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A Proposed Community Utility Modernization Amendment to Article XIV 

Prepared by the Common Ground Alliance Amendments Working Group, June 2014 

Summary 

In the coming decades Adirondack communities will need to modernize and fortify infrastructure for 
transportation, water and communications, in order to protect our water resources, meet the needs of 
our residents and provide visitors with the amenities they require.  Our natural resources and our 
human communities will also be under increasing stress as climate change develops further.  Our 
ability to meet these challenges requires extension of existing administrative procedures for State 
highways to town and county roads so that our approaches to adaptation and modernization are 
comprehensive and effective.  But the evolved ownership pattern of our growing Forest Preserve 
lands, intermixed with human communities and transportation corridors, means that each footprint 
change for common utilities or town and county roads requires its own amendment to Article XIV. In 
this white paper, we explore the current and expected needs of the environment and communities and 
then propose a two-part amendment to Article XIV that allows for changes to utility and transportation 
infrastructures by means other than obtaining specific amendments for each small change. 
 

About this group 
 
We are not an officially appointed group. 
 
The issues we worked on arose from the ADK Futures Project and during a small workgroup session on 
this topic at the Common Ground Alliance Forum in 2012.  Neil Woodward and Karyn Richards 
continued to push on the work after the Forum.  In addition to Neil and Karyn, the working group 
members came to include David Mason, James Herman, Ross Whaley, Bill Farber, Sherman Craig, Ken 
Hamm, and Ed Frantz.  
 
60-70 interviews were done from Nov 2012 – Jan 2013. The working group met in Jan 2013.   A second 
round of interviews from May – October of 2013 reached about 25 people.  The working group met 
again on November 2013.  More research addressed some data questions and was done by Jan 2014.   
 
We consider this White Paper the final product of our working group.  We appreciated the time people 
gave as the work evolved.  Public comments and discussion are welcome.   
 

Background 
 
Roads that traverse the Forest Preserve exist because they predated the creation of it, specific 
amendments to Article XIV allowed the land to be used for a road, or roads were built pursuant to an old 
statute that the Attorney General subsequently opined as being unconstitutional.  The title to most of 
the roadway acres that cross Forest Preserve land remains Forest Preserve.  Therefore, the road rights 
of way do not confer the right to bury utilities under the roads, they only allow surface use for roadway 
purposes, e.g. vehicles and bicycles.  In addition, town and county roads must maintain their exact 
existing footprint in the Forest Preserve; any change enlarging of the footprint requires a Constitutional 
amendment, no matter how small. 
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The 1890s were a long time ago and history has shown that over time roads require modifications to 
improve storm water issues or address safety problems.  This need for small changes to road footprints 
was acknowledged in 1956 with the creation by amendment of the NYS Department of Transportation 
(DOT) Land Bank that established a “bank” of 400 Forest Preserve acres that could be used ”to eliminate 
dangerous curves or grades on State highways in Forest Preserve in the Adirondack Park and the 
Catskills.”  An administrative process governs “withdrawals” from the Land Bank in which DOT proposes 
a change then DEC, as the Forest Preserve landowner, can accept, reject or revise it. In effect, DOT 
interacts with DEC like any other land owner.  A second Land Bank was established for the Northway 
construction and functions in the same manner. 
 
In the 58 years of its operation the DOT Land Bank has functioned entirely without controversy, as has 
the Northway Land Bank.  Of the original 400 acres, 143 are left (7 acres are left in the Northway Land 
Bank).  Its steady but moderate use (see appendix for list of uses of the DOT Land Bank) shows that 
there are real needs associated with highways in the Forest Preserve.  But there are two serious 
limitations in the DOT Land Bank.  First, DOT cannot use it to reconfigure existing utilities associated 
with a State highway project.  Second, it cannot be used for County or Town roads that traverse the 
Forest Preserve. 
 
