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Burden Iron Works Correspondence






ompleted Federal Consistency Assessment Form and back up documentation have also been

uded for your review. Please contact me at the number below if you have any further
stions or comments.

erely,

IMAN, ANTHONY AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

:’,'/’7 ~ ——

anie Osterhout, PE
=ct Engineer

w

ERDMAN
ANTHONY e,
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Regal Art Press
Industrial Park Road
Troy. New York 12180

O WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

PLEASE AMEND OUR PERMIT TO A D001, -
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617.20
State Environmental Quality Review

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only

Part 1 - PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor)

1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR: Gity of troy 2. PROJECT MAME: South Troy Riverfront BikewayWalkway

3. PROJECT EOCATION:
__Municipality/County: Clty of Troy, Hensselaer County

4. PRECISE LOCATION: {Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, ekc., or provide map}
The project s located hetwisen the Troy-Menands Bridge and the Gresn fsiand Bridge east of the Hudson fiver

5. PROPOQSED ACTION |5:
tew [OExpansion EhMaodification/alteration

-6. DEGCRIBE FROJECT BRIEFLY: Design and construct a new bikeway/walkway along the Hudson River where poasible to link the other
proposed and exizting bikewayshvalkways in the CRy of Troy. The path width will be appreximately 3 meters. The majority of the
bikeway/walkway will be biminous concrete. The total length is approximately 5.% kilometers.

-

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:
Imitiafly - ___acres  bitimately 4 _acres

R WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?

HYes OMWo If No, describe briefly

8. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?
- DOResidentlal  Elindustrial & Commercial DOAgricullural  OPark/ForestOpen space  OOther

Describe. Primarily industrialicommercial with urban residential o the east.

10, DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR LILTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERMNMEMNTAL
AGENCY (FEDERAL, STATE OF LOCAL)%
HYes [OMNo  |f yes, list agencyis) name and permitapprovals
~Furding is as follows: 8% FHWA (Federal Highway Administration) and 20% Locaf Monies. Reguired permits are; NYSDOS Generaf
Concurrence, NYSDEC SPDES, and possibly a MYSDEC Article 24 Permit, 3 401 Water Quality Gertification, Article 15 Stream
Digturbance Permit & Anmy Corps of Engineers Permil {Saction 404-Nationwide Permit)

-11. JES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?

OYes BElMo f yes, list agency(s) name and permitapproval

-

12, AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTICN WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFIGATION?
OYes EFMe MNA

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE 15 TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

Sigrabure.

If the action is in a Coastal Ares, and you are a state agency, complete a
Ceastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assegsment




PART II-ENVIRQMMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency)

A, DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE 1 THRESHOLD IM 6 NYCRR, PART 617.47  If yes, coordinate the réview process and use the
FULLEAF. O¥Yez Mo

B. WILL ACTICN RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UMNLISTED ACTIONS IM 6§ NYCHER, PART 617.87 if Mp, 8
negative declaration may be superseded by another invalved agency. OYes KMo

G. GOULD AGTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if
legible.)
1. BExisting air quality, surface or groundwater qualily or quariity, noise levals, existing tralfic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,
potential for erpsion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:  MNo.

2. Acsthetis, agricultural, archaeclogical, histaric o other natuiral ¢ cultural resources; or community or heighborhood character?
Explain biiefly: Mo,

(3. Yegelation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habilams, or threatened or endangered species? Explain
brigfly: MNe.

C4_ A community's exigting plans or goals as ofiicially adopled, or a change in use or intensity of use of fand or ather natural resources?
Explain briefly; Mo.
G5. Growih, subsequent developmer, or related aclivities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly: Mo

CE. Long term, shott lerm, cumulative, or other effects nof demtified in C1-C57 Explain brisdly: No,

G7. Ciher impacls (including changes In use of either quantity or type of energy}? Explain briefty: Na.

D. WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CALISED THE ESTABLISHMENT
OF A CRITICAL ENVIRONMEMTAL AREA {CEA)? OYes EMo If Yes, explain briefty:

E. |15 THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIADNMENTAL IMPACTS?
OYes EMo I Yes, explain briefly:

Part Wl - DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse eflact identifisd above, determine whether it is subslantial, large, Impariant or otherwise
significam. Each effect should be asseessd in connaction with its {a) setting {i.e. urban or rural); {b) probakility of ooourring; (o)
duration; {d} imeversibility; (e} geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporiing materials.
Ensure that explanations contain sufficient delail to show that all relevant adverse impacis have been idemified and adeguatsly
addreseed. If question D of Pan |l was checked yes, the detetmination of significance must evaiuate the powential impact of the
propased action on the environmental characteristics of the CEA.

03 Check Lhis box if you have identified one or more patentially large or significart adverse impacts which MAY occur.

Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF andior prepare 3 positive declaration.

El Check thig box if you have determined, based on the iMformation and analysis above and any supporting documentkation,
that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significard adverse environmental impacts AMD provide on

attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Planning G o
Name of Lead Agency Diate

Walter YanBeli - nity Planding ¢ - )

Print or Type Mame of Responsible Oificer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

Signature of Respansible Offcer in-Lead Agency Signature of Prepare{If different from résponsible afficert



1-12-7 (2:87)-5¢

SEQR “Negative Declaration™

State Environmental Quality Review
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Notice of Determination of Non-Significance

Project Number  PIN 1755.66 Date October 18, 2005

SEQR

This notice is issued pursuant to Parl 617 of the implementing regnlations pertaining to Aricie 8
(Statc Environmenlal Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.

The City of Troy , 45 lead agency, has determined
Lhat the proposed action described below will not have a sipnificant effect on the environment
and a Drafi Environmental Impact Statement will not be preparcd.

Name of Action: South Troy Riverfront Bikeway/Walkway

SEQR Status: Type 1 L]
Unlisted ]
Conditioned Negative Declaration: | Yes

Description of Action:

The applicant proposes to construct a new bikeway/walkway east of the Hudson River and west
of First Street in the City of Troy, Rensselaer County. The project begins at Water Strect and
ends at Grand Street. The project includes approximately 5,810 meters (19,060 ft) of onc 3
meters (10 t) wide paved shared bikeway/walkway. The project site is located in the
south/central area of Troy.

Location: Belween Water and Grand Streets in the City of Troy, Rensselaer County
(see attached location map)



HSEQR Megative Declaration Pags 2

Reasons Supporting This Determination:
{See 617.6(g) for requirements of this determination; see §17.6(h) for Conditioned Megative Declaration)

1. The proposed action will not cause & substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or
surface water quaiity or quantity, traffic of noise levels or & substantial increase in potemtial for erpsion,
flooding, leaching or drainape problems.

2. The proposed action will not result in the removal or destruction of large quantities of vegetation or
fauna; substential interference with the movement of any resident or micratory fish or wildlife species;
impacts o a significant habitnt ares; substantial adverse impacis on a threatened or endangered species
of animal or plant, or the habitat of such a species; or olher significant adverse impacts W natural
Mes0UIrces.

3. The proposed action will not cause a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of enerpy.

4. The proposed action will niot cause a subslartial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including
agricultural, open space or recreational respurces, or in its capacity to support existing uses.

3. The proposed action will not result in impacts to a structure eligible for listing on the National Register
of Historic Places or cultural resources.

If Conditioned Negative Declaration, provide on attachment the specific mitigation measures imposed.
(5¢ex Section 4(f)/106 for Mitigation Measnres)

For Farther Information:

Contact Person: Russ Reeves, PE
ity Enpineer
Address: City of Troy City Hall

1 Monument Square
Troy, NY 12180
Telephone Number: {518) 2704604

For Type I Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a Copy of this Notice Sent to:
Richard Wild, NYSDEC Region 5 Supervisor of Repulatory Affairs, Rie 86, Ray Brook, New York 12977
Dean Gillan, NYSDOT Local Administered Frojects Liaisen, NYSDOT Region 7, 317 Washington St

