
TOWN OF NISKAYUNA 
Conservation Advisory Council 

A G E N D A 
January 3, 2024  

7:00 P.M. 
HYBRID IN-PERSON (TOWN BOARD ROOM) & VIRTUAL (GOOGLE MEETS) 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 
II. ROLL CALL 

 
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

1. December 6, 2023 
 

IV. PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 
 

V. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM REFERRALS 
 

1. EAF 2023-07: 2890 River Road, 3-Lot Subdivision 
 

VI. DISCUSSION ITEMS 
1. Review RFP – select candidate for Natural Resource Initiative 
2. Review RFP – select candidate for GHG Inventory / CAP 

 
VII. CLIMATE SMART COMMUNITIES TASK FORCE 

 
1. Climate Smart Communities Task Force – Goals and Updates 
2. Bethlehem Conservation Easement Program  
3. Natural Resource Inventory  
4. Pesticide Outreach 
5. Low Mow / Biodiversity Initiatives 
6. Quiet Niskayuna 
7. Composting Initiative 
8. Wildlife Corridors  

 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Next Meeting: February 7, 2024  

7pm, Town Board Room, Hybrid Format 
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TOWN OF NISKAYUNA1 
CONSERVATION ADVISORY COUNCIL2 

Meeting Minutes3 
December 6, 20234

(Virtual) Google Meet5 

Members Present: Chairperson Strayer6 
Ellen Daviero (virtual)7 
Richard Frontero(virtual)8 
Chuck Piotrowski9 
Simran Uttukar10 
Ashok Ramasubramanian11 
Georgia Murray-Bonton (virtual)12 

Also Present: Laura Robertson, Planner13 

1. CALL TO ORDER14 

Chairperson Strayer called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM.15 

2. ROLL CALL16 

Vicki Michela and Ms. Rattner was absent/excused.17 

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES18 

a. September 6, 2023 19 
Chairperson Strayer with the correction to the spelling of Craig School made a motion to adopt the 20 
September 6, 2023 minutes, seconded by Mr. Frontero.  All were favor with the exception of Mr. 21 
Ramasubramanian and Piotrowski, both abstained.22 

b. October 4, 2023 23 
Mr. Piotrowski made a motion to approve the October 4, 2023 minutes, seconded by Mr. 24 
Ramasubramanian.  The October 4, 2023 minutes were approved with the abstention from Chairperson 25
Strayer.26 

c. November 8, 202327 
Chairperson Strayer made a motion to accept the November 8, 2023 minutes, seconded by Mr. Piotrowski.  28 
The November 8, 2023 minutes were approved.29 

4. PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR.30 

Chairperson Strayer opened privilege of the floor. Hearing no one in person or online, Privilege of the Floor31 
was closed.32 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM REFERRALS33 
34 

1. EAF 2023-07: 2890 River Road, 4 Lot Subdivision35 
Mr. Dussault from Engineering Ventures spoke with reference to the two items on the short environmental 36 
form, Historical Sites and wetlands. Mr.  Dussault stated less than a tenth of an acre of wetlands would be 37 
disturbed with the creation of lot #3.  The Army Corp and DEC were contacted and they asked that a habitat 38 
assessment be done for the Northern Long Eared Bat.  Upon completion of the assessment, it was 39 
determined that there would be no adverse impact on the bat habitat.  40 
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In reference to the Archeological component, SHPO suggested a Phase I survey be prepared.   Mr. Dussault 41 
said, a Phase IA and Phase IB had been completed and showed no adverse impact.42 

43 
Mr. Dussault said they plan a drainage easement of 1.7 acres to benefit the Town for any future 44 
maintenance that arises in that area. Mr. Dussault stated the Planning Board had 2 requests at the last 45 
meeting.  The first request was to address the 100-year potential storm flood elevation at the River Road 46
culvert and access its impact on the proposed homes. The results show lots 1 and 3 are about 3.4 feet above 47 
the level of the 100-year flood. Lot 2, which is closest to the River Road culvert has a basement elevation 48 
of one foot above the potential 100-year flood elevation.  49 

50 
The second request was to look at post construction storm water management on each lot.  The proposal is 51 
to put a bio retention area on each lot, this potentially will eliminate any impact from the increase of 52 
impervious areas on the drainage.   53 

54 
There was much discussion as to the easement and how it will be handled including the terminology used to 55 
guarantee preserving the open space in the proposal.56 

57 
Chairperson Strayer asked about moving forward with the proposed home on lot 2 if the basement is only 58 
one foot above the projected 100-year storm level. Mr. Dussault said there are several ways to protect the 59 
basement from the water entering. 60

61 
Chairperson Strayer also asked about the culvert on River Road and its size. Mr. Dussault stated they 62 
believe it to be under sized for the 100-year storm.63 

64 
Chairperson Strayer asked Ms.  Robertson, what options the Town has if the water cannot be withhold on65 
the property, being as it is wetlands. Ms. Roberson said the Town is looking at this project in two ways.  It 66 
is a subdivision and also a potential future drainage study to the entire sub drainage basin. Ms.  Robertson 67 
said she is not sure what the drainage study will come up with, there are many possibilities.  68 

69 
Chairperson Strayer brought up the path to the park that already exists and would like something a little 70 
more formal for connectivity to the park for that area and also the proposed homes.  Chairperson Strayer 71 
said they need to see the full plans and the answer to the question on the multi-use path answered before 72 
they can proceed. The Council agreed and requested the plans to be updated for potential action at the next 73 
meeting. 74 

75 
2. EAF 2023-10: 1430 Balltown Rd. – A site plan application for an addition to the existing 76 

building and expansion of the parking lot77
Mr. Palleschi from ABD Engineers and Surveyors said they have addressed the items that were discussed at 78 
the last CAC meeting in a letter, which included the 2700 square foot addition as well as the enlargements 79 
of the parking lot. The current parking lot has 7 large trees around it, two will need to be removed but two 80 
Red Maples will be planted in the front by the driveway to compensate for their removal.  Mr. Palleschi 81 
stated the current detention basin near the parking lot will be moved to the front in front of the new 82 
addition.   The new basin was enlarged to capture the 100-year storm runoff.  83 

84 
Mr. Palleschi said lighting was also a question, he stated they are reducing the number of lighting poles 85 
down to two poles with a total of four heads.  Two electrical vehicle stations were added to the lot design.  86 
Mr. Palleschi said solar was considered but it will not be possible, the existing structure cannot support 87 
solar panels.  Mr. Palleschi said in reference to the traffic study, the vehicle trips will be about the same 88 
with an anticipated addition of four more trips throughout the peak hours.  The additional landscaping 89 
would be the two additional Red Maples previously mentioned as well as landscaping along the berm of the 90 
storm water detention basin.  91 

92 
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Mr. Palleschi mentioned there will be a detention basin in the back of the building as well to take the runoff 93 
from the roof.  This made it possible to keep the front basin a bit smaller.  94 

95 
Mr. Ramasubramanian asked if they would consider signing a Pesticide Free Pledge and not use pesticides 96 
on the property.  Mr. Roth from Hybrid Development said the School District is his tenant and part of their 97 
requirements are they have to maintain the green spaces and all the landscaping.   He stated he assumes 98
whatever practice the School District uses on their other large spaces they would be doing at this location.  99 

100 
Mr. Ramasubramanian asked why the Red Maple were chosen and asked if they could switch to White 101 
Oaks, which serves many birds and bees. Mr. Palleschi asked if White Oaks were readily available and was 102 
told yes.  He said he doesn’t have a problem switching the tree species.103 

104 
Chairperson Strayer with the updated plans presented, they can go through the questions now.105 

106 
1. Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning 107 

regulations? No.108 
109 

2. Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land? Yes there 110 
would be a minimal change in intensity.111 

112
3. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community? There 113 

should be no impairment on the character of the community. The CAC recommended 114 
minimizing the visual impact of the stormwater basin on the aesthetics of the Town Center 115 
Overlay District.116 

117 
4. Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the 118 

establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)? No. There is no CEA in the area.119 
120 

5. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or affect 121 
existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway? No or small impact. There won’t be 122 
a significant increase in traffic trips. It is critical to this project to add a sidewalk from Balltown 123 
road to the entrance of the building on the south side of the driveway. 124 

125 
6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and/or does it fail to incorporate 126 

reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities? No or small 127 
impact. The CAC noted the EV ready charging stations is a good thing. They encouraged the 128 
applicant and Planning Board to continue looking at incorporating solar.  129 

130 
7. Will the proposed action impact existing: (a) public / private water supplies?(b) public / private 131 

wastewater treatment utilities? No. 132 
133 

8. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological, 134 
architectural or aesthetic resources? No to small impact. It is important to minimize the visual 135
impact of the stormwater basin on the aesthetics of the Town Center Overlay District136 