Until 1996, new utility lines were often placed on Forest Preserve lands.  Some utility lines “just 

appeared” on the land without any permission from the State; others were put on the land pursuant to 

Temporary Revocable Permits (TRPs) issued by DEC. These lines were of questionable constitutionality 

because of the anti-alienation, forever wild, and timber destruction bans in Article XIV, Section 1.  Then 

in 1996, the NYS Attorney General issued an opinion (OAG Formal Opinion No. 96-F2) confirming that 

these TRPs were, in fact, unconstitutional because they were not temporary and their purpose was not 

facilitating public use of the Forest Preserve.  Since the 1996 AG Opinion, DEC has denied any request 

for new utility lines on Forest Preserve lands, and has denied requests to heighten existing utility lines or 

relocate existing lines in a manner that increases incursion on Forest Preserve lands, including burial.  

Historically, site-specific amendments have passed to handle community health and safety needs such 

as new water wells for the Town of Raquette Lake, expansion of a cemetery in Keene and cutting of 

trees at the Arietta Airport for safety.  But amendments are a costly and cumbersome way to handle 

such small changes and arguably not items that should rise to be Constitutional issues.  Today, utility 

projects are often grant-funded and if you discover that your utility project requires an Article XIV 

amendment, it is usually impossible to get through two legislatures and the general election before your 

grant expires.  On two occasions, the work has actually been done prior to the passage of the 

authorizing amendments, which is not the way that our Constitution is supposed to work.  Often 

projects are simply dropped.   
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This happened with a grant-funded sewer 

project for Elizabethtown where there was an 

acceptable solution, except that it required 

running a pipe under Route 8 for a very short 

distance where there was small Forest Preserve 

parcel along one side of the road and river on 

the other side, which meant no pipes could be 

buried (see diagram to left).  A work-around was 

proposed but defeated by voters and today 

Elizabethtown still has no sewer.  Note the 

difficulty that the fragmented nature of the 

Forest Preserve and the prohibition against 

burial under roads presents. 

Current Needs 

The same issues that the DOT Land Bank 

addresses for State highways exist on County 

and Town roads in the Forest Preserve.  There 

are 291 miles of State highway bordered by Forest Preserve, 16 miles of County road and 1182 miles of 

Town roads.  Problems of safety, drainage and bridge decay are not limited to State Highways, but 

currently Counties and Towns have limited ability to make necessary changes when the Forest Preserve 

is involved.  They can only rebuild in the currently maintained footprint, which cannot be larger than the 

road’s original footprint. 

An example of this kind of problem is the Middleton bridge, a county owned bridge built in 1896 that is 

closed due to deterioration.  The bridge connects the Schroon River Road to the East Schroon River 

Road.  Instead of building in the same footprint, the bridge should be built higher and this requires 

moving to a different site.  But NYS owns 20 foot wide strips of land all along the river bank, which were 

gifted to the State.  DEC says that this land is Forest Preserve, although the Office or Real Property does 

not pay taxes on it as if it were.  Still, this small piece of land has prevented anything being done about 

this bridge - the practical impacts include longer times for ambulance runs and other inconveniences to 

local residents. 

The limitation of rights of way through the 

Forest Preserve to vehicular transport, i.e., the 

exclusion of utility transport, creates a serious 

and unnecessary burden on Adirondack and 

Catskill Communities.  In some cases, DOT is 

unable to make coherent changes to roads and 

utilities limiting the effectiveness of safety 

upgrades.  In Forestport, DOT was attempting 

to realign a curve on Route 28 but was not 

able to make the corresponding change to 

power poles and ended up abandoning the 

Pole almost 

in highway 

Isolated FP 

Fragment 

Proposed 

Site of 

Facility 

Unable to bury 

pipe under 

road here 
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project.  So, hazardous poles remain in the road right of way immediately adjacent to the pavement (see 

photo to left).  It is simply too hard to go through the amendment process for such a safety project. 

Upgrades to communications, particularly broadband Internet and mobile phone services, are a key 

public priority for all rural areas and certainly in the Park for economic development and quality of life.  

