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I. Executive Summary 

The Schoharie Creek Trail Concept Plan was developed in the spring of 2016 as a Studio Project 

of the University at Albany’s Masters in Regional Planning Program, in partnership with the 

organization Schoharie Area Long Term, Inc. (SALT). The purpose of the project was to advance 

the planning process for a 38-mile trail along the Schoharie Creek from Esperance to Blenheim 

– a concept that has been coalescing for decades to enhance resilience, recreational 

opportunities, and economic development in the Schoharie Valley.  The Studio completed three 

tasks: 1) conducted a public involvement process, 2) developed baseline data for the vision plan 

based on analysis of existing conditions, as well as opportunities and challenges, and 3) 

developed a Vision Plan for a trail through the Schoharie Valley. 

The Vision Plan presents three alternative regional trail concepts:  

 Shared-use Trail: a hard surface path separated from traffic, following the Creek. 

 Creekside Trail + Blue-way: a natural surface trail closely follows the creek, where a Blue-

way “water trail” is emphasized north of the Cobleskill. Creek access points are enhanced 

with boat launches, way-finding, and information kiosks. 

 Custom Fit Trail: applies different trail types, including hard surface, natural surface, hilltop 
hiking trail, and blue-way “water trail”, to different corridor sections according to where 
they are most desired and/or feasible. This alternative is recommended by the Studio, and 
is shown on the next page. 

All alternatives provide a variety of user experiences for visitors and residents, treating the trail 
as a regional connector, and the Village Centers as trail gateways. Village Center Concepts for 
Esperance, Schoharie, Middleburgh, and Blenheim follow the regional alternatives to integrate 
the Custom Fit Trail vision into specific assets and destinations in the corridor. 

Supporting analyses for the Vision Plan are provided in the appendices of this report, and 
include the baseline existing conditions report, a community assets inventory, review of existing 
planning documents, trail user survey analysis, an opportunities and challenges report 
(including a summary of public input), trail benefits analysis, an economic development 
summary, collaborative strategies for working with landowners, and a copy of New York State’s 
Recreational Use Statute. 

Going forward, SALT will coordinate a formal Schoharie Creek Trail Feasibility Study, working 

closely with the Schoharie County Planning and Development Agency, as well as other agencies, 

organizations, and individuals. The Existing Conditions Report and Vision Plan developed by this 

studio group serve as resources for the Feasibility Study and for promoting the trail concept 

throughout the region.  
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Custom Fit Trail 

  

 

Description: 

• Applies different trail types 

according to the corridor sections 

where they are most appropriate. 

• Natural surface, on-street, multi-

use path, hilltop hiking trail. 

• Paved path between Schoharie and 

Middleburgh makes use of 

abandoned railroad ROW as well as 

linear utility parcels. 

• Blue-way emphasized in Schoharie 

Creek first North of Central Bridge 

(where water levels are highest), 

followed by the section south to 

Middleburgh. 

• Phased Implementation 

Opportunities: 

• Provides “best fit” trail to physical 

constraints and recreation 

interests 

• Will likely maximize the amenities 

offered by the trail for investment 

in construction and maintenance 

Challenges: 

• May seem dis-jointed through the 

corridor. 

• Limits some uses to particular 

sections. 

 

Visitor Experience: 

Visitors can target their daily itineraries based on 

preferred activities and destinations of interest, using 

village centers as trailheads and to access services. 

Water recreation in the northern half of the corridor is 

complemented by hill-top hiking opportunities in the 

south, accessing state forests on the east side of the 

Creek. The path will connect with the Long Path in the 

Village of Middleburgh and Mine Kill State Park, 

creating an opportunity for visitors to hike a loop 

around the southern section of the creek’s hilltops. A 

hard surface path between Middleburgh and Schoharie 

will provide a direct, safe accessible connection 

between these major activity centers. 
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II. Project Context 

The Schoharie Creek Trail project was conceived in order 

to meet three complimentary goals: mitigation, 

conservation, and recreation.  The Valley was significantly 

damaged by Tropical Storm Irene, a 500 year flood event 

that occurred in August 2011.  The trail project integrates 

flood mitigation with quality of life and ecological 

concerns in a vision that promotes the economic and 

social revitalization of the communities in the Schoharie 

Creek basin.  The project is coordinated by Schoharie 

Area Long Term Recovery (SALT) as an effort to not only 

revitalize communities, but increase their resiliency.  

Creating resiliency is like putting together pieces of a 

puzzle.  Housing, jobs, farms, residents, community 

services and recreation are each a piece of the puzzle.  

One way to create a more resilient community is to 

strengthen and diversify the existing social and economic 

elements of the community.  A trail along the Schoharie Creek offers a way to diversify the economy 

through tourism and expand recreation opportunities for residents thereby adding to the quality of life 

that will help attract and retain residents in the region.  The trail can be one of the puzzle pieces that 

contribute to the revitalization and improved resiliency of the Schoharie Valley.   

SALT’s goal is to develop a concept plan for a roughly 38 mile shared use trail along the Schoharie Creek 

that can be used for walking, running, bicycling, cross-country skiing, water craft and equestrians.  The 

proposed trail will connect the hamlets of and villages of Blenheim, Breakabeen, Fultonham, 

Middleburgh, Schoharie, Central Bridge, and Esperance, and would branch off to connect to commercial 

and residential centers.  The purpose of the UAlbany Graduate Planning Studio project is to create a 

vision for the trail that will support community resiliency and help transform the creek from a threat to 

an opportunity.   

The studio completed three tasks. 

1) Conduct a public involvement process. 

The studio group coordinated three listening sessions in February and March of 2016. An online and 

paper form was developed to gather input about the opportunities, challenges, and important 

destinations that should be considered in the trail vision. Respondents were provided with a blank map 

of the Schoharie Valley, and were asked to draw their vision for the trail directly on it. The studio group 

additionally used an online interactive map as a repository for regional assets and destinations to 

inform the trail vision.  The studio group additionally analyzed online survey data previously collected 

by SALT about activities of interest in connection with a trail. 
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2) Develop baseline data for the vision plan based on analysis of existing conditions, opportunities and 

challenges. 

Existing community plans were reviewed, along with physical and environmental conditions of the study 

area.  Potential rights-of-way for the trail were also analyzed.  This information is summarized in an 

Existing Conditions Report in Appendix A.  The opportunities and challenges are listed in Table 1 and are 

discussed in greater detail in Appendix F. 

Table 1. Opportunities and Challenges 

Opportunities Challenges 

FEMA buyout properties Active rail line 

Broad community support Creek meanders and flooding 

Several landowners are willing to construct the 
trail across their property or allow trail access from 
their property 

Constructing the trail on river bottom soils will require 
special construction and engineering.   
Note: Route 30 is constructed on the same soils. 

Recommended in multiple plans Some Creekside landowners are opposed to the trail 

Abandoned railroad between Schoharie and 
Middleburgh 

 

Existing cultural & historic attractions  

Promote tourism & economic development  

Some publicly owned land within creek corridor  

Expand recreation options  

Connection with Long Path  

 

3) Develop a Vision Plan for a trail through the Schoharie Valley. 

Based on the public input gathered and the existing conditions in the region, this report presents a 

Vision Plan for the Schoharie Creek Trail.  The Vision Plan introduces three concepts for creating a trail 

between the towns in the valley and a trail concept for each village center.  The Vision Plan also 

proposes a branding concept for promotions and wayfinding throughout the valley and identifies 

potential strategies for working collaboratively with private property owners.   
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 Opportunities and Challenges Map 
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III. Trail Benefits Analysis 
Trails and greenways are often built to highlight an area’s natural, historic, and cultural 

features. They are paths created for the purpose of walking, bicycling, horseback riding, 

snowmobiling and other forms of recreation or transportation. Trails may be publicly or 

privately owned, and in some cases they are the result of public-private partnerships. The 

benefits of trails are wide ranging: 

 They promote community identity by functioning as links to natural preserves, parks, 

cultural features and historic sites.  

 They improve quality of life within communities by providing recreational spaces for 

families, outdoor classrooms, and opportunities for residents and neighbors to interact. 

  They improve community health by improving air quality and encouraging physical 

activity – which is important for maintaining both physical and mental well-being.  

 Trails improve local economies by promoting tourism, raising property values, and 

encouraging small business growth and entrepreneurship.  

 

The Schoharie Valley offers a plethora of natural, historic, and cultural assets scattered along 

the length of the Schoharie Creek. A trail in this region would provide unique opportunities to 

highlight the wealth of attractions throughout the valley while providing a wide range of 

benefits for residents in the area.  See Appendix G for an in-depth discussion of the economic, 

health, and community benefits of trails. 
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IV. Vision Concept 

 

Branding Concept for Promotions and Wayfinding 

The Vision Plan for the Schoharie Creek Trail integrates a 
diverse range of trail-oriented activities, represented as 
individual puzzle pieces. These activities and supporting trail 
facilities can be adapted to what the particular conditions, 
needs, and opportunities are throughout the 30+ mile 
corridor.  Just as housing, jobs, farms, Main Streets, recreation and residents are puzzles pieces 
that fit together to revitalize a community and create resiliency, the trail concept includes a 
variety of puzzle pieces that fit together to create a multi-use community trail network that 
connects the creek to village centers and provides a variety of experiences for both residents 
and visitors. 
 
Trail as a Connector 
Enhancing connections is an important objective of any trail or transportation facility, but it is 
especially important in developing the vision and for the Schoharie Creek Valley context 
because of the diversity of regional assets and varied topography. Additionally, enhanced 
connections between village centers, parks, forest highlands, and the creek emerged as one of 
the top three opportunities identified by community members during public meetings. 
 
Village Centers as Gateways  
Village centers break the corridor and the trail 
into sections that make for manageable day trips 
or afternoon excursions. Information kiosks and 
way-finding at each Village Center will highlight 
the destinations and activities within that section 
of trail, but also make it clear that the village and 
the particular section of trail being used are part 
of a much larger, regional system that invites trail 
users to come back to and explore the different 
facets of it again and again. 
 
Concept Map for Trail Connections between 
Towns 
There are several types of trails that are possible 
in the Schoharie Valley depending on how the trail will be used.  Each type of trail and potential 
user group represents different puzzle pieces that can be fit together given the particular 
opportunities and challenges within each section of the trail.  The trail options include:  

 Water trail or blue-way that focuses on water recreation. This type of trail may not have 
physical trail along the shore, but instead has improved water access with docking, 
canoe/kayak storage, information kiosk about fish wildlife or destinations in town. 
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 Hilltop hiking trail. A lot of visions for the trail focused on the land directly adjacent to 
the Creek, but the concentration of State forests on either side of the Creek South of 
Middleburgh, along with the Long Path, creates a great opportunity for creating a closed 
loop that centers around the Creek and allows hikers to view it from up top, hike down, 
and then back up again, or down, and into the Village of Middleburgh 

 Multi-use path could be paved or crusher run path shared by cyclists and pedestrians, or 
shared with existing snowmobile trails for example. 

 Dirt/ low-volume seasonal roads. A few of these were identified in Esperance at the 
public meetings and may represent an opportunity for connecting the village center to 
the Arboretum and preserve. 

 Enhancing bike/pedestrian facilities on the road network to connect to village centers 

 Natural surface (mowed grass, cleared brush). This is a lower-maintenance and lower-
cost alternative that could be considered.  This type of trail may be more limited in use 
and need to be closed more often after heavy rains or mild floods that make the soil 
muddy and prone to compaction. 