137 
9. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands, 138 

waterbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)? No to small impact. The CAC 139 
requested the school sign it’s pesticide free pledge. They worked with the applicant to agree to 140 
only native species for the new plantings and changing the new trees to white oaks (quercus 141 
Alba)142 

143 
10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage 144 
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problems? Yes, this was the biggest concern for the addition / parking upgrades. The CAC 145 
made sure the 100 year storm was used for the reviews and requested the TDE review the final 146 
details closely. 147 

148 
11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health? No. The 149 

CAC did not identify any hazards to environmental resources or human health.150
151 

Part 3:152 
153 

The Council discussed minimizing the visual impact of the stormwater basin through plantings and 154 
screenings. The applicant agreed to add a sidewalk from Balltown Road to the building. The EV Charging 155 
stations were important and solar should continue to be explored. They encouraged pesticide free 156 
maintenance of the property, dark skies friendly lighting and reminded the developer to stay within Town 157 
designated working hours and noise ordinance to protect the residential properties across the street. The 158 
developer stated the project should be completed by June 1, 2024. 159 

160 
Chairperson Strayer asked for a motion to take action including the comments just listed. Mr. 161 
Ramasubramanian proposed a motion to give this project a negative declaration.  Seconded by Mr. 162 
Piotrowski.  163 

164
Upon voting, the CAC voted unanimously to recommend a negative declaration to the Planning Board.165 

166 
12. DISCUSSION ITEMS167 

1.  2024 Calendar dates168 
Chairperson Strayer proposed that the meeting times be adopted as proposed. There were no objections.169 

II.  CLIMATE SMART COMMUNITIES TASK FORCE170 

1. Climate Smart Communities Task Force – Goals and Updates171 
• GHG Inventory, Climate Action Plan 172 

Ms. Robertson said she finalized the RFP for the Greenhouse Gas Inventory and requested everything back 173 
by the 17th.  Ms. Robertson hopes to have a consultant to start the Greenhouse Gas Inventory and the 174 
Climate Action Plan by December 19th.175 

Mr. Ramasubramanian asked about the memo he drafted to go to GE.  176 

Ms. Robertson clarified GE requested a memo from the Conservation Advisory Council outlining the 177 
conservation initiatives that the Council would like to work on with GE.  Ms. Robertson also stated that this 178 
parcel that is being discussed has a lot of wetlands and a very steep hill with power lines that crisscross it, 179 
so not a great place for a new building but a great place for wildlife.  Ms. Bonton asked for the wildlife 180 
corridor in that area to be included in the memo.181

2. Bethlehem Conservation Easement Program – no update.182 
183 

3. Natural Resource Inventory – RFP184 

Ms. Ramasubramanian said he has received one proposal already and he is reaching out for another to let 185 
them know the deadline is coming. 186 

4. Pesticide Outreach187 
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5. Low Mow / Biodiversity Initiatives188 

Ms. Robertson said she received the seeds for the planting, if they do not get planted now Schenectady 189 
County is very happy to plant them in the Spring for us.190 

6. Quiet Niskayuna191 
7. Composting Initiative192 
8. Wildlife Corridors 193 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT194 

Chairperson Strayer made a motion to adjourn the meeting, seconded by Mr.Ramasubramanian. All were 195 
in favor. The meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:37 PM.196 
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TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
CONSERVATION ADVISORY COUNCIL

AGENDA STATEMENT

AGENDA ITEM NO. V. 1 MEETING DATE: 1/3/2024

ITEM TITLE: EAF 2023-07: 2890 River Rd. – An application for Sketch Plan Approval – 4 Lots or 
Less for a 4-lot subdivision

PROJECT LEAD: Patrick McPartlon and Genghis Khan

APPLICANT: Michael Dussault, P.E., agent for the owner 

SUBMITTED BY: Laura Robertson, Town Planner

REVIEWED BY: 
Planning Board (PB) Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA)  Town Board
OTHER: 

ATTACHMENTS:
EAF Site Plan  Map Report Other:

SUMMARY STATEMENT:

SUMMARY STATEMENT:

Michael Dussault, P.E., of Engineering Ventures, P.C. and agent for Ryan Lucey, property owner, 
has made an application for Sketch Plan Approval – 4-Lots or Less for a 4-lot subdivision at 2890 
River Rd.  The proposed subdivision will divide the existing 5.26 Acre property at 2890 River Rd 
and the 0.83 Acre property contiguous to it along Seneca Rd into 4 lots of 0.46, 0.46, 2.64 and 
2.53 Acres, respectively.  The existing home at 2890 River Rd is in very poor condition and will be 
demolished.    

The property is located within the R-1 Low Density Residential zoning district.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The property owner, Ryan Lucey, met with Department Heads of the Niskayuna Planning, Water, 
Sewer & Engineering and Highway Departments to discuss a proposed 4-lot subdivision as shown 
in the drawing entitled “Subdivision Plan 2890 River Rd.” by Engineering Ventures, P.C. dated 
6/23/23 with no subsequent revisions.  At the time Mr. Lucey owned the 5.26 Acre property at 2890 
River Road and was in the process of purchasing the 0.83 Acre property contiguous to it along 
Seneca Rd. The utility review performed by the Town representatives identified the project area as 
being susceptible to flooding during heavy rain events.  It was noted that a thorough storm water 
review will be required.  Mr. Lucey was informed that for his proposed subdivision to come before 
the Planning Board he would need to demonstrate site control by obtaining signature approval of 
the application from the current owner of the 0.83 Acre portion of land or wait until the sale of the 
land to him was completed.

On 8/23/23 Mr. Lucey provided with Planning Office with the following documents.
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A sketch plan application for a minor subdivision of 4-lots or less
A “Contract For Purchase and Sale of Real Estate” dated 8/16/23 indicating that Mr. Lucey 
owned the 0.83 Acre parcel of land.
A 1-page survey drawing entitled “Survey Lands of RPL Family Trust #2890 River Rd.” by 
Gilbert VanGuilder Land Surveyor, PLLC dated 12/1/2022 with no subsequent revisions.
A 1-page subdivision site plan entitled “Subdivision Plan Proposed 4-Lot 2890 River Rd.” by 
Engineering Ventures P.C.” dated 8/23/23 with no subsequent revisions.
A Short Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) – Part 1 dated 6/22/23.

6/23/23 Subdivision Drawing

This drawing includes 4 lots.  Two (2) of the lots front River Road, one (1) lot fronts Seneca Road 
near its intersection with River Road and one (1) lot fronts Seneca Road near the cul-de-sac at the 
northeast end of the road.

8/23/23 Subdivision Drawing 

This drawing includes 4 lots.  Three (3) of the lots front River Road, the one (1) lot near the 
intersection of Seneca Rd and River Rd has been eliminated and the one (1) lot that fronts Seneca 
Rd. near the cul-de-sac at the northeast end of the road remains. 

Mr. Lucey and his representatives are before the Board this evening to present and discuss his 
application.  The Planning Board and Planning Office should review the application relative to 
Town codes and the current storm water conditions along Seneca Rd.

8/28/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Ryan Lucey and Michael Roman attended the meeting and 
presented the project to the Board.  They explained the 6/23/23 4-lot subdivision drawing included 
two lots on Seneca Rd and two lots on River Rd.  The 8/23/23 drawing includes one lot on Seneca 
Rd and 3 lots on River Rd.  The Board and Planning Office discussed the history of storm water 
accumulation during storms in this general area and stated a through upstream and downstream 
storm water analysis will be needed.  Mr. Khan stated that in other areas of Niskayuna the Board 
has essentially inherited storm water challenges – in this area, and on this project, they have the 
opportunity to avoid storm water related issues.  The Board noted that the small strip of property 
along Seneca Rd near the intersection with River Rd may be able to be used to help mitigate storm 
water events.  The Board concluded their discussion with a request that a few additional items be 
added to the site plan: the addition of limits of clearing and footprints of homes that are 
representative of the size the applicant intends to build.       

9/6/23 PB Project Lead site walk – The PB project leads and Mr. Lucey walked the project site to 
obtain a first-hand look at the land, wetlands, grading, neighboring properties, etc.