Improved water supplies, waste treatment and storm water management are also top priorities for 

infrastructure upgrades that protect our valuable lakes and streams.  These projects also bump up 

against Forest Preserve limitations.  In some cases, projects are dropped.  In others, a workaround is 

found that results in extra cost and delay.  A major high-speed data trunk was strung across the middle 

of the Park from Watertown to Westport during 2011 and 2012.  On Route 86 between Saranac Lake 

and Lake Placid the highway traverses Forest Preserve and it was not possible to bury the trunk fiber 

alongside or under the highway.  Instead a major detour along the railroad right of way (which is not in 

Forest Preserve) was required adding hundreds of thousands of dollars to the project.  In Wanakena, a 

tiny community, at least a million dollars was added to the cost of a water project to avoid buried pipes 

under Forest Preserve Land.  A fiber trunk will run from Tupper Lake to Long Lake on old refurbished 

poles because it can’t be buried, which is certain to cause future maintenance and reliability problems. 

Expansion of high-speed Internet service to all Adirondack communities and to all homes within those 

communities is an essential part of the economic development and revival of Park communities. 

Availability of Internet and cellphone services are also critical to the tourism economy of the Park.  New 

business development requires modern, high-speed, affordable communications. If nothing else, all 

school children need good internet service at home as part of their learning environment lest they be 

unfairly put at a disadvantage as they enter college or a career.  Because of the restrictions on the use of 

Forest Preserve land imposed by the Constitution, it is impossible to reach a portion of the current 

population.  Similar arguments can be made about building, or extending, water treatment systems and 

changing from surface water to wells as required by law for public drinking water supplies. 

Future Needs 

The need to make changes associated with roads and utilities that cross the Forest Preserve will only 

increase.  Adaptation to climate change will increasingly require that we fortify, expand and rebuild our 

road, bridge, culvert, and storm water management infrastructure in order to handle extreme weather 

events, especially frequent and severe flood flows.  We will need bigger, wider and higher bridges over 

our streams and rivers.  This almost certainly will require changes in footprint at times – a culvert that is 

twice as wide, or a much stronger bridge abutment, for example. For State Highways, the DOT Land 

Bank can be used.  But each bridge or culvert on County or Town roads that requires a footprint change 

on Forest Preserve will require an individual amendment to allow the change.  There are 65 bridges 

touching Forest Preserve on State Highways for which the DOT Land Bank applies.  There are 79 bridges 

on Town or County roads.  There are 205 large culverts on the Forest Preserve and thousands of small 

ones.  No data is available for Town and County roads but it is easy to see that there would be hundreds 

and thousands of these with no ability to change their footprint. 

It simply would be impossible to write amendments for all the changes that will be required to build 

proper storm water works on Town and County roads in response to climate change adaptation.  

Imagine how statewide voters would react to a long series of specific amendments for a bigger culvert, a 

larger bridge abutment and buried pipe.    
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These are not the only future challenges we will face.  Protecting the quality of water in our lakes and 

rivers will require multiple efforts, many aimed at thwarting invasive species.  Pollution from old or 

inadequate septic systems, water treatment facilities that overflow in storms, and runoff from 

agricultural and residential lands also produce toxic algae blooms and other degradations in water 

quality.  Our tourism industry depends on maintaining pristine waters and we cannot have unnecessary 

obstacles in the way of meeting these challenges.  But such improvements are going to inevitably bump 

up against Forest Preserve parcels where the option of simply burying a pipe isn’t available. 

Our concerns for fish and wildlife adaption to climate change will also lead us to improve corridors for 

their migration up Forest Preserve streams, for example.  Different configurations for culverts are a key 

part of this effort and they will likely require changes in footprint to Forest Preserve land usage.   

Ultimately our response to climate change has to be a 

reduction in our emission of greenhouse gasses and large 

reductions in fossil fuel burning.  Increasing our use of clean 

renewable energy is thus a major public policy goal. 

Historically, many lakes within the Park once provided their 

local community with power.  Some have been restarted and 

there are occasional attempts to restart others. The dam on 

Indian Lake is an example where a small parcel of Forest 

Preserve land prevents the implementation of that project.  

The dam was built in 1898 for flood control and there is an 

access road with power lines already running to the site for 

dam operations.   But to add turbines requires a fraction of an 

acre of Forest Preserve to gain an additional benefit from this 

existing dam.  Having a mechanism to facilitate small 

distributed power projects should be a high priority. 

Proposed Amendment 

To address these current and future utility and transportation needs, we are proposing the following 

two-part amendment.  The first part of the amendment is a “use amendment” that allows burial of 

utility pipes and wires under legal road rights of way on State, County and Town roads that traverse 

Forest Preserve.  The second part creates a new land bank of 500 acres that can be used for utilities, 

climate adaptation and public safety changes to roads.  No changes to the existing two land banks are 

proposed. 

