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Subject: FW:	  Pinnacle	  Traffic	  -‐	  Planning	  Board	  Minutes	  from	  6/9/13	  attached
Date: Sunday,	  January	  12,	  2014	  11:02:30	  PM	  ET

From: Mark	  Tayrien

From:	  Jennifer	  Michniewicz	  <JMichniewicz@ClarkPatterson.com>
Date:	  Tuesday,	  December	  17,	  2013	  1:39	  PM
To:	  Mark	  Tayrien	  <mtayrien@labellapc.com>
Cc:	  AICP	  Wes	  Pettee	  <WPettee@Labellapc.com>,	  Donald	  Young	  <dyoung@boylancode.com>
Subject:	  RE:	  Pinnacle	  Traffic	  -‐	  Planning	  Board	  Minutes	  from	  6/9/13	  attached

Good	  afternoon	  Mark,
	  
I	  was	  just	  on	  the	  phone	  with	  Don	  and	  he	  asked	  me	  to	  pass	  this	  email	  on	  to	  you.	  	  It	  includes	  the
attachments	  as	  I	  describe	  in	  the	  email	  below.
	  
Additionally,	  there	  have	  been	  a	  couple	  of	  emails	  I’ve	  written	  over	  the	  past	  weeks.	  	  I	  wanted	  to	  point	  out
some	  key	  thoughts	  about	  those	  for	  everyone:
	  

·         Lehigh	  Crossing	  Conclusions	  are:
o   Impact	  of	  full	  build	  out	  at	  Main	  Street	  Fishers/Route	  96	  can	  be	  mitigated	  with	  signal

adjustments.	  	  This	  was	  echoed	  by	  NYSDOT.
o   Lane	  Road/Route	  96	  intersection	  will	  degrade.	  	  They	  do	  not	  recommend	  mitigation	  because

–	  it	  is	  too	  close	  to	  the	  signalized	  intersection	  of	  Rt.	  96/Rt.	  251	  so	  adding	  a	  signal	  is	  not	  an
option	  and	  delays	  are	  typical	  of	  what	  a	  side	  street	  off	  of	  Route	  96	  would	  experience.	  	  In
addition,	  the	  Lehigh	  Crossing	  TIS	  makes	  reference	  to	  Fisher’s	  Ridge	  its	  proximity	  to	  this
intersection.	  	  At	  the	  time	  that	  the	  Lehigh	  Crossing	  TIS	  was	  done,	  there	  was	  no	  available
information	  on	  Fisher	  Ridge.

o   The	  intersection	  of	  Wangum/Rt.	  251	  may	  need	  a	  signal	  at	  full	  build	  out	  (2020).	  	  They
recommend	  reevaluation	  of	  the	  intersection	  at	  50%	  build	  out

o   At	  the	  1/11/2011	  Planning	  Board	  meeting	  Peter	  Vars	  (from	  BME)	  noted	  that	  50%	  build	  out
would	  be	  at	  50%	  of	  the	  anticipated	  traffic	  not	  floor	  space

o   I	  can’t	  seem	  to	  find	  the	  resolution	  from	  the	  Board	  for	  Lehigh.	  	  I’m	  wondering	  50%	  build	  out
triggers	  a	  new	  traffic	  study,	  or	  just	  a	  new	  analysis	  at	  this	  intersection.	  	  I	  believe	  it	  is	  an
entire	  new	  traffic	  study.	  	  If	  so,	  new	  mitigation	  measures	  other	  than	  just	  signal	  timing	  will
be	  required.

à	  The	  upshot	  is	  that	  none	  of	  the	  mitigation	  measures	  currently	  proposed,	  other	  than	  signal
re-‐timing	  at	  Main	  Street	  Fishers/Route	  96,	  would	  help	  mitigate	  issues	  that	  may	  result	  from
Pinnacle.

·         NYSDOT	  comments	  about	  Main	  Street	  Fishers/Rt.	  96	  intersection:
o   For	  Lehigh	  crossing	  they	  note	  that	  the	  intersection	  LOS	  will	  be	  diminished	  at	  full-‐build	  out,

but	  “traffic	  mitigation	  to	  offset	  traffic	  impacts	  at	  this	  intersection	  is	  limited	  and/or
unreasonable,	  and	  therefore	  no	  improvements	  are	  necessary	  as	  a	  part	  of	  this	  project.”

o   For	  Pinnacle,	  comments	  are	  similar	  but	  DOT	  added	  additional	  statements	  about	  the	  overall
capacity	  on	  Route	  96.

à	  The	  main	  issue	  is	  that	  the	  majority	  of	  traffic	  on	  Main	  Street	  Fishers	  at	  this	  intersection	  is
turning	  left.	  	  There	  are	  two	  left	  turn	  lanes	  at	  the	  intersection.	  	  To	  increase	  capacity,	  you	  need
to	  change	  signal	  timings	  and/or	  add	  storage	  space	  for	  left	  turning	  vehicles.	  	  You	  can	  only
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change	  signal	  timings	  so	  much	  without	  impacting	  the	  LOS	  on	  Route	  96.	  	  Adding	  a	  third	  left	  turn
lane	  is	  not	  an	  option	  because	  there	  are	  only	  two	  “receiving”	  lanes	  on	  northbound	  Route	  96
and	  you	  cannot	  add	  anymore	  because	  the	  bridge	  piers	  for	  the	  Thruway	  bridge	  over	  Route	  96
prevent	  it.	  	  The	  only	  other	  way	  to	  add	  storage	  space	  for	  left	  turning	  vehicles	  is	  to	  increase	  the
length	  of	  the	  left	  turn	  lanes	  on	  Main	  Street	  Fishers.	  	  The	  TIS	  for	  Pinnacle	  alludes	  to	  this	  on	  page
12,	  section	  7.1.	  	  They	  note	  that	  the	  existing	  storage	  space	  was	  exceeded	  by	  200	  or	  so	  cars.	  
They	  did	  not	  include	  this	  as	  an	  official	  mitigation	  measure	  (presumably	  due	  to	  costs).	  	  I
included	  this	  in	  my	  12/5/13	  DEIS	  comment	  letter	  as	  something	  that	  should	  be	  analyzed	  in
subsequent	  Traffic	  Impact	  Studies.	  

