@ Stantec Meeting Minutes

Public Information Meeting #1
Scoping Phase

Inner Loop East Reconstruction Project

Date/Time: August 28, 2013 / 6:00 PM
Place: City Hall, Council Chambers
30 Church Street
Rochester NY 14614
Aftendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet
Absentees: Absentess
Distribution: Paul Way, COR

Erik Frisch, COR

Jim Mcintosh, COR
Rick Papaj, NYSDOT
Jim Hofmann, Stantec

Item: Action:
Introduction

Jim MclIntosh (City Engineer) introduced the project team and Jim Hofmann (Consultant
Project Manager) presented a power point presentation (attached) of the project. A
handout was provided to those attending. Various display boards showing the preliminary
concept layout and typical sections were located around the room. A comment card was
also available for anyone who wanted to provide written comments

Comments — Main Street Intersection

Received several questions on the proposed improvements to the Main Street / University
Ave intersections.

Response: The scoping document evaluated several alternatives at the Main Street /
University Avenue intersections including at-grade and geometric realignment options.
The report documents that connecting the Inner Loop directly would result in capacity
issues requiring additional lanes. These options were dismissed from further
consideration at this time due to their impacts. Upon completion of the proposed project
Sfurther evaluation could be performed in the future to see if the redistribution of traffic
would result in more favorable conditions.

Comment — Wadsworth Park
What impact will the project have on Wadsworth Park?
Response: The project would not impact the park. The proposed improvements would

replace the existing sidewalk and curb along the north side on its existing alignment (or
potentially moved farther to the north to allow for additional green space).

Design with community in mind
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Comments — Proposed Land Use for Future Development

How and by whom will the future land use be determined for the reclaimed land created by
the project?

Response: Once the parcels have been determined, the City of Rochester will issue a
Request for Proposal from prospective interests. These proposals would be evaluated and
awarded by the City based on conformance with the City’s Master Plan and community
cohesiveness.

How will the land be sold?

Response: The land would be sold at the appraised value, as part of the Request for
Proposal process, to the most desirable applicant. Price will not be the determining factor
in that decision process.

Statement received that the proposed land should not be used for additional parking,
instead efforts to increase underutilized parking garages should be made.

Statement that the additional land next to the Strong museum should not be developed as
an extension to their parking lot, but more effort should be directed at utilizing the nearby
garages.

Response: Strong museum representative addressed this issue by stating their business is
highly seasonal with approximately 600,000 visitors per year; and at times they don’t
have enough parking. Shuttles from nearby garages are utilized; however, visitors are
reluctant to utilize this provision due to constraints caused by strollers. In addition
employees are parked off site in an effort to meet the parking demands.

Could the vacant land be used as a park?

Response: The exact land use has not been determined at this time; however a park could
be a possibility once a preferred alternative is determined.

Why does the City feel this land will be desirable for a developer when downtown has a
surplus of vacant space available?

Response: A market study was conducted and is available on the webpage. The study
concluded that there is a demand for mixed use (commercial/residential) property.

What would be the building to building width along Union Street?

Response: The exact width is not known at this time; however,; preliminary concepts
have utilized an 86" wide Right of Way.

Statement was made with concern for adequate parking to the new future businesses.

Statement that the proposed land should be redeveloped in a manner that will generate tax
revernue.

Statement was made that commercial access is essential along Pitkin Street.

Design with community in mind
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Statement that they are concerned about how the land will be redistributed.

Comments — Property Access During Construction

Received several questions on the impacts and limitations of access to both commercial
business and residential properties during construction.

Response: The proposed construction phase will be approximately 2 to 3 years in
duration. During this time access to properties and alleys will be maintained throughout
the construction phase. It is the intent that S. Union Street would remain open during
construction.

Comment — Current Inner Loop Closure

How long will the current closure on the Inner Loop be?
Response: The NYSDOT bridge project that closed the Inner Loop Ramps to I-490 should
be completed in early September-.

Comment — Traffic Signals at the Intersections

What traffic signals are being proposed?

Response: Currently, traffic signals are being evaluated at Monroe Ave. / Chestnut St.,
Howell St. / S Union, Broad / S Union, East Ave. / Union, Charlotte / Union and Union /
University Ave. Each intersection will also be evaluated to determine if a roundabout
would be a viable option. More definitive answers will be known upon completion of the
evaluation during preliminary design.

Comment — Strong Access
How will access from the neighborhoods to the Strong Museum for pedestrians and bikes

be improved?

Response: The removal of the Inner Loop barrier will greatly improve access to the
property. The City will be coordinating with the Strong Museum throughout the design
process.

Comment — Medians

Why are raised medians being proposed for the proposed alternative?

Response: The median shown in the proposed alternative is just an example and has not
been determined to be the preferred treatment. Any median treatment will be evaluated
during the preliminary design phase and presented to the public for input.

