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|. Introduction

Problem Identification
The 2002 Williamgtown Master Plan envisons Williamstown as a future “ Town of
Trals” This plan recommends creeting links between exigting trails and between the town center
and the outlying tralls, as well as establishing a number of tral kiosks around town to provide
information about the town’s trail system. New multiuse trails could also connect the recreational,
culturd, resdentid and commerciad segments of town: for example, atral dong the Green River
to a possible recrestion area at the confluence of the Green and Hoosic Rivers (Williamstown
Master Plan draft, 2002). Some of these new paths could be short and relatively flat, providing
the opportunity to see some of the area’ s naturd beauty for both local residents and tourists who
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“Town of Trails’ Idea (Williamstown Master Plan draft, 2002)

are currently unable to: for example, children or the ederly, who may be unable to hike existing
drenuoustrails.

There are currently two mgjor north-south trail sysems running through Williamstown:
the Taconic Crest system in the west and the Appalachian trail system in the east. The “Town of
Trals’ ideaenvisonstwo or three east-west trail systems connecting these unconnected north

south systems. One east-west system would run through the town center in the northern section



of Williamstown, one would run through southern Williamstown, and athird — the Mahican
Mohawk trail — would run north of the town center (Williamstown Master Plan draft, 2002,
Reed-Evans).

Our client for this project is Ledie Reed- Evans, director of the Williamstown Rurd
Lands Foundation (WRLF). The WRLF has taken much of the respongbility for implementing
the trails component of the Williamstown Master Plan. One of Reed-Evans main objectivesisto
make it easier for people to use Williamstown’ s existing trail system. In addition to benefiting
outdoor enthusiagts, this god is vauable from aland- preservation perspective. If more people
come to gppreciate Williamstown’s preserved land, they will be more likely to seethevauein
preserving additional open space. The “town of trails’ plan would help accomplish thisgod by
providing walking access from the town center to the surrounding trails, aswell as by providing
eadly ble information about the town’ strails (Reed- Evans). The presence of trailson
additiona town properties will also make it more likely that these properties will remain

preserved rather than sold for development.

Project History

Thetrall projects outlined in the Magter Plan draft are till in the initid stages, and before
our work, they had not been studied extensively. Williamstown’ s Open Space Plan, written in
1994, andyzes some of Williamstown’ strail needs. The report asserts the need for additiond
hiking, biking and jogging trailsin Williamstown and especidly for short, easy walking trails
near the town center. In addition, the report states that one of Williamstown's problemsis lack of
information about exigting trails. Some other needs listed in the Open Space Plan are better
access to nature areas near the center of town (such as the Hoosic River) and more recreational
opportunities that serve the elderly and handicapped (Williamstown Open Space Plan, 1994, pp.
39-43). Some specific actions listed in this report are creating new trails that access wetlands as
well as new tralls that access areas with sgnificant concentrations of wildlife or vegetation aong
the Taconic Crest Trail (Williamstown Open Space Plan, 1994, p. 46).

More recently, the Open Space and Recregtion section of Williamstown’'s Master Plan
(2002 draft) suggests promoting Williamstown asthe “ Trail Center of Western Massachusetts,”
or a“Town of Trails,” as described above. The plan suggests sarting by making the town’s
dtreets more bike and pedestrian friendly, possibly even converting some streets to bicycle and



pedestrian-only. Next, the magter plan suggests purchasing corridors of protected land and
cresting at least two sets of east-west trail corridors — through the northern and southern parts of
town — aswell as a“ coordinated network of pedestrian paths.” The plan lists many possible
connections but does not evauate any of the options. Findly, the master plan suggests building a
multi-use trail through town that would connect popular destinations aswell as exigting trall
systems (Williamstown Master Plan draft, 2002).

Project Overview & Scope

Because Williamstown dready has agood trail network, we decided that the gods of our
client would be best met through facilitating grester use of the existing trail and public recrestion
areas. We thus decided to focus on the cregtion of smdler trail connections that would link such
areas near the town center instead of examining the possibilities for longer additiond trails,
induding multi-use trails, in Williamstown. For the purposes of this project, we defined the town
center as primarily congsting of the Spring Street area; we considered Water Street to the east
and South Street (including the Clark Art Indtitute) to the west to be extensions of the town
center, but not as centra as Spring Street itsdlf. These trail connections could later be
incorporated into alarger east-west connection through Williamstown. For the present, though,
they would be useful in their own right, providing easier access to trailheads and recreation areas.
We chose to focus our evauation on two generd types of trails: paths connecting the town center
with nearby trailheads and recreetion areas, and short trails linking currently unconnected trail
networks near the town center. The possibilities we looked at included wooded trails aswell as
marked paths along roads and sdewalks.

Weidentified potential needs for additiona walking paths and trails near the town center
by studying Williamstown’ s exigting trail system. We then narrowed our focus through
discussonswith our client and with Willard Morgan, interim director of the Williams Outing
Club. Morgan suggested, for example, that with Williamstown' s current abundance of forested
trails, more paths through town are needed mogt, such as dong the Green River. Such paths
would be popular with people who prefer short strolls to long hikes. Unlike forested routes
connecting exiging trails, these in-town paths would fill aniche not currently filled by
Williamstown' strail network (Morgan).



From these discussions, we chose to evauate five areas:
. A connection between Linear Park and the Lowry property, a parcel of town conservation
land beyond Eastlavn Cemetery.

. A connection between Linear Park and the Pine Cobble trailhead. Thistrail would run

aong the Green River to its confluence with the Hoosc River, & which point it would
continue aong roads.

. A connection between Hopkins Forest and the RRR Brooks Trall, utilizing an existing
new trail between the RRR Brooks Trail and Petersburg Road, the Hatton Trail. This
connection, which could run ether through the woods or along Northwest Hill Road,
would complete a 9-mile hiking loop from Hopkins Forest to the Taconic Crest Trall to
the Shepherds Wl Trail to the RRR Brooks Trail and then back to Hopkins Forest.

. A connection between the Bee Hill/Sheep Hill trails and the Stone Hill trail system. The
two possihilities for this connection would be from near the base of Stone Hill to Bee Hill
Road to the RRR Brooks trailhead, or from further south in the Stone Hill trail system to
the base of Sheep Hill at the Rosenburg Farm.

. A marked walking route between the Clark Art Indtitute and Spring Street, which could
extend to the Williams College Museum of Art, thus connecting the two art museumsin
Williamstown with each other and with the downtown shopping digtrict.
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Proposed routes (number srefer to numbersin paper) (North Berkshire Trailsmap)

Although we decided not to investigate an east-west connection between the Appalachian
Trail and the Taconic Crest Trail as one of our explicit goals, these additiond trails would come
close to creeting such a connection. The Hatton Trail to Hopkins Forest route and the Stone Hill
to Sheep/Bee Hill route both connect the Taconic Crest trail to places near the town center, and
the Linear Park to Pine Cobble trail connects the town center to the Appaachian Trail.

To invedtigate these different routes we conducted a community survey (see Appendix A
for detailed results and discussion), visited the Sites, and contacted affected landowners, relevant
committee officids, and locd resdents with interest in Williamstown trails.



[I. Town Profile

The Village Beautiful: A Tourist Destination

Williamstown, Massachusetts isasmal, quaint New England college town of 8,310
resdents nestled in the foothills of the Berkshires (“Facts and Information™). Located on 47
sguare miles near the junction of Routes 2 and 7 in the northwest corner of the State,
Williamstown is gpproximetdly a one-hour drive from Albany, a haf-hour drivefrom
Bennington, and athree hour drive from New Y ork City and Boston (“Especidly for Vidgtors').
The town’s main employer is Williams College, asmdl liberd-arts school with 1,988 students
(“Factsand Information”).

Tourigs from around the world travel to vist the town's culturd attractions including the
Serling and Francine Clark Art Indtitute, Williamstown Theetre Festiva, Williams College
Museum of Art, the annud Williamstown Jazz Festivd in April, the Williamstown FIm Fedtival,
and the nearby Massachusetts Museum of Contemporary Art (MASS MoCA) (Williamstown
Chamber of Commerce). Another tourist draw is the valley’s scenic beauty. Known as“The
Village Beautiful,” the region offers beautiful fal foliage, 360° views of surrounding farmland
and mountains, and excellent opportunities for outdoor recreation including hiking, backpacking,
camping, fishing, birding, swimming, canoeing, mountain biking, golfing, and cross-country and
downhill skiing. Numerous other communities within an afternoon’s drive offer additiona

opportunities for cultural visits and outdoor recregtion.

Town Setting & History

Williamstown's regiond geologic
. history grestly influencesits geography
and town layout. The town islocated
f. dong the western side of an H-shaped
J {) X/ valley between north south riciges that
i' fﬁh"?' e ne '~_‘ P ,;I:I":- 3 . werecrested by plate collisions and the
Al ' | ' resuilting east-west compressiondl forces.
Subsequent glaciation and scouring carved
out U-shaped valleysin the region, and the
valey where Williamstown now dtswas

Red star denotes downtown Williamstown.



once filled by the Glacid Lake Bascom. The main section of town, centered at Spring and Water
Streets, has an elevation of 600-700', and surrounding ridges rise to elevations of up to 3487 at
Mt. Greylock, which isthe highest peak in Massachusetts and a popular tourist destination.

Until a century ago, much of Williamstown was cleared and used for farming and
pasturdland. Over the lagt fifty years, most of agricultura land has been abandoned and has since
reforested, but remaining stone walls and foundations in the woods remind hikers of the town’s
agricultural past. The town has severd smal ponds, brooks, and two larger rivers, the Hoosic
and Green Rivers. Williamstown'’ s steep topography and streams, including the location of
exigting bridges and potentiad new bridge Sites, affects the nature of the current trail system and

must be considered when planning new trail routes in the region.

Williamstown’s Trail System

The Appalachian Trail runs through the eastern part of town and forms the backbone of
the Mt. Greylock State Reservation, which spans the towns of Williamstown, North Adams, New
Aghford and Adams. Besides Mt. Greylock, thistrall network includes popular destinations
including the Hopper, Stony Ledge and Mt. Prospect, dl three of which lie within
Williamstown' s boundaries. The Pine Cobble Trail isapopular access point to the Appaachian
Trail, and a'so a popular place to start a through-hike of the Long Trall. Pine Cobbletrall hasits
trallhead only dightly over amile from Williamstown's center and offers greet views of
Williamstown and surrounding aress. To the west of town lies the Taconic Crest trail, which
weaves back and forth between Williamstown and the state of New Y ork. There are a number of
gdetralsin Williamgtown that connect with this long North- South trail, indluding the Birch
Brook Trail (which connects to the Hopkins Forest [oop trail), the Shepherd’ s Well Trail (which
connects to Bee Hill viathe RRR Brooks Trail), the Berlin Mountain trails and the Phelps Trail.