Walerigwn, NY 13661

Tony Opalka, NYSOPRHP Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau, Pesbies Igland, PO Box 189,
Walerford, New York 12188-0139
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NEPA CHECKLIST

DATE: August 5, 2003

PIN and Pmoject Title; P.LN. 17353.66, Troy Pedestrian Bicycle Trail,
City of Troy, Rensselaer County, New York

Answer [he following questions by checking YES or NO.
L. THRESHOLD QUESTION YES NO

I. Dees the project involve unusual circumstances as
described in 23 CFR §771.117(b)?

[

* If YES, the project does not qualify as a Categorical Exclusion and an FA or EIS is required. You may
STOP COMPLETING THE CHECKLIST.

* I NO, po on.

1. AUTOMATIC CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION

2. Is the project an action listed as an Automatic Calegorical Exclusion
in 23 CFR §771.117 ¢ (C List)? and/or is the project an
element-specific project classified by FHWA as a Categorical Exciusion
on July 22. 1996 X

* If YES to quesiion 2, the project qualifies for a C List Categorical Exclusion. You may STOP
COMPLETING THE CHECKLIST. The checkiist should be included in the appendix of the Final
Design Report (or Scope Summary Memorandum/Final Design Repori), The CATEGORICAL
EXCLUSION DETERMINATION memo is to be sent to the appropriate Main Office Design liaison
unii with a copy of ihe Final Design Repor {or Scope Surmmary Memorandum/Final Desicn Report) A
copy of the CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION memo must also be sent 1o the Office
of Budget end Finance, Project and Letting Management, and others {see sample DETERMINATION
memo afached).

{Nole - Even if YES to question 2, there may be specific enviroumental issues that stifl require an
action such as an EQ 11990 Wetland Finding or a determination of effect on cultural resources.
The project is still an Automatie Caiegonical Exclusion but the necessary action must be taken,
such as obtaimng FHWA’s signature on the wetland finding. refer to the appropriate section of
the Environmental Procedures Manual for guidance.)

* If NO to question 2, go on.



I

10.
11.

P2

PROGRAMMATIC CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION

e
b
(7

|

Is the project on new location or does it involve
a change in the functional classification or added
mainline capacity {add through-trafhic lanes)?

Iz this a Type I project under 23 CFR 772
{(Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic
Moise and Construction Noisc)?

Does the project involve more than two ha
{five acres) of clearing, prubbing, grading or
excavation of vegetated areas (cther than ditch
cleaning) adjacent to an existing waler body or
regulated wetlands; or if the project 15 located
within the limits of a sole source aquifer, is
ihe dminape pattern being altered?

Does the project invoive changes in travel
pattems?

Does the project invoive the acquisilion of more
than miner amounts of temporary or permanent
strips of nght-of-way {a mmor amount of right-
of-way 15 defined as no 1inore than 10 percent of
a parcel for parcels under 4 ha {10 acres) in

size, 0.4 ha {1 acre} of a parcel 4 ha to 40.5

kha (10 to 100 acres) in size and | percent of a
parcel for parcels greater than 40.5 ha (100
acres in s12e)7?

Does the project require a Section 4 f) evaluation
and determination in accordance with the FHWA
guidance ?

Does ihe project involve a commercial or residential
displacement?

If Section 106 applies, Does FHW A's determination
indicate an gpinion of adverse effect 7

Daes Lhe project involve any work in wetlands
requiring a Nationwide Wetland Permit #23 7

Does the project involve any work in wetlands
requiring an individual Executive Onler 11990 Wetland Finding ?



13.  Has it been determined ihat the project will significantly
encroach upom a flood plain based on preliminary
hydreulic analysis and consideration of EO 11988 -~
criteria as sppropriate ?

14.  Does the project involve construction in, -
across or adjacent o a river designated as a
component proposed for inclusion in the Nationat
System of Wild and Scenic Rivers?

15.  Does the project involve any change in access
control?

16.  Does the project involve any known hazardous
malenals sites or previous nses with potential
for hazardous material remains within ihe right-
of-way? _

17.  Does the project occur in an area where there
are Federally listed endangered or threatened
species or critical habitat?