Comment — Road Name

What would the new roadway be called, Inner Loop?

Response: The roadway would be Union Street; the Inner Loop designation would be
eliminated along this portion of the corridor.

Design with community in mind
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Comment — Parking

Several statements on the need for parking in the project area, including a lack of parking
near the intersection of Monroe Avenue especially for businesses.

Response: The City is aware of the parking demands throughout the entire project
corridor. The proposed design will try and improve parking where possible.

Can you put parking under the Inner Loop?

Response: This was evaluated during the scoping phase. The existing Inner Loop profile is
not consistently depressed in this section. The profile comes up to grade near Charlotte
Street and S Union/Howell St. intersections. In addition future development would not be
built in the same location, resulting in conflicts with building foundations.

Statement was made to the safety concerns of parking in existing parking garages and
then walking to destinations.

Comment — Site Fill
How will the Inner Loop be filled in?

Response: The project will require additional fill. A portion of the required fill will come
from the marina project in Charlotte. The exact order of operations will not be known
until the preliminary design phase.

Comment — Pedestrian Facilities

Statement that there is a lack of pedestrian friendly access at the Monroe Avenue
intersection.

Response: The project will evaluate all pedestrian facilities as part of the project and
provide recommendations on improvements that can be made.

Statement that pedestrian improvements should be considered upfront as a priority and
not as an afterthought.

Comment — Bicycle Facilities

Statement that project should seek to not only provide bicycle facilities as part of the
project but also strive to provide the necessary connectivity to adjoining segments (river
trail, public market, University Avenue) from the project to ensure their success.

Statement was made that the flow of bicycle traffic is critical and should be separated from
vehicular traffic.

Response: The project provides the opportunity to create a significant segment in the
City’s continuing effort to improve bicycle accommodations within the City. This segment
will connect to upgraded facilities along University Ave and provide another link to
eventually connect to the Genesee Riverway Trail and the Rochester Public Market.

Design with community in mind
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Comment — Proposed Beautification Efforts

Statement that the project should incorporate features to enhance the overall appearance
through the project corridor.

Response: Although specific enhancements have not been determined at this time, the
design will incorporate such features as part of the final design.
Comment — Future Roadway Connections (Woodbury & Alexander)

If a new roadway connection was made to Woodbury, would Strong Museum be willing to
provide the property necessary?

Response: The City and Strong museum have discussed the potential for this future
connection; although specific details have not been discussed. The Strong museum has
expressed that this connection would be desirable.

What can be done to improve access from Alexander to Union Street?

Response: The City understands the lack of mobility between the two streets and
continues to assess potential solutions; however, any solution would be part of a future
project.

Statement was made that other barriers exist connecting Alexander to downtown such as
existing developed blocks, incomplete alleys, fences and refuse making it undesirable.
Comment — Traffic Redistribution

How does the new development affect the future traffic demand?

Response: As part of the scoping phase a market study was conducted to determine what
development would be most beneficial for the area. The future traffic demand was then
assessed and is being incorporated into the project.

With the elimination of the Inner loop has traffic redistribution been looked at?
Response: Yes, as part of the scoping phase the City has coordinated with the Genesee
Transportation Council and their regional traffic model to assess the changes in traffic

patterns.

Comment — Project Costs
Did the project look at rehabilitation vs. reconstruction costs?

Response: As part of the TIGER grant application the project conducted a cost benefit
analysis. The difference in the capital improvement costs was negligible.

Design with community in mind
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Comment - Project Funding

How will the project move forward if funding is not procured?

Response: The preliminary and final design funding has already been allocated by the
City. The construction funding is anticipated to be obtained from a TIGER grant
application through the federal government. The City has made two applications for this
funding and is optimistic that the current application or future applications will be
successful.

Comment — Future Input on the Design

How does the City plan on receiving input from the community on the project in the future?

Response: There will be additional opportunity for public input during future public
meetings on the project. The City has established a website with contact information
where comments can be recetved at any time. In addition, as part of the future design
phases, additional information meetings will be held. The City will coordinate with
neighborhood and business associations and potentially could create a project specific
taskforce similar to the group assembled for the Mt. Hope project.

Comment — Overall Project Opinion

Several statements were made endorsing the project going forward. Statements included
the opinion that the project will reconnect the community by removing the Inner Loop
barrier. Other comments were made noting that the street width (versus the highway)
modification would provide a positive impact on businesses and street level activity. Also
the new roadway will make people feel more comfortable.

‘Written Comments

Below is a summary of the written comments received: Original comments are attached.

Comment was received concerning the new developmental property attracting existing
Monroe Avenue businesses to relocate to the new properties. (Comment #1)

Comment was received not in favor of a future Park Avenue Extension. (Comment #1)

Response: The project does not incorporate any connection to Park Avenue. Any future
extension of Park Avenue would be progressed as a separate project.