There are dso anumber of smaller trails near the center of Williamstown. The Hopkins
Forest loop isardatively leisurdy figure-eight. Thereis anetwork of trails on Bee Hill: the RRR
Brooks Trail, the Fitch Trall, and the Running Pine Trail; on nearby Sheep Hill thereisawak
around a hilly field, the Rosenburg Ramble. Across Routes 2 and 7 from Bee Hill is the Stone
Hill trail network, which startsin back of the Clark Art Inditute and meanders through the fidds
and woods of Stone Hill. There are a0 at least three riverside paths near the town center: the
Hoosc River loop tral behind Williams College' s Cole Field; ashort trail dong the west bank of



the Green River near its confluence with the Hoosic River; and Linear Park, asmdl park and
playground nestled in a bend of the Green River near the intersection of Water Street and Route
2. Consult the map “North Berkshire Trails. Hiking Trails of the Williamstown Region”
(Williams Outing Club, 2002) for a comprehensve view of these trails.

Through our survey, we obtained some information about the frequency of use of these
trails (see Appendix A). Residents reported hiking in Williamstown more frequently than
Williams students (82% of resident respondents vs. 64% of student respondents). We found that
Stone Hill and Hopkins Forest get the most use among both Williamstown residents and
Williams students. Survey respondents aso hike in the Mt. Greylock reservation frequently, and
students often hike the Pine Cobble trail, probably because of its proximity to campus. The
Green River trail getsthe least use — many respondents reported not even knowing of its
existence — and the Hoosic River trail gets an average amount of use by residents but little by
sudents, which is somewhat surprising given its location near the Williams College ahletic
fields. The other trails on our survey get a medium amount of use by both students and residents,
athough the Bee Hill trallsrated dightly lower than the othersin thisrange.
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Current Trail Usage Among Williamstown Residents
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I11. Descriptions of Proposed Routes

1. Path connecting Linear Park to the Lowry Parcel

Linear Park

Proposed
connection

The Lowry Parcel:
Town Conservation
Land

Red lines
show property
boundaries

Linear Park, south of Route 2

Linear Park officialy includes town property both north and south of Route 2, but we
have chosen to refer to just the southern portion as“Linear Park.” The park has swimming
access to the Green River, agrassy picnic area with tables and barbeque grills, a playground, and
apaking lot.

12



The Lowry Parcel isa30.5-acre parce of town conservation land located haf amile to
the southeast of Linear Park. Most of the Lowry Parcel is scenic, open fields, and therest is
wooded. The town currently leases some of the parcd for agriculturd useto aloca farmer. A
main feature of this parcd is the beautiful view of Williamstown to the north. Although the
Lowry Parcd is currently open to the public for passive recreationa purposes such as waking,
the Ste has poor access and Sgnage, so it isinfrequently visited. An unmarked public right-of-
way exigs across afidd to the southeast of the property, but the only currently signed public
access is from the condominium parking lot at the parcd’ s southern end, where asmal meta
sgn details the regulations for public use of thisland. No current public access exigts at the
northern end of the Lowry Parcel, which is close to the popular Linear Park.

A hdf-mile path could connect these two town properties for recreationa purposes, and a
£ LA W 'R scenic picnic areawith tables could be ingtalled at the
L northern edge of the Lowry Property. Since Stone Hill has

agmilar path with anice view and is currently very
popular, it is likely that a connection trail between Linear
Park and the Lowry Parcel would be well-used by local
families, college students, and possibly even tourists
wanting a view. The connection would aso provide a
walking route for people who live in the condominium
developments south of the Lowry Property to walk to Linear Park or into town.
A trail connecting the two properties could go around the southern end of Eastlawn

Trail must avoid cemetery gravestones

Cemetery or down aong the Green River. The former is not an option, Since cemetery managers
are unwilling to dlow a public footpath around the back edge or a blazed route dong the exigting
paved road through the cemetery, since elther could be an unwel come digtraction to mourners
(Lemoine).

The second route option would go down ardatively
steep dope to the bank of the Green River across from the
Carol Cable ste, requiring theindalation of gairs, as seen
- in the picture to the | eft. The area past the playground
Fhe before descending to the river is currently piled with gravel
road and piles of dirt, and is probably used by the town or

L ookina down sopeto Green River
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cemetery for maintenance. The trail would then follow the bank of the Green River through
woods on the Henderson property, later doping gently upward through some cleared land, past
fences on the horse farm, and up to the currently hayed segment of the Lowry property. Thereis
currently a path around the perimeter of the hayed fields on the Lowry parcd that could easily be
incorporated into this route. One private property separates Linear Park from the Lowry Parcdl:
Clover Hill Farm, ahorse farm and B& B owned by Carolyn Henderson and Robert Micley.

2. Path connecting Linear Park to the Pine Cobble Trailhead via the Green River path

Pine
Red lines | Cobble
show property Trailhead
boundaries
T~ Proposed
Linear 5 connection
Park e

Affected property ownersarelabeled above: W = Weatherbee; E = Massachusetts Electric Company; F =
Fuqua; L = Lehovec, WT = Williamstown town land. Detailsare best seen by consulting mapsin the
Williamstown Assessor’s office.

Thistrail would connect three outdoor recreation areas near the center of town: the
“officid” Linear Park, the lesser-known northern section of Linear Park on town land behind the
Williamstown Y outh Center, and the Pine Cobble Trallhead. Currently, a poorly-publicized
neture trail with Sgnsingaled by the Williamstown Rurd Lands Foundation (WRLF) runs
through town property adjoining the Green River south of the Hoosic River. Thetrall isflat and
often muddy, and it is used by loca resdents, dog walkers, and motor bikes (though thisisnot a
permitted use).

14



The nature trail project wasjointly created by the WRLF and the Hoosic River Watershed
Association (HooRWA) and funded in 1997 by a grant from the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Management. The project included a feasibility study for handicapped
access bility, but it was found that the road grade was too steep for whedlchairs. WRLF has since
maintained the Sgns and made many repairs after frequent vanddism (Reed-Evans).

To get from Linear Park to Route 2, a path could be marked aong the edge of Eastlawvn
Cemetery, which might partialy go over property owned by Pam Weetherbee that borders the
east Sde of the Green River. The path could then go behind the utilities building owned by
Massachusetts Electric Company and continue north ong an informa access to atown-owned
nature area on the Green River (northern “Linear Park”). Thisinforma access to the town land
from Route 2 is clear because of a sewer easement. It crosses severd parcels of private land,
whose owners are Massachusetts Electric Company, Charles and Mary Fuqua, and Kurt
Lehovec.

At the northern end of the town property, the scenic riverside part of our proposed route
would end by the Photech ste at the Hoosic River. Pedestrians interested in continuing on to the
Pine Cobble Trailhead could cross the Cole Avenue bridge, cross North Hoosac Road, and
ascend the wooded Cole's Grove Road to its intersection with Pine Cobble Road, where aplain,
rectangular Sgn currently points the public to the trail head a short distance to the right.

While town residents tend to drive to the Pine Cobble Trallhead, many students without
carswalk, and this route aong the Green River would be a scenic way to get to the trailhead by
foot from Linear Park or the eastern side of Williams College.

15



3. Route connecting the Hatton Trail trailhead on Petersburg Road north to Hopkins Forest

Proposed Red lines show property boundaries
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Affected property ownersarelabeled above: A = Alden; G = Goethals. Details are best seen by consulting
mapsin the Williamstown Assessor’s office.

The Hatton Trall, recently constructed by loca Boy Scouts, connects the southern base of
the RRR Brooks Trail north to Petersburg Road. A new trail connecting the northern end of the
Hatton Trail on Petersburg Road with the Hopkins Memorid Forest Rosenburg Center or Lower
Loop would complete a 9-mile hiking loop. It would be possible for tourists, sudents, or town
resdents interested in arigorous day hike to park at the HMF trailhead, hike up the Birch Brook
Trail, follow the Taconic Trail south, take the Shepherd’s Well Trail and RRR Brooks Trailsto
the southeast, cut north on the Hatton Trail, and complete the loop on the (yet-to-be-built)
connector north to HMF.

The new connector trail, unless routed aong Northwest Hill Road, would cut across two
private properties—the Goethals and Nancy Alden’'s. Al and Marion Goetha's own a thin band
of land between the Alden property and the Hatton Trail, and the best location for atrall isaong
their western property boundary, away from the house. Nancy Alden owns alarge amount of
land directly between the Hatton Trail and Hopkins Forest, and atrail connecting the two would
have to pass through her property containing a network of private trails, one of which connectsto
the Hopkins Forest Lower Loop Trail. Although the trails have become overgrown in recent

16



years, only asmal section of new trail would have to be cut to connect the Hatton Trail with
HMF over her property.

It would also be possible, although less safe,
to route the Hatton Trail-HMF connection
aong Northwest Hill Road. The northern

end of the Hatton Trail ends at Petersburg

Road near its intersection with Northwest

Hill Road. Following the latter would take a
pedestrian to the main entrance to Hopkins
Forest. The country road is a scenic walk,

but cars drive quickly around the narrow,
curvy road. Some pedestrians, especialy
Williams students, currently walk along Northwest Hill Road to reach Hopkins Forest from

campus.

Peter shurg Road, looking toward Northwest Hill Road

4. Path connecting Stone Hill to Bee Hill and/or Sheep Hill trails

\*ﬁ ﬁh 4&_-« "'_ii!":l:E.:'ll_jlll_l.L--'-- -..:
' L TR L

RRR " eSS B Proposed
Brooks connection:
Trail Bee Hill
Stone
Red lines [~/ Hill
show pmp-_ert:-’ g trails
boundarics
Proposed
PSRN -': '. connection:
, i [ S0 Sheep Hill
- .fFJ

Affected property ownersarelabeled above: B = Bratcher; C = Clark Art Ingtitute; H = Haley; W =
Weatherbee. Details are best seen by consulting mapsin the Williamstown Assessor’s office.
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The Stone Hill trails, which are
relatively leisurdy and offer beautiful views,
are popular walking trailsin Williamstown.
The Stone Hill trails are located just south of
the Clark Art Ingtitute and cross both
museum land and private property. We
examined ways to connect Stone Hill trails
= with additiona trail networks on the other

Sde of Routes 2/7: Bee Hill, induding the
RRR Brooks and Fitch Trails (popular ways

View of Stone Hill from the east

to access the Taconic Crest Trail), and Sheep Hill, including the Rosenburg Ramble and Meadow
walk.

A connection between the top of the northern Stone Hill meadow with the base of the
RRR Brooks a Bee Hill isalogica public link between the Stone Hill trail network to the east
of Route 2/7 and the RRR Brooks and Fitch Trails to the west. Currently, Buxton School
students take thisinforma route starting at the base of Stone Hill and crossing Haley Farm
property to access the RRR Brookstrail (Haley). Such aroute would cross the Haleys' property
towards the north end of Stone Hill, where the topography is not very steep.

