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el Executive Summary

* The 2015 U&D previous Corridor Committee hired Stone Consulting to examine the entire
U&D corridor to determine the Highest and Best Use of the Corridor by segment.

* Intheir final report Stone flagged the “Stony Hollow Fill” as the one part of the U&D Corridor
where “Rail with Trail” was problematic.

* Stone made this statement in their final report:

The ‘fatal flaw’ discovered, if there is one, for the rail-with-trail concept in this area is
the long 2700’ fill at Stony Hollow, dating to the original 1868 alignment. It crosses
designated high-quality wetlands that are essentially marshland to both sides (and had
ducks taking flight during our inspection), has no through-drainage noted on the
valuation maps. Some historic settling and repair at track level was evident, and it has
steep side slopes exceeding 2:1. We do not think that the CMRR concept a 4’ trail on a
retaining wall section on this section is feasible, due to the stability, slope, and
construction of the existing fill, without significant erosion into the wetlands below.

* Because of this issue, the former U&D Corridor committee left the segment from Stony
Hollow “Undesignated”. This feature, and how adapt it to “Rail with Trail” is the primary
focus of this presentation.
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Key Facts

* This segment of the Corridor runs from MP 8.56 to MP 8.80 or about 1250 feet.

* The eastern 850 feet of the fill borders New York State land on the north side. The western
250 feet on the north side borders privately owned as well as the entire south side.

* The ROW was originally 66 feet wide across the fill but in 1911 the railroad acquired an
additional 42 feet on each side of the ROW making it 150 feet wide so it could be deepened
and widened as part of the Ashokan Reservoir railroad relocation..

* The ROW on the fill is not owned by the county but is shown as a rail only easement on the
1979 deed and will need to be converted to fee ownership at some time in the future prior to
trail construction.

* The top of the fill is about 15 feet wide in its narrowest section.
* The portion from MP 8.62 to MP 8.73, about 600 feet long, is over wetlands. See below:
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== Open Space Institute/GPI

* In May 2023, Open Space Institute hired Greenman Pedersen, Inc. (GPI) to perform a
feasibility study for a future Rail Trail from Kingston to the Ashokan Reservoir.

e ltits study, GPI did not make any detailed review of the Stony Hollow Fill.

* In September 2024, Open Space Institute made a presentation to the U&D Corridor
Committee on the Undesignated Segment based on the GPI Report.

 The September report only showed the location of the wetlands, but did not discuss the
feasibility of rail with trail or trail only in the presentation. However, Peter Karis, VP of Open
Space Institute, make these remarks on the Stony Hollow fill in response to a question:

. Stewart: | was thinking about widening the rock cut if the rocks removed from the cut could used to widen the “prism” is that the term you
used? The platform on which the rails currently sit?

. Karis: It certainly could using fill would require filling of wetlands which would be a much larger lift than say building an elevated boardwalk on
piers across the wetland, which is another scenario that could negate this wetland issue you would still need permitting but | think it’s similar in
the Ashokan section there’s a section of boardwalk trail to carry over environmentally constrained area you could do the same thing here. And
they have different cost implications.

. Stewart: And you did the cost analysis for doing the raised boardwalk?

. Karis: We did not it was just widening with fill.

. Stewart: But that would be feasible assuming that you could get the appropriate permits from?

. Karis: Correct you could widen this prism to accommodate a trail what I’'m suggesting is there are going to be wetland impacts for the required
permitting.

. Stewart: The wetland impacts would be considerably less if we were talking about a raised boardwalk as opposed to filling in the wetlands?

. Karis: Yes

 Open Space Institute indicated that although widening the fill would produce enough width
for “rail with trail” a separate boardwalk was the preferred alternative. c
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* In October 2024, the CMRR gave a presentation to the U&D Corridor Committee on the
feasibility of Rail with Trail for the Undesignated Segment.

* The CMRR asked Stone Consulting, the Consultant hired by the previous U&D Corridor
Committee, to update its 2015 report, especially addressing the Stony Hollow .

* Stoneissued an updated report, with the following statement on the Stony Hollow Fill:

MOoUNTAIN . Stony Hollow Fill

The most difficult portion of the rail-with-trail concept was, and remains, the Stony Hollow Fill. Numerous
design concepts are possible, but have evolved to the following:

¢ Reduction of the critical fill length area to approximately 850’ by adding more fill material on each end
to increase width — the area not adjacent to the critical wetland area — minimizing the most difficult
spot for parallel occupation

e Potential excavation/lowering of the track on the fill to increase the cross-section to allow an 8’ trail
width in the critical middle region

e A supported, wooden, pile-structure with a deck such as on the wetland crossing of the Ashokan trail,
and roughly the same lineal distance and width standards.