Comment was received inquiring if the bicycle accommodations would connect to other
trails. (Comment #1)

Response: Although this project would not directly connect to a trail system, the
accommodations would provide connectivity to other bicycle facilities that do.

Comment was received requesting additional connectivity to I-490 near Clinton. (Comment
#1)

Design with community in mind
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Response: The reconfiguration of the Clinton Avenue exit to include an I-490 on-ramp
was previously reviewed as part of the project scoping report and was dismissed from
further consideration at this time.

Comment was received not in favor of the project due to existing favorable travel times the
Inner Loop provides today. (Comment #2)

Response: The project will increase travel times for users of the Inner loop today
however; the project will maintain connectivity while providing other benefits such as
community cohesiveness, better pedestrian and bicycle facilities, reduced maintenance
costs and additional tax revenue for the City.

Comment was received requesting additional street grid connectivity (Haags Alley).
(Comment #3)

Response: The City’s long term goal is to reestablish the original street grid to Main
Street. As this time, additional connections such as Haags Alley and Richmond Street
cannot be connected due to the need to maintain ramp access to the north portion of the
Inner Loop.

Comment was received requesting that an advisory committee include advocacy groups
(Comment #3)

Response: The City has, and will continue to include any advocacy group that wishes to
participate in the development of the project.

Comment was received requesting that a parking garage be considered to address parking
demands of the area. (Comment #4)

Response: Development plans will be coordinated by the City under a separate process.
Comment was received regarding parking under the Inner Loop. (Comment #5)

Response: Underground parking was evaluated during the scoping phase and dismissed
due to the following considerations. Potential future property owners may evaluate
underground parking option to satisfy their needs.

* Access into and out of this underground area would be difficult.

» Ventilation requirements would be costly to install and maintain. The future
buildings that would be built on top of these structures are currently unknown.
As such the structural requirements to accommodate these buildings are
unknown.

Comment was received regarding filling in the Inner Loop. (Comment #5)

Response: The City of Rochester has developed numerous projects that have required
substantial amounts of fill. With this particular project, the fill material will meet the
most current New York States Department of Transportation Standard Specifications,
leaving the site suitable for future development.

Design with community in mind
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Comment was received regarding access to Lafayette park. (Comment #5)
Response: The project does not propose any change to access.
Comment was received regarding removing the center median. (Comment #5)

Response: The center median is required to facilitate left turns due to the high traffic
volumes. Without a center median, vehicles turning left would block thru traffic resulting
in considerable congestion.

Comment was received regarding realigning Howell Street with Lafayette Park. (Comment
#5)

Response: This realignment would require the demolition of a four story building with no
significant benefit.

Comment was received regarding the difficulty of pedestrian accommodations with
roundabouts. (Comment #5)

Response: Several factors including pedestrians and bicycles will be evaluated in
determining if a roundabout is the proper solution for intersection treatments.
Roundabouts can be designed to accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.

Comment was received in favor of the project. (Comment #6)

Comment was received regarding the bicycle accommodations and connectivity the project
proposes. (Comment #7)

Response: The project will incorporate infrastructure improvements for all users
including bicycle and pedestrians.

Comment was received noting that the future development parcels should not be used as
additional parking. (Comment #8)

Response: The parcels would go through a public proposal process before a specific
development is known. The City envisions mixed use development (residential/
commercial) for the future parcels and not large scale parking lots. However, on-site
parking areas for future developments may be required.

Design with community in mind
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The meeting adjourned at 9:00 PM
The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any discrepancies or
inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately.

Stantec Consulting Services Inc.

Kayle Stettner, PE

Senior Civil Engineer, Transportation
Phone: (585) 413-5263

Fax: (585) 272-1814
kayle.stettner@stantec.com

Attachment: Power Point Presentation
Meeting Handout
Sign In Sheet
Comment Sheets

Design with community in mind
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TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
August 28, 2013



Welcome

Team Introductions

City of Rochester
Monroe County

NYS Department of
Transportation

Genesee Transportation
Council

Stantec



Agenda

= Background/History

= Project Conditions and Needs
= Alternatives Considered

= Recommendation

= Next Step



Why?