The use amendment portion broadens the definition of transportation corridor to allow transport of 

utilities like water, waste water, power, gas, telephone, cable TV, Internet, etc., as long as they are 

buried within the existing right of way.  It does not allow extension of aerial pole lines, or submerged 

cables.  This use change would also grandfather all legal and active utility lines, including aerial, buried 

or submerged, whether or not they are associated with roads.  As the Forest Preserve grew, it 

encompassed existing utility lines all over the Park.  While no one contemplates removing them, they do 

need to be made legal so they can be maintained and replaced due to deterioration when necessary. 

Indian 

Lake 

Dam 

Site 
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This portion of the amendment is not a land swap.  Nothing is being taken out of the Forest Preserve 

and the burial of utility lines within existing road rights of way will have no adverse impact on the Forest 

Preserve.  It should have the effect of causing more utilities to be buried. 

The creation of a third land bank extends the successfully functioning DOT land bank concept to town 

and county roads.  The same administrative process would apply with DOT working with towns or 

counties to bring a proposed change to DEC for approval. DOT could also use this new land bank for 

existing utility changes related to road projects.  This land bank is to be used when no feasible 

alternative exists as there are a limited number of acres available.  In addition, the new land bank can be 

used for more purposes than the existing DOT land bank: 

 Utility reconfigurations associated with a road change will be allowed for all types of roads 

 Public health, safety and welfare projects not associated with roads, such as water wells and 

water distribution, airport safety, additions to cemeteries, transfer stations, fire and rescue 

buildings 

 Environmental projects such as water treatment facilities and pipelines, storm water control 

efforts, bridge and culvert replacements for fish and wildlife habitat connectivity 

 Projects that facilitate renewable energy sources, such as restarting existing small hydro dams 

 Short aerial utility lines of no more than 4 poles where no buried option is possible 

No project can be larger than 10 acres.  No one town can use more than 20 acres.  No single project can 

involve more than a ½ mile of road or 4 poles.  Projects larger than these metrics will require their own 

amendment.  The new land bank will be available for all Forest Preserve lands including those in the 

Catskills and outside the boundaries of the Adirondack and Catskill parks, which are also subject to 

Article IXV Section 3. 

In proposing a size of 500 acres we are being extremely conservative.  As we noted there are many more 

miles of town and county road than state highway and more bridges and culverts on these than on the 

state highways.  But simply using these numbers to scale up the existing DOT land bank would result in a 

minimum size for the new land bank of 1200 acres which we believe is too large.  Instead we have 

chosen to advocate for the smaller figure of 500 acres to maintain the sense of scarcity that has served 

the DOT land bank well.  These acres will remain Forest Preserve, only use easements will be given, not 

land in fee. 

We propose that 500 acres be bought and put in the Forest Preserve as part of creating the Land Bank 

and these lands be of the highest quality ecologically and/or recreationally, even though this 

amendment does not actually remove anything from the Forest Preserve.  With this provision, the 

amendment takes a balanced approach to helping communities modernize and improving the Forest 

Preserve.  By limiting our proposal to 500 acres, it will be more feasible to find such a parcel and pay for 

it.  We propose that the acres should be added to the Forest Preserve before the first use of Land Bank 

Three is approved.   

How does the new Land Bank part of this proposal meet the Adirondack Council Criteria? 
 
The Adirondack Council has been a leader in developing criteria for changes to the Forest Preserve that 
meet the needs of Park communities and improve our wild lands.  We show in this section how we 
believe our proposed Use Amendment and Land Bank fully meets each of their six criteria. 
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Note that the AC criteria are about land exchanges, like NYCO, or the IP exchange.  However, this 
proposed amendment is not an exchange.  This proposal is (1)like prior use amendments - those 
allowing roads, the use of Whiteface Mountain, Gore Mountain as ski centers, etc and (2)the two 
existing DOT Land Banks.  These are different from land swaps like NYCO or IP which involved private 
land owners.  Nonetheless, the criteria are well thought out and they remain a useful way to evaluate 
this proposal. 
 