18.  Is the project, pursuant to EPM Chapter 1A and -
Table 2 and Tabie 3 of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93,
non-exempt or does it exceed any ambient air
quality standard 7 -

19 Does the proiect lack consistency with the
New York Stte Coaslal Zone Management Plan and
policies of the Department of Siate, Office of
Coastal Zone Management?

20.  Does ihe project umpact or acquire any Prime
or Unique Farmland as defined in 7 CFR Parl 657
of the Federal Farmland Protection Policy Act and
are there outstanding compliance aclivities necessary ?
{Note: Interpret compliance aclivity o mean completion
of Form AD 1006)

* If NO for questions 3-20, go on o answer question 21.

* If YES to any question 3-20, project will not qualify as a Programmatic Categorical Exclusion.
Answer questions 21 and 22 for documentation only and go on to question 23. -

21. Does the project involve the use of a temporary
road, detour or ramp closure?

® If NO for questions 3-20 and NO lo question 21, the project gualifies as a Programmalic Catlegorical 3



Exclusion. You may STOP COMPLETING THE CHECKLIST. The checklist should be included in
the appendix of the Final Design Report {or Scope Summary Memorandum/Final Design Report). The
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION memo is to be sent 0 the appropriate Main Cffice
Design liaison unit wath a copy of the Final Design Report {or Scope Summary Memorandum/Final
Design Report) A copy of the CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION meme must aleo be
sent to the Office of Budpet and Finance, Project and Letting Management, and others (see sample
DETERMINATION memo atlached}.

* I YES to question 21, preparer should complete question 22 (i-v). If questions 3-20 are NO and 21 is

YES, the project will still qualify as a Programmatic Categonical Exclusion if questions 22 (i-v) are
YES.

22, Since the project involves the use of temporary YES NO
road, detour or ramp closure, will all of the
following conditions be met:

1 Provisions will be made for pedestrian
access, where warranted, and access by
local traffic and so posted.

il Through-traffic dependent busmess will
not be adversely affected.

ifi. The detour or ramp closure, to the extent
possible, will not interfere with any
local special event or festival.

v The lemporary road, detour or ramp closure
does not substantially change the
environmenial consequences of the aclion.

V. Thers is no substantial controversy
associated with the temporary road,
detour or mmp closure.

* If questions 3-20 are NO, 21 is YES and 22 (i-v) are YES, the project qualifies for 3 Programmatic
Categoncal Exclusion. You may STOP COMPLETING THE CHECKLIST. The checklist should be
included in the appendix of ihe Final Design Report (or Scope Summary Memoraadum/Final Design
Report). The CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION memeo should be sent Lo the
appropmale Main Office Desipn liaison unit with a copy of the Final Design Report (or Scope Summary
Memorandum/Final Design Report). A copy of the CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION
DETERMINATION memo must also be sent Lo the Oflice of Budget and Finance, Project and Letting
Management, and others (see sample DETERMINATION memo attached).

* If any of questions 3-20 is NO, 21 is YES and any part of 22 is NO, go on to question 23.



IV,  CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS WITH DOCUMENTATION YES NO

23, Isthe project section listed in 23 CFR §771.117(d) (D List)
or is the project an aciion similar to those listed in 23 CFR §771.117(d)?

For those queslions which precluded 2 Programmatic Cateporical Exelusion, documentation should be
provided for any YES response to questions 3-20 or a NQ response to any pan of questions 22 i-v. This
documentation should be included in the Design Approval document, i, Final Desipn Report, eic., Lo
be submitted to the Main Office/FHW A dosign lisison unit for submission to the FHW A Division for
classification of the project as a D List Categorical Exclusion.

Documeniation is provided for each response to questions 3-21

Supporting Statements to Supplement the NEPA Checidist.