9/6/23 Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) meeting – The CAC briefly reviewed the project at 
their regularly scheduled meeting.  Ms. Robertson presented the site plan and provided 
background regarding the storm water challenges in the area.  She asked the Board to familiarize 
themselves with the project details and the project site.  She suggested they drive by the area to 
get a first-hand feel for the distances between houses, storm water drainage areas, etc.  Chairman 
Strayer noted that he would like to see a multi-use path be included in the plan connecting Seneca 
Rd to River Road Park.  He also noted that a Town access easement along River Road along the 
project area would be helpful for the installation of a future sidewalk or multi-use path someday.  
Ms. Robertson said the CAC will be reviewing this again during the October 4, 2023 meeting.
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9/11/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Mr. Roman and Mr. Lucey attended the meeting.  The co-
project leads, Patrick McPartlon and Genghis Khan updated the Board on their observations during 
the 9/6/23 site walk.  They noted the upland properties, Iroquois and Rosendale schools, Campo 
Court, etc., and observed that water generally flows towards the existing culvert under Seneca 
Road and into the wetland area of 2890 River Road.  Ms. Robertson noted that Niskayuna zoning 
code includes sections requiring the examination of upstream and downstream drainage when 
conducting a Stormwater Management Report.  The discussion primarily focused on drainage and 
how to efficiently assess the existing condition and post-development condition.  Ms. Robertson 
recommended that existing stormwater reports for the neighboring sites be reviewed by Mr. 
Lucey’s engineer.  Mr. McPartlon encouraged the Board members to visit the site and acquaint 
themselves with the grading, vegetation, etc.  Ms. Finan noted that Mr. Lucey still needs to 
demonstrate full site control of the thin strip of land along Seneca Road via. either signed approval 
of the current land owner or evidence that he is the landowner.  Ms. Robertson noted that the 
Planning Office is in the process of securing quotes for a TDE review of the project.

A summary of actions that have occurred since the 9/11/23 meeting is as follows.

Mr. Lucey submitted a FOIL request and received the Stormwater Management Report for the 
Iroquois Middle School project that is currently underway.  

The Planning Office has received 2 quotes for a TDE review of the proposed project.
o One additional quotation is expected.

The Planning Office has located the Storm Water Management Report for the Campo Court 7-
lot major subdivision that is upstream from the proposed action.

o Stormwater reports for other upstream areas are in the process of being located

At the request of Mr. Lucey, a site walk with the Engineering and Highway Departments is 
planned for Thursday 10/5/23.

10/2/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Mr. Lucey and Mr. Roman attended the PB meeting.  
Chairman Walsh asked Mr. McPartlon, co-project lead of the project for the Planning Board, to 
provide a quick update since the last meeting.  He stated that a Town Designated Engineer (TDE) 
was in the process of being selected and a site walk was being planned to familiarize everyone 
with the property.  Mr. Roman added that the applicant’s engineer was preparing a storm water 
management report.     

10/4/23 Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) meeting – Laura Robertson, Town Planner, provided 
the CAC with background information on the proposed project.  She described the slides and 
pictures that have been assembled documenting recent storm water related events in the area 
recently.  A CAC member stressed that we need to make sure we are planning for the future and 
heeding storm water trends, etc.  The CAC requested that the site plan drawings include 
representative footprints of the homes that are intended for the lots rather than small generic 
squares or rectangles.  They also requested an inventory of animals that inhabit the area that may 
be impacted by the development of the land.  

10/5/23 Site walk – A site walk was held at noon on 10/5/23.  Participant’s included Ms. Robertson, 
Town Planner, & Mr. Henry of the Planning Office, Mr. Doug Cole, the TDE from Prime 
Engineering, Mr. Yetto Superintendent of Water, Sewer and Engineering, Mr. Smith 
Superintendent of the Highway Department, Mr. McPartlon and Mr. Khan of the Planning Board, 
Mr. Lucey and his team including his engineer and a few interested neighbors.  The Planning 
Office explained the roles and responsibilities of each member of the project team and stressed the 



Page 4 of 6

importance of how important communication between the applicant’s engineer and the TDE will be 
to the success of the project.  The group walked the upstream areas and discussed how storm 
water is managed and drains on the property.  Prior to concluding the site walk meeting the group 
noted that the next step is for the applicant’s engineer to complete and submit a storm water 
management report.      

10/16/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Mr. Lucey and his design team were present at the
meeting.  Collectively, Mr. McPartlon, PB Project Co-Lead with Mr. Khan, Mr. Roman and Mr. 
Dussault, P.E. provided the Board with an update on the project.  

Mr. Roman noted that Mr. Lucey had closed on the purchase of the lot of land forming a thin 
strip along Seneca Rd. 
Mr. Dussault provided an update on the onsite and offsite stormwater analysis

o He noted that he agreed with the analysis performed on the Iroquois Middle School 
o The upstream analysis was performed using the 25-year storm rainfall rates
o His downstream analysis was performed using the 5-year storm rainfall rates
o The analysis showed that the existing culverts under Seneca Rd. are undersized
o With the assumptions noted in the report, the onsite stormwater discharge is essentially 

the same post-project as pre-project
The Planning Board and Planning Office discussed how to best review and provide appropriate 
feedback to the applicant on the project at this stage (sketch plan stage) of the project.
It was determined that TDE comments regarding the stormwater analysis and site plan would 
be valuable to help the applicant and the Board quantify potential challenges inherent in the 
site.       
The Board noted that a TDE had been selected and would begin the technical review as soon 
as an escrow account was set up.

The following activities and revisions to the site plan occurred since the 10/16/23 PB meeting.
10/27/23 – An escrow account was established and the TDE was immediately engaged 
11/6/23 – A revised site plan drawing was received (dated 11/3/23) consisting of 3-lots 
11/8/23 – A 1st TDE comment letter was received by the Planning Office and is included in the 
packet for the 11/13/23 PB meeting.

11/8/23 Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) meeting – The Planning Office provided a general 
review of the history and status of the project and noted receipt of the 1st TDE comment letter and 
revised 3-lot subdivision site plan.  Ms. Robertson noted that the CAC will be reviewing the project 
in more detail at the following meeting.

11/13/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Mr. Roman, agent for Mr. Lucey, and Mr. Dussault, of 
Engineering Ventures, attended the meeting and represented Mr. Lucey.  They referenced the 
revised site plan drawings dated 11/3/23 which now depict a 3-lot subdivision.  Mr. Cole, of Prime 
Engineering and TDE for the project, summarized his TDE response letter dated 11/8/23.  A 
detailed discussion of the project ensued and the group agreed on the following.

Site control for the application was established on 11/2/23 when Mr. Lucey’s ownership of Tax 
Parcel 51.9-2-1.2, the lot of land along Seneca Rd. near the intersection of River Rd., was 
recorded in the Schenectady County Clerk’s Office. 
Proposed design reduced from 4-lot subdivision to 3-lot subdivision. 
The new lots will include on-lot stormwater management practices (retention basins, etc.) such 
that the post development runoff will be equal to or less than the pre development runoff. 
Design includes an 80’ wide easement to the Town that encompasses the ditch in the wetlands   
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Stormwater report will have to be revised to reflect the 3-lot design. 
Stormwater analysis will be performed using 100 yr. rainfall rates. 
Mr. Lucey and the Town will explore a conservation easement, extending the 80’ easement or 
deeding the land along Seneca Rd. near River Rd. to the Town to enable the land to be used 
as a stormwater management basin.   
Mr. Dussault will provide written responses to the TDE letter dated 11/8/23. 
The Town will include upstream and downstream analysis and culvert design in their town-wide 
drainage analysis project. 

11/27/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – The applicant and the Planning Board Project Leads 
provided the Board with an overview and update of the project.  After a short discussion the PB 
approved Resolution 2023-28 granting sketch plan approval to the proposed 3-lot subdivision.  

Since the 11/27/23 PB meeting the applicant has provided the following documents to the Planning 
Office.

11/28/23 – A 21-page report entitled “Endangered Species Habitat Suitability Assessment 
Report” by Gilbert VanGuilder Land Surveyor, PLLC dated 9/22/23.
11/28/23 – A 19-page report entitled “Phase 1 Archaeological Survey 2890 River Rd. Town of 
Niskayuna Schenectady County 23PR05721 by Timothy J. Abel, PhD 33512 SR 26 Carthage, 
NY 13619 dated 11/21/23.
12/5/23 – A 1-page letter entitled “USACE 2890 River Road Subdivision and Three New 
Single-effecFamily Homes, 2890 River Rd, Niskayuna, NY 12309, 23PR05721 by Jessica 
Schreyer, Archaeology Unit Program Coordinator, of the New York State Parks, Recreation 
and Historic Preservation Department dated 12/4/23.

12/6/23 Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) meeting – The applicant and his engineer attended 
the meeting and updated the CAC on the proposed project.  They noted that they are designing 
stormwater retention areas for each of the lots to control the post-development stormwater 
discharge to pre-development levels.  They also noted that the basement elevation of the home on 
lot 2 will be 1’ above the 100-year flood elevation.  After a discussion the Council chose to table 
making a SEQR recommendation until they can review updated site plans that were discussed.     

