erit 3 or Erit 4 interchlnge improvements and the nirport connector roadway: This
is a long-range improvement. As planned, }'IYSDOT should immediately advance the
analysis ofenvironmental issues and design altematives. Because ofthe potential high
cosr ofrhe project and irs imponance to regional and statewide economic interests, federal
or state funding should be sought for the entire cost ofrhe improvements.

Ir is funher recommended that rhe rown and counry proceed with a financial plan to refine the cost

struclure for the implemenration oiimprovemenls that involve a privare cosl or assessment. The goal

should be ro reduce currenr cos!s significanrly through recalculation of private contribulions based uPon

the recommendations above. This effon could be funded through federal aid earmarked in CDTC's

Transponation lmprovement Program or through mitigation cosrs already collecred by the town. The

plan sirould address procedural requirements, legal issues regarding TDD boundaries and consideration of

on-going ta.'ces in calculation of cosrs and assessments.

Because ofklown historic area and wetlands issues affecting several ofthe projects' the towr\ county

and state should involve NYSDEC, rhe US Army Corps of Engineers, the I'IYS Office of Parks, '

Recreation and Historic Preservation, the Shakei Heritage Society and others in roadway location and

design considerations a! the earliest opponuniry.

Finally, regional and local effons thar would help promore demand management and ridesharing should

be encouriged. These programs are essenrial, in order to minimize the amoun! and cost of highway

constructio; required and enend the useful life oi any improvements'

H7. As previously stated relative to approval and adoption ofthe CDTC proposal by the Town and

Counry, ucc"ptunce ofthe above findings is premised on the following conditions:

a. state and/or Federal funding commitment for I-87 Exit 3/4 improvements as discussed in the

FGEIS must be in place or attainable:

b. a policy of"concurrency" must be established whereby planning and funding for infrastructure

und trin.ponution improuements keep pace with anticipared levds ofdevelopment' and

conversely, the Pace ofptojecr 
"pprot 

uit and actions to implement LUIvIAC

recommendations are limired to reflecr reasonable expectations for infrastructure and highway

improvemenrs, and,



the "public share" of infrastructure improvements must be re-defined so as not to be based in
terms ofjurisdiction, which as originally proposed by CDTC, ignores the unique situation of a
major regional airpon facility being sewed primarily by County-owned roads. and
funhermorq fails to acknowledge that the Airport exPansion servcs as a regional public
benefit project. Thus, a readjustment of the public share of costs is mandatory to ensure an
equitable allocation of costs between the panicipating entities, e.8. the State, Counry, Town
and Villaee.

H8. Cunently the intersecrion ar I-87 Exit 6 and NY Route 2 operates at an unacceptable level of
service. Improvements to fully resolve operational deficiencies on I-87 and at this interchange will

require funher analysis.

H9. It is recognized that I-87, between Exits 6 and 8, is currently approaching capacity during peak

hours anJ, in rhe future, levels of service on this interstate highway can be exPected to decline due

to development within the Capital District.

Hl0. It is recognized thar the Albany Counry Airpon and other commercial aad industrial e-nterprises in

.the Study Area serve the needs ofthe residents ofAJbany, Schenectady, Rensselaer, and Saratoga

Countiei and beyond. As a result, some ofthe costs associated with roadway improvements should

be borne on a regional basis. Therefore, supplemental study should be undenaken to identifu

regional sources of funding for idenrified transponation capital improvements.
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Project Name

AIRPORT AREA
DEVELOPMENT MITIGATION COSTS

(1997-1998 DOLLARS)

Pl. Bd. # #sD

Project Address Date

IMPROVEMENT IJNITMEASURE cosT UNTTS TOTALS

*Water sq. ft. of s  I  ? S

Commercial buildine soace
Water s 3,470.

Residential

Recreation Dwelline unit S l0l

GEIS Preoaration Acre $ 253. -

Sub I otal:

t'Transponation (per CDTC analysis)

Total:
i Mitigation costs for non-residential water usage impacts are based on an average estimated usage of

o.t tailons per sq. ft. per day. Excessive water user mitigation costs wiil be used for those

deuiopments that thgLatham Water district determines will have an esdmated water usage

substantia.lly higher than the estimated average.

r* Based on projec!'s trafiic analysis of proponionate share of mitigating funds for impacs on

sunounding highwaY systems.