Cateporical Exclusion with Documentarion

3. This project involves bridge replacement, roadway reconstruction and provisions for pedestrians.
The project involves adding a ihrough lane on the bridge structure {One lane to two lane bridge). No
through lanes will be added to the highway section. The functional classification of the roadway will
remain the same,

4. The proposed project does not include the construction of a highway on s new location or the
physical alteralion of an existing highway which significanily chanpes either the horizontal or
vertical alignment, or increases the umber of through traffic lanes on the mainline roadway.
Therefore, the proposed project is not a Type 1 project under the Federal Aid Policy Guide.

3. The project does not involve more than 2 hectares (5 ecres) of clearing, prubbing or excavatien of
vegetative areas adjacent fo an existing water body or regulated wetland. The project is not located
with the limits of a sole source aquifer.

6. The project does not involve any permanent changes in travel patiemns.

7. The proposed project does not involve the acquisition of more than minor amounts temporery or
permanent sinps of Ripght-of-Way.

&. The proposed project will impact propernies protecled by Section 4([) of the USDOT Act. Refer to
the discussion in Section I'V.3.d and Section VI of the Design Report.

9. The project does not involve the displacement of a commercial or residential propeny.
10. The proposed project will impact properties eligible for listing on the Nation Register of Historic
Places and protecied by Secuion 106. Refer to the discussion in Section I'V.3.d and Section VI of the

Design Reporn.

['1. Review of the appropriaie NY'S Department of Environmenial Conservation Freshwaler Wetland



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18,

19.

20.

21.

Mapping and Naticnal Wetland Inventory (NWT) Maps indicate that there are no siate or federally
regulaled wetlands within the project limits. The proposed work docs not requirc a Nationwide
Permit #23.

The proposed pmject does not involve work in wetlands requiring an Execulive Order 11990

Wetland Finding. The proposed work will comply with the terms end conditions of a Programmatic
Executive Order 119%0 finding.

The proposed project is located within a 100 year designated floed zone. The flood zone consists of
an area 30m (104 fi) on either side of the stream channel.

There are no streams or watcrcourses within the project vicinity that are designated for inclusion in
the National Systern of Wild and Scenic Rivers.

The project does not involve the change 1n access control.

Based upon research and field observations there are no properties that conlain any known hazardous
material sites or uscs with polential for hazardous matenal remains.

The NYSDEC Natural Heritage Propram has indicated that there are no State or Federally listed
endangered species know 1o exist in the proximiry of the project area.

This project will not Increase traffic volumes or reduce source-receptor distances to a depree as o
Jeopardize attainment of the New York State and National Ambient A Quality Standards.

The project is not located in Coasial Management Zone.
The project does not impact or acquire any farmland.

A temporary detour wiil be utilized during consiruction of the new bridge Lo mainiain traffic.
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PHASE IA LITERATURE REVIEW AND SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT
AND
PHASE IB ARCHEOLOGICAL RECONNAISSANCE

BURDEN JRON WORKS MUSEUM RESTORATION PROJECT
HUDSON MOHAWK INDUSTRIAL GATEWAY
ONE INDUSTRIAL PARKWAY
CITY OF TROY
RENSSELAER COUNTY, NEW YORK

HAA #2966

OPRHP #99PR3648

Submitted to:

CITY OF TROY
CITY HALL
ONE MONUMENT SQUARE
TROY, NEW YORK 12180

Prepared by:

HARTGEN ARCHEOLOGICAL ASSOCIAT ES, INC.
CERTIFIED WBE/DBE
1744 WASHINGTON AVENUE EXT.
RENSSELAER, NEW YORK 12144
PHONE (518) 283-0534
FAX (518) 283-6276
email: hartgen@hartgen.com

www.hartgen.com

AN ACRA MEMBER FIRM
WWW.acra-crm.org

DECEMBER 2003






















































































































Phase IA/IB Archeological Investigation Burden Iron Works Museum

1. View northeast of the Burden Iron Works Museum and the southwestern portion of the property
with a collection of large historic artifacts on the ground surface.