“We are building a city that
encourages walking, biking
and enjoying the outdoor
environment. Replacing this
section of the Inner Loop will
demonstrate the city’s
commitment to fostering
quality of life here in
Rochester. —Mayor Richards”



Orientation



Inner Loop East — History

= City population peaks in 1950 at
over 330,000

= Builtinlate 1950’s and early
1960’s

= Better Distribute Traffic Through
and Around Downtown

=  Connecting to 1-490

= Ultimately complete 1-390
extension

= 149 parcels razed

Completion of the Inner Loop in mid 1960’s
(looking east at Monroe Ave)



Inner Loop Today (Count the Vehicles)



Inner Loop East — Studies

Visions of removal of the Inner Loop
= The Vision 2000 Plan

=  The Neighbors Building
Neighborhoods Program

= (City of Rochester’s Inner Loop
Improvement Study 2001

= (Center City Master Plan 2003

=  Rochester Regional Community
Design Center — Charrette — A
Community Based Vision Plan for
Downtown Rochester 2007

=  The Renaissance 2010
Comprehensive Plan

= GTCLong Range Transportation
Plan 2035

= Scoping Document 2013



Background E. Main St

Broad St East Ave University Ave Charlotte St

NN

Clinton Ave Monroe Ave S.Union St  Alexander St



Background — Quick Facts

NYS Route 940T — Federal Aid
Principal Arterial

4 - 6 Travel Lanes

Parallel 2 to 3 Lane Frontage Streets
Entrance and Exit Ramps

Up to 12 travel lanes (355 feet wide)

6,990 AADT(south end) — 10,560
AADT(north end)

South Union Street: 5,250

Pitkin Street: 2,050

Alexander (East to Park): 12,585

East (Alexander to Union): 13,921
Monroe (Union to Inner Loop): 15,239



Project Conditions and Needs

Structural Issues: Four major bridge crossings, of which three (East
Avenue, Broad Street and East Main Street) need continuous
investment to maintain condition.



Project Conditions and Needs

Highway Design, Operations and Maintenance:
Geometric deficiencies (non-standard and non-conforming features)
evident between past and present design standards.

* Non-standard design features: horizontal curvature, super
elevation, sight distance and road widths (shoulders, medians

and clearances) along the mainline.
* Non-conforming features: layout of the existing slip ramps.



Project Conditions and Needs

Safety: Inner Loop East crash rates are below the statewide average

for similar interstate systems.

* Isolated intersection concerns

e Safety concerns attributable to: sight distance restrictions from
adjacent buildings and bridge railings over the Inner Loop

e Severity of accidents along Inner Loop

Pedestrian
running across
Inner Loop.

Sight distance
restrictions



Project Conditions and Needs

Capacity: Inner Loop East is operating well under capacity with
traffic volumes reflecting arterial levels.

Nearby Expressways

1-490 (east of Inner Loop) 8,500 to 14,500 vehicles/day/lane
1-490 (west of Genesee River) 11,100 vehicles/day/lane

Inner Loop — North Section (west of River) 7,800 vehicles/day/lane

Inner Loop East (avg.) 2,100 vehicles/day/lane

Downtown Arterials

East Avenue 3,600 vehicles/day/lane
Lake Avenue 3,600 vehicles/day/lane
Mt. Hope Avenue 3,500 vehicles/day/lane

Monroe Avenue 2,900 vehicles/day/lane



Video of Existing Conditions



Project Conditions and Needs

Community Cohesion:

overcome the barrier effect

break up the superblocks

maximize development potential

provide a seamless connection from downtown to neighborhoods
create gateways and civic space

Original Street Grid - ‘right-size’ the streets to complete the
environment for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit and private vehicles.

Economic Growth:

Center City revitalization efforts in the surrounding neighborhoods
(East End, Upper East End, Midtown, NOTA, and Alexander Park).

Rejuvenating districts, thus providing future economic development
opportunities.



Alternatives Considered

East Main
Street
Interchange

1-490
Interchange



East Main Street

Raising the Inner
Loop East has two
inevitable outcomes:

e add 600-700
vehicles per hour

* South Union
Street (two-way)
increases traffic
and turning
movements



East Main Street

A dozen alternatives evaluated; only three feasible.

Impacts to adjacent properties (ROW, parcel access, etc.)
Additional travel lanes - increase pedestrian exposure and conflicts.
Intersection spacing causes queuing and driver confusion

Traffic operations — volume to capacity ratios, lane utilization factors and
storage a concern.

Safety - did not address safety concerns and not approved by NYSDOT.

Status — dropped from consideration pending future redistribution of traffic
that may allow for improved operations.



1-490 Interchange

* Partial Interchange - No I-490 WB
exit ramp to Inner Loop

* New Ramp is feasible — FHWA
approval with non-standard features
would be required.

* Traffic & Operations - would divert
3,000-4,500 ADT from other 1-490
interchanges; impacts to Monroe
Avenue intersection; and lane
reduction on 1-490 EB Off-ramp.

* Investment - $2.3 Million (2010S5)

* Status — Non-essential to primary
project, can be a stand alone project,
not being advanced at this time.



Corridor Alternatives

* General Alignment Options — The Western Alignment (follow Pitkin
Street), and the Eastern Alignment (follow South Union Street) were
evaluated.