Thetrall could skirt the edge of a scenic meadow, head downhill towards a private
wooden bridge directly behind afew houses, and cross Hemlock Brook over the bridge near
where Bee Hill Road intersects Routes 2/7.

: = ’“::w@ A second connection between Stone Hill and
_~F trailson thewest side of Routes 2/7 would be to

L& Sheep Hill and the Rosenourg Farm, which the

WRLF has owned since November of 2000, when

. they purchased the property to build a new office

and home for their ongoing programs and

permanent exhibits about the Rosenburg famiily,

View of Rosenburg Farm
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Williamstown' s agriculturd history, and the history of Sheep Hill. The WRLF has donated a
conservation restriction to the state on the open space portion of the property, and the Sheep Hill
property has a higtory of recreation, since the Williams Outing Club had its ski hill on Sheep Hill
during the 1930’ s until the 1950's (Reed-Evans).

A connection between Stone and Sheep Hills would require crossing steep terrain and
crossing Hemlock Brook. The connection could potentialy be made across one of two private
properties. that of Pam Weatherbee, or that of Henry Bratcher. Weatherbee ownsasmall plot of
Stone Hill land just west of the Clark Art Ingtitute’ s underground water tower, whichis
extremely steep (i.e. practicaly adliff). Her property is north of the Sheep Hill trail network, so a
steep trail across her land would likely require some travel dong Routes 2/7 to reach the
Rosenburg Ramble trail & Sheep Hill.

Instead of pursuing this topographicaly difficult route, we decided to investigate the
possibility for a Stone Hill to Sheep Hill connection across the Bratcher property south of the
Weatherbee property. The former aready contains awide, more moderately doped route from
Stone Hill to Routes 2/7. This route leads directly to the Bratchers house and is sometimes
driven by a pick-up truck. However, one potentia option would be to construct anew path
through the woods to the north of their house, well out of sight of the house, and it could ether
cross their driveway bridge, or go across anewly bridge built further from the house.

5. Marked Route between Soring Street and Clark Art Institute
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A marked route between Spring Street and the Clark Art Ingtitute would encourage
students, residents of the town center, and tourists to walk to the Clark and the Stone Hill trails.
It would aso get some Clark vistorsto walk to Spring Street to explore the heart of downtown
Williamstown.

After talking with Eric Begitie from Williams College
Buildings & Grounds, we determined that the most feasible
. route would start at the Spring Street parking lot (or new town
: visitor certer after 2004), head down Walden Street, cross

- Hoxsey S., go through the Williams College Hedth Center

parking lot and Agard dormitory driveway, cross South Street,
and head down the South Street sdewalk to the Clark. The
. entireroute is paved. The only curb without acut is on the west
Sde of South Street across the road from where Agard's

driveway intersects with South Street. Because thisroute is

L ooking south along South
Street towardsthe Clark entirely dong paved surfaces, it would be accessible for bikes,

wheselchairs, and grollers.

The section through the Health Center parking lot and dong the Agard driveway
currently has no sdewak and is currently not an obvious walking route. Landowners affected by
this connection are Williams College, which owns the land surrounding the Hedlth Center and
Agard, and the Clark Art Indtitute.

It is possible that this route could be extended from Spring Street to the Williams College
Museum of Art (WCMA), which would reguire only additiona signs. We discuss this possibility
in our recommendations, but conducted our investigeation on the feasibility of this route assuming
aconnection just between Spring Street and the Clark Art Ingtitute (i.e. WCMA was not
mentioned in the survey for thisroute).
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V. Decision Matrix

While dl of our proposed routes would be worthwhile and add to the recrestion
opportunities of Williamstown, we evauated them in a decison matrix to determine which
would be the most worthwhile with limited time and money. This tool was dso away to put
together dl our research on these trails in a standard way. Our find recommendations reflect the
numerical scores, but are not strictly based on athreshold of benefit: even routes that did not
come out very favorably may ill be relatively easy and worthwhile to implement.

We rated each route based on alig of factors that affect benefit and feasbility, divided
into three categories. Community Desire, Location, and Permissions and Costs How well a
particular route satisfies each factor israted on ascae of 1 to 5 (aroute that satisfies the factor
the least rates a 1; the best rates a 5). A few of the factors received numerica inputs directly from
our survey results, and the rest were determined by our research and inquiries throughout this
project.

In an analysis such asthis, not dl factors should be considered equaly. For example, for
our andysis, factors such as community desire is more important than cost, Snce there are means
for obtaining funds, and none of the cogts are prohibitively great. All factors should be
consdered, but some should be weighted more heavily than others. We chose weightsdso on a
scaeof 1105 (with 1 being the least important, 5 the most) based on our client’s gods, and our
own judgments. We summed each route’' s score multiplied by corresponding factor weight to
reach our fina results. Because this analyss is welghted, the same analysis done with different
priorities may produce a different result.

See Appendix B for the full decison matrix.

Community Desire

One of the most important inputs to determining the benefits of atrall to Williamstown is
what the community finds beneficia. For this category, 4 digtinct factors are important. The first
two come directly from our survey of Williamstown residents. We listed each of our proposed
routes specificaly on the survey, and asked respondentsto rate their desire for each on a scae of
1to 5 (no desire > strong desire). The average value was entered into our matrix. We dso

inquired into the desire for generd types of trals (e.g. “rigorous hiking” or “lesurdy waking;”
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see Appendix A for full results). For this factor, a proposed route received the score of the
generd typeit exemplifies.

Two other factors should be considered in overal community benefit, and they follow
from our origina godsin this project which were oriented primarily around connections. Does
the proposed route connect existing trails or parks? The scores for thisareasmple 5 for “yes’
and 1 for “no.” Another factor asks the question: Does the proposed route connect to the town
center? These scores were determined by our judgments — some trails connect directly, like the
Clark route to Spring Street, while others do so indirectly, perhaps to an extenson of the town
center, such as Water Street, and others do not at al. Including both of these connector questions

covers the broad range of functions that our proposed routes serve.

Location

Four factors comprise this category, al related to where the trail is Situated: terrain,
aesthetics, traffic safety, and open space protection. “ Terrain feashility” is an obvious factor in
any trail congtruction, and, here, considered independent of cost. A very steep rocky face will not
be feasible, even if funds were available for condruction. Additiondly while a new trail needing
to be cut through the woods may be possible, it is certainly more difficult than marking Sgns
aong an dready exigting path, and this should be taken into account.

Aesthetics was the most difficult category to judge, but is afactor we consdered crucid
in assessing the merits of a proposed path. In an attempt to make this inherently subjective
vauation as objective and meaningful as possible when we use it in comparison, for each route
we garted with abasdine of 1, then added 1 additiona point up to 5 for each of the following
contributions to a positive aesthetic: river views, landscape views, natura setting
(forested/fields), no highway, no urbanity. While these do reflect our own judgments of whet is
aestheticaly pleasing, we can be confident thet at least afew of these match those of the town.
For example, the Williamstown Master Plan survey shows that on average residents fed the
importance of river accessin town exceeds supply (Williamstown Master Plan Survey, 2001).

Traffic sefety isrelated to the presence of highways under aesthetics, but is an important
separate factor in evaluating atrail’s merit. Routes that cross mgjor roads (Routes 2 and 7, North
Hoosac Road), aswdll as ones that follow minor roads with considerable traffic (Northwest Hill

Road), scored poorly.
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Some of the routes we proposed include with them a possibility for open space
protection, which is a general community desire, as evidenced by the Williamstown Master Plan
survey, aswdl asagod of our client. If aroute could meet this desire of open space protection,
it scored well. All routes that involve the purchase of atrail easement would include some open
gpace protection the easement, but it is possible that a route could contribute further to open
Space protection by creating access to open land with the possibility for protection.

Permissions and Costs

One of the most substantiad tasks of this project was contacting landowners regarding the
posshility of routing a public trall through ther land; the information gained from these
endeavors are reflected in this factor. At this stage in evauation of the routes, we have not
entered into discussons with individua landowners about which specific options (i.e. easements
or informal licenses) might be mogt agreesble to them, nor do we fed that in many casesit
would be our place to do S0, Since ultimate negotiations would go through the town or the
WRLF. The scores for the factor of “landowner approval” reflect our impressions after talking to
the landownersinvolved for agiven trail: whether they were generdly interested in the ideaor
reluctant. We did not differentiate in score between alandowner who may express interest in the
level of donating an easement and alandowner who may only be willing to start with the
informd trail use agreement. For the scope of this project, the trail could still soon be put in and
used. (See Appendix C for detailed discussion of trail corridor options and a discussion of issues
related to public passage over private lands).

A fina factor is costs of implementing a proposed route: both monetary costs and non
monetary quantities such as volunteer time. We did not estimate actud costs, since many would
be difficult to approximate without detailed investigation, and &t thislevel we are more interested
in ageneral comparison of feashility. Also, for our purposesratingson ascaeof 1to 5 are
aufficient and in kegping with the rest of the inputs. Elements of cost include trail congtruction
(hopefully inexpensively obtained by volunteer hours and organizations such as the Boy Scouts),
surveying and legd fees of easements, as well as potentia purchase fees, and signs. After
conversations with Jeff Kennedy, Sign Commissioner, we assumed that al sgnswould be
equdly feasible, but differ between routes in quantity. We assigned a score to each route after
consderation of dl these cods.
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Factor Weights

From the outset we did not expect thet al factors of trail merits and feasibility would
warrant equal congderation, though al are important. Our client fdt that above al, what the
community expressed as their desires should warrant the most weight, and so the two factors
with inputs directly from our survey recaeived the highest weight of 5. The other two factors
under community desire regarding connections also received high weights of 4.

Terrain feasbility aso recaived a high weight of 5. This expresses the congderation of
actud trail building: no matter how desired atrail may be, or how perfect the connection, if the
terrain does not lend itsdf to a path then atrail is not possible and is not worth the effort of
working againgt the terrain. Aesthetics and traffic safety both recelved weights of 4: both are
essentia aspects of what makes a pleasant trail or path. Possibility for open space protectionisa
factor that would be abonus to any trail, especidly from the perspective of land conservation,
which is certainly an interest of our client and the WRLF. However, according to our client, it is
not nearly asimportant as putting in atrall that the community desires and would usg; it received
aweight of 2 asafactor that would be nice to have, but is not nearly as essentia as many of the
other factors.