2. View northwest of the Burden Iron Works Museum showing the man-made plateau it sits upon.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. December 2003
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PHASE 1A LITERATURE REVIEW AND SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

PROPOSED SOUTH TROY RIVERFRONT PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE
TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
CITY OF TROY
RENSSELAER COUNTY, NEW YORK

HAA #2764

Submitted to:

ERDMAN, ANTHONY & ASSOCIATES, INC.
317 BRICK CHURCH ROAD :
TROY, NEW YORK 12180-8112

Pregarad 5y:

HARTCEN ARCHEOLOGITCAT, ASSOCIATES, INC.
CERTIFIED WEE/DBE
1744 WASHINGTON AVENUE EXTENSION
RENSSELAER, NEW YORK 12144
PHONE ({518} 283-0534
FAX (518) 283-6276
email hartgen@hartgen.com
www.harteen.com

AN ACRA MEMBER FIRM
WWW.aCra-crm.org

APRIL 2003
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Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail
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Map 1
1993 NYSDOT Troy South Quadrangle, New York, 7.5-Minute Series

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc.

April 2003
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Map 10a
1903/1904 Sanborn Troy, N.Y., Volume 1, Sheets I and 3

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003
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1951 Sanborn  Troy, N.Y., Volume 1, Sheets I

" Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003
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Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

1. View south near the southern terminus of the project area. The trail will be placed
along the left side of the road here.

2. View south near the southern terminus of the project area. The trail will be placed
along the left side of the road here.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

4. View west. The trail will cross the railroad tracks and extend in to the currently
fenced-in property.
Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003




Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

5. View south. The poured concrete silos in the foreground and a cinder block
workshop/garage beyond the silos will be demolished for the project.

6. View northwest of the brick pumping station.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

7. View north, the Rensselaer County Jail is in the background.

./.
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8. View east of the brick subsurface feature encountered.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

10. View south. The trail to the Burden Iron Works Office Building will extend along the
east side of the South Troy Industrial Road here. '

Harigen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

11.  View northeast of the trail north of the Rensselaer County Jail. The piles of gray
material on the left consist of slag. These piles will be leveled for the construction of the

trail.

12. View north of a cut in the river embankment. What initially looks like bedrock is
actually slag fill.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003




Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

13. View south of the project area from the top of a large pile of slag.

14. View north from the top of the same pile of slag, looking into the Troy Slag Products
property.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

15. View south from the Bruno Machinery property. The trail will extend along the top
of the embankment.

16. View north into the Scotlite International property. The fence and piles of debris will
be removed for the trail.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003




Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

17. View north of the trail after crossing over the Poesten Kill and extending towards
River Street.

18. View east of Alternate Routes C and D.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

20. View south on River Street. The trail will be along the right side of the road here.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

21. View north on River Street. The trail would extend along the left side of the road.

22. View north of the trail along Front Street.

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003




Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

24. View northeast. The existing sidewalk will be widened.

Harigen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003



Phase IA Archeological Assessment South Troy Riverfront Bike Trail

25. View southwest into Riverfront Park from the northern terminus of the proposed trail.
The portion of sidewalk in the foreground will be widened.

26. View northeast of the northern terminus of the trail and Fresno’s Restaurant. The
sidewalk will be widened and extended eastward to River Street

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. April 2003










EPA - Envirofacts Warehouse - ENVIROFACTS Page 2 of 2

Additional Information can be obtained from Resource Conservation and Recovery Information
Query.

EPA Home | Privacy and Security Notice | Contact Us

Last updated on Thursday, October 30th, 2003
http://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/multisys2.get_list

Wi //aaenith ena onvierntvira/mnilficve? oot lict?fFacilitvy 11in=1 10007007551 10/20/03






EPA - Envirofacts Warehouse - FII

Page 2 of 2

Affiliation Type Delivery Point r a%f"él State Pg:fjg g’::t’;“rﬁt"’"
FACILITY MAILING INDUSTRIAL PARK '
S DEEESS s TROY [NY [[12180 RCRAINFO

NAICS Codes

No NAICS Codes returned.

SIC Codes

No SIC Codes returned.

Contacts

No Contacts returned.

Organizations

No Organizations returned.

Alternative Names

No Alternative Names returned.

Query executed on: OCT-30-2003
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