12/11/23 Planning Board (PB) meeting – Mr. Ryan and his design team were present at the 
meeting.  They described the revised plans and documents that were emailed to the Planning 
Office on Friday afternoon 12/8/23 (the plans were received too late to be included in the 
documentation packet for the 12/11/23 PB meeting so they were emailed separately to the PB 
members).  Chairman Walsh noted the documents will be included in the meeting packet for the 
1/8/24 PB meeting.  It was noted that the CAC did not make a SEQR recommendation at their 
12/6/23 meeting.  LR explained that the applicant described design revisions that were underway 
on 12/6/23 but no documentation of the revised design was provided to the CAC.  Therefore, the 
CAC decided to table making a SEQR recommendation until after they received and reviewed the 
design documents.  After a general discussion the PB called for a tentative resolution for the 1/8/24 
PB meeting to make a SEQR determination and call for a public hearing for the 1/22/24 meeting.

12/28/23 – 2nd TDE comment letter -- The TDE provided a 5-page comment letter regarding the 
following documents.

The applicant’s response letter dated 12/6/23
Revised site plans dated 12/6/23
Updated SWPPP dated 12/6/23
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Subdivision application dated 12/4/23
Revised Short Form EAF dated 6/22/23

The CAC should review the documents referenced in the TDE’s 2nd comment letter and make a 
SEQR Recommendation to the Planning Board.  
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TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENT

HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
____________________

One Niskayuna Circle 
Niskayuna, New York 12309 

 
        Matthew J. Yetto, P.E.                           (518) 386-4500                        
 Superintendent of Water, Sewer,         
             and Engineering                                                                           
 
                 Ray Smith 
    Superintendent of Highway 

 
December 5, 2023 
 

RE: 2890 River Rd. 3-Lot Subdivision 

The proposed plan dated 11/3/23 includes an 80’ wide drainage easement to be granted to the Town.  If 
possible, it would be preferable for the eastern portion of the site to be conveyed to the Town.  This 
portion of the property already contains an easement for an existing sewer trunk main and a significant 
amount of federal wetlands.  Ownership of this land would provide improved access for the maintenance 
of the sewer line as well provide space for any future drainage improvements that may be necessary. 
 
The plan to utilize private stormwater control practices on the proposed building lots is the preferred 
method for handling the increased amount of stormwater expected to be generated by the development.  
The practices must be designed to handle the runoff from of a 100 year or greater storm event. 
 
The addition of a multipurpose easement running between the River Road Park property and Seneca Road 
should be requested across the southwest corner of lot #3.  The purpose of the easement would be to 
maintain the existing walking path to the park and for the installation of a water service to the River Road 
Park property from Seneca Road.  
 
Sincerely,  

Matthew J. Yetto, P.E. 
Superintendent of Water, Sewer, and Engineering 
 
Ray Smith 
Superintendent of Highway 



New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 

(518) 237-8643 • https://parks.ny.gov/shpo 

 
 

KATHY HOCHUL  ERIK KULLESEID 
Governor   Commissioner 
 

  
December 4, 2023 
  
Hannah Buscemi 
Staff Engineer 
Engineering Ventures 
414 Union St 
Schenectady, NY 12305 
  
Re: USACE 
 2890 River Road Subdivision and Three New Single-effecFamily Homes 
 2890 River Rd, Niskayuna, NY 12309 
 23PR05721 
  
Dear Hannah Buscemi: 
 
Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO).  We have reviewed the provided documentation in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources.  They do not include other environmental impacts to New 
York State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project.   
 
SHPO has reviewed the Phase I Archaeological Survey Report prepared for this project 
(November 2023; 23SR00626).  No archaeological sites were identified by the survey.  
Therefore, it is the opinion of the New York SHPO that no historic properties, including 
archaeological and/or historic resources, will be affected by this undertaking. 
 
If you have any questions, I can be reached at Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Jessica Schreyer  
Archaeology Unit Program Coordinator 
 



PHASE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
2890 RIVER ROAD 

TOWN OF NISKAYUNA 
SCHENECTADY COUNTY 

23PR05721 
 
 

prepared by 
 

Timothy J. Abel, PhD 
33512 SR 26 

Carthage, NY  13619 
 
 
 
 
 

for 
RPL Family Trust 
2505 Whamer Ln  

Niskayuna, NY 12309 
 
 

November 21, 2023 



MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 

PROJECT NAME/PIN: 2890 River Road/23PR05721  
 
PROJECT TYPE/FUNDING: new construction/ private 
CULTURAL RESOURCE SURVEY TYPE: Phase 1 archaeological survey 
 
LOCATION: Town of Niskayuna, Schenectady County 
 
SURVEY AREA (APE): 2.3 ha (5.7 ac)
U.S.G.S. QUAD NAME: Niskayuna, NY 
 
SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT: 
Prehistoric: High based on proximity to known sites and streams 
Historic: High based on MDS 
 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY METHODS: 
Number of STPs: 66 
Number of Units: 0 
Surface survey: n/a 
 
RESULTS OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY: 
Number of prehistoric sites identified: 0 
Number of historic sites identified: 0 
Number of NR listed/eligible sites that may be impacted: 0 
 
AUTHOR: Timothy J. Abel, PhD 
 
DATE: November 21, 2023 
 
SPONSOR: SEQRA 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
This report documents a Phase 1 archaeological survey of 2890 River Road, Niskayuna, New York (NY), a residential 
parcel of 5.74 ac (tax lot 51.00-1-7.1) (Figure 1, Photo 1-2). The survey was requested by NYS Office of Parks, Recre-
ation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) to aid in their review of project 23PR05721, 2890 River Road Subdivision 
and One New Single Family Home. The survey was performed under contract with the lot owner, RPL Family Trust of 
Niskayuna, NY. 
 
All aspects of the investigation were directed by Timothy J. Abel, PhD, who is the author of this report. The author is 
qualified as a consulting archaeologist under Section 36 CFR 61 of the National Parks Service Regulations, and under 
Section 14.09 of the State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law.     
 
The purpose of the Phase 1 archaeological survey is to determine the effect of the proposed undertaking on archaeolog-
ical resources within an area or potential effect (APE).  The APE was defined based on client request and consultation 
with OPRHP. The survey was conducted in accordance with OPRHP’s Standards for Cultural Resource Investigations 
and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (OPRHP 1994).   
 
 

Figure 1– General project area location in Schenectady County. 

Project Area 
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Photo 1– View of typical ground cover within the PA. 

Photo 2– View of overgrowth within the PA. 



3 

Figure 2– Project area location on the 1980 USGS 7.5” topographic map.  

 
1.1 Project Area/Area of Potential Effect Definition 
 
The project area (PA) is situated within the Town of Niskayuna, Schenectady County, NY, encompassing tax lot 51.00-
1-7.1. The PA is  located on the southwest side of River Road at the Seneca Road intersection. The lot encompasses 
5.74 ac. 
 
The area of potential effect (APE) for this undertaking was determined based on development plans provided by the 
client. It includes the entire tax parcel bounded by River Road on the northeast and parcel boundaries on all other sides. 
The APE encompasses 2.3 ha (5.74 ac) (Figure 3). 
 
1.2 Physical Setting 
 
The PA is situated within the Mohawk Valley section of the Hudson-Mohawk Lowland physiographic region (Cressey 
1977).  This region formed a significant corridor for transportation, commerce and communication throughout human 
history. The area is characterized by floodplains, terraces and lowland hills along the Mohawk River. Though the river 
flows in a narrow channel, the section is generally 16-48 km (10-30 mi) wide, bounded by steep erosion escarpments 
on either side that slope upward to the Appalachian and Adirondack Uplands. 
 
The PA is situated on rolling lake plain topography between 86-91 m (282-300) ft above mean sea level (Figure 2).  
Slopes within the PA generally range from 3-8%. The PA drains into an unnamed wetland and swale that runs east-
west through the PA and slopes eastward into the Mohawk River (Figure 2). 
 
The soils of the PA are silt loams and channery silt loams created by run-off and sedimentation following the last de-
glaciation (Figure 4). These soils consist of a silty loam to loam topsoil, or in this case a plow zone, roughly 20-30 cm 
(10-12 in) in depth, above a silty loam to clay loam subsoil. Characteristics of the soils are summarized in Table 1. 
Deposition generally ended c. 15,300 cal BP with the drainage of the last of the pro-glacial lakes in the Mohawk Valley 
(Franzi, et al. 2016).  
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Figure 4– Project area soils.  