Landowner gpprovd isalarge part of any trail implementation and received aweight of
3. According to our client, who has had much experience with landowners and congtruction of
new trails across private land, often some sort of agreement can be negotiated that is agreegble to
al parties, which iswhy arrangements such astrail use agreements exist (see Appendix C). It
alows hesitant landowners to give thetrall atry, while not entering into a permanent
commitment; Reed- Evans has never had alandowner terminate the agreement. The last factor
indudes dl the various costs of atrail, but given the natures of the proposed routes, this factor
receives the lowest weight of 1. None of the trail would have cogts that would be prohibitively
expensve. There are grants and money available from the Williamstown surtax for projects such
asthese (Reed-Evans). It isour client's opinion that if the most important aspects of atrail
indicate it should be done, such as community desire, cost should not be a significant factor.
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Weight

Community Desire

Survey Data: Proposed Route
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Aeshetics

Traffic Sefety

N B B O

Open Space Protection

Permissions and Costs

Landowner Approval

w

Costs
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V. Analysisof Proposed Routes

1. Linear Park to Lowry Parcel

This route received an average rating of
L 3.2 on the survey, in the middle of the range.
The topography would have smal amounts of

up and down, but the one sgnificantly steep part
would be made easy by sairs. Itisaso not a

§ very long trail, and the land around the Lowry
property at the end of thetrail is quite gentle and
easy. Thuswe classfied it in the category of

lesurely waking trall and it received the

Stairswould need to be constructed for dope
down to Green River corresponding score of 3.6 for the generd trall

type factor. Thistrall rated a5 for connecting existing trails and parks, sSince it connects Linear
Park to the Lowry property, on which passive recreation is permitted as town conservation land.
Indeed, it is dready well-used by some regular users. It dso fulfills the function of linking to the
town center. One might even imagine this trail being used by resdents on Stratton road on the
southern side of the Lowry parcel to walk to town by a more pleasant route than Route 2, which
is currently the only option. Thusatrail linking Linear Park, which is directly on Water Street, to
the Lowry property rates a4 for connecting to the town center.

Asdiscussd, the terrain for thistrail would incline at some points, even requiring stairs,
and iswooded and would require trail cutting. Thereis agenerd drainage area through which the
trail would run, possibly requiring some planks, though it is not awetland or afloodplain. All of
these things are possible without too much trouble, so thisroute rated a 3 for terrain feasihility.
This route rated the highest possible score for aesthetics (5), and was the only route to do so. It
runs right along the Green River, has scenic views from the top of the Lowry parcd, iswithin
woods for amgjority of the way, does not crass or run dong any roads, and is by only minimal
development (mostly Clover Hill Farm, and the Carol Cable building is visble across the river).
Sinceit isnot affected by any roads, it dso rates the highest score of 5 for traffic safety. This
route also rated extremely well (5) for open space protection, and again is the only route to do so.
The Lowry parcd is currently conservation land, but has been looked at for various kinds of



development to satisfy some of the town's needs (such as affordable housing or new recregtion
aress) because it is congdered by some to be an unused piece of land (Williamstown Master Plan
draft; Gardner). However, accessto this site from Linear Park, which many people aready
frequent, could easily lead to increased use and thus justify maintaining thisland as conservation
land rather than using for development.

Henderson, the property owner, has expressed interest, pending negotiation with the
town, in seeing the congtruction of trails leading from Linear Park and around the Lowry
property, since she would prefer that the Lowry property remain undeveloped and would enjoy
using the trails for the horses from Clover Hill Farm (Henderson). There are complications, but
overal the landowner is receptive to the idea of trails, S0 we rated this route a 3. Findly, the
cods of implementing this route will include trail congtruction: stairs, planks, and cutting of new
trall. There may aso be surveying and legd fees associated with easements, and it seemslikely
that an easement may need to be bought. For these it rated a 2.

Thistrail received an overal weighted score of 146.0, the highest overal score.

2. Linear Park to Pine Cobble Trailhead

This route received one of the highest survey averages. 3.4. Of the generd types of routes
we listed on our survey, it fals under two categories: leisurdy waking trails and marked signsin
town leading to trailheads. Because of this we wanted to include in someway the fact that it
satisfies two desired categories, yet not give it an unfairly high score compared to the other
routes. Instead of giving it a 3.6 (for leisurdy walking trails) or a 3.3 (for marked sgnsto
trailheads), we increased it by abit and entered 3.9. It isagood connector trail, rating a5 for
connecting exigting trails and parks, since it goes from Linear Park up to the Town Recreation
Area by the Green River at the northern end of Elm Street, and then links to the Pine Cobble
Trailhead. It rates a4 for connecting to the town center, Since it connects an outlying trailhead to
Linear Park, which isamogt in the town center.

Since this route is mostly dong existing path or road, it rates a5 for terrain feasibility. Its
aesthetics are hard to judge, Snce a some parts, such as dong the Green River, it is extremey
pleasant, while at other parts, such aswhen it goes behind the utilities substation on Route 2, it is
not as attractive. Using our scheme, it rated a 3: it hasriver views, and iswooded for amgjor
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segment aong the Green river, though has no scenic views, and is near highway's, roads, and

development for sgnificant portions.

R N

(L eft) Green River views, contrasted with (Right) passage behind Mass. Electric substation on Route 2

The route crosses Route 2, and then later, joins with the end of Cole Aveto crossthe
bridge, crosses North Hoosac Road, where cars travel quickly despite an existing crosswalk, and
ison minor roads the rest of the way. These factors culminate to give this route the lowest rating
of al theroutes for traffic safety: 1. The opportunities for open space protection reside in the trall
easements dong the Green River, which are scenic and natura areas, though not grest in
acreage. Open space protection rated a 3.

The firgt part of thistrail would skirt dong the western edge of Eastlavn Cemetery. As
previoudy discussed, the cemetery managers are quite averse to atrail running along the western
(back) edge due to proximity to graves, but atrail skirting the side of the cemetery dong the
Green River until Route 2 would not be adisturbance. Also, thereisasmall parcel of private
property along that same edge where the trail could run owned by Westherbee, who isvery
enthusiagtic about the creation of new trails. From Route 2 to the town land, the path is clear
because there is a sewer easement that has been in place for several decades, and sewer
easements must remain cleared. Thetrall mugt first go around the Massachusetts Electric
Company power substation. Joanne Derose, the local representative of the company to whom we
spoke, was optimigtic that having atrail corridor through that land would not be a problem
(Derose). The next private property belongsto Charles and Mary Fugqua. Since thisinforma path
created by the sewer easement has been in place for quite some time, they aready have had the
public crossng their land, though not in an officid capacity. Unfortunately, this experience has
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been negative for them, since many of the trespassers have been noisy motorbikers who come
farther onto their land than the path. They are hesitant to support an effort that would bring even
more people to this path by making it an officid route and publicizing it. Fuqua suggested that a
chain link fence separating the trail from the main part of his property could be an agreeable
negotiation. Certainly some way to monitor trail use and specificaly prevent motor vehicles will
be an essentid part of negotiating thistrail.

The fina affected private property owner is Kurt Lehovec, who owns severd parcels.
While we were not able contact him personaly, we have heard from Larry Wright, the chairman
of the Williamstown 250" Anniversary trail sub-committes, that it is possible that Lehovec could
be amenable to having a public trail cross hisland with some negatiation (Wright). Landowner
approva rated 3. Another option for routing thistrail may be possible if a proposed bridge is
built that would bypass these three property owners. Both the Mahican-Mohawk bike trail and
trails planned by the Williamstown 250th Anniversary Commiittes, trails sub-committee, are
interested in a bridge over the Green River. If thiswere to happen, the trail could run east dong
Route 2 to the driveway for the town tennis court, follow the planned trails for that sde of the
river until the bridge, and then link to the Pine Cobble trailhead the rest of the way from there
(Wright).

Thefina issue of codt rated a 2. The route itself will not require much trail cutting. Main
expenses will be for signs and for fences or other possible methods of deterring trespassing,
which may be greet relative to other costs.

Thistrail received an overal weighted score of 130.5.

3. Hatton Trail to Hopkins Forest
This route received the highest rating on our survey: a 3.4. We suspect that thiswas

because it would complete a 9-mile loop with the Taconic Crest Trail. Some of the comments we
received on the survey suggested that people prefer hiking loops to backtracking. Hikers could
park at Hopkins Forest and then return to their cars after a scenic 9-mile hike. Although the new
1/2-mile or so of trail that this route would create would be fairly easy, the loop asawhole
would be relatively strenuous, climbing up to the Taconic Crest and then descending back into
the valey. Since the main point of this route would be to complete thisloop, we classfied it asa
strenuous route, reflecting the difficulty of the rest of the loop. Since our survey respondents
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expressed the least desire for new strenuous routes in Williamstown, thistrail rated the lowest in
the category of generd desire, only receiving a2.5.

We gave thisroute a5 for connecting exigting trails/parks. Although the trails it connects
are aready connected, it crestes amore direct connection between Hopkins Forest and the Bee
Hill trail system in addition to completing the aforementioned loop. It does not, however,
provide a connection with the town center — getting to thistrail from the town center would
require waking about a mile dong West Main Street. Posting signs that direct people from the
Spring Street areato Hopkins Forest via this route would provide amore forma connection with
the town center, and we discuss our suggestions for doing o later. The Hatton Trail — Hopkins
Forest connection itsdlf, though, does not provide such a connection, and so it received a 1 for
connection with the town center.

We andyzed two different possibilities for this Hatton Trail — Hopkins Forest connection.
Thefirgt, the wooded route, would enter the woods dmost directly across Petersburg Road from
the Hatton Trail trailhead. The trail would cross the property of two landowners — the Goethd's
property for a short distance and then the Alden property for much of itslength — before
reaching Hopkins Forest, where it would connect with the southern branch of the lower loop trail.
The second option, the road route, would be along Petersburg Road for a short distanceto its
intersection with Northwest Hill Road, and would then proceed along Northwest Hill Road to the
main entrance to Hopkins Forest. The above analysis applies to both options. We did not
explicitly ask about the road connection on our survey, but we assgned the value for the wooded
route to the road route as wdl; this may have artificidly inflated our survey number for the road
route. The following analysisis divided into two sections for the two different aternatives.

Wooded Route

'1?' [ R -_;;"-Ia:

The wooded route would be the more pleasant of the two. It
received a4 for aesthetics, Since it is forested, does not cross any major
i roads, and does not pass any areas of “urbanity” — it would passwithin
{ dght of afew houses, but not too closdy, and would remain out of the
'- sght of houses for most of its length. It is aso the safer of the two routes,
crossing only one small road, Petersburg Road, which as a dead end

Wooded route: forested and safe
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recelves little treffic; thusit received a5 for traffic safety.

Theterrain in thisareawould certainly be feasble for atral. There would be some dight
inclines, but nothing very steep. One potentia issue is a swvampy, soring-fed area near the road,
gpanning both the Goethals and Alden properties. The ided trail location seems to be somewhat
west of thiswet area, though — this would keep the trail further from the Goethds house and
would provide amore gradud incline. Thus this swampy area does not seem to pose any serious
obstaclesto trail condruction here. Of course, the terrain feasibility is il dightly lower then
that of aroad, so thisroute received a4 for this category. The only possibility for open space
protection that thistrail would offer would be the trail corridor itself — Hopkins Forest is
aready protected, and the Hatton trail is already on conservation land. Thus we gavethistrail a2
in this category.