 

Each of the trail types was considered for the Schoharie Valley and three concepts were 

identified as having the greatest potential to both meet community expectations and be 

feasible based on existing conditions:  

 Shared-use Trail 

 Creekside Trail + Blue-way 

 Custom Fit Trail 

 

    
                                  

Source: en.wikipedia.org Source: www.youtube.com 

Source: www.dec.ny.gov 
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Shared-use Trail 
 

 

 

Description: 

• Hard surface path 

separated from traffic, 

following the Creek. 

• Allow for mix of uses. 

• Phased Implementation. 

Opportunities: 

• Allows for greatest 

flexibility of use 

• Gives an impression of 

permanence, intention, 

and investment 

Challenges: 

• Most costly option in terms 

of materials and 

construction. 

• Most challenging in terms 

of: 

- Landowner agreements 

- Geographic barriers 

- Soil suitability constraints 

 

Visitor Experience: 

The shared use path provides a 
continuous, safe, and clearly 
demarcated path along the Creek. 
The hard surface, separated from 
traffic, allows for greatest flexibility 
of uses, such as biking, roller 
skating, equestrian use, walking, 
and running. This type of trail is 
accessible for people of all abilities. 
In the winter, packed snow on the 
trail can support cross-country 
skiing, snowshoeing and 
snowmobiling. 
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Creekside Trail + Blue-way Description: 

• The blue-way “water trail” concept is 

emphasized in the Schoharie Creek 

north of the Cobleskill in Phase I 

(where water levels are higher). The 

water trail could be extended to the 

southern section of the corridor in 

later phases in agreement with the 

NYPA in managing the Blenheim-

Gilboa dam. 

• Natural-surface (including packed dirt, 

crushed stone, gravel), low-

maintenance trail follows creek 

closely, with key linkages and way-

finding in village centers. 

• Enhanced Blue-way access points with 

boat launches, way-finding, 

information kiosks.  

Opportunities: 

• Blue-way provides continuity in areas 

where creek side trail development is 

not feasible. 

• Integration of unique water-based 

recreation activities: boating, 

swimming, and fishing. 

• Natural surface trail has lower 

maintenance costs than hard surface. 

Challenges: 

• Natural surface may require more 

maintenance and limited use after 

heavy rains and snow thaws 

• Landowner agreements and 

geographic constraints may pose a 

challenge to a trail that closely follows 

the creek. 

 

 

Visitor Experience: 

Visitors are linked between village centers and creek access 

points with fishing and non-motorized boating 

opportunities. The Creek is highlighted as a Blue-way or 

water trail that parallels a natural surface creek side trail 

(packed dirt, mowed grass, mulch), which will have a 

“slower pace” of activity than hard surface trails 

accommodating cyclists and roller skaters. This vision 

involves more of a grassroots approach to trail development 

and maintenance, and the trail alignment can be changed 

over time as regional destinations change and evolve.  

 



 13 Schoharie Creek Trail Concept Plan 13 

Custom Fit Trail 

 

Description: 

• Applies different trail types 

according to the corridor sections 

where they are most appropriate. 

• Natural surface, on-street, multi-use 

path, hilltop hiking trail. 

• Paved path between Schoharie and 

Middleburgh makes use of 

abandoned railroad ROW as well as 

linear utility parcels. 

• Blue-way emphasized in Schoharie 

Creek first North of Central Bridge 

(where water levels are highest), 

followed by the section south to 

Middleburgh. 

• Phased Implementation 

Opportunities: 

• Provides “best fit” trail to physical 

constraints and recreation interests 

• Will likely maximize the amenities 

offered by the trail for investment in 

construction and maintenance 

Challenges: 

• May seem dis-jointed through the 

corridor. 

• Limits some uses to particular 

sections. 

 
Visitor Experience: 

Visitors can target their daily itineraries based on 

preferred activities and destinations of interest, 

using village centers as trailheads and to access 

services. Water recreation in the northern half of 

the corridor is complemented by hill-top hiking 

opportunities in the south, accessing state forests 

on the east side of the Creek. The path will connect 

with the Long Path in the Village of Middleburgh 

and Mine Kill State Park, creating an opportunity for 

visitors to hike a loop around the southern section 

of the creek’s hilltops. A hard surface path between 

Middleburgh and Schoharie will provide a direct, 

safe accessible connection between these major 

activity centers. 
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The Schoharie Creek Trail Experience 

Building any one of the trail concepts through the Schoharie 

Valley will provide a wide range of experiences for both 

residents and visitors.   

For Residents: 

 Enjoy a relaxing day of scenic creek-side views while 
walking the dog along a traffic free path.  

 Take advantage of an attractive place to walk during a 
lunch break or after work. 

 Experience the natural beauty of the valley alongside 
friends and neighbors. 

 Rest easy knowing that children have a safe and 

inviting place for a variety of physical activities. 

 Visit your neighbors with an invigorating walk or ride 

between village centers. 

 Relish in an evening stroll and experience the sunset by the water side, 

For Visitors: 

 Experience the charm of the Schoharie Valley with a walk or ride between village 

centers. Explore historic sites, farm stands, and local businesses. 

 Enjoy the convenience of bike rentals in the historic village centers. 

 Learn about the unique historic and ecological aspects of the Schoharie Valley through 

the assortment of educational installations along the trail. 

 Experience a peaceful getaway from the hustle and bustle of city life with a long 

weekend or overnight stay at any of the B&B’s throughout the valley. 

 Become immersed in the colonial feel of the valley by shopping, eating and drinking in 

one of the quaint village centers after a day on the trail. 

 

 

Unique Experiences on the Shared-use Trail 

For Residents: 

 Access to a safe path for non-motorized transportation, 

including biking, roller skating, scootering, and strollers. 

For Visitors: 

 Get acquainted with the Schoharie Valley during long distance 

bike touring to/from Cobleskill, Howe’s Caverns. 

 

 Source: 

www.americantrails.org 



 15 Schoharie Creek Trail Concept Plan 15 

Unique Experiences on the Creekside Trail + Blue-way 

For Residents: 

 Make a day out of canoeing, kayaking, or tubing from 

Middleburgh to Schoharie (approximately 1-2 hours). 

 Enjoy quality family time with a quick walk from the 

village centers to the creek for fishing. 

 Get out the house for a picnic at the Blue-way access 

points. 

 Spend a day mountain biking next to the water.  

For Visitors: 

 Come to the valley to boat or walk to village centers; 
tour historic sites, swimming holes, and fishing spots. 

 Experience a day of summer fun with boat or tube 
rentals. 

 Take a ride back in history with equestrian tours of the 
historic valley. 

 Fun and education for the kids with a creek flora/fauna scavenger hunt. 

 Experience nature in a unique way with blue-way tours (self-guided or organized) along 
and around the Schoharie Creek, including: 

o Waterfall tour of Bouck’s Falls, Mine Kill, Keyser Kill, and Wilsey Creek Falls in 
Esperance. 

o “Best Trout Fishing in the Northeast” tour of fishing spots from Middleburgh to 
Blenheim. 

o Middleburgh Kayak Regatta spin-off events. 
 

Unique Experiences on the Custom Fit Trail 

For Residents: 

 Get to know the valley better with new day hikes in Fulton/Blenheim - access to State 
forests and waterfalls on eastern side of creek. 

 Get out for a day ride with improved bike access for residents of Esperance and Central 
Bridge into Schoharie, and from Middleburgh south to Blenheim. 

 Rent a bike or boat to travel between historic sites, farm stands, restaurants in 
Middleburgh and Schoharie. 

 Fill a weekend with day hikes to waterfalls and state forests. 

 Spend a day relaxing with trout fishing and swimming in Fulton. 
For Visitors 

 Enjoy scenic hiking loops just minutes away from the city along the Long Path and 
Hilltop Hiking Trail from the base campsite at Max V. Shaul State Park. 

 Appreciate world class hiking between Vroman’s Nose, Middleburgh, and the Hilltop.  

 Experience the natural beauty of Upstate New York on the trail and in State Forests on 
the eastern side of the creek. 
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Concepts for Village Centers 

The communities in the Schoharie Valley have a rich 

history and cultural heritage that can be enhanced by 

creating a trail through the valley.  Each community has a 

number of cultural, historical and recreational assets that 

are clustered around a village center with a variety of 

businesses.  The main street in each community can serve 

as both the trailhead from which to explore each village 

and the hub for economic activity. The trail would provide 

a unique connection between the hubs and help to tie all 

of the regional assets into a unique brand for the 

Schoharie Valley.  Since the village centers are an 

important component of the Vision Plan, a village center 

concept plan has been created for Esperance, Schoharie, 

Middleburgh and Blenheim.   

 

The intent of each village center concept is to create safe, comfortable and attractive walkable 

and bike-friendly networks that connect key community destinations.  These networks will 

benefit both residents and visitors by providing routes that can be used for recreation and for 

accessing Main Street businesses.  While a trail will attract tourists to the Schoharie Valley by 

providing access to the creek and natural amenities, it will have a more significant impact on 

economic revitalization in the region if it also draws visitors into the village centers to explore 

Main Streets and other community destinations. By serving village centers, the trail will also 

benefit residents by providing neighbors with a place to meet, exercise, and enjoy short walking 

loops.  Each village center concept plan is envisioned as a spur connecting to the regional trail 

vision presented in the previous section. Because the village centers are more dense and 

intensively used than the rest of the trail network, these concept plans focus on the existing 

street and sidewalk networks, and enhance them with bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as well 

as way-finding. Therefore, each village 

center concept should incorporate the 

following elements: pedestrian facilities, 

bicycle facilities, wayfinding signage, and 

place-making. Each of these elements is 

described in greater detail in the section 

below, followed by the village center 

concepts.  
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1. Pedestrian Facilities 

 

Pedestrian facilities clearly indicate where and when people on foot are the primary users of 

public roadways – such as sidewalks, paved shoulders, marked crossings, and traffic signals that 

facilitate crossings. Facilities such as benches, trash cans, and pedestrian-scale street lighting 

enhance the safety, comfort, and overall experience of the public realm for pedestrians.  

 

 

     
         High Visibility (“Ladder”) Crosswalks                       Sidewalks                       Curb Extensions  
 
 
 
 

                       
             Pedestrian Signalized Crossings                                     Pedestrian Scale Lighting              Street Furniture 

 

 

Source: FHWA 

Source:  

changelabsolutions.org 
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2. Bicycle Facilities 

 

On-street bicycle facilities enhance the safety and comfort of cyclists as they share the road 

with motorists. Facilities vary by the width of roadway they require to implement and the 

level of protection they provide cyclists. For example, shared lane markings require minimal 

investment and alteration to a road’s lane configuration, but they do not provide 

continuous demarcations for cyclists and may not be appropriate on high-speed roads with 

sharp corners and limited visibility. 

 

     
       Paved Shoulders                         Buffered Bike Lanes               Protected Bike Lanes 

 

     
                  Bike Lanes             Shared Lane Markings                  Bicycle Parking 

 

3. Wayfinding Signage 

A comprehensive wayfinding signage system identifies how to access community destinations.  

Signage should be oriented for pedestrians and people on bicycles.  The signs should have a 

consistent look that brands the trail throughout the valley, such as the puzzle piece branding 

introduced in this vision plan that depicts different activities along the trail. 