* Intersection Types and Treatments- intersection traffic control was
considered to determine if a traffic signal control or a roundabout may
be appropriate. We are required to evaluate roundabouts. Turn pockets
will be incorporated as needed.

* Minimum Geometric Requirements- The majority of the South
Union corridor will operate with one through lane in each direction. It
is anticipated that both roundabouts will be single lane. Left turn lanes
are recommended at the major signalized intersections of Broad Street
and East Avenue.

* Multi-modal Requirements- designated bicycle lanes, pedestrian
facilities and crossings, and transit amenities are recommended.

* Other — Park Ave Extension, on-street parking, median treatments,
signing and landscaping will be detailed during the preliminary
engineering phase.



Market Study

Real Estate Market Analysis:

 Demographics (Population trends, Household sizes, age distribution,
income distribution, Educational Attainment),

* Economic Trends (employment, employment by industry, emerging
sectors, unemployment rate),

* Residential, Office, Retail, and Hotel Overview

Real Estate Development Scenarios:
 Scenario 1: 427,913 square feet

Residential 303 units, Retail 54K sf, Office 72K sf
e Scenario 2: 795,062 square feet

Residential 625 units, Retail 89K sf, Office 85K sf




Re CO m m e n d atio n Proposed Complete Street:

* Wide sidewalks

* Exclusive bike facilities

* On-street Parking

* Roundabouts

e 3-5travel lanes

* Center landscaped medians

* Context Sensitive Design
features

* Two-way traffic operations

* Reconnected City Streets



Typical Section Under Consideration



Project Benefits

Jobs — will create 319 construction
jobs.

New Development - Opens
approximately 9 acres of land for
new development

Land Use - Could support 427,913
to 795,062 square feet of mixed use
developments

Walkability/Bikeability -
Sidewalks and bicycle
accommodations (e.g. cycle tracks).



Project Benefits

State of Good Repair —the
project will eliminate the need to
maintain, rehabilitate or replace the
following mid 1960’s infrastructure:

* Four (4+) lane miles of the Inner
Loop Expressway

* Three (3) multi-span bridges

* 16,000 square feet of retaining
walls; and,

* Other Highway appurtenances
(e.g. guide rail, safety rail,
expressway signs and traffic
signals).



Project Benefits

Sustainability —

e restores historic street grid

* reduces circuitous routing

e enhances the attractiveness of
alternative transportation modes

e encourages sustainable growth
patterns with mixed use
development

e creates job opportunities for nearby
city residents dealing with above-
average unemployment and high
poverty rates.

Livability — new complete street will be:

e appropriate scale, size and
configuration that meets the
community’s needs for access,
neighborhood cohesion and land
use.



Project Benefits
Safety — It is anticipated that:

All of the expressway non-
standard and non-conforming
features will be eliminated from
the network.

Traffic Calming: reduces travel
speeds and thus minimizes severe
accident crashes that cause
injuries.



Project Benefits

Sustainability - City has exercised
fiscal responsibility by:

minimizing costs (capital and
O&M)

ensuring the investment is cost
effective

Conversion to high quality
interconnected city street will
have positive benefits on air
quality and energy use

Green infrastructure practices will
be integrated (i.e. porous
materials, energy efficient lighting,
innovative stormwater
management, landscaping, etc.)

Excessive impervious surfaces

Vehicle Emission Reductions:

VOC Emissions — 8% reduction
CO2 Emissions — 8% reduction
Nox Emissions — 6.5% reduction
Energy consumption —0.3%
reduction



The Vision



Project Website

Contains:
* Project overview
* Project support letters

 Documents ( Scoping
Report and TIGER Grant
Application)

e Multimedia and Press

e 3D Simulation

e Slide Show Project
Overview

e Rush Hour Video

* Public Participation
Information

www.cityofrochester.gov/innerloopeast



http://www.cityofrochester.gov/innerloopeast

Next Step

= Preliminary Engineering and Design Phase initiated &
NEPA (2013/2014)

= Finalize ROW transfer between NYSDOT and City
= Ascertain Funding (“TIGER”)

= Construction may begin as soon as Fall 2014 (depending
on funding).



WHY?

The transformation of this expressway
into an at grade complete street
supporting bicycle and pedestrian
traffic will create a more livable and
walkable community, thus resulting in
substantial social, health, fiscal and
economic benefits!



Questions/Open House



AUGUST 28, 2013

AGENDA

Background/History

Project Conditions and Needs
Alternatives Considered
Recommendation

Next Step

o & 0D~

PROJECT LIMITS

e Charlotte Street to Monroe Avenue

WHY?