Earlier research included the concept of a ‘detour” trail section along Rt. 28A with a wooden, wetland-crossing
structure at the lowest point remains viable, but grades, land acquisition, etc. of that concept to rejoin north of
the wetland crossing results in the fill modification recommendation.
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=== Boardwalk over Wetlands

* Below are photos of the walkway built over wetlands for the Ashokan Rail Trail about 1,000
feet west of the Ashokan Trailhead. This is the walkway that both OSI and Stone referred to
in their statements about the optimal solution for “rail with trail” at the Stony Hollow Fill.
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— Boardwalk over Wetlands

* The drawing below shows a cross-section of the boardwalk that was built over wetlands for

the Ashokan Rail Trail:
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Walkway Trail

* Below is a cross-section of the Stony Hollow fill showing the boardwalk alternative. It shows
the walkway separated by a ten-foot vertical distance from the tracks. This is similar to the
design shown on page 49 of “Rails with Trails - Best Practices” shown on the following slide
and appears to be the best option. In this case the walkway would be 845 feet in length with
additional fill used in the non-wetlands ends of the fill.

RAILROA™ =714

Stoney Hollow Fill Option 1

Decked platform on pilings Train

Platform would descend from track grade at
MP 8.56 to elevation shown at approximately
MP 8.65 and then ascend back to track grade

at MP 8.82.
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Stony Hollow Fill

- Walkway Tralil

This is similar to the design shown below on page 49 of “Rails with Trails - Best Practices”.

Y

' The maximum slope between the track
| roadbed and the trail should be 2to 1.

Barrier may be required if slope is

| The trail should be sloped away from
| greater than 33%

Figure 12: Minimum Rail-with-Trail Setback—Fill Sections (Depending on Situation)

the railway to provide proper drainage.
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* Another option suggested by Stone and Legislator Herb Litts, Ill, shows the fill being lowered
by two feet and the track shifted north by two feet in order to create room for a parallel trail.
Trail width can be increased by 2-3 feet for every additional foot the fill is lowered.

Stoney Hollow Fill Option 4A

Existing centering ——— —7/ 2
~®—— | Track shifted 5' toward
: ; o north side of fill
Low fill against rail pilings
with gravel trail to tie ends. 2y
Train i
Dynamic NORTH —
Envelope
B 12
10° >
4—-’0 . -a-+— Existing fill profile
|
Permiable graved |
il —

~——_ Grade lowered 4' at
west end of main fill

11



(ATSKILL

ey e  Stony Hollow Fill

RAILRO? ™~ "1

Shared Use Option

Below is another option that shows shared use between the railroad and the trail. The
photos below are from the Astoria Riverwalk Trail in Astoria, Oregon. This type of sharing
between rail and trail has been successfully implemented with heritage rail operations that
operate at restricted speed. The decking used here has been successfully used for both
bicycle and pedestrian use. This riverwalk was built in 1998.

For the Stony Hollow Fill rail and trail would share the fill with a fifteen-foot wide decking
built directly on top of the railroad tracks. Train would operate over this section at restricted
speed using special “stop and protect” operating rules similar to highway crossings. The fill is
straight with excellent visible line of sight.

LIPPERY )

WHEN
WET

12



(ATSKILL

MouNTAIN Stony Hollow Fill

RAILRO? ™ =714 |

Costs

Open Space Institute and GPI gave no specific cost estimates for the Stony Hollow Fill for a
parallel boardwalk. However, a review of construction documents for the Ashokan Rail Trail,
reveals a cost of $848,200 for the 521 foot long, 12-foot-wide Boardwalk:
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Stone Consulting put together an estimate of $845,000 for a 10-foot wide, 845-foot-long
boardwalk, at about $1,000 a linear foot.

Per Stone, the total cost of rail with trail for this segment would be $1,018,000 including
using fill for trail construction on each end.

Trail only would cost $522,000 mainly because of the costs of rail and tie removal, trail
construction costs, and a double safety railing needed.
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This summary shows that “Rail with Trail” is feasible for the Stony Hollow fill segment from
MP 8.56 to MP 8.8.

Both Open Space Institute and Stone Consulting have indicated that building a parallel
walkway above the wetlands area is the optimal solution.

However, it is more expensive than Trail-Only by about $5. million.

The CMRR believes that the economic gains from the Basin Road Terminal Site will more than
offset the costs of rail with trail leading to it by many times.
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December 2015
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https://catskillmountainrailroad.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/FINAL-Ulster-combined-report-from-STONE-12-15.pdf
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https://catskillmountainrailroad.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/2024-update-of-the-Catskill-Mountain-Railway-Rail-with-Trail-cost-estimates-and-concept-10-24-final.pdf
https://katrail.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/1_Ashokan-Rail-Trail-Engineering_Final-Report_Full_May-2023.pdf
https://katrail.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/1_Ashokan-Rail-Trail-Engineering_Final-Report_Full_May-2023.pdf
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