	  
Jennifer	  L.	  Michniewicz,	  P.E.,	  PTOE
Principal	  Associate
800.274.9000	  ext.	  3012	  	  	  	  	  

	  
From: Jennifer Michniewicz 
Sent: Friday, October 18, 2013 1:31 PM
To: 'Pettee, Wes'; 'dyoung@boylancode.com'
Subject: RE: Pinnacle Traffic - Planning Board Minutes from 6/9/13 attached
	  
Gentlemen,
	  
Feel	  free	  to	  give	  me	  a	  call	  to	  discuss	  if	  you’d	  like.	  	  I’ve	  done	  this	  by	  email	  so	  that	  you	  can	  see	  the
documents	  I	  have	  dug	  up	  following	  my	  conversation	  with	  Don	  relative	  to	  the	  mitigation	  measures	  in	  the
Lehigh	  Crossing	  Traffic	  Impact	  Study	  (TIS).	  	  Three	  of	  the	  attachments	  pertain	  to	  Lehigh	  Crossing	  and	  one	  to
Pinnacle.	  
	  
The	  Lehigh	  documents	  show	  that	  although	  the	  Level	  of	  Service	  for	  the	  eastbound	  movement	  at	  Main
Street	  Fishers/Route	  96	  drops	  to	  an	  “F”	  when	  Lehigh	  is	  at	  full	  build	  out	  (the	  TIS	  assumed	  2020),	  they
recommend	  only	  signal	  timing	  adjustments	  and	  NYSDOT	  agreed.
	  
The	  Pinnacle	  document	  also	  shows	  the	  same	  level	  of	  service	  changes	  as	  a	  result	  of	  Lehigh	  Crossing	  as
denoted	  in	  the	  table	  by	  the	  column	  “Lehigh	  Crossing	  @	  100%	  &	  Background	  (2018)	  Level	  of	  Service.”	  	  It
also	  shows	  that	  the	  only	  movement	  that	  gets	  worse	  as	  a	  result	  of	  Pinnacle	  is	  the	  southbound	  left	  turn,
which	  is	  a	  minor	  movement.	  	  And	  overall	  the	  signal	  is	  still	  functioning	  at	  a	  Level	  of	  Service	  D	  –	  Don,	  I	  was
mistaken	  on	  the	  phone	  –	  only	  the	  eastbound	  movement	  goes	  to	  an	  F,	  not	  the	  entire	  signal.
	  
Based	  on	  all	  of	  this	  information,	  it	  appears	  the	  issues	  at	  this	  signal	  are	  not	  a	  result	  of	  Pinnacle	  Athletic.	  
Additionally,	  Lehigh	  Crossing	  will,	  and	  Pinnacle	  has	  offered	  to,	  perform	  an	  interim	  traffic	  study	  before	  full-‐
build	  out.
	  
Thank	  you,
Jennifer	  L.	  Michniewicz,	  P.E.,	  PTOE
Principal	  Associate
800.274.9000	  ext.	  3012	  	  	  	  	  

http://www.clarkpattersonlee.com/
http://www.clarkpattersonlee.com/
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Table 6-1 
Route 96 at Main Street Fishers  

*Includes signal timing adjustments.  
Table 6-2 

Phillips Road at Main Street Fishers  
 

 
 
 
 

SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM
Eastbound D D D D D D D F D F
Left D D D E D E D F D F
Thru D D D D D E D F D F
Right B A B A A A A A A A
Westbound C C C D C D C D D D 
Left D D D D D D D D D D
Thru/Right C C C C C C C C C C
Northbound C C C D C D C D C D
Left C D C D C D C F C F
Thru/Right C C C D C D C D C D
Southbound A B A B A B B B B C
Left B C B D B D B D C F
Thru B C B C B C B C B C
Right A A A A A A A A A A
Intersection LOS B C B C C C C D C D

Existing (2013) 
Level of Service

Approach

Lehigh Crossing @ 
50% and 

Background  (2014) 
Level of Service

PAC Phase 1 
(2014) Level of 

Service

Lehigh Crossing 
@ 100% & 

Background  
(2018) Level of 

Service
PAC Developed (2018) 

Level of Service*

SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM SAT PM
Eastbound B C B C B C B C C D
Left B B B B B B B B B B
Thru/Right B C B C B C B C C D
Westbound B B B B B C B C C D
Left B C B C B D B D D C
Thru/Right A B A A A A B A B C
Northbound A A A A A A A A A A
Left A B A B A B A B A B
Thru A B A B A B A B A B
Right A A A A A A A A A A
Southbound A B A B A B A B A B
Left A B A B A B A C A C
Thru/Right A A A B A B A B A B
Intersection LOS A B A B A B B C B C

Existing (2013) 
Level of Service

Approach

Lehigh Crossing @ 
50% & 

Background  (2014) 
Level of Service

PAC Phase 1 
(2014) Level of 

Service

Lehigh Crossing 
at 100% & 

Background  
(2018) Level of 

Service
PAC Developed (2018) 

Level of Service*

Lehigh Crossing 
@ 100% & 

Background 
(2018) Level of 

Service

F
F
F

PAC Developed (2018) 
Level of Service*

F
F
F

DD

D F

F F
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