Thetrail congtruction cogts for this route would not be too high. Thereis an exidting trail
network connecting the Alden property with Hopkins Forest. These trails would probably have to
be cleared of some brush, and a short section of trail would have to be created connecting the
trails on the Alden property with Petersburg Road. These traills would require routine
maintenance, but would be short so this maintenance should not be prohibitive. Other costs
would be those related to the purchasing of an easement: legd costs and the purchase itself. We
gavethisroute a3 for costs. The biggest potentid difficulty with this route would be obtaining
landowner permission. The Goethds have given their permission to have atrail run through
their property aslong asit is not too close to their house, which it would not be (Goethals'). The
Goethds property is, however, only asmdl fraction of the length of this new trail. Alden, the
landowner over whose land most of the trail would run, seemed reluctant to discuss the
possibilities for apublic trail on her property. Ininitid discussons with Alden, she said she
might only be willing to have atrail on her property if it ran around the edge (Alden). Thiswould
make for an overly-circuitous route, and one that probably would not be worth having at dl. We
were unable to reach Alden for further comment.

Furthermore, there are potentia issues on the Hopkins Forest side. This new access point
to the forest could potentidly creete trail use issues, snceit would have to be restricted to foot
traffic — horses and wheeled vehicles would have to be excluded, asthey are on other trailsin
the forest. In addition, the trail would have to be routed to avoid the Rye lot research site. These
issues would by no means be insurmountable, but the trail would have to be approved by the
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Hopkins Forest user’ s committee (Jones). It is promising, though, that a similar route to Hopkins
Forest existed afew decades ago, which avoids any permanent research sites (Art). Because of
al of these potentid landowner issues, thistrail received a 1 for landowner permission.

Thistrail received an overall weighted score of 119.5.

Marked Route along Northwest Hill Road

il | X The road route would consist of signs aong
| ' paershurg and Northwest Hill Roads, directing
" hikers between the Hatton Trail and Hopkins Forest.
It would not be as aesthetically appedling as the
wooded route, but would not be totally unappeding
either. Asroad waks go, thiswould be ardatively

| pleasant one, passing afew houses but aso passing

woods and with mountains visible over some of
the houses. This route received a 3 for aesthetics

HMF entrance from Northwest Hill Road

sncetheroad issmdl (i.e. not a“highway”) and the areais rura enough not to count as
“urbanity.” There would, however, be some traffic safety issues. Although Northwest Hill road
does not receive much traffic, it is narrow and does not have sdewalks or shoulders. Thusthis
route received a 3 for traffic safety. Since this route would be entirdly dong aroad, terrain
feasbility ishigh (5), but it does not offer any possibility for open space protection (1).

The cogsfor this route would be low, as they would only involve the creation and
posting of afew trall gns. Maintenance costs would likewise be low, so thisroute received a5
for cogts. Similarly, there would be no landowner issues, and so it received a5 for landowner
approval.

Thisroute received an overdl weighted score of 124.5. The only areain whichit is
ggnificantly worse than the wooded route is in traffic safety, and because it avoids landowner
issues it ismore feasble, at least in the short-term. In addition, athough thiswas not afactor in
our andyss, amarked route dong Northwest Hill Road could be incorporated into a marked
route from the Spring Street area to Hopkins Forest dong West Main Street and Northwest Hill
Road, leading people from the town center to the Hopkins Forest entrance.
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4a. Sone Hill to Bee Hill

This route recelved an average survey rating: 3.2 (this route and the Stone Hill — Sheep
Hill route use the same survey number for route ratings since both connect the same generd
areas). This route would be fairly leisurely and would connect two systems of reatively leisurdy
trails. Consequently, it would help satisfy people’ s dedire for additiond leisurdly trallsin
Williamstown. Thus this route received a 3.6 for genera desire.

We gavethistrall a5 for connecting exigting trails and parks, since its main purposeisto
connect the wel-used Stone Hill trail system with the Bee Hill trail system. In doing o, it would
dso indirectly link the Stone Hill trails with the Taconic Crest trail and Hopkins Forest. Since
the Stone Hill end of thistrall would be near the Clark Art Indtitute, it would serve to some
degree as a connection with the town center. However, it is not as direct of a connection as some
of the other routes we analyzed. Getting to thistrail would require a short walk aong the Stone
Hill pasture trall — that is, the new trailhead would be dightly removed from the Clark itsdlf.
Thus we gave this route a 3 for connection with the town center.

' This route would have both aesthetic attractions and
drawbacks. It would be through woods and fields for part of its
length, and would offer avariety of scenic views. It would,
however, pass close to at least one house, and would require
crossing Routes 2/7. It therefore received a 3 for aesthetics. There
are ds0 sgnificant traffic safety issues with thisroute. Firdt, there
isthe highway crossing, which is on a section of road without
much visibility. Second, the route involves walking dong Bee Hill

| ter section of Bee Hill Road Road for afew hundred yards. While this dirt road does not

with Route 2/7 receive much traffic, it is very narrow and people often drive

RO N L e g quickly on it. For these reasons, we gave this route a
. 2 for traffic sfety.

Although theterrain is steep on parts of
Stone Hill, the dopeisreatively gradud in the area
in which thistrall would run. The crossing of

Hemlock Brook, a stream wide enough to require a

bridge crossing, is a potentia problem. Thereis,

Muddy terrain from Hemlock Brook
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however, a bridge on the Haey property, and so the trail could be routed over this bridge.
Another potentid difficulty is that the farm through which thistrail would runisin the floodplain
of Hemlock Brook, so it could potentialy be wet at some times of year. In fact, the field seemed
mostly covered by mud when we looked at it in late November. We believe, though, that the trail
could be routed to avoid the wettest areas of the field, such as by keeping it in the woods for as
much of itslength as possible, and so these floodplain issues could be circumvented to some
degree. Our belief that thiswould be afeasble route is partidly based on the information that
some people dready wak this route (Haley). Because thistrail has two potentid terrain issues
but these issues can probably be avoided with careful trail routing, we gave thistrall a4 for
terrain feasibility. The only possibility for open space protection that thistrail offersisthat of the
trall corridor itself, so it received a2 in this category.

The cogts for this route would be relaively low. It would require clearing a short length
of trall through woods, keeping clear a short length through the field, and afew signsdirecting
hikers across Routes 2/7 and dong Bee Hill Road. If the route received significant use, it could
warrant a crosswalk across Routes 2 and 7. Thisisacost that would be covered by the
Massachusetts State Highway Department if the need for such a crosswalk is demonstrated (by
showing that the crossing receives a certain threshold amount of use); a crosswak cannot be
ingaled if the crossng does not meet this usage threshold (Longton). Since the Highway
Department would fund such a crosswalk, we did not factor it into our cost analysis. Asfor our
other routes, there would aso be smal costs associated with the purchasing of an easement.
Because of the short distances of necessary trail construction, we gave this route a4 for costs.

Thisis probably the most uncertain route in terms of landowner approva. We were only
ableto tak with Haey very briefly, and were not able to contact him again to discuss the
possihilitiesfor atrall through his property in greater depth (Haley). Because of this uncertainty,
we gave this route a 3 for landowner permission.

This route received an overadl weighted score of 123.0.

4b. Sone Hill to Sheep Hill

This route, which would connect two exigting trail networks, received gpproximately the
same generd public desire in our survey as dl the other routes. an average of 3.2. It hasthe

potential to be a steep route, and our survey respondents expressed a below-average interest (2.5)



in the creation of more rigorous trails. This route would connect exigting trail networks, so it got
a5 for that category. We gave the route a 2 for *connection to town center,” since it connects the
Clark Art Indtitute, one of the most visited places near to the town center, to the outlying Sheep
Hill trails. It recelved a dightly lower rating than the Stone Hill to Bee Hill route for this factor,
since the connection would be further from the Clark itsdf than the Bee Hill connection would

be.

Because the Stone Hill to Sheep Hill route would possibly have to cross steep terrain, it
scored lower than mogt othersin the terrain feasibility area. The terrain feasibility depends on
whether the route crossed the property of Weatherbee or Bratcher. The former isvery steep—
amog adiff—and would reguire extensive trail construction labor to create erosion-resistant
banks, switchbacks, and steps. This factored into our cost analysis, so we gave the route a4 for
cost. The later isdready used as awaking and sometimes vehicular (truck) route and isless
steep. Both options are aestheticdly nice, crossing forested land and/or fields. Aestheticdly, the
route got a 3, because although it would go through the woods, cross a quaint brook, and
possibly offer aview through the trees from the top, it dso crosses Routes 2/7, amore urban
area, and possibly afew housesif the path had to go aong the highway to get to a Sheep Hill
trallhead. The route also rated a 3 for traffic safety because of the highway hazard. The
opportunity for open space protection for thistrail isminima, snce theland is private property,
and any easement possibly granted for the trail would most likely be amdll.

The landowner gpprovd in this case is uncertain. The southern landowner does not seem
interested in having a path cross hisland, because he is concerned about liability issues aswell as
walker safety during hunting season, when he alows hunting on his property (Bratcher).

5. Soring Street to Clark Art Institute

Thisroute got alow public survey rating
(2.8), probably because the town residents and
students taking our survey know how to get to the
Clark dready. However, we believe that this route
. would benefit new students as well as town visitors
who do not know ways to cut around college

buildings and private property to get from Williams

Agard dormitory driveway
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College or Spring Street to South Street. Spring Street businesses are frequently asked directions
to get to the Clark, and with this route, they could recommend that pedestrians head to the end of
Spring Street and follow the marked route to the Clark. The route thus got a5 for forging a
connection to the town center and a 1 for connection of existing trails, snce there are no trails or
parks at the Spring Street end.

The route ranked high with a5 for terrain feasbility, anceit is ertirdly dong paved
surfaces with no mgor dopes. Aesthetically, however, we found the route to be more urban and
thus less visudly pleasng. The South Street Sdewalk isapleasant gtrall, but skirting the Hedlth
Center and Agard isless visudly pleasing. While some people believe urban areas are beautiful,
based on the rating system we established for our aesthetics category, we had to deduct points for
“urbanity.” Our rating system obvioudy was not perfect, and this route lost points for being less
attractive, despite the fact that its purpose is different from that of our other trails.

The route got a4 for traffic safety: if the college built a sdewak next to the Hedlth
Center and Agard driveways, the only minor safety concerns would be crossing Hoxsey and
South Streets. Neither is a dangerous road and both have low speed limits, good vighility, and
adequate sght lines alowing a good stopping distance.

We gave the route a4 for landowner gpprova, since both the Clark and Williams College
B& G expressed interested in this route during meetings we had with them. The route scored
lowest with a 1 for economic cost, since it would require sdewak congtruction through the
Hedlth Center and Agard driveways.