 

1. The proposed land exchange must be narrowly defined, specific in purpose, limited in scope, 
and be supported by important public policy objectives; 

The proposed amendment is narrowly defined to meet the utility and transportation 

modernization needs of communities.  It addresses many important policy objectives:  

water quality protection, climate change adaptation, widespread deployment of 

broadband internet service to name a few. 

 

2. The land currently in the Forest Preserve proposed for exchange cannot have unique 
biological, environmental, or hydrologic features, cannot include critical wildlife pathways, 
and cannot be part of a contiguous parcel that would become non-contiguous after the 
exchange; 

The land we would be using in these situations is either a) under a road or b) adjacent to 

an existing road or bridge, or c) chosen to not have any of the above characteristics when 

a parcel is needed for something like a water treatment facility. 

 

3. The ecological, biological, hydrological, physiographic, and/or locational qualities of the 
parcel(s) to be received should be superior to those of the parcel(s) being exchanged, and 
these qualities of the parcel(s) to be exchanged should be such that the parcel(s) would be a 
candidate for addition to the Forest Preserve absent any exchange proposal.  

These are excellent criteria to use in picking the land to be used to balance the acres in 

the Land Bank. In addition, we note that the Land Bank acreage will not change 

ownership – it will remain Forest Preserve forever.  This is the same approach as the 2 

existing Land Banks and the existing road amendments. 

 

4. If the land received will not add significantly more acres to the Forest Preserve than 
contained in the acreage of lands taken out of the Preserve, or the appraised value of the 
parcel(s) being received is not substantially higher than the appraised value of the parcel(s) 
being given up, then the parcel(s) to be received must be overwhelmingly superior to that 
being exchanged, taking into consideration biodiversity, flora, fauna, animal pathways, 
watershed characteristics, streams, lakes and other water bodies in the parcel(s); 

As already indicated, the FP land to be used is next to or under a road while the land to be 

added to the FP can be of high quality.  The Land Bank acres used will remain Forest 

Preserve, no acres will be removed.  This proposal actually expands the Forest Preserve 

by 500 acres.  Previous land banks and road amendments did not have any provision to 
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add Forest Preserve lands.  This time, we believe, a 500 acre addition should part of a 

balanced proposal. 

 

5. Any impact of the proposed exchange on local communities must be, on balance, 
substantially to the benefit of those communities; 

Obviously, the entire intent of the proposed amendment is to allow communities to 

modernize utilities, transportation and adapt well to climate change. A direct substantial 

financial benefit to towns and counties arises from rebuilding bridges and culverts to a 

standard that avoids having to replace them repeatedly, in their same footprint, storm 

after storm. 

 

6. Taken as a whole, the proposed land exchange must achieve a significant improvement to 
the Forest Preserve and/or a long term benefit either to the local communities being 
affected or to the People of the State in general. 

We believe that this amendment will add 500 excellent acres to the Forest Preserve and 

provide enormous benefit to Park communities, improving their sustainability over the 

next 100 years. 

 

 
Appendices 
 

1.  Maps showing roads that cross FP with bridges and culverts indicated 
2. Uses of the DOT Land Bank (data from DOT) 
3. AG Formal Opinion No. 96-F2 (data from Lexis/Nexis) 

 

 

Appendix 1:    Maps 

 

 The Park is large so it is difficult to show detailed map data.  For our purposes we have chosen 
to produce the map as one large PDF file.  Go to the link below and you can zoom in and out, 
moving around to parts of the map of interest.    
 

 Here is the link:   
 https://adkfutures.files.wordpress.com/2014/06/roads-bridges-in-forest-preserve3.pdf  
(Be patient, this is a very large file and takes a long time to download.  Do not try to look at it on 
a small screen.  It works best using the Chrome browser.) 
 

 Town and County roads in Forest Preserve are highlighted with yellow.    Bridges and large 
culverts on Town and County roads are shown in red. 