 

 

   

Source: humantransport.org Source: cyclesafe.com 
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4. Placemaking 

Street-scape designs should include landscaping, public art & other features that help to create 

inviting public places.  Citizen involvement is the key to effective placemaking because 

community residents understand what makes a place unique and those are the characteristics 

that should be used to create and enhance public space in each village center.  Placemaking 

draws on the physical, cultural and social identities that define a place.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Street art in Saranac Lake, NY  

Roadside Culture Stand in Verse, WI   

Source: theruralsite.blogspot.com 
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Esperance Village Center Concept 

 

Within the Village of Esperance, on-street trail facilities on Main Street will connect directly to community 

assets and make use of excess road capacity. Where possible with available land and funds, a natural surface 

trail provides a unique creek-side path for pedestrians and equestrian users on the western side of the creek 

toward Central Bridge. Throughout this section of the corridor, the creek itself is highlighted as a “Blue-way” 

with information kiosks, boat launches, and boat storage at creek access points within the Village Center and 

several miles south at Cripplebush creek. 

 

The Esperance Town Hall is envisioned as the northern Trailhead, with great views of the creek, the Route 20 

Bridge, and wayfinding signage to destinations north of the trail: the Landis Arboretum and the Schoharie 

Creek Preserve. Over time, a northern extension from the Esperance Town Hall to these destinations could be 

implemented, making use of the network of seasonal, low-volume roads (such as River Edge Road off of Old 

Burtonsville Road) and additional creek access points north of the village center on Priddle Road.  

 

From the Town Hall Trailhead, on-street bicycle and pedestrian treatments along Main Street extend toward 

Sloansville and Route 30A, connecting to the Old Tater Barn, the Cripplebush Creek boat launch, and 

eventually the hamlet of Central Bridge. Within the Esperance Village Center, Main Street has wide shoulders 

and sidewalks on both sides with potential to accommodate trail users, but the posted speed limit of 55 mph 

should be lowered to at least 40 mph within the Village Center.  

 

The hill on Church Street serves as a major focal point of the Village, with the Esperance Historical Museum, 

the stone architectural gem the Esperance Presbyterian Church, as well as the Village of Esperance Park 

containing a basketball park, picnic area, and playground. The unique hill-top vantage point allows for views of 

hills on the eastern side of the Creek. The intersection of Main Street and Church Street is an opportune site 

for wayfinding signage to direct trail users toward the Church Street Hill focal point, as well as creek access at 

the end of Hewett Drive. From this access point, an off-road spur connecting to Creekside Lane would create a 

closed half-hour (or 1.25 mile) walking loop connecting the creek with Esperance’s unique landmarks and 

businesses along Main Street, such as KW Joyce Books & Records. 
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 Esperance Village Center Concept 

Asset/Destination 

Legend 

Trail Feature 
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Schoharie Village Center Concept 

 

All of the bike and pedestrian elements previously described should be considered for Main 

Street and the streets that lead to community destinations.  Specific improvements to consider 

include extending the sidewalk to the Old Fort Museum, filling in gaps in the existing sidewalk 

network, and implementing traffic calming along Route 30. Additionally, a comprehensive 

wayfinding signage system would complement these investments by identifying routes to 

community destinations both on and off Main Street such as historic sites, parks and recreation 

areas.   

The abandoned railroad corridor between Middleburgh and Esperance could potentially be 

converted to a multi-use trail.  This would be an ideal scenario, since the railroad corridor runs 

between the creek and Main Street, which would help to unite these two important areas.  

Because the railroad corridor intersects with both Bridge Street and Fair Street, this concept 

considers these streets to be key connections because they provide the main routes between 

local businesses on Main Street and the creek access point at Bridge Street.  Because Bridge 

Street is the only existing connection between the creek and Main Street, this area should be 

prioritized for improvement projects in order to ensure that the street is comfortable for travel 

by pedestrians and people on bicycles. 

 Improving the bike and pedestrian connections in the Village of Schoharie will make the 

existing walking routes, such as the Historic Walking Tour, more attractive. These 

improvements could also help to create and promote new walking and bicycle routes for both 

residents and visitors.  For example, there is potential to create a recreation loop based on the 

ideas presented for FEMA buy-out properties in the Waterfront Recreational Assets Plan.    
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Schoharie Village Center Concept  

 

 Legend 

Asset/Destination 

Trail Feature 
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Middleburgh Village Center Concept 

 

The Middleburgh Village center currently stands as one of 

the major economic hubs of the Schoharie Valley. It has 

major destinations on both sides of the Schoharie Creek. 

The Main Street area located on the east side of the creek 

has a dense cluster of popular destinations in the Schoharie 

Valley, ranging from historic buildings and sites to local 

breweries and eateries. On the West side of the creek is 

Vroman’s Nose – a major recreational asset to the valley – 

as well as a popular farm stand in the Barber’s Farm. A 

major trail hub and access point located near the village 

center will be vital to making the Middleburgh town center 

a popular trail spur. This hub should contain bike parking, 

wayfinding signage, and brochures highlighting Middleburgh’s major destinations. To make 

these destinations easily accessible the town should implement some on-street improvements, 

as well as increasing bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the main street area. The existing 

crossing for the creek is a bridge at the intersection of Rt. 146 and Rt. 30, this bridge does not 

have shoulders for bicycle crossings and only has a sidewalk on one side of the bridge. It may be 

beneficial to create a bridge for bicycles and pedestrians to link trail users to destinations on 

both sides of the creek.  
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Middleburgh Village Center Concept 
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Blenheim Village Center Concept 

 

Blenheim is a community with a strong 

agricultural base and potential to 

diversify Main Street businesses. 

Unfortunately during the devastating 

flooding one of the key historic 

landmarks, the Blenheim covered bridge 

was swept away. However, funding has 

been secured to rebuild this historic 

landmark which will restore the tourist 

destination in the village. The design of 

the bridge will accommodate both pedestrians and bicyclists whom would be able to cross the 

creek by using this bridge. There are a few garages that are owned by the village adjacent to the 

historic site which could be converted to parking for tourism and a seating area. The bridge is 

the only option available for pedestrians and bicyclist to cross the creek since the new Blenheim 

Bridge doesn’t have any sidewalks on either side. If the trail is constructed on the east side of 

the creek the new covered bridge could be used to cross the creek visit businesses on Route 30. 

The village center would benefit from adding any of the bike and pedestrian elements 

mentioned above.  Finally, there is an opportunity for the trail to connect to many recreation 

destinations such as the Blue Bird Trail, Blenheim Hill State Forest, and Mine Kill State Park.  
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Blenheim Village Center Concept 
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Materials Considerations 
The trail must accommodate the needs of multiple user groups, while accounting for a wide 
range of physical and environmental factors. These factors are described for the study area in 
the Existing Conditions Report in Appendix A. From an engineering perspective, it’s important 
to consider all the available options for trail construction and materials, with the ultimate goal 
of creating a long-term, resilient connection between the people and natural environment of 
the Schoharie Valley. A sustainable trail would be low-cost to construct and maintain, and 
would minimize adverse environmental impacts so as to become a natural part of the 
landscape.  

The main surface material options for building the desired trail include crusher fine, crushed 
stone, asphalt, and concrete.  

Crusher Fine 
Crusher fine is considered the most natural-looking landscape surface. This surface contains 
small particles of crushed rocks that range in particle size from a fine dust to 3/8” as a 
maximum particle size. By using the proper subgrade preparation, drainage system, and 
construction surface layout, the crusher stone surface will remain stable and steady for many 
years in all weather conditions, including rain and snow. There are many uses for trails with a 
crusher fine surface, including hiking, mountain biking, and running path. The crusher fine 
surface is more preferred and suited for running due to the easiness on runner’s joints.  

Crushed Stones 
Crushed stones are available in various colors, stone types, and particle sizes, making this 
surface adaptable to many trails concepts. The crushed stone particles must be angular and 
irregular, so that they can interlock into a tight matrix. The crushed stone must also have dust 
fine and natural binders so that the particles can cement and bind together. Moreover, when 
the crushed stone material is laid to a depth of 5 to 6 inches, it must be moisturized, 
compacted, and given enough time to dry. Those steps will allow the material to bind and 
cement together and become resistant to weather conditions such as rain and snow.  

The cost of using the crushed stone material will be cheaper than using asphalt or concrete. The 
cost could be reduced even more if the materials are obtained locally. In fact, most of the 
material expense comes from transporting the material to the construction site. The site 
preparation and infrastructure for a crushed stone trail surface includes retaining walls and 
bridges, which must be designed to paved trail surface standards. Drainage is more essential for 
crushed stone surfaces than any other type of surface. Adequate drainage will keep crushed 
fine stone from becoming saturated with water, will prevent runoff from reaching the surface, 
and as a result, will keep maintenance costs low.  

Asphalt 
Asphalt has the best initial surface: the surface will be smooth with no cracks. 

Using asphalt is slightly cheaper than concrete. However, asphalt edges will always crack with 
vegetation. Thus, if the desire is to build a ten foot wide usable trail, then a twelve foot wide 
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asphalt trail will need to be installed, raising construction costs. Regular maintenance of crack 
filling and seal coating may increase the cost of maintenance. The asphalt surface will require a 
complete overlay within 8 years. Furthermore, the asphalt surface requires an initial excavation 
to provide a rock base depth. Therefore this surface will have a higher initial cost than the 
crusher fine surface.  

Concrete 
Concrete surfaces retain the best long-term quality, and should last for twenty years or more. It 
is considered the best surface for universal accessibility and complying with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA). Concrete surfaces are least likely to break apart or wash out in flood and 
heavy rain zones. Concrete is known for being a cleaner surface than any other surfaces during 
or after rains. The cost of using concrete will be the highest of any other surface options, and 
may require steel and gravel in some areas where the soil is not stable. Furthermore, concrete 
has a less natural-looking surface than the crusher stone, and is harder on joints for runners. 
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V. Next Steps  
Funding has been acquired for a detailed trail alignment study, the “Schoharie Creek Trail 

Feasibility Study”, which will be conducted following the studio project.  Schoharie Area Long 

Term, Inc. (SALT) will coordinate this trail feasibility study, working closely with the Schoharie 

County Planning and Development Agency, as well as other agencies, organizations, and 

individuals.  The Vision Plan created by the studio can be used by SALT to continue to promote 

the trail concept throughout the region and may be used as a reference for the feasibility study.  

While the formal feasibility study is being conducted, trail coordinators and community 

stakeholders could initiate a number of tasks to help move the project forward, capitalizing on 

the existing momentum and enthusiasm for a trail. These recommended next steps include: 

 Draft a plan for improving bike and pedestrian facilities along the Route 30 corridor.  

Once the trail is built, it will be imperative that residents and visitors can travel easily 

between the trail and village centers.  The trail’s potential to promote economic 

revitalization will be gauged by the strength of the bicycle and pedestrian network in 

each community. 

 Create relationships with property owners before the trail is built and then maintain 

those relationships so that problems can be addressed and limited.  The way in which 

landowners learn about plans for a trail can have a lasting impact on their attitude 

towards the trail.   

 Identify a consistent strategy for protecting croplands adjacent to the trail.  Consistency 

is important so that trail users will recognize croplands throughout seasons.  Potential 

strategies to consider are fencing, natural barriers (such as shrubs or other native 

plantings), or educational signage.  Trail coordinators should work with farmers and the 

Schoharie County Agriculture and Farmland Protection Board to determine the most 

relevant strategy. 

 Seek legal counsel about liability issues for landowners or entities holding easements, 

especially where the trail is 

constructed parallel to the creek 

since NYS General Obligations Law 

does not list swimming as a 

recreational use.  Guidance could 

then be provided to landowners 

and farm owners regarding their 

insurance policies. 