Thefind decison matrix resultsfor dl routes are summarized in the figure below. The

red line (= 37) indicates the lowest possible sum any trail can receive based on our point system.

160

140 +—

120 +—

=
o
S

©
<}

Weighted Sum
3

IS
I=)

N
o

o

Linear Park - Linear Park - HMF - Bee Hill  HMF - Bee Hill Stone Hill - Stone Hill - Spring St. -
Lowry Pine Cobble (Road) (Woods) Bee Hill Sheep Hill Clark

36



VI. Recommendations

Thefina results from the decison matrix reveded thet al routes are & least somewhat
worthwhile pursuing. Indeed, we chose them ahead of time based on what seemed like would be
worthwhile. The variaions in score, however, do illuminate which of the proposed routes would
be most worthwhile. In our recommendations we include both whether the route should be
implemented and dso who seemsto bein the best position to implement it. We dso follow with
some generd recommendations related to increasing trail usein generd, which came up early in
our project but were not pursued with the same leve of anadysis as our proposed routes.

The question of which existing body in the town would be best suited for adopting atrall
proposa isatricky one. The town does not have an officia position designed for atask such as
overseaing trallsin implementation and maintenance (Wright), and current town maintenance
bodies dready have much to do (Hirsch). WRLF often functions in this respect, though is not a
town body, and has limited resources. Williamstown Recrestion Committee is atown body, but
isintended primarily as a programming body, focusng on activities such as planning hikes, and
programs for the Williamstown Y outh Center, though they have the overreaching god of
promoting town recreation (Hirsch). A fina body that may be appropriate for these tasksisthe
Williamstown 250th Anniversary trails sub-committee (hereafter, “250™). They are quite
interested in being an active part of new trails, especidly in afew areas of town. In some cases,
the Town Conservation Commission has taken on responghility for trails, though thisis usudly
when the trail runs on town conservation land (Art). With these groups in mind, we recommend
the following.

1. Linear Park to Lowry Parcel

This route scored the highest, and thus we strongly recommend that it be implemented.
The party that ssemsin the best position to do thisis the Williamstown Recrestion Committee,
which isinterested in incorporating this proposd into their plans for improving Linear Park
(Hirsch). The bulk of implementing the trail will be negotiations with the landowner, and cutting
anew trall through the woods, including gairs. A few smdl signs may beincluded. Thetrall aso
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could be linked through the Lowry property to Stratton Road, for access from that part of the

town.

2. Linear Park to Pine Cobble Trailhead

Thisroute is the next highest scoring, and thus we aso strongly recommend that it be
implemented. It happens that the 250" is already looking at trailsin this area, and thus our
proposed route would be afitting extension of their plans. We recommend that this group push
forward on this proposa, and the question of maintenance and respongbility will fit within who
they choose to do these things for the other parts of their trails network.

3. Hatton Trail to Hopkins Forest Recommendations

We recommend the creation of amarked route along Northwest Hill Road and Petersburg
Road directing hikers between the Hatton Trail and the Hopkins Forest main entrance. This
would formaly complete the 9-mile loop with the Taconic Crest trail at little cost in terms of
money or labor. The WRLF should be the party primarily responsible for cresting the sgns for
this route, but Hopkins Forest caretakers can provide some support, such asin the actud posting
of the 9gns. The 9gns should be designed as free-ganding Sgns (thet is, not to be posted on
telephone poles, snce thisis not permitted by the Town Sign Bylaws (see Appendix D) or the
utilities company (Derose)) and submitted to the sgn commission for gpprova.

If apublic trail can be negotiated with Alden in the future, the wooded route would be a
vauable connection. This should not necessarily replace the road route. Instead, the road route
should be incorporated into alonger marked route from the Spring Street areato West Main
Street to Northwest Hill Road to the Hopkins Forest entrance, as suggested in our genera
recommendations.

In order to make this connection more feasible, the Hatton Trail should be improved.
Currently it is strenuous, poorly maintained, and hard to follow. A hard-to-see wooden sign
marks the southern end of the Hatton Trail where it meets the RRR Brooks Trail. The Hatton
Trail sometimes follows old logging roads, sometimes skirts through the forest, and occasiondly
and quite suddenly changes direction to ascend/descend steep hill dopes. A series of orange
blazes and pieces of orange marking tape tied to trees identify the “trail,” but the blazes are
difficult to follow and do not clearly identify turns. Thus, part of the congtruction of anew trall
connecting the Hatton Trail to HMF could involve better blazing of the Hatton Trall.
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4. Sone Hill to Bee/Sheep Hills Recommendations

These two connections should be alower priority than either of the two Linear Park
connections or the Hatton Trail to Hopkins Forest connection. A connection between the Stone
Hill trail system and Bee Hill or Sheep Hill would be worthwhile, but the drawbacks and
potentia hurdles— such astraffic safety and landowner permission for the Sheep Hill route —
partidly outweigh the benefits. If resources permit after the crestion of the three other routes
mentioned above, then we recommend that the WRLF create the Stone Hill to Bee Hill
connection. This connection is more favorable than the Sheep Hill connection in thet it offers a
more direct connection with the town center, would be more leisurely, and has more trail-suitable
terrain. Firgt, though, a more extensive conversation would have to be conducted with Haley to
gauge hisinterest.

The Stone Hill to Sheep Hill trail ssems more difficult to implement at present. It seems
that the most feasible connection would be through the Bratcher property; other connections
would ether require an unpleasant road walk along Routes 2/7 or the ascent/descent of
prohibitively steep terrain (such as in the Wesatherbee property just north of the Bratcher
property). Bratcher, however, has not expressed interest in having atrail through his property at
thistime. If afeasble route can be found, then thereis no reason thistrail should not be created.
If it is created, the WRLF should be responsible for its construction and maintenance.

5. Soring Street to Clark Art Institute

Though this route did not receive a high find score based on our decision matrix, we fed
that this route would benefit the town, and especialy visitors, who were not considered in our
andysis. The Spring Street connection to the Clark Art Indtitute and surrounding Stone Hill trails
will provide awaking route to facilitate pedestrian access between the town certer and the

; Fe TR W museum, and could aso be extended to Williams College
2 v Museum of Art (WCMA), connecting the two museum to
each and to the town center. This connection could help
attract shoppers to businesses on Spring Street aswell as
draw more residents and tourigts to the museum and

beautiful surrounding trail network. Various people have

Health Center parking lot
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discussed this route for some time now (Conforti), and we recommend that the Clark Art
Ingtitute, Williams College, and the Town should collaborate on implementing this route.

The least safe part of the route is through the Hedlth Center parking lot and Agard
driveway, where pedestrians currently walk through areas where cars are driven. The rest of the
route is dong the currently existing Walden Street and South Street Ssdewalks. We recommend
that Williams College Buildings & Groundsingdl asdewak through the Hedlth Center parking
lot and Agard driveway areato increase pedestrian safety through this area. The Clark Art
Ingtitute, working with the Town Sign Commisson, should decide what type of sgnswould
make the most sense for this route based on signage issues detailed in Appendix D. Each end of
thetrail (The Clark, the Spring Street parking lot and/or new visitor center, possibly WCMA)
should have a 9gn with map describing the paved route and detailing how long it takes to get to
each destination on the route by foot.

6. General Increasein Trail Information
From the beginning of the project, we redized there are at least two mgor waysto

facilitate greater outdoor recregtion. One isto connect trails and parks for easier public access
and enjoyment, which we pursued. The other is Smply to provide better information about trails.
To this end we have afew generd recommendations based on our research, athough we did not
investigate this areain detail. Two sets of interviews that we conducted suggested that the
dissemination of trail information may, in fact, be as important as creegting additiond trails. Tom
Maviliaand Alex Stedle, employees of the Mountain Goat (Williamstown’s primary outdoor
equipment store), could not think of any trails, or even types of trails, that are especialy needed
in Williamstown. Instead, Stedle suggested that what is most necessary isaway to get trail
information out to people, especidly to touristss— possbly through an inexpensive or free
pamphlet (Stede). Willard Morgan agreed about the importance of the dissemination of trall
information, aso suggesting atrail brochure that could be ditributed to students, Williamstown
residents and tourists (Morgan). Another way to get such information out would be through trail
kiosks as suggested by the Williamstown Master Plan.

Theideaof aWilliamstown trails brochure has come up severd timesin our
investigations during the project, with multiple parties interested in one being produced. There
dready exist severd larger scae maps, the Mount Greylock Reservation map, and the Williams
Outing Club (WOC) map. The benefits of amore loca map are that it could provide more detall
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for in-town trails and parks (perhaps places that even many loca residents do not know about
because they are not publicized or well-sgned) and could be printed on asmdl scale with
relatively little cogt, such that it could be widdly distributed for free (unlike the WOC map which
must be purchased). We recommend that the Williamstown Recregtion Committee take on this
task, Snce it fits within their goals of promoting use of recreation areas. Other parties that have
expressed enthusiasm about (and could collaborate on) the creation of this pamphlet include the
Williamstown 250" Anniversary Committee, WOC, and WRLF.

We bdlieve that town signs leading to trailheads would be beneficid, so we asked a
guestion on our survey to find out peopl€'s desire for “more marked signsin town leading to
trailheads.” The average response on the scale of 1-5 was 3.3, indicating that people generaly
did have adesrefor such sgnage. From our investigations into Williamstown’ s Sign laws and
conversations with Jeff Kemnedy, the Town Sign Commissioner, it seemsfeasble that a
ressonable sign design would satisfy requirements. A comprehensive project involving the
ingalation of gnsto many loca places of interest would be idedl, because the signs could have
a standard, recognizable design. We recommend that the WRLF work with the town to design
such asystem of signs, possibly based on England's carved “Public Footpath” sgns. Some of the

possibilities for such signed routes could lead from the Spring Street area to Hopkins Forest and
Pine Cobble.

Findly, we recommend that the WRLF work to
ingtall kiosks in popular outdoor recreation aress, in addition
to the Sheep Hill kiosk they have dready ingdled. These
kiosks would be an important source of information for both
local residents and Williamstown visitors and would contain
alarge map, smal pamphlets highlighting popular local
paths, and other trail information. The Chamber of
Commerce does dready have a substantive information
booth on the corner of Route 7 and Main Street, but more
kiosks specificaly about trails at trailheads and town parks

o _ could provide additiond information to resdents and
Trail kiosk at Sheep Hill

Williams College students. There will soon be anew vistor's
center on Spring Street, and thiswould be an ided location for a kiosk.