APE Boundary 

Figure 3– Project area boundaries. 
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1.3  Current Land Use and Integrity 
 
The PA is situated in a suburban setting on a single residence lot. The residence at 2890 River Road has been unoccu-
pied for some time, and is now condemned by the local Health Department. The rest of the lot is overgrown with woods 
and dense scrub thicket dominated by honeysuckle. There is a modern occupied residence adjacent to the north, and 
another across River Road to the east.  
 
2.0  BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
 
2.1  Site File Review 
 
A search of the CRIS system at the time of survey revealed that the PA is within the polygon of one precontact archae-
ological site (NYSM 4750/9303.000128). The site is described as traces of occupation along the Mohawk River (Parker 
1920). No further documentation is provided. These “traces” generally refer to reports of scattered artifact finds in an 
area, and not to discretely-defined sites. There may or may not be archaeological deposits present within the PA. There 
are five other inventoried archaeological sites within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the PA (Table 2).  
 
There is one inventoried structure within the PA (2890 River Road/09303.000330). It is described as a single-family 
residence that has been determined National Register not eligible. There is one inventoried structure (2851 River 
Road/09303.000332) adjacent to the PA that is of undetermined National Register status. There are 25 other invento-
ried structures within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the PA. There are no properties listed on or eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places within or adjacent to the PA. 
 
2.2 Historic Map Review 
 
Seven historic maps were reviewed for this survey ranging from 1856 to 1980 (Figures 2, 5-10). The lot appears in a 
rural agrarian setting from at least 1856. No structures are depicted within the PA on maps before 1930. Beginning in 
1930, what is likely the extant residence at 2890 River Road is depicted consistently through 1980. Two farmsteads, 
one of which is consistent with the above inventoried structure at 2851 River Road, are depicted across River Road 
from the PA throughout the map sequence as W. van Vranken and J. van Vranken. 
 

Soil Type/  
Symbol 

Soil Horizon Depth  Color  Texture  Slope  Drainage  Landform 

Fluvaquents, 
loamy; FL 

A1- 0-13 cm (0-5 in) 
A2- 13-183 cm (5-72 in) 

7.5YR2/1 
10YR2/1 

MuSiLo 
VGvSa 

0-3% Well Floodplains 

Madalin silt 
loam; Ma 

Ap-0-23 cm (0-9 in) 
Eg-23-35 cm (9-14 in) 
Btg1-35-51 cm (14-20 in) 

10YR3/2 
10YR4/2 
10YR5/2 

SiLo 
SiLo 
SiCl 

0% poor to very 
poor 

Lake Plains 

Mardin chan-
nery silt 
loam; MrD 

Ap- 0-20 cm (0-8 in) 
BE- 20-30 cm (8-12 in) 
Bw1- 30-41 cm (12-16 in) 
Bw2- 41-51 cm (16-20 in) 
Bx1- 51-91 cm (20-36 in) 

10YR4/3 
2.5YR5/4 
10YR5/4 
10YR4/3 
10YR4/4 

Ch Si Lo 
Ch Si Lo 
Ch Si Lo 
Ch Si Lo 
Ch Si Lo 

15-25% Moderately 
well 

Hills, slopes 

Scio silt 
loam; ScB 

Ap- 0-23 cm (0-9 in) 
Bw1- 23-48 cm (9-19 in) 
Bw2-48-79 cm (19-32 in) 
C- 79-102 cm (32-40 in) 
2Cg- 102-183 cm (40-72 in) 

10YR4/2 
10YR5/6 
10YR5/4 
10YR5/3 
2.5Y5/2 

SiLo 
SiLo 
SiLo 
SiLo 
GvLoSa 

3-8% Moderately 
well 

Outwash 
plains 

Unadilla silt 
loam; UnB 

Ap- 0-20 cm (0-8 in) 
Bw1- 20-30 cm (8-12 in) 
Bw2- 30-46 cm (12-18 in) 
Bw3- 46-79 cm (18-31 in) 
BC- 79-102 cm (31-42 in) 
2C- 102-150 cm (42-65 in) 

10YR4/3 
10YR6/4 
10YR5/6 
10YR6/4 
10YR5/4 
10YR4/2 

SiLo 
SiLo 
SiLo 
SiLo 
SaLo 
GvSa 

3-8% well Lake Plain 

Table 1– Project area soils data summary. 
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2.3 Occupation History 
 
There is little information available to assess the occupation history of the PA. Site file reviews document precontact 
occupation in the area generally, but few discrete archeological sites have been recorded. Though there are several pre-
contact sites inventoried within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the PA, few have documented diagnostic artifacts associated with 
them. The area has generally been occupied by Native Americans since the end of the last glaciation c. 14,500 cal BP 
(Lothrop et al. 2016). 
 
The Dutch, invited by the Mahicans, established Fort Orange at Albany in 1614. The Mahicans ceded territory in the 
lower Mohawk Valley to the Mohawk, and Fort Orange became a major trade link between the Mohawks and the 
Dutch. The Mohawk increasingly allowed Dutch settlement around the fort to develop. The settlement of Beverwijck 
around Fort Orange grew quickly, and Dutch settlers clamored for more land. Large parcels south of the Mohawk River 
and west of Beverwijck were secured by the Dutch Crown from the Mohawk by the mid-17th century and carved up for 
sale to Dutch aristocrats. Among the early settlers around the PA were the Clutes, Vedders, van Vrankens, Groots, 
Tymesons, Pearces, Jansens, and van Bockhoovens. The van Vrankens depicted on mid-19th century maps are no 
doubt descendants of those early van Vranken Dutch settlers (French 1860; Howell and Munsell 1886). 
 
A major Dutch settlement developed at Schenectady beginning in 1661. When the English assumed control of Dutch 
lands in New York in 1664, they allowed Dutch settlers to stay, as long as they became English subjects. Schenectady 
gained municipal status in 1684. Throughout the early 18th century, the area was terrorized by attacks from French and 
French-allied Native Americans, and the city became a refuge for displaced area farmers and their families. These hos-
tilities culminated in the French and Indian War, which ended in 1764 with the British in sole control of the northeast 
Americas. Schenectady was incorporated as a borough a year later. 
 
With French depredations in the Valley resolved, settlement and development in the area resumed until the outbreak of 
hostilities between the colonies and Great Britain. The Mohawk sided with the British in the Revolutionary War and 
were forced to seek refuge with them in Canada. From bases in the St. Lawrence Valley, Mohawks under Joseph Brant 
and British under Sir John Johnson waged guerilla warfare against the Rebel settlers of the Mohawk Valley. Settle-
ments were again abandoned or curtailed during the conflict. 
 
After the Revolutionary War, settlement quickly returned to the Mohawk Valley. As a major artery into the western 
portions of New York, it was quickly developed as a transportation route bringing the young nation’s rich agricultural 
produce to world markets. The Albany-Schenectady Turnpike opened in 1797, followed by the Erie Canal, completed 
in 1825. The Erie Canal crossed the Mohawk River on a great aqueduct just east of the PA. The Hudson-Mohawk Rail-
road followed in 1831. With these improvements, settlement in the Mohawk Valley exploded, and the infrastructure for 
manufacturing and freight transport was firmly developed. 
 
The area that became the Town of Niskayuna remained in a rural agrarian setting throughout much of the 19th and ear-
ly 20th century. Beginning in the mid-20th century, the area around the PA developed a suburban context as the City of 
Schenectady continued to grow. Much of what was farmland in the town is now, or soon will be consumed by housing 
developments.  
 
3.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 
 
3.1  Prior Surveys 
 
A search within the CRIS system reveals that there have been no Phase 1b archaeological surveys conducted within the 
APE. No Phase 1b archaeological surveys have been conducted since 2000 in areas adjacent to the APE. There have 
been only two block Phase 1 archaeological surveys in the general vicinity, neither of which produced significant evi-
dence of archaeological potential.  

USN Name Within/Adjacent NR Status 
9103.000102 UNNAMED SITE (NYSM 6235)  Undetermined 
9303.000128 UNNAMED SITE (NYSM 4750) Within Undetermined 
9303.000131 UNNAMED SITE (NYSM 6236)  Undetermined 
9303.000132 UNNAMED SITE (NYSM 6237)  Undetermined 
9303.000134 UNNAMED SITE (NYSM 6239)  Undetermined 
9303.000245 Whitmyer Drive Precontact Site  Undetermined 

Table 2– List of known archaeological sites within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the project area. 
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Figure 5– Project area location on the Fagan 1856 map.. 

Figure 6– Detail of the Beers and Beers 1866 map. 
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Figure 7– Detail of the 1895 USGS map. 