 Continue to promote the trail as a 

piece of the puzzle that will lead to 
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economic revitalization and increased community resiliency in the Schoharie Valley.  
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Existing Conditions 

The purpose of the Existing Conditions section is to thoroughly review the social and 
environmental characteristics of the Schoharie Valley that may affect trail development. 
Analyses of the Valley’s demographic trends, population density, land use, transportation 
systems, physical and environmental conditions, as well as key destinations and regional assets, 
are provided in this Existing Conditions report and outlined in the Table of Contents below. To 
develop this analysis, GIS data was integrated with qualitative information from public listening 
sessions and community stakeholders to identify opportunities and challenges for a trail. These 
opportunities and challenges serve as the foundation for the Vision Plan. 
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Valley Demographic Trends 
 

Total population and age composition in 2000, 2010, and 2010-2014 was examined for the four towns 

that comprise the Schoharie Valley study area: Esperance, Schoharie, Middleburgh, Fulton, and 

Blenheim. There has been a slight decline in total population in the Schoharie Valley over the past 15 

years, amounting to about -1% from the 2000 decennial Census through 2010-2014 American 

Community Survey estimates, the most recent years for which data is available.  All towns, villages, and 

hamlets declined in population except for the Town and Village of Middleburgh (4-5% growth) and the 

Village of Esperance (3% growth). Total population trends for each town and village since the year 2000 

are shown in the Figure 1 and Figure 2 below, and outlined in Table 1. 

 

Since the 2010 Census, the population decline has been more dramatic: -7% throughout the Valley. This 

is likely a reflection of Hurricane Irene, which struck the year after the 2010 Census.  The Hamlet of 

Central Bridge experienced the largest population decline since 2010 (32%). It is important to note that 

that the 2010-2014 American Community Survey estimates likely underrepresent the population decline 

attributable to Irene, because it spans one year prior to three years after the major event that caused 

many residents to lose their homes and leave the area. In Schoharie County as a whole, 3.6% of the base 

population was lost during this period: the largest county-level loss in the State. Overall, counties in 

Upstate New York lost 0.2% of total population from 2000-2010.1 

 

Just like statewide and national trends, the population in the Schoharie Valley is aging. However, the age 

composition of the Valley is older than state and national averages: over 20% rather than 14.5% of the 

Valley’s population is 65 or older. The population under 18 has declined by 20% since 2000, and the 

population 65 and over has grown by over 40%. The exception is the Village of Esperance, whose 

population under 18 has grown by 35% and population 65+ has declined by 20%. 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 McMahon, E.J. (2015, March 26). Upstate New York Population Started to Shrink in 2010-14. 

http://www.empirecenter.org/publications/upstate-new-york-population-started-to-shrink-in-2010-14/
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Figure 1: Total Population from 2000-2014 for Schoharie Valley Towns 

 
Figure 2: Total Population from 2000-2014 for Schoharie Valley Village Centers 
 

Table 1: Population and Age Distribution in Schoharie Valley (2010-2014) 
Municipality Total Pop. Under 18 65+ 

Town of Esperance 2,005 463 287 

      Village of Esperance      393      126      40 

     Central Bridge       405      52      154 

Town of Schoharie 3,126 526 769 

     Village of Schoharie       855      90      219 

Town of Middleburgh 3,685 756 651 

     Village of Middleburgh      1,458      271      230 

Town of Fulton 1,191 245 197 

Town of Blenheim 382 65 104 

Total 10,794 2,107 2,162 
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Physical and Environmental Conditions 
This section summarizes the land use, soils, agricultural districts, wetlands, and hydrography of the study 

corridor. 

Land Use 
Land use within Schoharie County is shown in Map 1 and summarized by acreage and percent 
land area in Table 2. Broad land use categories were coded from over 150 property class codes 
associated with parcel data provided by Schoharie County. The most prevalent land use is 
residential (41% or 159,000 acres) at the County level. Among agricultural lands, 27,800 are 
used for livestock and 26,900 are used for crops. Within a mile of the creek, residential is still 
the predominant land use type, but there is higher prevalence of acreage used for agriculture 
and public service in this corridor compared to the rest of the County. Pockets of highest 
population and housing density (above one person or dwelling per acre) are limited to the 
Village Centers in Map 3, particularly along Main streets in Esperance and Schoharie, and at the 
intersection of State Routes 30 and 145 in Middleburgh. 
 

Land that poses unique opportunities for a trail, including FEMA buy-out properties, publicly-owned 

parcels, the right-of-way (ROW) for the abandoned Schoharie-Middleburgh Railroad, as well as corridors 

for electric transmission lines, is represented in Map 2. 

 
Table 2: Land Use within the Schoharie Valley 
Land Use Within Mile of Creek County-Wide 

 Acreage % Acreage % 

Agriculture 15,986.7 27% 66,868.0 17% 

Residential 21,161.9 36% 158,852.5 41% 

Vacant land 14,487.2 25% 107,533.4 27% 

Commercial 429.5 1% 2,272.6 1% 

Recreation / Entertainment 218.7 0% 1,329.1 0% 

Community service 609.2 1% 2,779.7 1% 

Industrial 348.8 1% 1,429.6 0% 

Public Service 4,148.0 7% 6,459.0 2% 

Natural areas 1,683.6 3% 43,334.8 11% 

Undefined 18.0 0% 733.0 0% 

Total 59,089.2 100% 391,591.7 100% 

 

Elevation 
The elevation of the Schoharie Valley in feet above sea level is shown in Map 4 on page 57. The data was 

originally collected in 10- by 10-m grids by the NYS DEC and US Geological Survey in the year 2008. The 

data was accessed as a Digital Elevation Model (DEM) from the Cornell University Geospatial 

Information Repository (CUGIR) in April 2016. CUGIR provides DEM data files by municipality throughout 
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New York State. Elevations in the Schoharie Valley range by about 200 feet: from 31 feet to 233 feet 

above sea level. The highest slopes occur south of Middleburgh to the east and west of the Creek bed.  

Soils 
Map 5 shows the suitability of the Schoharie Valley’s soils for development of recreational paths and 
trails, according to the USDA’s Web Soil Survey, based on data finalized in September 2015. In general, 
recreational paths and trails for hiking, biking, and horseback riding do not require significant cutting or 
filling for slope modification. The suitability ratings are based on soil properties that affect erodibility 
and traffic capacity, including stoniness, depth to the water table, ponding, flooding, slope and texture 
of the surface layer.  Based on these conditions there are three overall ratings for soil suitability, 
described below. 
 
Not Limited: There are no areas of Schoharie County rated as “Not limited,” which are soils that are very 
favorable to use as a recreational path/trail. 
Somewhat Limited: These soils have features that are moderately favorable to recreational path/trail 
use. Fair performance and moderate maintenance can be expected with special planning, design, or 
installation to overcome limitations  
Very Limited: These soils have one or more characteristics that prevent development of recreational 
paths and trails without significant soil reclamation or special design. These soils tend to perform poorly 
and require high maintenance when used for recreational paths and trails. 
 
Implications for Trail: 

The majority of the soils within one mile of the Schoharie Creek are rated as “very limited” for 
recreational path or trail development, indicating that the costs of developing a separated recreational 
path or trail near the creek may be high, or need to involve special engineering. The soil does not pose 
an insurmountable challenge, though it is important to note that special engineering strategies may be 
needed to minimize soil erosion and other challenges in the creek corridor. The best soil type of a trail is 
a mixture of clay and silt, which provide poor drainage, as well as sand, which provides good drainage, 
but is unstable because it does not bind together. Design elements that minimize erosion include having 
the trail follow topographic contours, building the trail on a side slope, minimizing grades, and providing 
an outslope of 4-6% of the tread width in areas where the trail tread is elevated from the soil. 2 
 
 

Agricultural Districts 
State agricultural districts in the Schoharie Valley are shown in green in Map 6. There are four 
agricultural districts in Schoharie County, with District 1 covering a significant portion of the land area 
within one mile of the Schoharie Creek between Esperance and Blenheim. The County has a total of 210 
farms and 81,234 farmed acres across those four districts; 52,193 of those acres are cropped. 
 
New York State’s Agricultural District Program is administered by the Schoharie County Agriculture & 
Farmland Protection Board, and is meant to encourage the continued use of farmland for agricultural 
production. Benefits for land in agricultural districts include preferential tax treatment, protection from 
restrictive local laws, as well as government acquisition and construction projects. According to 
subsections a and b §305(4) of Article 25-AA of NY Agricultural and Markets Law, there are limitations 

                                                           
2 University of Arkansas Division of Agriculture. (2011). Nature Trail Development on Small Acreages.  

http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
http://www.uaex.edu/publications/pdf/MP488.pdf
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on any local government or public benefit corporation which acquires land or any “interest” in land 
(including construction or advancing a grant/loan) that would: 

1. Exceed one acre of any actively operated farm, or 
2. Exceed ten acres total within the agricultural district, or 
3. Construct dwellings, commercial or industrial facilities, or water or sewer facilities to serve non-

farm structures (Not applicable to trail development). 
 
Implications for Trail: 
The NYS Department of Agriculture and Markets reviews publicly funded construction projects that take 
place within agricultural district to assess negative impacts on farm operations and recommend 
mitigation measures.  As discussed above, if the land used for trail development either exceeds one acre 
of any actively operated farm, or exceeds ten acres total within the agricultural district, then the trail 
project sponsor must file preliminary notice of intent with the State Commissioner of Agricultural, as 
well as the Schoharie County Agriculture & Farmland Protection Board, and take action to ensure that all 
adverse effects to agriculture will be avoided or mitigated. 
 

Wetlands 
State and Federal wetlands in the Schoharie Valley are shown in Map 6. New York State wetlands (12.4 
acres or larger) are ranked by the Department of Environmental Conservation on a scale from 0 to 4, 
based on the benefits and values each wetland provides to the local ecosystem. Wetlands ranked to a 
higher class (I) provide most benefits, and have a higher level of protection. Lower-ranked wetlands (IV) 
still provide important functions and benefits, but require less protection. All wetlands ranked as Class 2 
or higher are subject to local implementation of state regulations and project permitting in accordance 
with section 24-0505 of the Freshwater Wetlands Act. In cases where only a federal wetland will be 
affected by a development project, a State wetland permit is not needed, but there may still be need for 
Water Quality Certification from New York State. 
 
Implications for Trail: 
Within the Schoharie Valley, only Class I State Wetlands are present, which are not subject to State 
regulations and permitting requirements of the Freshwater Wetlands Act. However, there are a few 
small Federal wetlands. If trail development will utilize any land designated as a Federal wetland, a letter 
will need to be submitted to the local field office of the U.S Army Corps of Engineers in order to obtain a 
Corps 402 or 404 permit. The main concern of the US ACE is to ensure that trail development does not 
interfere with normal runoff entering the wetland. Generally, complying with Corps requirements also 
results in construction that needs minimal maintenance. The contact information for the Upstate field 
office is provided below: 
 
US Army Corps of Engineers  
Upstate Regulatory Field Office  
ATTN: CENAN-OP-RU, Bldg. 10, 3rd Floor North  
1 Buffington Street, Watervliet Arsenal  
Watervliet, NY 12189-4000  
 
Telephone:  
518-266-6350 (Permits Processing Team)  
518-266-6360 (Permits Compliance and Enforcement)  
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Email: cenan.rfo@usace.army.mil 
Fax: (518) 266-6366 
 

Flood Hazard Areas 
 
The Schoharie Creek floodplain consist of lowlands adjacent to the Creek that provides a variety of 
important ecosystem services for the region, including habitat for plants and wildlife, water filtration, 
and water retention during heavy rains. When undisturbed by development, floodplains serve as natural 
infrastructure that project outer-lying areas from the damaging effects of flooding. The “base 
floodplain” is the area projected to be affected by a flood once every 100 years (or a 1% chance every 
year). This area is used by the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and all Federal agencies for 
requiring purchase of flood insurance and regulating new development.  With regards to the NFIP, “base 
floodplains” are synonymous with “Special Flood Hazard Areas”, within which all development, including 
mining, dredging, filling, paving, excavation, drilling, or storage of equipment or materials, is subject to 
locally-defined construction regulations. These regulations are meant to ensure that development in 
these areas does not increase flood elevations upstream.  Development undertaken by a private entity, 
county, town, village, school district, or public improvement district must be authorized by a local 
floodplain development permit.3 
 

Implications for Trail: 

Trail development within the Schoharie Creek base floodplain will need to comply with local floodplain 
development regulations and obtain a local floodplain development permit from the Floodplain 
Administrator of each village or town wherein floodplain development occurs. 
 