 
 
The map and the data details were produced by Barton and Loguidice of Syracuse. 

https://adkfutures.files.wordpress.com/2014/06/roads-bridges-in-forest-preserve3.pdf
http://www.bartonandloguidice.com/
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Date Highway Name SH# County Area Applied for Length Remarks 
   Acres Miles  

 # of Entries 85    
 Total Acres 249.877    
 Remaining Acres 150.123    

25-Nov-58 Aidenlaire - Newcomb, Pt. 1 5187 Essex 1.392 0.172 Highway Relocation 
25-Nov-58 Aidenlaire - Newcomb 5187 Essex 3.735 0.276 Highway Relocation 
17-Aug-60 Blue Mountain Lake - Indian Lake 5704-A Hamilton 21.346 1.769 Highway Relocation 
20-Mar-59 Newcomb-Long Lake 5189 Hamilton 4.085 0.563 Highway Relocation 
14-Oct-59 Cairo-Windham 5583 Greene 12.316 1.297 Highway Relocation 
04-May-61 Duane Center-Mountain Pond 9007 Franklin 3.687 0.721 Highway Relocation 
06-Sep-60 Duane Center-Mountain Pond 9007 Franklin 2.040 0.249 Highway Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-Co. Line 1100 Hamilton 3.090 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-No. Village 8152 Hamilton 0.091 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-No. Village 8152 Hamilton 8.114 0.407 Highway Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-No. Village 8152 Hamilton 6.873 0.435 Highway Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-No. Village 8152 Hamilton 4.279 0.114 Highway Relocation 
01-Dec-61 Indian Lake-No. Village 8152 Hamilton 9.839 0.407 Highway Relocation 
19-Jan-61 Merrills Corners-Colling Corners-Clinto8129 Franklin 2.434 0.408 Highway Relocation 
21-Nov-62 Elizabethttown-Keene, Pt. 1 5239 Essex 6.104 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
21-Nov-62 Elizabethttown-Keene, Pt. 2 5238 Essex 8.952 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
11-Dec-62 Elizabethtown-Keeseville, Pt 2 8314 Essex 2.886 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
14-Dec-65 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 1.447 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
14-Dec-65 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 3.396 0.185 Highway Relocation 
14-Dec-65 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 3.432 0.247 Highway Relocation 
13-Jun-66 Wells-Speculator, Pt. 1 5514 Hamilton 14.873 0.653 Highway Relocation 
13-Jun-66 Wells-Speculator, Pt. 1 5514 Hamilton 2.605 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
13-Jun-66 Wells-Speculator, Pt. 1 5514 Hamilton 0.060 0.000 Wide-No Relocation 
20-Jul-66 Santa Clara-Lake Meachum 1252 Franklin 0.694 0.046 Relocation 
11-Aug-66 Santa Clara-Lake Meachum 1252 Franklin 0.151 0.000 Widening 
31-Oct-66 Wells-Speculator, Pt. 2 5523 Hamilton 1.232 0.091 Relocation 
06-Feb-67 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 1.269 0.459 Reconstruction 
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06-Feb-67 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 0.336 0.023 Reconstruction 
 