VIl. Appendices
Appendix A: Our Survey

We conducted face-to-face surveys outsde the Williamstown Pogt Office and in the
Williamstown public library, and we sent an e-mail to dl faculty, staff and sudents a Williams
College asking them to fill out aweb-based survey. This survey asked about current trail use and
the desire for additiond trailsin Williamstown, both for the specific trails that we evaluated and
for generd types of trails. The full survey isincluded at the end of this gppendix. We received
450 responses from students and 216 responses from Williamstown residents. Because most of
our results came from the web-based survey, our sample was somewhat skewed — 179 of the
216 resident respondents were Williams College faculty or staff. We also received 112 responses
from non-Williamstown residents, most of whom were Williams College faculty or saff. We
decided, however, to look only at the responses of Williams sudents and Williamstown residents
since our sample of non-Williamstown residents included only Williams College faculty/staff
and people who happened to be in Williamstown when we conducted face-to-face surveys —
thus we had a skewed sample of this population.

We conducted a separate face-to-face survey of vistorsto Williamstown to try to get a
sense of how many people come to Williamstown for recreationa reasons, where they hike, from
what sources they received trail information, and their desire for the addition of different genera
types of trallsin Williamstown. We were not, however, able to get enough respondentsto be able
to draw any significant conclusions. Furthermore, most of the respondents to our visitor survey
were part of the same party, in Williamstown only briefly for awedding. To get a better picture
of vigtor recregtion in Williamstown, asimilar survey should be conducted in ether the summer
or early fdl (or, preferably, both) — we conducted our survey in mid-November, past the prime
recregtion time in Williamstown.

We obtained find, overal averages for each question by taking a weighted average of the
student responses and the resident responses. That is, there are atota of 8,310 Williamstown
residents, including students (“Facts and Information”) and there are 1,988 Williams College
students (* Fast Facts about Williams”).Thus, we multiplied the student average by 1988/450 (for
the 450 student responses) and the resident average by (8310 — 1988)/216 and then added these
two weighted averages to obtain final weighted averages for each question. Note that this
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welighting system puts more emphasis on the desires of Williamstown residents than on the
desires of students. These weighted averages are the numbers we used in the decison matrix.

The complete survey results are given at the end of this section. The results of the firgt
question that related to current trail use are discussed above in the section about Williamstown's
current trail system. The results of the second question, related to respondents desire for each of
the proposed new trails, are shown in the figure below. Residents expressed the greatest desire
for the Haiton Trail — Hopkins Forest and Linear Park — Pine Cobble connections, followed by
the Stone Hill — Shegp/Bee Hill connection (which was induded as a Sngle category on the
survey because these two connections serve asmilar purpose) and the Linear Park — Lowry
connection, and the least desire for a Spring Street — Clark Art connection. Students also
expressed the greatest desire for aHatton Trail — Hopkins Forest connection, followed by
roughly equa desires for the two Linear Park connections and the Stone Hill — Sheep/Bee Hill
connection, and again the least desire for a Spring Street — Clark Art connection. We suspect that
viditors would have expressed greater desire for the marked route to the Clark, and athough we
did not analyze the responses of nonresidentsin depth, it is worth noting thet they expressed a
greater desire for the Spring Street — Clark Art connection, giving it an average rating of 3.19,
thus making it the second- highest rated route among non-residents.

Desire for Proposed New Trails

M Hatton Trail - Hopkins Forest

(Error bars give 95% confidence intervals) ) )
O Linear Park - Pine Cobble

4.00 [ Stone Hill - Bee/Sheep Hill
375 T O Linear Park - Lowry
T T _ T B Spring St. - Clark Art
350
T T :l:

3.25 7 ——
3.00 T :|:

275

2.50

2.25

2.00

175

150

125

1.00

Desire (1 = no desire, 5 = strong desire)

Residents Students All (weighted sum)
(n = 216) (n = 450)
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The results of the third question, related to respondents’ general desire for additions of
different types of trails and routes in Williamstown, are shown in the figure below. Residents
expressed the greatest desire for additiona leisurdy walking trails, followed by paved multi-use
trails and sgnsin town leading to trailheads, and the least desire for additiona rigorous hiking
trails. Students expressed the greatest desire for Sgns leading to trailheads, followed by leisurely
waking tralls, and the least desire for rigorous hiking trails or paved multi-use trails. We suspect
that people fed that there are enough rigorous hiking trailsin Williamstown, and so thereis no
need for more. Students, who are probably not as familiar with the town’ strail system, seea

greater need for Signs directing people to trailheads.

General Trail Desires

(Error bars give 95% confidence intervals) M Leisurely Walking Trails

O Signs in Town to Trailheads
4.00 [ Paved Multi-Use Trails =

3.75 T [ Rigorous Hiking Trails -

3.50 T

3.25

3.00 T -

2.75 A T T

2.50 A
I

2.25 A

2.00 A

1.00 T T

Desire (1 = no desire, 5 = strong desire)

Residents Students All (weighted sum)
(n =216) (n = 450)



WILLIAMSTOWN TRAIL USE SURVEY

We are conducting a short survey about local trailsfor our Environmental Planning course at Williams. Whether or not you hike, we need

your input, so please take 5 minutes to fill out our survey. Thanks!

1) Doyou ever hikein Williamstown?  Yes No
*If NO, why not? (plesse circle dl that apply):
Not interested Trailstoo strenuous  Not enough time  Don't know wheretrails are
Other:

*If YES, how many timesin the past year have you used each of these current trails?
(See“Exiding Trails’ map)

Why (optional)?
(1) Hopkins Forest 0 1 2-5 >5
(2) Stone Hill trails (behind Clark Art) 0 1 25 >b
(3) Bee Hill (RRR Brooks, Fitch) 0 1 25 >5
(4) Pine Cobble 0 1 25 >b5
(5) Taconic Crest and Sdetrails 0 1 25 >5
(6) Mt. Greylock Reservation (eg. Hopper, 0 1 25 >5
Money Brook, Haley Farm, Mt. Prospect)

o _ ' 0 1 2-5 >5
(7) Hoosic River path (behind Cole field) 0 1 25 55
(8) Green River Nature Trall 0 1 25 55
(9) Linear Park (no trail) 0 1 25 S5

Other:

2) Pleaserateyour desirefor these proposed new routes: (circle‘O’ if unfamiliar with area)
(See “Proposed New Routes’ map) no desire - grong desire

(1) 1/4 mile path connecting Linear Park through 0|1 2 3 4 5
Eagtlawn Cemetery to open town conservation land
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with aview of Williamstown 0 |1 2 3 4 5

(2) V2 miletrail connecting Stone Hill and Bee
Hill (RRR Brooks) trails across Routes 2/7 [Note:

Route on map was Stone Hill — Sheep Hill connection]

(3) Wooded trail connecting Bee Hill (RRR
Brooks) north to Hopkins Forest, creating a 9-mile 0|1 2 3 4 5
hiking loop up to the Taconic Crest

(4) 1 mileflat riversde trail connecting Linear Park
and Eastlawn Cemetery to Pine Cobble trailhead
aong the Green River Nature Trall

(5) Marked route connecting Spring Street to Clark Art
Indtitute

Other:

3) Pleaserateyour desirefor moreof thefollowing in Williamstown:

no desire > strong desire
rigorous hiking trails 1 2 3 4 5
lasurdy waking trails 1 2 3 4 5
marked sgnsin town leading to trailheads 1 2 3 4 5
paved multi-usetrals 1 2 3 4 5

(dlowing grollers, bikes, whedchairs, rollerblades)
4) Areyoua
__ Williams Fac/Staff, Williamstown resident?
___ Williams Fac/Staff, non-Williamstown resident?
__ Williams College student?
___ Other Williamstown resident?
____ Williamstown non-resident?
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Williamstown resident survey results

# RESPONSES

Ever hike in W'town?

If no:

If yes:

Proposed routes:

General Desire:

216
Yes
No

Not interested
Trails too strenuous
No time

Don't know trail locations

Hopkins Forest
Stone Hill

Bee Hill

Pine Cobble
Taconic Crest
Mt. Greylock Res.
Hoosic River path
Green River trail

Linear Park

Linear Park - Lowry
Stone Hill - Bee Hill

Bee Hill - Hopkins Forest
Linear Park - P. Cobble
Spring St. - Clark

Rigorous trails
Leisurely trails

Signs to trails

Paved multi-use trails

177

Unfamiliar

No response

39

11

19

38
45
123
81
109
63
97
142
109

37
30
29
30

w A~ N O

Fraction
0.819
0.181

0.282
0.026
0.487
0.231

30
31
20

28
22
31
17
19

32
29
28
29
61

69
13
39
a1

2-5
67
58
32
35
31
57
35

27

24
18
18
23
24

41
15

27

>5
42
43

17

35
14
13
22

50
58
47
38
45

52
58
43
38

38

41
42
29

24
64
41
30

38
31
52
55
27

24
64
55
7

mean
3.14
3.16
3.38
3.38
2.66

mean
2.49
3.71
3.18
3.35
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Williams student survey results

# RESPONSES

Ever hike in W'town?

If no:

If yes:

Proposed routes:

General Desire:

450
yes 290
no 160
Not interested 41
Trails too strenuous 7
No time 113
Don't know trail locations 87
0
Hopkins Forest 99
Stone Hill 65
Bee Hill 190
Pine Cobble 87
Taconic Crest 192
Mt. Greylock Res. 84
Hoosic River path 219
Green River trail 242
Linear Park 212
Unfamiliar
Linear Park - Lowry 248
Stone Hill - Bee Hill 205
Bee Hill - Hopkins Forest 210
Linear Park - P. Cobble 219
Spring St. - Clark 100
no response
Rigorous trails 1
Leisurely trails 0
Signs to trails 1
Paved multi-use trails 1

Fraction

0.644
0.356

0.256
0.044
0.706
0.544

68
47
51
91
35
89
23
21
23

12
15
14
18
76

117
50
49

137

2-5
72

101
31

R

29
12
27

32
32
36
45

83
58
52
78

>5
51
7
18
28
19
30
19
15
28

67
79

68
72

121

125
82
99

60
69
62
62
68

76
128
123

67

29
50
78
47
89

52

89
143

68

mean
3.30
3.44
3.66
3.36
3.14

mean
2.69
3.33
3.58
2.67
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Appendix B: Decision Matrix

Left column for each trail is the unwelghted score: survey data entered directly, other scores assigned. The right column for each trail isthe

weighted score = unweighted score * weight for that factor. Results are the sum of the weighted scores.

