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Meeting #2 – September 20, 2011 

New Scotland Town Hall – 6:30 PM 
 

Meeting Summary 
 
 

I. Re-introductions and Agenda Review 
 

This was the second meeting of the Study Advisory Committee (SAC), and began with a re-
introduction by all the SAC members present.  In attendance from the SAC were: 
 
• Katy O’Rourke, Liz Kormos, Kathy Macri, and Jim Olsen 
• Susan Olsen, NYSDOT 
• Jennifer Ceponis and Anne Benware, Capital District Transportation Committee (CDTC) 
• Mike Welti and Rick Lederer-Barnes, Behan Planning and Design 

 
There were also approximately five members of the public at the meeting as well as town 
councilman Dan Mackay.   

 
II. Review outcomes from Meeting #1 (March 2011) 
 

Following introductions, the notes from the previous SAC meeting were briefly discussed. 
As not all members had had a chance to review the notes it was decided that final 
comments/edits to the notes would be due by 9/27.  The idea is to get the notes posted 
on the project website for the public to be able to be kept apprised of the project’s 
status.  Also it was again noted that the notes are not ‘minutes’ – they are meant to 
reflect the ideas and discussions from the meeting, but are not a word-for-word account 
of the meetings. The summary contained in the notes may include the opinions of certain 
members of the SAC and information that has not been verified since it simply represents 
the general flow of a discussion that occurred at the meeting.   

 
III.  Update project schedule 
 

A revised project timeline was reviewed.  The revised timeline responds to a pause in the 
project from March to September that was related to uncertainties regarding the 
proposed rezoning of the area. It was noted that while the project was delayed, the 
existing conditions report was still advanced (see item IV).  It was decided that the public 
workshop should be held sometime in November, possibly just after Thanksgiving. 
 

IV.   Review of Draft Existing Conditions Report 
 
The majority of the meeting was spent focusing on the draft Existing Conditions Report 
prepared by CDTC with assistance from Behan Planning and Design. It was noted that the 
report is just part of the larger study, and doesn’t need to be considered ‘final’ prior to 
the public workshop. 
 



 
 

 
 

CDTC prepared a ‘cheat sheet’ (see separate document) of the key findings from the 
existing conditions report.  As CDTC went through the various points, 
comments/suggestions were made by the rest of the SAC regarding possible edits to the 
report.  It was also suggested that the existing conditions report would be an appendix to 
the final plan, and only the key findings would be summarized in the report for ease of 
public consumption. An example given was the transportation section – this section has a 
lot of technical jargon, and could be distilled down to the key points that the public 
should be aware of, and if they want to explore the information further, they can look at 
the full report. 
 
CDTA is reportedly evaluating Bus Route 19, which services the study area.  Possible 
budget cuts could impact the route, however it is believed that the route is not likely to 
be discontinued. As noted in the existing conditions report, the bus stops in the study area 
have no improvements or pedestrian access, making them difficult to use. 
 
Water and Sewer data is needed for the report. The town engineer is believed to be in 
possession of needed data and the town will work with CDTC to obtain the data for use in 
this project (as well as any other needed data).  It was noted that there are some 
conflicting statements regarding infrastructure in the existing conditions report that 
should be rectified.  It was also mentioned that existing infrastructure in some places is 
old and likely not up to current standards.  Another comment, regarding the water, is that 
the water comes from either the Bethlehem system or the Voorheesville system, and thus 
New Scotland is limited in what the town can do in terms of water infrastructure changes. 
 
Would like to see detailed land use information in the report, current data is too general, 
and also there may be some inaccuracies due to the nature of the parcel data. 
 
The report is currently lacking in terms of historical/cultural information. It was 
recommended that the town historian be contacted to obtain additional information.  It is 
believed that there are several properties that are considered National Register eligible in 
the town; it was unclear how many of those are within the study area. 
 
Discussed how sidewalks end at the town boundaries.  There is one small section of 
sidewalk in the study area, as well as an easement in front of Stewarts for a future 
sidewalk. It was discussed that in the past municipalities would require new or renovated 
construction to install sidewalk, which would lead to sporadic strips.  Now most towns 
have a plan for sidewalks and the developer pays a fee which will eventually be put 
toward sidewalk construction when enough meaningful pieces can be connected together. 
In terms of whether sidewalks have to be included in road improvements, given the 
state’s new “complete streets” legislation, it was noted that DOT has two years to begin 
implementing the complete streets initiative, and that they will have to “consider” 
pedestrian improvement, but that doesn’t mean that they have to accommodate 
pedestrians if it is determined to be impractical. In the study area it was noted that 
narrow right-of-way widths and topography will likely make incorporating pedestrian 
shoulders difficult. 
 