Flood risk in the Schoharie Valley is shown in Map 7 in terms of the floodway, base floodplain and the 
land area at 1% risk and 0.2% risk for annual flooding. The Schoharie Creek’s floodway extends just 
south of the border of the Town of Middleburgh through Esperance. The base floodplain extends into 
the Creekside land of the Villages of Middleburgh, Schoharie, and Esperance. From Fulton southwards, 
land shown in dark blue in Map 7 has the same probability of annual flood as the base floodplain (1%). 
However, development on this land is not eligible for protection under the NFIP, nor is it subject to 
special local regulations and permits as is the base floodplain in the northern section of the creek. 
 

 

Transportation 
Transportation facilities in the Schoharie Valley, including roadways, commuter and local bus stops, boat 

access points, snowmobile trails, the Long Path, and the freight railroad, are show in Map 8. Map 9 

shows the existing network of snowmobile trails and the Long Path hiking path, as well as the locations 

where these trails intersect with the road network. Map 10 shows the locations of roadways with excess 

capacity (wide lane widths or wide paved shoulders) that could be adapted to accommodate on-street 

trail users with appropriate pavement markings as these roads are repaved. 

 

                                                           
3 NYS DEC (n.d.) Floodplain Construction Requirements in New York State. 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/40576.html
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For vehicular traffic, the main north-south connected through the Valley is NY Route 30 southwards 
from I-88. The road corridor following the west bank of the creek southwards from Esperance is 
comprised of US Route 20, NY Route 30A, NY Route 7, and NY Route 30. There is a confluence of NY 
Routes 30A, 7, 30, Interstate-88, and a freight railroad just south of the hamlet Central Bridge, which 
poses a significant geographic barrier to off-road trail development. Map 10 shows roads with excess 
capacity to develop on-street trail facilities, including roads with paved shoulders wider than 10 feet and 
lane widths wider than 15 feet. 
 
Existing Off-Road Facilities 

 Snowmobile Trails: State-funded snowmobile trails between the village centers for Esperance, 
Central Bridge, and Schoharie closely follow the creek and Route 30. This section of the corridor 
presents a significant opportunity for connection, given the constraints of the area’s topography 
and road network. Potential for incorporating snowmobile trails is more limited South of 
Middleburgh, because the trails more or less follow the Long Path, significantly west of the 
Creek corridor and southern activity centers. 

 Long Path: The Long Path intersects with the Schoharie Creek corridor in the Village of 
Middleburgh, connecting with hilly state forests on the east and west sides of the Creek, and 
connecting down to Mine Kill State Park at the southern end of the corridor. 

 Seasonal Roads: Seasonal roads north of the Village of Esperance were identified 
 
Road Network 

 Route 30: Route 30 traverses the length of the Schoharie Creek corridor, and represents an 
opportunity for enhancing connections where off-road facilities are not feasible. 

o Existing paved shoulders are wide (5-10 feet) south of Middleburgh to Breakabeen, and 
the 12-foot lanes could potentially be narrowed. High speed limits (45-50 mph) may 
need to be lowered or mitigated with enhanced protection or visual markers for 
bicyclists and pedestrians, to allow for safer sharing of the roadway. 

o Choke Points (0 shoulder) in the village centers of Central Bridge, Schoharie, and 
Middleburgh, though these sections correspond with the lowest speed limits (35 mph or 
under), meaning that signage and pavement markings such as sharrows (shared arrows) 
may be sufficient for including trail uses on these sections of roadway. 

 Route 145: South of the Village of Middleburgh, Route 145 has wide paved shoulders (10+ feet) 
and wide lanes, and provides eastern access to Armin Hill, Gates Hill, and Stone Store, and 
Keyser Kill state forests. North of Middleburgh, Route 145 has 5-9 foot paved shoulder, 12-foot 
lanes, and provides relatively direct access to Cobleskill. 

 
 

Village Center Main Streets 
 
Village Main Streets are focal points of activities and opportunities for trail connections. Table 3 below 
summarizes the road characteristics relevant to on-street trail development for each Village Main Street 
along the corridor. These characteristics include the presence of parking, sidewalks, average daily traffic 
volumes, posted speed limits, as well as the number of lanes, lane widths, and paved shoulder widths. 
 

Table 3: Main Street Characteristics in Village Centers 
Village 
Center 

“Main” 
Street 

Route 
# 

Posted 
Speed 

Number 
of 

Lane 
Width 

Shoulder 
Width 

Avg 
daily 

Parking Sidewalk 
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Name Limit 
(mph) 

travel 
lanes 

(ft) (ft) traffic 

Esperance Main  US 20 55 2 15 10 3,853 X  
  

Central 
Bridge 

N & S 
Main  

N/A Unknown 2 ? ? ? X X 

Schoharie Main  NY 30 20-30 2 12-15 0 8,306 
  

 
btw. 
Prospect 
St & 
Spring St 

 
  

Middleburgh Main  NY 
145 

30 2 14 0 3,142  
    

 
 

Fulton N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Blenheim Route 
30 

NY 30 40 2 11 3 1,279 X X 

 
 

Bridge Inventory 
The trail study defined and located the bridges along the Schoharie Creek corridor that are 
important points of access to consider during the trail planning process. There are 11 Bridges 
through the study area starting from Central Bridge all the way south to Blenheim village. The 
table below summarizes the bridge inventory, including the location, length, width, ownership, 
year built, and average daily traffic. Following the table, there is a short description, map, and 
satellite image of each bridge. 
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Table: Summary of Bridge Inventory 
Location Year 

built 
Material 
Type 

Length Width Ownership Avg daily 
Traffic 

Bike/Ped 
Accommodation 

Central Bridge/ 
over Cobleskill 
Creek 

1914 
Built 
1999 
Recons 

Steel 159.9 ft. 18 ft. County 556 No 

Schoharie Bridge 
over  
Schoharie creek 

1928 
built 
1992 
Recon 

Steel 275 ft. 18.4 ft. County 2482 No 

RTE 30/over 
Schoharie Creek 

1970 
built 
2000 
recons 

Steel 423 ft. 37.7 ft. NYSDOT 2640 Limited 

RTE 30/ Over 
Panther Creek 

1970 
built 

Steel  107 ft. 37.7ft. NYSDOT 2640 No 

RTE30/ over 
Schoharie Creek in 
Middleburgh 

1958 
built 
2006 
Recons 

Steel 356 ft. 42.7 ft. NYSDOT 6445 Limited 

RTE30/over 
Keyserkill Creek 

1959 
built 

Prestressed 
Concrete 

77 ft. 41 ft.  NYSDOT 1303 Yes  

RTE30/over BRN 
Schoharie Creek 

1937 
built 
1973 
recons 

Concrete  25.9 ft. 30.8 ft. NYSDOT 1303 Limited 

RTE30/over 
Schoharie Creek 

1986 
built 

Steel 
Continuous  

411.8ft. 42 ft. NYSDOT 2003 Yes 

RTE30/over 
pleasant valley 
creek 

1970 
built 

Prestressed  
Concrete 

75 ft. 39.7 ft. NYSDOT 2640 Yes 

RTE30/ over Line 
Creek in 
Middleburgh 

1970 
built 

Prestressed 
Concrete 

70 ft. 46.6 ft. NYSDOT 2640 Yes  

RTE30/over 
Schoharie Creek in 
Blenheim  

2005 
built 

Steel 
Continuous 

564.3ft.  30.8 NYSDOT 1303 No 
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The above bridge is located in Central Bridge, Church Street over Cobleskill Creek. This 
bridge carries highway over the waterway. It was built on 1914 and reconstructed in 1999 and 
average daily traffic is 556.  The main span material is steel and the total length is 159.9 ft. and 
the owner of this bridge is County Highway Agency. The bridge doesn’t have any sidewalks for 
pedestrians nor bicycling. Deck width edge-to-edge is 18.0 ft. 
 

 

 
The above bridge is located in Schoharie 

Village, Bridge Street over Schoharie Creek. This 
Bridge carries Highway over waterways. The 
length of this bridge is approximately 275 ft.  And 
the width is about 18.4 ft. and owned by the 
county. It was built in 1928 and reconstructed in 
1992   and it’s eligible to be registered for the 
National Register of Historic Places. The average 
daily traffic driving through is 2482. However this 
bridge doesn’t have any sidewalks for either 
pedestrians or bicyclists.  Walkability is not an 
option to pass through from one edge of the 
Schoharie Creek to the other edge.  
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The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Schoharie Creek in Fultonham. It carries highway 
over waterway and the approximate length is 423ft. with a width of 37.7 ft. edge to edge. The 
owner is the State Highway Agency and it was built in the 1970 and reconstructed in 2000.  The 
main span material is steel indeed the average daily traffic is 2640. . There is small stripped 
sidewalks on both sides of the bridge, however, the width of both sidewalks not enough for 
pedestrians and cyclists to be commuting safely. The recommendation of such issue would be 
to restripe traffic lanes and to implement one single wide protected sidewalk for both 
pedestrians and cyclists. 
 

 
 

The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Panther creek, it carries highway over waterway. 
The approximate length is 107 ft. with a width of 37.7 ft. and the owner is the State Highway 
Agency, indeed it was built on 1970. And the main span material is steel. The bridge average 
daily traffic is 2640.  It doesn’t have any sidewalks neither lanes cyclists, however, the bridge 
has the potential space to restripe and protected pedestrians / cyclists to be implemented.  
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The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Schoharie Creek in Middleburgh. It carries highway 
over waterway and the approximate length is 356 ft. and the width is 42.7 edge to edge.   It was 
built in 1958 and reconstructed in 2006, main span material is steel. The bridge owned by state 
highway agency, indeed this bridge carries a heavily daily traffic, the average daily traffic is 
6445. There is small sidewalks on both sides of the bridge, however, the width of both 
sidewalks not enough for pedestrians and cyclists to be commuting safely. The 
recommendation of such issue would be to restripe traffic lanes and to implement one single 
wide protected sidewalk for both pedestrians and cyclists 
 

 
 

The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Keyserkill Creek. It carries highway over waterway, 
the approximate length is 77 ft. and the total width is 41 ft. edge to edge and the owner is the 
State Highway Agency. It was built in 1959 and the main span material is prestressed concrete 
and the average daily traffic is 1303. The bridge has two lane traffic in total and 4-5 foot striped 
sidewalk in each traffic lane. The suggestion would be to restripe the traffic lanes to implement 
a single wider protected pedestrian/cyclist lane. 
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The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over BRN Schoharie Creek. It carries highway over 
waterway. The total length of this bridge is 25.9 ft. and the total width edge to edge is 30.8 ft. it 
was built in 1937 and reconstructed in 1973 and owned by State highway Agency. The main 
span material is concrete and the daily average traffic is 1303. The bridge has two lane traffic in 
total and 2-3 foot striped sidewalk in each traffic lane. The suggestion would be to restripe the 
traffic lanes to implement a single wider protected pedestrian/cyclist lane. 
 