Figure 8– Detail of the 1930 USGS map. 
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Figure 9– Detail of the 1947 USGS map. 

Figure 10– Detail of the 1954 USGS map. 
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3.2  Site Walkover 
 
Prior to survey the PA was walked to locate significant landmarks and define the PA boundary. Corners of the PA 
were located by survey markers. All landmarks were geo-referenced using a Trimble R1 handheld GPS receiver.  
 
The residence at 2890 River Road was photodocumented (Photo 3-4). It is a two story, side-gable and rear wing frame 
house on a concrete foundation with cellar. The foundation appears to be plank-formed, which is consistent with a 
1920s construction. The structure has seen a number of recent updates including vinyl windows, an asphalt shingle 
roof, vinyl siding and wood decks. It has been abandoned for some time. There is modern (less than 20 years old) trash 
strewn on the surface all around the structure. 
 
3.3  Assessment 
 
The PA has not been previously surveyed for archaeological deposits. Given its history, topography and the results of 
the CRIS and map review, it seems likely that there would be undocumented archaeological resources within the PA. 
The PA was likely deciduous mast forest prior to agricultural development in the early 19th century, but since then it 
appears to have remained consistently agricultural until the 1920s. The lack of archaeological sites in the area is likely 
due to the a lack of systematic archaeological surveys. A Phase 1b field reconnaissance was determined to be warrant-
ed for this investigation. 
 
4.0  ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
 
4.1 Survey methods 
 
The field reconnaissance was conducted by the author and Ryan Devanny between 11/4-11/11/2023. All personnel 
meet 36CFR61 standards for their roles in this reconnaissance. Based on the topography and layout, it was determined 
that the archaeological reconnaissance of the PA could be best accomplished by a systematic shovel test survey.   
 
Shovel test units (STPs) were excavated at 15 m (50 ft) intervals along each of 13 transects (A-M). Transects A-F were 
based 20 off Seneca Road from the north running south and heading 43o mag parallel to the north parcel boundary with 
the Town of Niskayuna recreation park. Transects G-M ran from north to south beginning 15 m (50 ft) off the shoulder 
of River Road. At the northeast corner of the APE. The STPs were numbered sequentially along each transect. 
 
Each STP was excavated by hand to a depth sufficient to reach sterile subsoils, unless stopped by rocks or roots. Soils 
from each STP were screened through 1/4 inch mesh to search for artifacts. Notes were made of the depth and stratig-
raphy of each STP. 
 
4.2 Survey results 
 
Archaeologists excavated 66 STPs across the APE.  The tested area covered 69% of the PA. The remaining 1.6 ac was 
not tested because it lay within delineated wetland and will not be developed, or it was at the east end of the APE, 
which will not be developed. Almost all STPs reached sterile subsoils. Those that did not could be explained by visual 
disturbance. 
 
The STPs had a uniform profile characterized by 10-30 cm (4-12 in) of dark yellow-brown (10YR4/2) silty loam above 
a tan to brown (10YR6/4-6/6) silty loam subsoil.  These profiles were considered to be typical for the soil types docu-
mented within the PA.   
 
There were surprisingly few artifacts in any of the STs. ST B7 was disturbed and contained modern construction fill 
(PVC and modern nails). ST H2 encountered rock that may be part of a garage foundation. STs I2 and I3 contained 
20th century window glass, coal and light bulb sockets consistent with the age of the residence. ST J2 contained coal 
ash. ST J3 contained modern glass and nails consistent with the age of the remodel. The cultural material evinces a 
light-density architectural midden within the A horizon of the parcel, concentrated around the structure. It is of limited 
research potential.  
 
5.0 IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The Phase 1b systematic reconnaissance of the APE revealed evidence of a light density architectural midden within 
the A horizon surrounding the structure at 2890 River Road in Niskayuna, NY. The survey encountered no unexpected 
deposits. The midden is of limited research potential based on the recovered assemblage. No site was inventoried. 
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Photo 3– View of 2890 River Road, looking southwest. 

Photo 4– View of 2890 River Road from the rear, looking toward the road. 
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Figure 11– Survey methodology and results 
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 Based on this investigation, there appear to be no cultural resources within the APE eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places.  It is recommended that the proposed undertaking will have no impact on any currently 
listed or eligible National Register properties.  This recommendation refers to the area defined as the APE in Section 
1.1, and is contingent upon this and any future undertakings remaining within the footprint of that APE.  If future regu-
lated undertakings are proposed that lie outside of the APE defined in Section 1.1, the OPRHP will need to be consult-
ed for further action. 
 
Like all surveys, this one has relied on a sampling of the project area based on an accepted standard methodology.  No 
sampling strategy can be 100% failsafe against the possibility of cultural resources being actually found in the course of 
construction.  Should this occur, the client is advised to stop construction and contact the OPRHP immediately for rec-
ommendations before continuing with construction.  If any human remains should be discovered, all work should cease 
immediately.  Contact the OPRHP and the local coroner to begin mitigation procedures. 
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STP 
DEPTH (cm) 

SOIL 
ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

A1 40 
dk gr br si lo 

50 
yl br si lo  

A2 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

A3 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

A4 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

A5 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

A6 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

A7 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

B1 45 
dk gr br si lo   

B2 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

B3 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

B4 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

B5 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

B6 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

B7 
30 

mott dk gr br 
si lo 

fill  

C1 50 
dk gr br si lo   

C2 12 
dk gr br si lo 

25 
yl br si lo  

C3 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

C4 24 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

C5 12 
dk gr br si lo 

25 
yl br si lo  

C6 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

D1 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

D2 17 
dk gr br si lo 

27 
yl br si lo  

D3 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

D4 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

D5 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

STP 
DEPTH (cm) 

SOIL 
ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

D6 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

E1 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

E2 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

E3 50 
dk gr br si lo   

E4 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

E5 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

F2 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

F3 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

F4 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

F5 23 
dk gr br si lo roots  

G1 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

G2 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

G3 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

G4 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

G5 
30 

mott dk gr br 
si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

H1 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

H2 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo 

poss 
foundation 

H3 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

H4 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

H5 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

I1 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

I2 

25 
dk gr br si lo 
coal, window 

glass 

35 
yl br si lo  

I3 

25 
dk gr br si lo 

light bulb 
glass 

35 
yl br si lo  



STP 
DEPTH (cm) 

SOIL 
ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

DEPTH (cm) 
SOIL 

ARTIFACTS 

I4 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

I5 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

J1 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

J2 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

J3 
30 

dk gr br si lo 
nails, glass 

40 
yl br si lo  

J4 40 
dk gr br si lo push  

K1 23 
dk gr br si lo 

33 
yl br si lo  

K2 40 
coal ash   

K3 35 
dk gr br si lo 

45 
yl br si lo  

L1 30 
dk gr  br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

L2 15 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

L3 20 
dk gr br si lo 

30 
yl br si lo  

L4 23 
dk gr br si lo 

33 
yl br si lo  

L5 25 
dk gr br si lo 

35 
yl br si lo  

M1 45 
dk gr br si lo fill  

M2 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

M3 30 
dk gr br si lo 

40 
yl br si lo  

M4 27 
dk gr br si lo 

37 
yl br si lo  

 
KEY : 

dk-dark ; br=brown ; gr=grey ; yl=yellow ; 
mott=mottled ; lo=loam ; si=silt 
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Endangered Species  
Habitat Suitability Assessment Report 

 
 
To whom it may concern,  
  

This letter and enclosed information were prepared in summary of a habitat study performed on 
September 22, 2023, TMP # 51.-1-7.1 (2890 River Road). The subject parcel is located on the 
southwest side of River Road, and the north side of Seneca Road in the Town of Niskayuna. The 
parcel is approximately 5.26± acres in size, currently consists of a single-family home, associated 
asphalt driveway, lawn area, brushy areas with the remaining land being forested. The proposed 
project includes approximately 1.30± acres of tree clearing/grubbing, with the construction of four 
single family residential homes, associated private driveways, with connection to public water and 
sanitary services.  
 An inquiry was submitted to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service through the IPaC website to 
identify any potential threatened/endangered species that may occur within the subject parcel. The 
Service identified the Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) as potentially being present.  
 
