@ 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).
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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.
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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.
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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 - 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.
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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
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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/
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