 
 

The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Schoharie Creek. The bridge carries highway over 
waterway. The total length of the bridge is 411.8 and the width is 42 ft. edge to edge. It owned 
by the State highway agency and it was built in 1986. The main span material is steel 
continuous and the average daily traffic is 2,003. The bridge has two lane traffic in total and 4-5 
foot striped sidewalk in each traffic lane. The suggestion would be to restripe the traffic lanes to 
implement a single wider protected pedestrian/cyclist lane. 
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The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Pleasant Valley Creek in Fultonham. It carries 
highway over waterway. The approximate length is 75 ft. and the width is 39.7 ft. edge to edge.  
The owner is the State Highway Agency and it was built in 1970 and the main span material is 
prestressed concrete. The average daily traffic is 2640. The bridge has two lane traffic in total 
and 4-5 foot striped sidewalk in each traffic lane. The suggestion would be to restripe the traffic 
lanes to implement a single wider protected pedestrian/cyclist lane. 

 

 
 
 

The above bridge is located on RTE 30 over Line Creek in Middleburgh. It carries Highway over 
waterway and the approximate length is 70 ft. and the width is 46.6 edge to edge.  The owner is 
State Highway Agency and it was built in 1970 and the main span material is prestressed 
concrete. The daily traffic is 2640. The bridge has two lane traffic in total and 4-5 foot striped 
sidewalk in each traffic lane. The suggestion would be to restripe the traffic lanes to implement 
a single wider protected pedestrian/cyclist lane. 
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The above bridge located on RTE 30 over Schoharie Creek in Blenheim. It carries highway over 
waterway and has an approximate total of 564.3 ft. and a width of 30.8 edge to edge. The 
owner is the State Highway Agency and it was built in 2005, the main span material is steel 
continuous and the average daily traffic is 1303. The bridge doesn’t have any sort of sidewalks 
or lanes for cyclist. Pedestrians and cyclist can’t cross the creek thus using the old historic 
Blenheim Bridge for pedestrians and cyclists is essential. Funding is available to build the 
historic bridge. 
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Key Destinations and Regional Assets 
Key destinations and regional assets were identified by the study team through site visits, research, 

conversations with stakeholders, and from public input gathered through three listening sessions. 

 

The study area has a large number of “assets,” or points of historical, cultural or recreational interests.  

Of these three categories, eight were cultural assets, twenty six were historic assets and twenty five 

were recreational assets (see Figure 3 on page 51).  Cultural assets include town centers, entertainment 

venues, and museums, recreational assets include parks and trails, while historic assets include various 

sites of historical importance, including those on state and national registries of historic places.  Some of 

the more notable cultural assets include the “Old Tater Barn” in Esperance and Green Wolf Brewing in 

the Village of Middleburgh, which is a cultural asset in and of itself.  Recreational assets primarily consist 

of outdoor parks, such as the George Landis Arboretum in Esperance, Vroman’s Nose; a marvelous 

hiking trail located on a cliff just outside of Middleburgh and Mine Kill State Park, located just at the 

southern edge of the study area, complete with a beautiful waterfall and hiking trail.  Due to the large 

amount of history located in the historic valley, the area is very rich in historic assets.  Examples of 

historic assets are the birthplace and boyhood home of George Westinghouse, inventor of the 

Westinghouse Railway Air Brake, the Old Stone Fort outside of Schoharie, the Schoharie Valley Railroad 

Complex; a museum that pays homage to the two railroads that once traversed the valley and the North 

Blenheim Historic District.  Ultimately, the study area is rich in assets and the proposed trail would link 

as many assets as possible to each other. 

 

Figure 4 below shows the important destinations that were mentioned most frequently from the three 

public listening sessions; those destinations are also represented in the word cloud on Figure 5. 

Additional input that was drawn on geographic maps (in response to the prompt “draw your vision for a 

trail”) is represented on Map 11 on page 64. Map 12 on page 65 provides a visual inventory of 

community assets and regional destinations in the Schoharie Valley collected outside of the listening 

sessions, and classifies them by agri-tourism, creek access, creek / drink / retail businesses, museums, 

outdoor/recreation, lodging, historic sites, and parks.  

 

 
Figure 3: Community asset types in the Schoharie Valley 
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Figure 4: Important destinations from three public listening sessions 

 
Figure 5: Word cloud of important destinations from public listening sessions. 
 

 

 

Connections to Existing Plans 
Eleven community planning documents were reviewed to determine if creating a multi-use trail along 

Schoharie Creek is compatible with existing community goals.  All of the plans identify the need for 

expanded recreation opportunities in the region.  Four plans have a specific recommendation for a trail 

along Schoharie Creek.  The oldest is the Town and Village of Schoharie Comprehensive Plan which was 
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adopted in 1997.  The other plans that specifically recommend a trail along the creek are the NY Rising 

Reconstruction Plan for the Towns and Villages of Esperance, Schoharie, and Middleburg (2014), the 

Village of Schoharie Long-Term Recovery Strategy (2014), and the current Draft of the Town and Village 

of Middleburgh Comprehensive Plan.  Both the Blenheim Long-Term Community Recovery Plan (2012) 

and the Town of Blenheim Comprehensive Plan (2014) recommend the creation of a trail system.  The 

Village of Esperance Comprehensive Plan recommends exploring opportunities to improve access to 

Schoharie Creek and calls for a variety of bicycle and pedestrian improvements along Main Street.  The 

comprehensive plans for the Towns of Esperance and Fulton do not mention trails, but a trail through 

the Schoharie Valley is consistent with the goals identified in the plans.  See Appendix C for details on a 

trail is consistent with the goals of each planning document. 
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Map 1: Land Use in the Schoharie Valley
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Map 2: Utility corridors, abandoned railroad, publicly owned parcels, FEMA-owned parcels 
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Map 3: Population Density by Census Block (2010) in the Schoharie Valley
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Map 4: Schoharie Creek Valley Elevation (Feet Above Sea Level)
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Map 5: Soil Suitability for Recreational Trail Development (USDA Soil Survey)
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Map 6: State Agricultural Districts, State Wetlands, and Federal Wetlands in the Schoharie Valley
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Map 7: Flood Risk in the Schoharie Valley
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Map 8: General Transportation Map
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Map 9: Existing Trail Network 
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Map 10: Roads with On-Street Trail Potential (Shoulders > 10 feet; Lanes > 15 feet). 
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Map 11: Public Input Drawn on Maps During Listening Sessions
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Map 12: Community Assets 
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Data Sources and Analysis Methods 

Data analysis for the Existing Conditions report was conducted in Geographic Information Systems (GIS) 

software ArcGIS 10.3. Data was obtained as shapefiles, which are a type of file that links geographic 

features with a database or table of attributes, such as population, land use, and other characteristics of 

interest. Datasets, values, sources agencies, and contacts/links are outlined in  Data sources that 

involved qualitative collection methods or that may require more attention for the trail feasibility study 

are described in greater detail below. 

Destinations and Assets 
Destinations and regional assets were compiled by the study team through site visits, research, and 

conversations with stakeholders. Destinations were noted on an interactive Google Map shown in the 

Figure below, and coded by type: scenic/trail/park, agri-tourism, museum, food/drink, creek access, and 

hotel. Additional input from the general public collected during three listening sessions informed the 

map of assets, as well as opportunities and challenges. 
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Electric Transmission Lines 
The GIS dataset for electric transmission lines, hosted by the NYS Public Service Commission and 

annotated on the NYS GIS Clearinghouse here, could not be obtained per the following correspondence: 

 “Unfortunately I cannot send you the electric transmission line dataset.  Our data release policy dictates 

that we are only allowed to distribute transmission line data to other state agencies with which we have 

a data sharing agreement. In addition, I don’t think this dataset would provide what you need.  The 

transmission line dataset that we offer on the Clearinghouse is very generalized and schematic in 

nature; it is intended to provide a broad overview of the state’s transmission system and would not be 

very useful at a local or regional scale.  For a small study area I would suggest just using the high 

resolution ortho imagery provided by the NYS GIS Program Office to visually pick out the utility ROW, 

most are very visible on imagery.” 

Parcel data provided by Schoharie County provides ownership information, and parcels owned by 

National Grid and Niagara-Mohawk are indicated on the Opportunities and Challenges Map. In addition 

to parcel ownership, visual evidence of electric transmission line corridors from satellite imagery on 

Google Earth was used to trace potential right-of-way for a trail. The electric transmission corridors can 

be verified via ground truthing during the feasibility study for the trail. 

Contact: Joseph Lasch, GIS Manager for the Environment and Energy Cluster at the NYS Office of 

Information Technology Services. He can be reached at Joseph.Lasch@its.ny.gov by email and (518) 402-

5053 by phone. 

Abandoned Schoharie-Middleburgh Railroad Right-of-Way 
The right-of-way for the abandoned Schoharie-Middleburgh Railroad was traced in GIS from the 2016 

Rail Map for New York State, and adjusted in Google Maps based on supplementary information on the 

ROW from a historical map of the railroad from 1900 by the U.S Geological Society. 
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Table 4 below. Initially, GIS files were provided by the Schoharie County GIS Specialist, and additional 

files from external sources were sought as needed. Data sources that involved qualitative collection 

methods or that may require more attention for the trail feasibility study are described in greater detail 

below. 

Destinations and Assets 
Destinations and regional assets were compiled by the study team through site visits, research, and 

conversations with stakeholders. Destinations were noted on an interactive Google Map shown in the 

Figure below, and coded by type: scenic/trail/park, agri-tourism, museum, food/drink, creek access, and 

hotel. Additional input from the general public collected during three listening sessions informed the 

map of assets, as well as opportunities and challenges. 

 

 

 

Electric Transmission Lines 
The GIS dataset for electric transmission lines, hosted by the NYS Public Service Commission and 

annotated on the NYS GIS Clearinghouse here, could not be obtained per the following correspondence: 

https://gis.ny.gov/gisdata/inventories/details.cfm?DSID=314
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 “Unfortunately I cannot send you the electric transmission line dataset.  Our data release policy dictates 

that we are only allowed to distribute transmission line data to other state agencies with which we have 

a data sharing agreement. In addition, I don’t think this dataset would provide what you need.  The 

transmission line dataset that we offer on the Clearinghouse is very generalized and schematic in 

nature; it is intended to provide a broad overview of the state’s transmission system and would not be 

very useful at a local or regional scale.  For a small study area I would suggest just using the high 

resolution ortho imagery provided by the NYS GIS Program Office to visually pick out the utility ROW, 

most are very visible on imagery.” 

Parcel data provided by Schoharie County provides ownership information, and parcels owned by 

National Grid and Niagara-Mohawk are indicated on the Opportunities and Challenges Map. In addition 

to parcel ownership, visual evidence of electric transmission line corridors from satellite imagery on 

Google Earth was used to trace potential right-of-way for a trail. The electric transmission corridors can 

be verified via ground truthing during the feasibility study for the trail. 

Contact: Joseph Lasch, GIS Manager for the Environment and Energy Cluster at the NYS Office of 

Information Technology Services. He can be reached at Joseph.Lasch@its.ny.gov by email and (518) 402-

5053 by phone. 