Species Requirements: 
Northern Long- Eared Bat:  

According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s website, “Suitable summer habitat for the 
NLEB consists of a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats where they roost, forage, and travel and 
may also include some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitats such as emergent wetlands 
and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields, and pastures. This includes forests and woodlots 
containing potential roosts (i.e., live trees and/or snags ≥3 inches DBH that have exfoliating bark, 
cracks, crevices, and/or cavities), as well as linear features such as fencerows, riparian forests, and 
other wooded corridors. These wooded areas may be dense or loose aggregates of trees with variable 
amounts of canopy closure. NLEBs are nocturnal foragers and use hawking (catching insects in 
flight) and gleaning (picking insects from surfaces) behaviors in conjunction with passive acoustic 
cues (Nagorsen and Brigham 1993, p. 88; Ratcliffe and Dawson 2003, p. 851). NLEB seem to prefer 
intact mixed-type forests with small gaps (i.e., forest trails, small roads, or forest-covered creeks) in 
forest with sparse or medium vegetation for foraging and commuting rather than fragmented habitat 



or areas that have been clear cut (USFWS 2015, p. 17992). Individual trees may be considered 
suitable habitat when they exhibit characteristics of suitable roost trees and are within 1,000 feet of 
other forested/wooded habitat28. The NLEB has also been observed roosting in human-made 
structures, such as buildings, barns, bridges, and bat houses; therefore, these structures should also be 
considered potential summer habitat. NLEBs typically occupy their summer habitat from mid-May 
through mid-August each year30 and the species may arrive or leave some time before or after this 
period. Examples of unsuitable habitat: Individual trees that a greater than 1,000 feet from 
forested/wooded areas; Trees found in highly developed urban areas (e.g., street trees, downtown 
areas); and A pure stand of less than 3-inch DBH trees that are not mixed with larger trees. Suitable 
roosting habitat is defined as forest patches with trees of 5-inch (12.7 cm) DBH or larger.”  
 
 
Habitat Suitability: 

For the proposed project there is approximately 1.30± acres of tree clearing proposed. The 
majority of trees present within the project APE consist of trees with relatively smooth bark such as 
Red Maple (Acer rubrum), White Pine (Pinus strobus), Aspen Big Tooth (Populus grandidentata) 
and Northern Red Oak (Quercus rubra) which do not exhibit characteristics of suitable habitat. 
However, there are four trees within the project APE that possess exfoliating bark or crevice’s that 
are proposed to be harvested. Within the wetland onsite there is an abundance of standing dead 
timber that possess crevices or exfoliating bark that are not proposed to be harvested and will remain 
intact. If tree clearing is conducted within winter months when Northern Long-eared Bats are likely 
to be in a hibernaculum and are not likely to occur in forested habitat (November 1 – March 31), we 
feel this project will have minimal effect on Northern Long-eared Bat roosting habitat.  

The wetlands onsite will provide an abundance of flying insects, and therefore potential 
foraging habitat for the Bat. For the proposed project there are two small areas of wetland impact 
proposed, the majority of the wetlands onsite will remain intact. Therefore, we feel this project will 
have minimal effect on Northern Long-eared Bat foraging habitat for the Bat. There are no known 
maternal roost trees onsite, and the project site is not located within 0.25 miles of a hibernaculum.  

The project sponsor proposes to minimize and mitigate for potential impacts by, 1.) Site 
clearing will occur during winter months November 1 – March 31. 2.) Installation of construction 
fence around the perimeter of the proposed clearing to eliminate incidental additional clearing. 3.) 
Prohibiting the use of pesticides and herbicides onsite. 4.) Construction activities will not be 
performed after sunset.  
  
 
 
Respectfully,  
JJackie Pitts 
Jackie Pitts 
Environmental Technician 
 

 

 

 



Figure 1: N.Y.S.D.E.C. Rare Plant or Animals Mapping 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 

Figure 2: IPaC Resource List 
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2890 River Road, Niskayuna, NY

Lot 2

Lot 3
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10/8/23, 2:55 PM Free Online Manning Pipe Flow Calculator

https://www.hawsedc.com/engcalcs/Manning-Pipe-Flow.php 1/1

Manning Formula Uniform Pipe Flow at Given Slope and Depth

2890 River Road
Lot  Driveway Culvert

Inputs
Pipe diameter, d 12 in

Manning roughness, n 0.013

Pressure slope (possibly ? equal to pipe slope),
S

0.017
rise/run

Relative flow depth, y/d 100  %

Results
Flow depth, y 12.0000 in
Flow area, a 0.7854 ft^2
Pipe area, a0 0.7854 ft^2
Relative area, a/a0 1.0000 fraction
Wetted perimeter, P 3.1416 ft
Hydraulic radius, R 0.2500 ft
Top width, T 0.0000 ft
Velocity, v 5.9142 ft/sec
Velocity head, h 0.5436 ft H2O
Froude number, F 0.00
Average shear stress (tractive force),
tau

0.2653 psf

Flow, Q (See notes) 4.6449 cfs
Full flow, Q0 4.6449 cfs
Ratio to full flow, Q/Q0 1.0000 fraction

Notes:

This is the flow and depth inside an infinitely long pipe.
Getting the flow into the pipe may require significantly higher headwater depth. Add at least 1.5 times the velocity head to get the headwater depth
or see my 2-minute tutorial for standard culvert headwater calculations using HY-8.
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10/8/23, 2:56 PM Free Online Manning Pipe Flow Calculator

https://www.hawsedc.com/engcalcs/Manning-Pipe-Flow.php 1/1

Manning Formula Uniform Pipe Flow at Given Slope and Depth

2890 River Road
Lot  Driveway Culvert

Inputs
Pipe diameter, d 12 in

Manning roughness, n 0.013

Pressure slope (possibly ? equal to pipe slope),
S

0.02
rise/run

Relative flow depth, y/d 100  %

Results
Flow depth, y 12.0000 in
Flow area, a 0.7854 ft^2
Pipe area, a0 0.7854 ft^2
Relative area, a/a0 1.0000 fraction
Wetted perimeter, P 3.1416 ft
Hydraulic radius, R 0.2500 ft
Top width, T 0.0000 ft
Velocity, v 6.4149 ft/sec
Velocity head, h 0.6396 ft H2O
Froude number, F 0.00
Average shear stress (tractive force),
tau

0.3121 psf

Flow, Q (See notes) 5.0381 cfs
Full flow, Q0 5.0381 cfs
Ratio to full flow, Q/Q0 1.0000 fraction

Notes:

This is the flow and depth inside an infinitely long pipe.
Getting the flow into the pipe may require significantly higher headwater depth. Add at least 1.5 times the velocity head to get the headwater depth
or see my 2-minute tutorial for standard culvert headwater calculations using HY-8.
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PREFACE 

Pursuant to Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (“CWA”), stormwater discharges 
from certain construction activities are unlawful unless they are authorized by a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit or by a state permit program. 
New York administers the approved State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(SPDES) program with permits issued in accordance with the New York State 
Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) Article 17, Titles 7, 8 and Article 70.

An owner or operator of a construction activity that is eligible for coverage under 
this permit must obtain coverage prior to the commencement of construction activity.
Activities that fit the definition of “construction activity”, as defined under 40 CFR 
122.26(b)(14)(x), (15)(i), and (15)(ii), constitute construction of a point source and 
therefore, pursuant to ECL section 17-0505 and 17-0701, the owner or operator must 
have coverage under a SPDES permit prior to commencing construction activity. The 
owner or operator cannot wait until there is an actual discharge from the construction site 
to obtain permit coverage. 

*Note: The italicized words/phrases within this permit are defined in Appendix A. 



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 
SPDES GENERAL PERMIT FOR STORMWATER DISCHARGES FROM 

CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
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RFP EVALUATION 
NRI RFP (attached) 

CHOOSE 1  

1.JN Land Trust 
2.Hudsonia 

 

GHG/CAP RFP (attached) 

CHOOSE 1  

1.First Environmental 
2.Weston & Sampson 
3.Climate Action Associates / Yienger 

 



Town of
Niskayuna
Conservation
Advisory
Council

1Niskayuna Circle

Niskayuna, NY 12309

OFFICIAL CONTACT
Laura Robertson
Town Planner
lrobertson@niskayuna.org

The Town of Niskayuna recently obtained a competitive grant
from theMohawk RiverWatershed Grants Program of the NYS
Department of Environmental Conservation. The grant includes
a $16,500 budget for the hiring of consultant services with
responsibilities as outlined below.

The purpose of our grant is to develop a Natural Resources
Inventory (NRI) by surveying 10 town-owned parcels. The grant
period is from July 01, 2023 to June 30, 2025, with a final
product – the NRI report – due by the end date. The NRI report
must conform to the guidelines in theMohawk River Basin
Action agenda. Maps of the parcels to be surveyed, along with1

their acreage, are attached to this RFP.

The Townwill hire a consultant to assist us with the development
of the NRI. A key aspect of our NRI is a strong passion for
community involvement, especially high school students and
underserved populations. Consultants who have experience in
and a passion for involving the community in their surveying
work are preferred.