“We are building a city that encourages walking,
biking, and enjoying the outdoor environment.
Replacing this section of the Inner Loop will
demonstrate the City’s commitment to fostering
quality of life here in Rochester”

- Mayor Richards

CONTACT PERSON

e Erik Frisch, City of Rochester
(685) 428-6709
erik.frisch@cityofrochester.gov

www.cityofrochester.gov/innerloopeast/


mailto:erik.frisch@cityofrochester.gov

/

\. ﬂ\l (s0-01) S{X'199Ys u-udis” [0((\SULIO)UONBNSIUILIPE G761\ A
/ 0o — L S A CHNSYy 0ON)
TR L IR AP g T T TN ViR %\,\:V\

ST 7 TN | RS 2R | T e TE o

mw\~o§m @) hu nxw{?j SN

LI - 08%-98G SH

scw\&v: 5&*@\ mqskz\\\m Ji ur»w\n%ad o/\

»)\NFUJ\}\\W/\MAJJ

a0 Sx%:@x&@@bﬁ A IR - h TS5

NIENE ‘muu?{ M AD

=N vq,w\fxbﬂu

OYTY'ZLET §35

FTVOMD SOV A=Cap

1SN O

2,\&&\ gﬂﬂ

m\,% ‘ﬁm}us&mumiiouw@ @EQ A\, ;mu.vmmv W«VH o @«w J?*\ /wy; w Juu V 5.0\, ::W\ [
_Méem;\u ) séég\? HPzT]0 wiwlrﬁu s .\\ ?2 1) 67&%
e e T I 7 LT ST % T A P \

IYORBA} X&/Mz/uﬁw m\xﬁ,ué&, J

AN -0

L D A T

BN

1\\:%&%@, & G w
1%

S0 v,djubk 2 X:s\z gwusz P

QSLT Liy?)

Sion] 16 SPPvely Lz

ﬁ i z\a
svie) il

W, :erip q@iﬁ@@ .

¢ Wmd;\ (-85

0 T N N

N R

W Jﬁ\.\uj GQ.U),/ - @W.b WSNQ//)GA

SeElay 4 b s %51

\\M 7 A ((. ﬂ.ﬁ\ .\W(ASWv \

E%m@:&%«ﬂ%ﬁdf L .> 2T - S8 \?L_J VL] b @i u\,\q\ﬁ?{x R
Jt%w\é%p &;& 7307 tfas-1hs 56 ) Iy /ﬁ:& o0} (\53& W P

A s Ca N I ST Yz 5Jr§§ﬁ Rz

w@>ggw§wi\ PeC x|, LS T 0 o2 J] T8 T

4100 52N - [ opino) Qw U0

Qff/9-25T - 109

A =

M:M.&w 3\9 tmo) + \S&\:\ R

JJopinsy &3

pewg auoydaja] ssalppy/Bunuasaiday Etmm\%mwshmzwwmm\nt
INd 00:9 awij $62005261 "ON rJjuels
josloud ;
£102/82/8 ajeq lleH And uoneoso
}Jooys -.-—..:m_m jo8foid uonewiojsues] doo Jauuj yo9lgng WoDDRueIs




\ mw " (So0D) SIX'100Ys UI-USIS™ [ )00\ SULOFUOHENSILIWPE S 76 1\ A

TGS T4 Akkt*mﬂanVU&mwﬂ/LE OR8G50/ SN A SQ.«SQ\V < WVNV SubgT,:.mv\/ f\»%ﬁﬁw \
thoo .%,\_a\%js@éwb C992-AsA Lo LSSV 29 o0 \w4 ML
,« 10D ) A uawu\ﬂxss%vc . \Q Q»\Aé@ 217 YR J\:um\ \ms\\a;»\
| oEP 5 ) e SEIITIE - 50951 A4 4rrea)d A O) %5 e
e SQGE\Q\O\N %S,\“ &SNGQU £2¥/- (h/ m,\fw\ Loz h K .\vﬁmﬁuﬁ ,593@ P Y O
s%.\.\.\w\wwu@@w@ef g200-182 | TV 5 e b s SN g
M | o !‘»lVAb(.d\/uuﬁ N ,/J\.ﬂ/egv(,v.u /d)‘x:L
VHOHY va\& \%iw\:sm TAW.NQV )54 DQ/Z &Jﬁﬁ%ﬁuvv\« C/.o\&/\u» W/\»
roru wHA] @ ww»QJOZIZ 29 N T Y e |7 uﬁtJJQ
>0 u}w@ 2750P 3q | Ssoh o€ 2<¢ 37593 Yl | aw T RO uu:i
AT TR TSA G oo WoAe | |\ 8 o~ 003 SIF NI O, pIVjalviey Nenmy
MO 10500 Dgps |12\ E- £ | S Y Auvtuaig sy 20N ooy
M0 s aLpurs(>0eNa(D  0gLS bz > Iosumoae s(7> AEHEP) N ED
G TP T ) S2rmv ) T IR T
~2 «ﬁ@ﬂn\\fﬂmﬂwwﬁx ce8D-722 [snldh /- ariPIYt) “( AL S F\\v\ VP\ &\
TR Uy, e N e ) RYISINX IR .
T ZEUQ A e ] R R J1°008 )
e prats B Us07 9w [ 2108 Fel 79| 3% UBun ¢ 9ot o RSN
Wi A0 | 5230 4is 45 LN DPF R °d PForthT Squvy Wi g
6 d (Alesn juLi4 ases|d)
jrewy suoydaja} ssalppy/bunuasaidoy sapuany
INd 00°9 awnj S6200526} \ ‘ON juels
’ j09foid
€102/82/8 ajeq lleH Aud uonesoT