06-Feb-67 Bloomingdale-Merrills Corners 9012 Franklin 4.225 0.807 Reconstruction 
18-Jun-67 Saxton-Cairo 9301 Greene 0.523 0.090 Reconstruction 
03-Nov-67 Chestertown-Hague, Pt. 2 1118 Warren 0.411 0.076 Reconstruction 
03-Nov-67 Chestertown-Hague, Pt. 3 1228 Warren 13.307 0.748 Reconstruction 
03-Nov-67 Chestertown-Hague, Pt. 3 1228 Warren 10.371 0.150 Reconstruction 
07-Feb-68 Sarnac Inn-Sarnac Inn Station 9011 Franklin 7.283 0.293 Reconstruction 
19-Sep-69 Wells-Speculator, Pt. 1 5514 Hamilton 4.683 0.000 Reconstruction 
17-Nov-69 Duane Center-Mountain Pond 9007 Franklin 0.978 0.000 Relocation 
17-Nov-69 Duane Center-Mountain Pond 9007 Franklin 4.704 0.000 Relocation 
17-Nov-69 Merrills Corners-Colling Corners-Clinto8129 Franklin 3.131 0.000 Relocation 
15-Jan-70 Moody-Hamilton County Line 1250 Franklin 8.933 1.901 Reconstruction 
15-Jan-70 Moody-Hamilton County Line 1250 Franklin 2.397 0.314 Reconstruction 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Revised 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Revised 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.000 0.000 Withdrawn 
17-Dec-70 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.119 0.006 Reconstruction 
25-Apr-73 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 1.125 0.252 Reconstruction 
25-Apr-73 Jay-Lake Placid, Pt. 2 5500 Essex 0.642 0.523 Reconstruction 
02-May-73 Star Lake-Cranberry Lake 8269 St. Lawrence 6.979 1.710 Reconstruction 
02-May-73 Star Lake-Cranberry Lake 8269 St. Lawrence 5.974 2.109 Reconstruction 
02-May-73 Star Lake-Cranberry Lake 8269 St. Lawrence 1.128 0.250 Reconstruction 
16-Dec-74 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 0.077 0.000 Reconstruction 
16-Dec-74 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 0.214 0.000 Reconstruction 
16-Dec-74 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 0.433 0.000 Reconstruction 
16-Dec-74 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 1.124 0.000 Reconstruction 
09-Jan-75 Old Forge-Eagle Bay 8180 Herkimer 2.807 0.000 Reconstruction 
09-Jan-75 Old Forge-Eagle Bay 8180 Herkimer 2.628 0.000 Reconstruction 
09-Jan-75 Old Forge-Eagle Bay 8180 Herkimer 3.846 0.000 Reconstruction 
31-Mar-75 Wawbeek-Lake Clear Junction, Pt. 1 8135 Franklin 0.151 0.048 Reconstruction 
14-Oct-75 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 1.157 0.000 Reconstruction 
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14-Oct-75 Kingston-West Hurley 5173 Ulster 0.317 0.000 Reconstruction 
13-Jul-78 Kaaterskill-Clove 5588 Greene 1.258 0.000 Reconstruction 
18-Dec-79 Speculator-Indian Lake, Pt. 2B 8351 Hamilton 0.081 0.000 Reconstruction 
21-Sep-81 Wawbeek 9010 Franklin 3.406 0.000 Reconstruction 

 
02-Nov-84 Schroon Lake-Ticonderoga 5541 Essex 5.719 0.000 Reconstruction 
02-Nov-84 Schroon Lake-Ticonderoga 5541 Essex 0.524 0.611 Reconstruction 
10-Oct-84 Kaaterskill-Clove 5588 Greene 0.021 0.000 Reconstruction 
31-Jan-85 Schroon Lake-Ticonderoga 5541 Essex 0.097 0.000 Reconstruction 
07-Feb-85 Grove-Blue Mountain Lake 8301 Hamilton 1.044 0.000 Maintenance Area 
11-Mar-85 Bolton Landing-Sabbathday Pt. 1718 Warren 2.960 0.000 Reconstruction 
22-Jan-86 Maintenance Subheadquarters at Rac Racquette LaHamilton 6.410 0.000 Maintenance Area 
17-Feb-87 Seveys Corners-Colton 8319 St. Lawrence 0.514 0.425 Reconstruction 
12-Apr-89 Kaaterskill-Clove 5588 Greene 0.139 0.000 Reconstruction 
08-Aug-89 Nobleboro-Morehouse 874 Hamilton 0.584 0.032 Reconstruction 
08-Aug-89 Coldbrook-Nobleboro, Pt. 3 8090 Herkimer 2.923 0.175 Reconstruction 
05-Jul-90 Jay-Lake Placid 5540 Essex 0.171 0.000 Reconstruction 
14-Mar-91 Wells-Weavertown 8428 Warren 0.035 0.000 Reconstruction 
08-Oct-91 Kaaterskill-Clove 5588 Greene 0.080 0.000 Reconstruction 
07-Apr-95 Warrensburg-Thowman Section 1021 Warren 0.251 0.000 Reconstruction 
05-Jun-01 Riverside-Wevertown, Part 1 5055 Warren 0.063 0.000 Reconstruction 
29-Jan-04 Phoenicia-Stony Clove, Part 2 47-009 Greene 0.042 0.000 Reconstruction 
06-Aug-04 Saranac Lake-Lake Clear Junction, Pa1179 Franklin 3.130 0.000 Maintenance Area 
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