The final NRI report is expected to include: (1) a detailed
summary of the flora and fauna in the 10 parcels to be surveyed
(2) recommendations for wildlife corridors (3) identify lands that
aremost valuable for conservation and (4) recommendations for
improved community participation.

The consultant is expected tomake aminimum of two trips to
Niskayuna to survey the parcels. The CACwill assist with
selecting dates and recruiting residents (to include high school
students and underserved populations) to accompany the
consultant on survey trips. The consultant is also expected to
participate in regular meetings involving Town residents and
representatives from the CAC andDEC. Thesemeetings will be
virtual.

Interested parties are requested to submit a proposal by
December 15 2023. Please include a detailed resume, budget
justification, and samples of prior work.

1 https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/water_pdf/mohawkrbaa2021.pdf



Table 1: Parcels to be surveyed (maps follow)
Name of the Parcel Acreage

191 Fieldstone Dr. 83

Lock 7 Road (Mohawk-Hudson Bike Trail Corridor) 50

2870 River Road (River Road Park) 44

630 Stanford Ave 29

658Maple Lane 16.71

35 Brendan Lane 14

Angelina Drive St. Ann Corridor 7

3439 Rosendale Rd. (Lions Park) 4

2173MorrowAve. 0.6

1003Northwood Ct. 0.5

TOTALACREAGE TOBE SURVEYED 248.81























REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL:

TOWN LOGO DESIGN
FOR THE TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
(Schenectady County, New York)

TO: Qualified Climate Smart Communities Consultants

FROM: Laura Robertson, Town Planner

RFP TIMELINE: Release Date:  December 6, 2023
Proposal Due Date: December 17, 2023

MAILING ADDRESS: Town of Niskayuna
1 Niskayuna Circle, 
Niskayuna, NY 12309

CONTACT: Laura Robertson, Town Planner
TELEPHONE: 518-386-4531
EMAIL: lrobertson@niskayuna.org

The Town of Niskayuna (hereinafter referred to as “the Town”) is soliciting proposals from 
qualified professional planning consultants for assistance with the development and creation of 
A Government Operations GHG Inventory, a Community GHG Inventory and a Government 
Operations Climate Action Plan for the Town of Niskayuna in 2024.

A copy of the Request for Proposals (RFP) is attached. A letter of interest along with a proposal 
and other required documents must be submitted to the email listed above on or before
December 17, 2023.

The submitting party acknowledges the right of the Town to reject any or all proposals, or parts 
thereof, and to waive any informalities or irregularities in any proposal received. The award of 
proposal will be based on presentations and negotiation between the Town and submitting party. 
All proposals shall remain valid and in full effect for a period of ninety (90) days after the 
deadline for submission of proposals.

The Town encourages Minority/Women/Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (M/W/D/BE) 
to respond to this advertisement.

Background:

The Town of Niskayuna, henceforth referred to as “the Town”, is working towards achieving the 
120 points necessary to gain Bronze certification as a New York State Climate Smart Community 
(CSC). The actions sought after in this proposal will not only propel the Town into Bronze 
certification, but enhance the health and safety of the Town through a lowering of government 
and community emissions. In this proposal, the Town seeks assistance in the following New York 
State Climate Smart Certification Actions: PE2 Government Operations GHG Inventory (16 pts), 
PE 2 Community GHG Inventory (16 pts), and PE2 Government Operations Climate Action Plan 
(12 pts). The Guidance for each action is attached to this RFP as Appendix A.



Goals and Desired Outcomes:

Consultants will gather and organize data required for each of the 3 action items, guide the Town 
through the GHG Inventory and CAP process, and prepare final paperwork in conformance with 
the NYS Climate Smart Guidance documents in Appendix A so that the Town can submit each 
item to NYS through their Climate Smart Communities Application portal. 

Background on Niskayuna:

Located in the easternmost region of Schenectady County, Niskayuna had a population of 23,325 
as of the 2021 US Census estimate. A primarily residential town, Niskayuna has close ties with 
the cities of Schenectady and Albany and has multiple major State and County roads that 
connect to these cities and beyond. In the northern part of the Town lies Niskayuna’s largest 
industrial sections which incorporate Knolls Atomic Power Lab, GE Global Research, the SI 
Group and Environment One Corporation. There are minimal public transportation routes 
throughout the Town, however many school buses that transport students to the seven public 
schools within the Town (as well as one school in neighboring Rexford).

Scope of Work:

It should be assumed that all following components will be expected of the selected consultant, 
however more components may arise as the project progresses.

Task 1: Familiarization with CSC requirements
Understand the CSC program as a whole, and fully comprehend what is required for the 3 
Action items needed for this RFP.

Task 2: Meeting with appropriate Town bodies
The applicant will meet with any bodies necessary including, but not limited to, the
Niskayuna Climate Smart Communities Task Force, Niskayuna Town Board, Planning Board, 
Comprehensive Plan Committee and Complete Streets Committee.
The applicant will work with and update the bodies as needed to allow them to add input 
and incorporate CSC Actions into their work.

Task 3: Develop a public outreach strategy
Public outreach strategy should be targeted at main stakeholders within the Town.
Strategy will evoke input from key stakeholders and inform them of the changes to come.

Task 4: Development of a Government Operations GHG Inventory.
Select GHG inventory tool and confirm it is compliant with the Local Government 
Operations Protocol (LGOP)
Determine what will be included in the GHG inventory
Gather and organize data
Calculate GHG emissions using the selected inventory tool
Identify key findings
Develop a GHG emissions forecast and narrative
Ensure process is repeatable every 5 years

Task 5: Development of a Government Operations Climate Action Plan.
Determine leadership and CAP framework.
Develop communication and engagement strategy. 
Complete and analyze baseline assessments.



Identify goals and GHG reduction targets. 
Identify existing and potential initiatives. 
Prioritize initiatives. 
Create a plan for implementing the chosen initiatives. 
Establish metrics. 
Write the CAP, adopt it, and make it publicly available. 

Task 6: Development of a Community GHG Inventory.
Community inventories should include all GHG emissions that occur physically within the 
boundary and, to the extent possible, those that occur indirectly regardless of location 
because of community activity or consumption

o Direct emissions that occur physically within a boundary, such as those emitted by 
burning natural gas or fuel oil in homes, schools, and businesses

o Indirect emissions from utility energy generation plants based on the amount of 
electricity (or other utilities such as hot water or steam) consumed within the 
boundary, regardless of where the plants are located 

o Other indirect, upstream, or lifecycle emissions attributed to community activity 
regardless of where they occur (known as Scope 3)

The Capital District Regional Planning Commission (CDRPC) prepared a Capital District 
Regional and County GHG Emission Inventory in 2010 that is a good place to start drilling 
down into a Community GHG Inventory specific to Niskayuna.

Submission Requirements:

Person of Contact
Proper email and telephone information should be included

Introduction/Experience
Background information on the firm as a whole, including relevant past experience
Sample of relevant pastexperience
Qualifications of both the firm and key members contributing on the project

Understanding of Work/Scope ofWork
A description entailing the consultant’s understanding of the Town’s proposal
A detailed outline of project and how the consultant plans on proceeding with required items
A timeline of events

Budget
A Budget (not to exceed $50,000)

REVIEW CRITERIA

Proposals will be reviewed by the Town of Niskayuna based on the following review 
criteria:

Relevant Past Experience

Please demonstrate through the submission of examples, documentation showing you have 
past experience with similar types of projects. You should also be able to 
document/demonstrate the full scope of the various services your firm provides.

Resources/Capability:



Please demonstrate through a brochure or other document your business experience, staff 
skills and experience, clients serviced, projects of note, technical skills, project management 
methodology, and ability to meet milestones.

Resumes:

Please provide a resume (or resumes) of your education, experience and qualifications for this 
project.

Pricing Structure/Rates:

Please provide a comprehensive pricing and/or rate sheet for all potential services you might 
provide under this RFP agreement, with a budget not to exceed $50,000.

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSAL

All proposals must be received by the Town of Niskayuna no later than the date and time 
specified. Proposals must be submitted electronically, via email to lrobertson@niskayuna.org.
When submitting electronically, the Town suggests submitting early and receiving confirmation 
that the proposal has been received.

Submittals will be accepted on or before December 17, 2023. Proposals received after the 
deadline will not be accepted.

If you have questions regarding this solicitation, please contact Laura Robertson
by e-mail at lrobertson@niskayuna.org

END OF
RFP



APPENDIX A

Climate Smart Communities Action Guidance Documents

PE 2 Action: Government Operations GHG Inventory

PE2 Action: Community GHG Inventory

PE2 Action: Government Operations Climate Action Plan






