ﬂwﬁr—m :—:—.-m-m joefoid uoneuniojsuel] doo- Jouu yo8igng woonsuens

N



SpX192Ys wp-uBIs” [ OO0 SWIONUONENSTUNIPR S 76 11 A

k (s0-01)

oo M9 O N I | CEge s 1S g N
_ L L SN GEE N@n&wﬁs\i 74749 i T
575 DI 75 BEEEEE: =y < >§€§/
{
ST Y T SO <om 0Ly TF S S T
SRS AU ) A | o LR ZI T L
wgwnﬂwﬁ [39-DES -S12| @TDh AOVRF T s o wefA]D ng ] %.E@d@ TN
?.\%@(m\ﬁk;«a /i x @Q:ﬁﬁ( gt b3 LG Kk \»\Am, /\wad )ww f\f ) /z\;»/b ?u { N Jtﬁ\
Lrf? \\Qwi\ it:ﬁ\&x&\c\\ \:\51\ L7 7L~ SKS va\\ . L .\»V\ Q\\M\K\V \\QVS\\\V\ \\S r\;\ \Q\\&\\Q Vs
/.HWQU wm%xwﬁa\%@wwﬁviasﬂ\wﬁuv W59 S - S35 meﬂwx&uéﬁa\w - g é_:kw .H\.\_\\m. Nﬁ zs\:? 3 ﬁiw\ﬁ\%
1K (\\.. Vo W - V] T T
o [ Tedd @ ,?u: VPR Cwmﬁﬁ W \wwwmﬂdaﬂx@m\u/@ \. Wv kr\}dfm(,ﬂw\uf \x 6,7\0 Mn, T
o O SEE [ 559 50R 55 PR O YRS
X oy \\\»@@,Wm\wv‘\w \\u\\\\vx\\m\mpy ; w\m&ﬂwﬁ qu\mY.\\\: US\.MB.JJG g N;rvw\www\_ws\lﬂ\ \/\\th\ww\gﬁuﬂ SSO/,{
Ve \iq aum»a&:oi\@«fi\ Wz A\mﬁ log D(A«nv d?\/\,o{ Jé\io; /\/\WM\\
vt A eI Ei \@; VRIS % %3\\ ELA
Mo 2V 2Hd @ 2AN LIbS-0L S ANl ¥OIpOs m? \SY@&Q ES Y
D“\N ..\\»\. Y F \%.& m@\aﬁw\\% ips/- %N\w n\\g,\m\\\\n\f\x\ N k% . \{)3 \\.G\
T Dy J.uwuw/oilﬂlcu 7\@@3 JJ\HADJ ﬁﬁ%& ) ' NS ))Mw,nl,m/.iﬁ{m/ ?¢ﬂ//2¢ df?wfgbf
W 2UNIS @ PV T O4f /- SLPUS 2 Vodomrs /7)) "D LS Y VA 4\
(AlreslD juLd esesjd)
jew3 auoydsja] ssalppy/bunuasaiday aopusnY
Wd 00:9 awi] $62005261 "ON juels
yo9loud .
lleH Ano uoneso]

£102/92/8 ajeq

Joofoid uoneurojsues] dooT Jauuj jo9fgng wooIMuUeIs

}oays uj-ubis



Comment #1

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

COMMENT SHEET

NAME: LD /)Q /’;7// ;7 Lo r ol e 7
ADDRESS: oy // 4 A K e T

COMMENT:

> K/ / M/ jJ; ) «f—;«w/;w;zwg// /\ /j/m/ﬁV _ /f 21
Aeesivor s A opey  Ple]

T et h zv) 4;/_‘ L ' _ S *ié,’«’i; //7//;,9',/«

AR A

< Tlendd Ty d) g 5 o2h BT

P /
// //Z,»ﬂ/»l/; / Ll AR e O L)

& f;(/) /,//j//f - %/’" /,07*» > / 4///4«7{// 7
LT

e T g ey D / /ﬁ/ 2 . //// Y o
”7“7@’/ Y ,/'ff»é«

e I P T - f:&Z/Q




Comment #2

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

COMMENT SHEET -

apprREss: v\ ASC. X R
COMMENT: \} R MM\\‘ M\A,\*ﬁ\ PRIV \E—Q\Q\




Comment #3

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

COMMENT SHEET GIU 72 2S1U)