Abandoned Schoharie-Middleburgh Railroad Right-of-Way 
The right-of-way for the abandoned Schoharie-Middleburgh Railroad was traced in GIS from the 2016 

Rail Map for New York State, and adjusted in Google Maps based on supplementary information on the 

ROW from a historical map of the railroad from 1900 by the U.S Geological Society. 

 

  

mailto:Joseph.Lasch@its.ny.gov
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Table 4: Existing Conditions Data Sources 

Dataset Name Values Source Agency Contact / Link 

Demographics  
Block-level 
(2000, 2010, 
2010-2014) 

Total Pop. 
Pop. <= 18  
Pop. >= 65 

U.S Census Bureau American FactFinder 

Digital Elevation 
Model 

Elevation – 10m raster. 
File elevation unit is 
decimeters above sea 
level. 

NYS Department of 
Environmental 
Conservation 

Website: Cornell University 
Geospatial Information Repository 

Email: mann-gis-l@cornell.edu  

Land use (parcel-
level) 

Parcel property class 
codes 
Land ownership 

Schoharie County 
Planning & 
Development  

Brian Fleury, GIS Specialist 
Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us  

FEMA Buy-out 
properties 

Location Schoharie County 
Planning & 
Development  

Brian Fleury, GIS Specialist 
Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us  

Bus stop locations Service type Schoharie County 
Public Transportation 

Christine Kraemer, Director 
Christine.Kraemer@co.schoharie.ny.
us  

Roadway 
characteristics 

Lane width 
Paved shoulder width 
Number of lanes 
Average daily traffic 
Posted speed limit 

New York State 
Department of 
Transportation 

NYS GIS Clearinghouse 
“NYS Roadway Inventory System 
Geodatabase” 
Kevin.Hunt@its.ny.gov 

Railroad/ ROW 
Locations 

Location  
Status (active or 
inactive)  

New York State 
Department of 
Transportation 

NYS GIS Clearinghouse 
Active railroad from “NYS Railroad 
Lines” 
Inactive railroad traced from 2016 
Rail Map 
Cross-referenced against USGS topo 
map from 1900 

Snowmobile trails Location NYS Office of Parks, 
Recreation, and 
Historic Preservation 

NYS GIS Clearinghouse 
“State-funded snowmobile trails” 
Christina Croll, 
Christina.Croll@its.ny.gov  

Soil type Soil type, slope 
Suitability for trail 
development 

USDA Web Soil Survey http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.go
v/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx  

Flood hazard 
areas 

Base floodplain 
 

Schoharie County 
Planning & 
Development 

Brian Fleury, GIS Specialist 
Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us 

State agricultural 
districts 

District Number Schoharie County 
Planning & 
Development 

Brian Fleury, GIS Specialist 
Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us 

Wetlands (State 
and Federal) 

Wetland classification Schoharie County 
Planning & 
Development 

Brian Fleury, GIS Specialist 
Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us 

http://factfinder.census.gov/
http://cugir.mannlib.cornell.edu/datatheme.jsp?id=23
http://cugir.mannlib.cornell.edu/datatheme.jsp?id=23
mailto:mann-gis-l@cornell.edu
mailto:Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us
mailto:Brianfleury@co.schoharie.ny.us
mailto:Christine.Kraemer@co.schoharie.ny.us
mailto:Christine.Kraemer@co.schoharie.ny.us
http://gis.ny.gov/gisdata/inventories/details.cfm?DSID=1302
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Community Assets 

Asset Type Community 

George Westinghouse Birthplace and Boyhood 
Home 

Historic Hamlet of Central Bridge 

Samuel Smith Tavern Historic Hamlet of Central Bridge 

Central Bridge Community Park Recreation Hamlet of Central Bridge 

Quilt Barn Trail  Recreation Regional 

Captain Jacob Hager Memorial & Cemetery Historic Town of Blenheim 

Gerald Felter Memorial Park Recreation Town of Blenheim 

North Blenheim Fishing Access Site Recreation Town of Blenheim 

Blenheim-Gilboa Bluebird Trail Recreation Town of Blenheim 

Lansing Manor Museum Cultural Town of Blenheim 

Old Blenheim Bridge Historic Town of Blenheim 

Bridge Park Recreation Town of Blenheim 

Town Hall Park Recreation Town of Blenheim 

State Forest Recreation Town of Blenheim 

Old Tater Barn Cultural Town of Esperance 

Landis Arboretum Recreation Town of Esperance 

Schoharie River Center / Preserve Recreation Town of Esperance 

Cripplebush Creek Access Recreation Town of Esperance 

Pick a Pumpkin Patch Recreation Town of Esperance 

Breakabeen Historic District Historic Town of Fulton 

Dr. Christopher S. Best House and Office Historic Town of Fulton 

Max V. Shaul State Park Recreation Town of Fulton 

Keyser Kill Recreation Town of Fulton 

Middlburgh town center Cultural Town of Middleburgh 

Green Wolf brewing Cultural Town of Middleburgh 

Bellinger Dutton House Historic Town of Middleburgh 

St. Mark’s Church Historic Town of Middleburgh 

Timothy Murphy Memorial Historic Town of Middleburgh 

The Best House Historic Town of Middleburgh 

Site of the Middle Fort Historic Town of Middleburgh 

Vroman’s Nose Recreation Town of Middleburgh 

The Long Path Recreation Regional 

Baker Ave. Creekside Park Recreation Town of Middleburgh 

Esperance Historical Museum Cultural Village of Esperance 

Esperance Presbyterian Church (1817) Historic Village of Esperance 

Hewett Drive Boat Launch Recreation Village of Esperance 
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Village of Esperance Park Recreation Village of Esperance 

Palatine House Cultural Village of Schoharie 

Children’s Theater Cultural Village of Schoharie 

Lasell Park Cultural Village of Schoharie 

Covered Bridge Historic Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie Historic Walking Tour (planned) Historic Village of Schoharie 

Old Stone Fort Museum Complex Historic 
District 

Historic Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie Valley Railroad Complex Historic 
District 

Historic Village of Schoharie 

St. Paul’s Lutheran Church Historic District 
(including Cemetery) 

Historic Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie County Courthouse Historic District Historic Village of Schoharie 

Lasell DAR Historic District Historic Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie Cemetery Historic Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie County Clerk’s Office Building Historic Village of Schoharie 

Mary Beatrice Cushing Memorial Library Historic Village of Schoharie 

Fox Creek Park Recreation Village of Schoharie 

Lily Park Recreation Village of Schoharie 

Schoharie Community Pool Recreation Village of Schoharie 

Cobleskill Creek Trail Recreation Regional 
 

 

 



 

 
 

75 Appendix D: Summary of Trail Support in Existing Planning Documents 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX D 

Summary of Trail Support in Existing 

Planning Documents 
 

 



 

 
 

76 Appendix D: Summary of Trail Support in Existing Planning Documents 

 

 

Plan Name Year 
adopted 

Community How plan supports a trail through Schoharie Valley 

Village of Esperance 
Comprehensive Plan 

2007 Esperance Goal #4 seeks to improve recreation opportunities for village residents and visitors.  A 
recommended action to support this goal is to explore development of Schoharie Creek 
access on Steuben Street for boating, fishing, and other recreation.  The plan also calls for 
a variety of bike and pedestrian improvements along Main Street. 

Town of Esperance 
Comprehensive Plan 

2008 Esperance The plan does not specifically recommend creating a trail along the Schoharie Creek.  Goals 
focus on protecting the rural character of the community and promoting the town as a 
great place to live and do business.  A trail along the Schoharie Creek complements these 
goals. 

Town & Village of Middleburgh 
Comprehensive Plan 

1999 Middleburgh The plan recommends creating promotional materials for a Route 30 Bike Path as a way to 
promote economic activity in the town center.  The plan also recommends developing a 
bicycle and pedestrian plan. 

DRAFT Town & Village of 
Middleburgh Comprehensive Plan 

NA Middleburgh The plan has a recommendation to support development of a bike/hike trail along the 
Schoharie Creek and ensure that it links with both Village sidewalks and important 
locations in the Town.  There is also a recommendation to create a canoe/kayak/boating 
access point and parking pull offs to promote additional water-related recreation.  The 
recreation section of the draft plan identifies the provision of recreational opportunities 
for all ages as a key concern and recommends promotion of multi-purpose trails and 
pathways which link to each other and to important locations within the town and village.   

Town of Fulton Comprehensive 
Plan 

2014 Fulton The plan does not specifically recommend creating a trail along the Schoharie Creek, but it 
does include recreation in the vision statement and acknowledges the significance of 
water bodies and their potential for recreation.  The goals in the plan focus on maintaining 
the rural character of the community, preserving agricultural activities and tourism 
promotion.  A trail along the Schoharie Creek is consistent with all of these goals. 
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Plan Name Year 
adopted 

Community How plan supports a trail through Schoharie Valley 

Village of Schoharie Long Term Recovery 
Strategy 

2014 Schoharie A Bike/Walk path along the Schoharie Creek from I-88 to Middleburgh is 
identified as a priority project and an opportunity to increase tourist traffic to 
local businesses.  The creation of recreational and cultural activities that 
enhance citizen health and quality of life, provide connections to community 
assets, and connect with waterfronts in a positive way are identified as recovery 
projects.  

DRAFT Village of Schoharie Waterfront 
Recreational Assets Plan 

NA Schoharie This plan is being developed in response to the need for enhanced recreation in 
the Village and to identify specific opportunities associated with the Schoharie 
Creek and Fox Creek Park.  The draft plan identifies a variety of community 
assets that can be connected with the proposed hike/bike trail along Schoharie 
Creek. 

NY Rising Community Reconstruction 
Plan for the Towns and Villages of 
Esperance, Schoharie, and Middleburgh 

2014 Regional Building a multi-use trail from Central Bridge through Schoharie to 
Middleburgh is identified as a featured project in the plan.   

Town and Village of Schoharie 
Comprehensive Plan 

1997 Schoharie One of the recreation goals in the plan is to provide enhanced access to 
Schoharie Creek and other natural areas via bike/hike trails.  The plan 
specifically recommends establishing a bike path along Route 30 to Middleburgh 
and also recommends a multi-use trail linking important community cultural and 
recreational sites.  The creation of a trail commission is identified as a means to 
educate land owners and secure trail easements. 

Blenheim Long-Term Community 
Recovery Plan 

2012 Blenheim The plan recommends creating a Parks and Recreation Plan. While there is not a 
specific recommendation to create a hike/bike trail along the Schoharie Creek, 
the plan recommends creating a trail system to take advantage of and weave 
together the creekside, historic sites, and outdoor gathering spaces.  The plan 
also recommends creating a marketing and tourism strategy in order to identify 
recreational activities that already exist or could be developed. 

Town of Blenheim Comprehensive Plan 2014 Blenheim The plan recommends implementation of the Blenheim Parks and Recreation 
Plan to ensure there are recreation opportunities for both residents and visitors.  
The plan specifically recommends pursuing plans and funding for recreation 
opportunities related to the Schoharie Creek and the development of a trail 
system for hikers, equestrians and ATVs. 
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Trail User Analysis 

 
SALT began collecting community opinions about the idea of creating a multi-use trail along the Schoharie Creek. 

Based on survey data collected by SALT the most common trail users to be expected along the proposed 

Schoharie Creek Trail are people walking, running and hiking.  Survey respondents also indicate a significant 

interest in bicycling.  Responses were collected via an online survey available on the SALT website and paper 

surveys were distributed at community events and public meetings.  As of January 2016, there were 397 

responses.  Those responses are summarized below. 