It was again noted that speed in the hamlet is a concern, especially with the limited sight 
distances created by the road topography.  The town of Guilderland recommended 
reducing the speed limit through their hamlet as part of a previous CDTC study, and the 
speed limit was recently reduced, believed to be from 45 to 35 mph. 
 



 
 

 
 

There was a suggestion to reword the reference of “Falvo’s Meat Market, a regional 
destination” as previously in the narrative it was noted that a recommendation is that 
new commercial development “not be a regional draw.”  While it was discussed that the 
“regional draw” is a real estate/market analysis type of term, and that the Falvo 
reference was not the same thing, to clear up confusion the wording would be changed.  
In terms of the market analysis SAC member Kormos suggested she could run an updated 
market analysis for the study area, even though it is unlikely to have changed much since 
studies were done as part of the CZAC process.  
 
A summary of the CZAC documents should also be included in the existing conditions 
report, since while the topic may be considered controversial, the public input and 
analysis is still considered valid for this project.  It was also noted that the RPAC report 
may be misleading in terms of desired residential development (or lack thereof).  It was 
also suggested that the summary of the document prepared by Chuck Voss by removed 
from the existing conditions report.  Also want to make sure that the previously 
completed visual preference survey is well documented. Everyone was reminded that all 
of these existing reports are being used as a foundation, but that new public input will 
still be the guiding force for this project. 
 
There is some conflict/ambiguity reflected in the reports between the desire to maintain 
a “hamlet” and also have new commercial development.  It was suggested that the report 
should note that the relative isolation of the hamlet from major transportation corridors 
will likely limit the scale of future development. It was noted that there is a public 
perception that increasing commercial development in this area will help offset property 
taxes, but the question raised was, it that realistic to think there will be that much 
development to make a difference.  Interested in knowing what the true fiscal impacts of 
new development would be.  It was noted that, while interesting to know, a fiscal impact 
study is outside the scope of this project.  As previously noted, SAC member Kormos will 
provide some basic market analysis information which could be presented to the public to 
help address this issue. 
 
The development of the Vista Technology Campus could spur residential demand that 
could be filled by new development in the study area, and that the number of employees 
possible should be examined to determine what density of residential development may 
be able to be supported in the New Scotland hamlet.  It was noted that apartments in the 
region are more in demand than houses, and that there is a need for affordable senior 
housing in the area.  It is believed that the there is existing capacity in the local school 
district, due to a decreasing student population, and thus the district could handle some 
additional residential growth. 
 

V. Next Steps 
 
Finalize Existing Conditions Report - CDTC, with Behan Planning and Design, will take 
comments from this meeting as well as those received directly from SAC members and 
revise the existing conditions report as necessary.  It was suggested that the maps in the 
report should all be the same format (currently using maps created for the Comprehensive 
Plan and newly created maps – need to all use the “new” format) and that they be 
reformatted to all fit on 8 ½ x 11 sheets for easy of printing/reading.  CDTC requested 
final comments be received by 9/27. 
 



 
 

 
 

Public Workshop – The public workshop will review existing conditions, including a 
summary of previous ideas/recommendations for the study area.  Need to show the public 
different examples of residential, commercial and mixed use development of varying 
densities to better assess what is perceived as appropriate for the study area.  Also want 
to ensure that the workshop is productive and does not dissolve into infighting like at the 
CZAC meetings.  Also want to be sure that the discussion leads to meaningful zoning 
recommendations that can be implemented in the study area.  Be sure that “hamlet” is a 
dominant reference in the discussion.  
 
The workshop will be held in the commons at Voorheesville High School the week of 
November 28th (note, since the meeting the public workshop date has been set for 
Thursday, December 1st, at 6:30 PM). 
 
Next SAC meeting – The SAC will meet again next month to review the ‘final’ existing 
conditions report and to plan for the public workshop.  Targeting the week of October 
24th. (note, since the meeting the SAC meeting date has been set for Thursday, November 
3rd, at 6:00 PM in the Voorheesville High School Commons) 

 
VI. Adjournment 