NAME: TW,, @(/2@4/ /@om#r/ﬂm /4//6101@@) thy @q@(fﬁ/,

ADDRESS: (b Sk

COMMENT: [ yuei/d [ Jo e blecer £2c yedlied os
Mol o 9053 b, @/cuve/ L/cu ﬂamsréff/cé /l//c/wéj
/()(/fMquz/wC’h§ 7[6 Sl — a//Mc, @&a& a s ﬁ) gé/

Ia/ﬁo gf%/ @J‘FO%J 7211% &(/t\/ fo/ /SO - foe /u//wlc_
fé/f’@ﬁw%aééuw ﬁbw (,u‘*/)uC’é’ R v as qe
kﬂi’/‘k [%/47 A//c”wc ¢ ;/Ee/b/*i ’




Comment #4

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

A COMMENT SHEET
NAME: \0\\ /}\-/)Wv'\
ADDRESS: /\/ \,\,{MS Se D / ) m'f2uC J(\ﬁm« -'c/u,

COMMENT:
(;r /’j %”\‘Jw\cf [ aw—e,ﬁ‘c/\ g_,on/s:ﬁ_)\f\«\« \7”{3\ o R
k %A / Co \4} e peanking @QA&'\M g H—‘L\
/as’\uuxm @Wﬁ #JLM \A&j mcﬁ\ M + \adétw
o G\M«N}(w\ N '_f Xw 2o \._(\)

statdh . g T L0

/’Lﬂ{o _«_T E‘/p < QA )
I
\Jl
| \f);}:" .......... 7/




Comment #5

Q@jlé INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
\/ WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013
COMMENT SHEET
NAME: Qk_éﬁ-#{(s )%W ('54’/‘36 UNVEN U—C> AND.
ADDRESS: _ B4 $. UNI&N 4T, (5.53 WH\TZ’“\
COMMENT:

\_pblhcent To BAST AUL, wiTH INNER Lop
20 FleT PLEssE

EXbloR® AN O0PTION Fote BELW (ReWY
STOLTURE T BE VoD BY e
Pl boriinG  RAT _ _bNZ
__¥F M_&i_ﬁz_

2. W will Bty BNo et W @
LAAERYBTTE  Yani MM‘U!NO

& VooF @ 10 center wmerlaihy )

¢ Qs \S \abevo  eot PERESTIALS
To cnosb, Lepk Arr WS Ts EL\MinETg
TWedle  TeeiFle & lelLES

7. INTEREGTHD |\ sBRVING o) TASE WAWARRA . TORCE




Comment #6

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

COMMENT SHEET

NAME: ZAH/WL Cu/@x L/n

aoDRESS: 42! i f P, 4 é‘x%ff C

COMMENT: :(: /’(,,0/)(7,4/ f' )ﬂ/»( s /&/Bxéfgt &/)r/( /h/: A 4/

ol zel/ 4 6%4/ w/}, o Qodie ~




Comment #7

INNER LOOP EAST TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2013

COMMENT SHEET

NAME: SC'D?T ("\//QQNG’/(' Scd‘éeo"va’jw. r\y@ﬁma.'/o Com 5'85‘?80'}‘43
ADDRESS: 2% GLASgow S’T‘ Ret 1 ) ROocHESTER NY 19408

COMMENT: _QyerAcct Great ;deas VQhwa\"'HwﬁﬂleCé me(lorja-u.'zei Vkee,(';n7
T’w‘w:éf.c 2
l\ ns a_feayel maler yodr- I”Owui L ayea‘é/ﬁ gpﬂreuaé Ha
CMaAa;.r on LIC‘wc(c thrasﬁudv/e (n ﬂns ’Oro;ecéo lo/easc

mphmm{’ s as a backlbone - | c(tz conuecflw]f
Mk:n? conllquous ¢l re. qvtﬂn, _—
__________ wd aed comueds Fap T
o, . iids i as &
— 39 - _fredor ag
S | le(n | | . thu( CGKZLQ(,YL_Y
_a o _wvel &y ment- or.ﬂ ,Q‘L
. o e sy by feuie
33 st im Mm‘t; coutribbing ney ollets
- ‘HMQ ﬁij”’,fr,oce&? as a meméu,r oﬁ He 7La5/( Qw(g awd

Q. reDrveSVeulLa:ﬂwre 0{9 %&{ ch/, 9 c oum muno?c“l




Comment #8

INN RLOOPEAST  RMAT R

PUBLIC. o  MEETING
WEDNEQBAY - T28 2013

COMMENT ET

name: 7 /7‘4/W /rxayé

ADDRESS: § 1 ( .

COMMENT: _ -