Scaleofl1 -5 weights Linear Park -
5 = best score Linear park - Pine Cobble Hatton - HMF | Hatton - HMF | Stone Hill — Stone Hill — Spring St -
1 = worst score Lowry parcel Trailhead (wooded) (road) Bee Hill Sheep Hill Clark
Community Desire
Survey Data: Proposed 5 3.2 16 34 17 34 17 34 17 32 16 3.2 16 2.8 14
Route
Survey Data: General Type 5 3.6 18 39| 195 25| 125 25| 125 36 18 25 125 33| 165
of path
Connection of existing 4 5 20 5 20 5 20 5 20 5 20 5 20 1 4
trails/parks
Connection to town center 4 4 16 4 16 1 4 1 4 3 12 2 8 5 20
L ocation
Terrain Feasibility 5 3 15 5 25 4 20 5 25 4 20 3 15 5 25
Aesthetics 4 5 20 3 12 4 16 3 12 3 12 3 12 1 4
Traffic Safety 4 5 20 1 4 5 20 3 12 2 8 3 12 4 16
Open Space Protection 2 5 10 3 6 2 4 1 2 2 4 2 4 1 2
Permissions and Costs
Landowner Approval 3 3 9 3 9 1 3 15 3 9 1 3 4 12
Costs 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 5 5 4 4 4 1 1
RESULTS: 146 130.5 119.5 1245 123 106.5 1145




Appendix C: Landowner concerns and legal optionsfor trail corridorsthrough private land

Almogt dl of our proposed trails cross over private land S0 negotiations with landowners
are critical to making our recommended routes redlity. There are three mgjor areas that should be
satisfactorily addressed in every case where alandowner may permit a public access through
their property: liability, monitoring public use, and maintenance (Reed- Evans).

A Massachusetts date law exigts to protect landowners who dlow public uses such as
passage over atrail on their property: Massachusetts Recreationd Use Statue (Massachusetts
Generd Laws (MGL) ch. 21, 817C, amended 1998, ch. 268). This protects |landowners who
permit public use without charge by limiting liability to circumstances of “willful, wanton, or
reckless conduct” on the part of the landowner assuming that they keep hazards off their property
(Creating Greenways). It has stood up againgt lawsuits severa times and as such isardigble
assurance that alowing public passage will not be a source of liability concerns (Creating
Greenways). A copy of the amendment to this act is included below.

A maor part of negotiations for atrail between the landowner and trail proponent is
edtablishing who will maintain and monitor it. Groups that currently provide or have provided
maintenance around Williamstown are WRLF volunteers, the town Conservation Commisson,
WOC, and locd Boy Scouits; the maintenance body should be st a the time of the trail
agreement. Occasiondly potentia problems may arise, such asloiterers, trespassing off the trail
corridor, and unauthorized motorized use. To control use, landowners and trail proponent should
edtablish terms at the time of agreement, and put signsin place to inform users (Creating
Greenways). For an issue such as motorized use specificaly, there are state law fines ($250) for
operating motorized vehicles on private land, even if there are no signs specificdly addressingit:
MGL ch. 266, 8121A (Creating Greenways). The trail proponent and landowner can
cooperaively work to inform local authorities of infringements. Certainly measures should be
taken to ensure that the public not abuse this privilege for passage through private land.

If alandowner iswilling to dlow atrail through their land, the next sep isfor the trall
corridor to become officid. For landowners hesitant to grant a permanent easement, alicense
(rather than an easement) is often the most agreeable option to both parties. It includes a clear
ddinegtion of where thetrall is, answers the questions of monitoring and maintenance, covers
the landowner under the ligbility law discussed above, but can be terminated at any time with a
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smple |etter to the other partners in the agreement (usudly a body such as WRLF). Whilethisis
not the most ided option from the perspective of permanent trail preservation, this solution ill
dlowsthetrail to be implemented and is often made with the hope that the trail will prove a
satisfactory Stuation and that a permanent easement could be negotiated in the future. Thereis
no survey cost for alicense, and one has the option of having it registered with the registry of
deeds. (See later in this appendix for example of alicense used by the WRLF.)

An easement is amore permanent option and is alegaly enforceable agreement, a
permanent status that isincluded in the property (it is bought and sold with the property), and
requires some legal and survey fees. Easements are described under MGL, ch. 184, 831-33.
Idedly alandowner might offer to donate the easement, and perhaps the non-profit (WRLF) or
the town will offer to pay the fees. Or, alandowner could sell an easement, a apriceto be
determined per acre and decided in part by the officid survey. Sdlling or donating such
conservation redtrictions may be applicable for property tax abatement (MGL, ch 61B) (Creating
Greenways). The width of atrail corridor depends on location: a buffer zone may need to be
larger if it isaforested area or near astream that could force aminor re-routing.
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Landowner Liability Statute

The protection of landowners from lighbility for dlowing public use on their land (such as
atrail corridor) is described below.

Chapter 268 of the Acts of 1998

AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE LIABILITY OF CERTAIN LANDOWNERS.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court assembled, and by
the authority of the same, as follows:

Chapter 21 of the General Lawsis hereby amended by striking out section 17C, as gppearing in
the 1996 Officid Edition, and inserting in place thereof the following section:-

Section 17C. (8) Any person having an interest in land including the structures, buildings, and
equipment attached to the land, including without limitation, wetlands, rivers, streams, ponds,
lakes, and other bodies of water, who lawfully permits the public to use such land for
recreationa, conservation, scientific, educational, environmenta, ecologica, research, rdligious,
or charitable purposes without imposing a charge or fee therefor, or who leases such land for said
purposes to the commonwedth or any politica subdivision thereof or to any nonprofit
corporation, trust or association, shall not be liable for personal injuries or property damage
sugtained by such members of the public, including without limitation a minor, while on said
land in the absence of wilful, wanton, or reckless conduct by such person. Such permisson shal
not confer upon any member of the public usng said land, incdluding without limitation aminor,
the status of an invitee or licensee to whom any duty would be owed by said person.

(b) Theliahility of any person who impaoses a charge or fee for the use of hisland by the public
for the purposes described in subsection (a) shal not be limited by any provision of this section.
The term "person” as used in this section shal be deemed to include the person having an
interest in the land, his agent, manager, or licensee and shdl include without limitetion, any
governmenta body, agency or instrumentality, nonprofit corporation, trust or association, and
any director, officer, trustee, member, employee or agent thereof. A contribution or other
voluntary payment not required to be made to use such land shal not be considered a charge or
fee within the meaning of this section.

Approved August 10, 1998.

52



Examplelicense
An example license (informal trail use agreement) isincluded below. This was used by

the WRLF in negatiations for the Mahican-Mohawk Trail. Property owners names and address
have been omitted, as well as specific deed numbers.

TRAIL AGREEMENT

The Williamstown Rura Lands Foundation, Inc., a Massachusetts non-profit corporation having

its address at 18B Spring Street, Williamstown, MA 01267 and -------- (“Property Owners’) of --
------- , Mohawk Trail, North Adams, MA 01247 desire to establish a hiking and cross country ski
trail for public use across private property, as shown on Exhibit A attached to this document and
indicating the routing of thistrail.

Property Owners agree to dlow the Williamstown Rurad Lands Foundation to mark and maintain
afive-foot right-of-way for the section of the trail known as the M ahican-M ohawk Trail across
aportion of the property located in the town of North Adams, Berkshire County, Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, described and recorded at the Northern Berkshire Registry of Deedsin Book --
-- on Page ---- and indicated in Exhibit A. This section of trail will be used exdusively for hiking
and cross-country skiing during daylight hours. No camping or open campfires are alowed on

the property. Horseback riding or use of any whedled or motorized vehicles shdl at al times be
prohibited.

Volunteer works of the Williamstown Rurd Lands Foundation and the Mahican-Mohawk Trall
Committee will perform the season marking and maintenance of the traill. Marking will consst of
mounting yellow plastic markers on trees dong the route, and basic maintenance, after the initia
cutting, will consst of pruning brush and trees necessary to clear the footpath. Trail marking and
maintenance will follow the standard procedures in the Appaachian Mountain Club Trall
Maintenance Manud.

Property Owners reserve the right to require arelocation of the trail or any part of thetral to a
different portion of the property. In determining the route of said trail or arelocation, the
Williamstown Rurd Lands Foundation will work cooperatively with the owner to determine the
most appropriate location

Property Owners may, at any time, revoke this permission upon 60 day’ s written notice to the
Williamstown Rura Lands Foundation. In the event the Property Owners contract to sl the
property, or any part thereof abutting or intersecting the trail, the Williamstown Rura Lands
Foundeation shdl be notified at the time of Sgning of the contract. The agreement shdl be
terminated 60 days after the recording of the deed unless the agreement has been renewed with
the new owner between time of recording and 60 days after recording. In the event the agreement
isterminated, trail markers will be removed by the Williamstown Rura Lands Foundation no

later than 60 days after termination.

This agreement is subordinated to any present or future financing of the owners.
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Appendix D: Williamstown Sign Regulations

One of our recommendations is to improve sgnage near both new and exigting trailheads.
In addition, since dl of our proposed routes either start at aroad or cross aroad, it would be
beneficid to place Sgns a the trailheads and trail road crossings. Any locad sign “within public
view of a public way, public park or reservation, in the town” is subject to Chapter 53 of the
Williamgtown Code, which outlines town signs regulaions. The Signage permission needed for
our proposed routes is as follows:.

1. The Spring Street to the Clark Art Ingtitute route would start at the Spring Street parking
lot (or new visitor center by the old gas station), lead down Walden Street, cross Hoxsey
., go down the Hedlth Center parking lot & Agard driveways, cross South Street, and
head down the South Street Sdewak to the Clark. A combination of the following could
be used to mark the route, which is entirely along paved surfaces.

Standard painted trail blazes (2" x 6”) on telephone poles and/or trees
Coaster-9zed (3-4") colored round disks spaced along the route, either plain or
with asimple logo, on telephone poles and/or trees
Freestanding directiond signs, defined as*any sign designed soldy for the
purpose of traffic and pedestrian direction” (853-2.1), with arrows pointing the
way to Spring Street, the Clark Art Ingtitute, and potentially WCMA. The sgns
could be up to 18"x36" (853-6.1), and carved directiona signs are encouraged (8
53-1.2). Directiond signs are not permitted on trees, telephone poles, or light
poles (853-4.1).
The blazes and disks are mogt likely exempt from Williamstown sign regulaions snce
they are so samdl, but when permission is requested from the Sign Commission for
trailhead directiond sgns, permission should aso be requested to blaze this route (Jeff
Kennedy, Sign Commissioner).

2. The Stone Hill to Bee Hill or Sheep Hill connections cross Routes 2/7. Sign Commission
goprova is needed for Sgns vigble from this public highway.

3. TheLinear Park to the Lowry Property connection would require directiona sgns at
Linear Park and the Lowry Property. The Green River path to the Pine Cobble trailhead
connection would require Sgns at Linear Park, and Route 2. In addition, where the trall
exits the wooded Green River area, crosses the Cole Avenue bridge, and heads up the
Pine Cobble Development road, either blazes, coaster-sized disks, or directiond signsare
necessary. All of these Sgns require Sign Commission approva.

4. The Hatton Trail to Hopkins Forest connectionwill require directiond sgns, elther
marking the way to Hopkins Forest and the RRR Brooks trails at the Petersburg Road end
of the Hatton Trall, or if the Northwest Hill Road route is chosen, marking the way dong
that road.
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