 

Who Responded? 

Responses came from 62 different villages and towns.  The majority of responses came from Cobleskill, 

Esperance, Middleburgh, Sharon Springs and Schoharie.  The chart below shows the distribution of responses for 

towns and villages that had more than 2 responses.  Responses came from all age groups.  A little more than half 

of the respondents were age 46 or older.  Most (59%) of the respondents were female. 
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Potential Impact of Trail on Current Activities 

The SALT survey asked about using the trail for walking, running, hiking, bicycling, canoeing/kayaking, horseback 

riding and cross country skiing/snowshoeing.   

 24% of respondents engage in hiking at least once per week.  The majority engage in hiking infrequently.  

Building the trail may increase hiking. 

 65% of respondents engage in running/walking at least once per week.  The trail would have little to no 

impact on respondents current running/walking habits. 

 22% of respondents engage in bicycling at least once per week.  The trail could slightly increase 

bicycling. 

 Very few respondents engage in canoeing/kayaking.  Some respondents indicated they canoe/kayak 

more often if a trail were built. 

 Horseback riding is the least common activity.  The trail would have little impact on the horseback riding 

habits of respondents. 

 12% of respondents cross country ski/snowshoe at least once per week while 86% engage 1-3 times per 

month.  Respondents indicate they may be more like to cross country ski/snowshoe if there were a trail. 
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Areas of Interest 

Respondents are most interested in using the trail for recreation, followed by ecological and historical interests.  

There is little interest in using the trail for commuting but respondents would frequent businesses while using 

the trail.  Respondents would use the trail year-round, with the least interest in the winter.  The greatest interest 

is in the portion of trail from Middleburgh to Schoharie followed by the portion from Schoharie to Central 

Bridge.  Most respondents are interested in using picnic areas and parking as add-ons to the trail.  Very few 

respondents have an interest in planning and development of the trail so it is important that a project 

coordinator such as SALT be identified to facilitate the process. 

Interest Area Number of 
Responses 

Percent of total 
Responses 

Agriculture 124 31% 
Geological 160 42% 
Historical 188 47% 
Recreational 314 79% 
Ecological 199 50% 
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Opportunities and Challenges 
Using Geographic Information System (GIS) data provided by Schoharie County, property ownership 

information, existing flood plains, wetlands delineations, and a review of existing plans and documents, various 

opportunities and challenges were identified.  Additional input was collected during public meetings.  

Participants were asked what they perceived to be the opportunities and challenges associated with creating a 

trail through the Schoharie Valley.  That input in summarized in in the word clouds and graphs below. 

Public Input: Opportunities 
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Public Input: Challenges 
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Middleburgh and Schoharie Railroad (USGS, 1900) 

Abandoned Railroad Corridors 
The Schoharie Valley was once served by two 

railroads, the Middleburgh and Schoharie 

Railroad, from Schoharie to Middleburgh, and 

the Schoharie Valley Railway, from Central 

Bridge to Schoharie.  These railroads were 

extraordinarily small railroads, with a combined 

system of mileage under 10 miles.  Operations 

began in 1867 and trains connected with the 

Albany and Susquehanna Railroad which 

became the Delaware and Hudson in 1870.  The 

railroads operated both freight and passenger 

trains.  With the coming of paved roads and 

motor vehicles in the 20th Century, the railroads 

fell on increasingly hard times.  The 

Middleburgh and Schoharie was abandoned in 

1936 and the Schoharie Valley Railway was 

abandoned in 1942. 

Today, the right of way of the railroads is barely 

visible.  Because the railroads have been 

abandoned for nearly 75 years most of the right 

of way has been absorbed by adjacent private 

owners.  The preservation of the right of way 

varies widely from parcel to parcel.  Some sections of the alignment are visible, particularly around the 

Schoharie Railroad Complex.  A section of right of way slightly under two miles has been preserved and is owned 

by National Grid between Schoharie and Middleburgh.  It is feasible that this parcel could be used for a trail 

given the fact that the right of way remains relatively preserved, however this is dependent on the cooperation 

of the utility company.  As for the remaining 78 parcels, land ownership issues would prove complex and there is 

often not a trace left of the right of way. 

The alignment the former Schoharie-Middleburgh railroad was approximated by tracing a topographic map from 

the U.S Geological Survey from 1900, shown below, with respect to contemporary landmarks in ArcGIS. The 

approximated railroad alignment was overlaid with contemporary parcel data from Schoharie County to 

determine landownership. As previously mentioned, the railroad alignment is estimated to be broken up into 79 

parcels with 50 different owners, and the map is provided on the next page. The railroad right-of-way is shown 

in purple. Sections that intersect with parcels that are owned by public or quasi-public entities, including 

Schoharie County, the Towns of Schoharie and Middleburgh, the Village of Schoharie, the Schoharie Colonial 

Heritage Association, and the Niagara-Mohawk Power Corp, are emphasized in red brackets. 

Additionally, the approximated railroad alignment can be viewed in Google Maps at this link. 

https://www.google.com/maps/d/edit?mid=zlVDcdfxtoYo.kYTtXuZ0nz5A&usp=sharing
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 Abandoned Middleburgh and Schoharie Railroad: Approximate Alignment Over Current Land Use 
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A map was created to identify opportunities and constraints for the Schoharie Creek Trail, shown on the 

following page.  Key items included in the map are listed in the table below. 

Opportunities Challenges 

FEMA buyout properties Active rail line 

Broad community support Creek meanders and flooding 

Several landowners are willing to construct 
the trail across their property or allow trail 
access from their property 

Constructing the trail on river bottom soils will require 
special construction and engineering.   
Note: Route 30 is constructed on the same soils. 

Recommended in multiple plans Some Creekside landowners are opposed to the trail 

Abandoned railroad between Schoharie and 
Middleburgh 

 

Existing cultural & historic attractions  

Promote tourism & economic development  

Some publicly owned land within creek 
corridor 

 

Expand recreation options  

Connection with Long Path  

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

91 Appendix F: Opportunities and Challenges Report 

 

 
Opportunities and Challenges Map 
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Agri-tourism 

 

Agri-tourism can contribute to rural development.  It has the ability to be an important source of 

income for farmers and the surrounding communities. Agri-tourism has its own ability to influence and 

effect rural development socially and environmentally in local towns and villages. Promoting tourism 

and Agri-tourism activities around those areas brings much needed assistance for developing the 

economic development of rural areas. For example, organic fruits, vegetables jams, handmade crafts 

and gifts are products frequently produced for agri-tourism. Additionally, agri-tourism creates 

opportunities for the producer to link with their consumer and directly market their products. 

Schoharie County has fourteen agri-tourism assets, summarized in the table below.  These range from 

U-pick farms to specialty stores such as the Carrot Barn.  These assets are evenly distributed 

throughout the valley, and are the areas major tourism generators.   

 

 

Agri-tourism Destinations in Schoharie Valley 

Destination Name Location Description 

Carrot Barn Schoharie Farm Stand, Café, Retail Store 

Schoharie Valley Farms Schoharie Farm, Events 

Guernsey’s Schoharie 

Nurseries 

Schoharie Retail Nursery & Landscaping 

Pumpkin Pete’s Family Fun Schoharie U-Pick 

Terrace Mountain Orchard  Schoharie U-Pick 

Breakabeen General Store Breakabeen General Store 

Shaul Farms Road Stand Fultonham Farm Stand 

Barber’s Farm Middleburgh Farm Stand 

Bohringer’s Fruit Farm Middleburgh U-Pick, Fruit & Vegetable Store 

Highwind Farms Middleburgh U-Pick 

“Pick-A-Pumpkin” Pumpkin 

Patch 

Esperance U-pick 

George Landis Arboretum Esperance Preserve 

Hessian Hill Farm Berne Farm Stand, U-pick, Classes & Events 

The Olde Tater Barn Central Bridge Events 
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Economic Benefits of Trails 

The economic benefits of trails are broad. While they indirectly reduce costs related to health and mobility; net 

new spending brought into a community by trail visitors is the most direct measure of economic impact, 

strengthening local businesses and property values. In Schoharie County a trail could help create a corridor of 

economically viable village centers along the Schoharie Creek, enhancing the unique agricultural and historic 

character of the Valley. This trail would create connections between historic villages, as well as recreational 

opportunities on the water and in the numerous state forests on each side of the valley. These connections 

would promote economic growth by generating tourism opportunities throughout the Schoharie Valley. Other 

trails around the country and New York State serve as excellent case studies for this type of growth: 

 Along New York’s Erie Canalway Trail, users were found on average to spend $158 per visit. Users 

travelling to the trail from outside of the region often included at least one overnight stay during their 

visit, increasing the average spending to $530 per person per visit. Most of this money is spent in the 

hospitality industry. Statewide, the trail brings in more than $55 million annually from 40,000 visitors 

outside the counties that the trail traverses. This comprises 2.5% of the 1.6 million visitors the trail 

accommodates every year (P&TNY, 2014).  

 The Chautauqua Rails to Trails is a 30 mile shared-use trail system in western New York, which shares 

many similar characteristics to the Schoharie Creek Trail Concept. The Chautauqua trail is located almost 

entirely on private land, which has been voluntarily opened to the public by the land owners. According 

to a 2008 survey, average annual spending along the trail was $28 per person per trip. The 39% of 

surveyed users who were not local to the area brought in on average $50 per person per trip to local 

communities (NYSPR, 2010) 

 The “Trail Towns” program developed for the Alleghany Passage rail trail takes a regional approach to 

economic development, providing assistance to eight communities along the trail in the form of access 

to loans for new businesses, marketing, real estate development, and entrepreneurial coaching 

(Gallagher & Camp, 2011). This program has yielded huge, direct economic impacts: trail users spend 

over $40 million annually, revitalizing many towns that had declined with the loss of mining and railroad 

activity. Since 2007, trail-related activities provide annual wages of $7.5 million every year, and 54 new 

or expanded businesses serving trail users have created 83 new jobs in eight small towns (RTC, 2014) 

 Research studies on the effects of rural trails on property values consistently demonstrated no adverse 

impacts in Pennsylvania, Minnesota, New York, and California. Numerous real estate studies are finding 

that homes located adjacent to or near trail systems increase in value, and that realtors use proximity to 

trails as a selling point (P&TNY& HRVG, 2000). The Little Miami Scenic Trail, a 78-mile multi-use trail 

connecting Cincinnati, Dayton, and Columbus Ohio was found to have positive influence on residential 

property values within close proximity (within 10,000 feet, using street network distance) to a trailhead. 

Among these homes, each foot closer to the trailhead increased the home's average sale price by $4 

(Oliver & vom Hofe, 2013). 

 

The proposed trail along the Schoharie Creek could also provide communities with unique economic 

opportunities by using the creek itself as a part of the trail network, opening the doors to a number of niche 

markets that cater to outdoor water recreation: 
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 While New York State has an extensive system of water trails, there is a geographic gap in the Schoharie 

Valley. Incorporation of water activities in a “Blue-way” trail concept has potential to attract visitors 

from the Cobleskill population center, who would otherwise have to travel 40 minutes to the Erie 

Canalway or Susquehanna River to access a water trail (NYS Water Trail Network, 2010) 

 Case studies of rural communities recovering from declines in agriculture and timber have shown the 

economic benefits of water trails can be maximized by cultivating businesses and opportunities for 

visitors. Direct economic impacts in rural communities have been observed from spending by water trail 

users on food and beverage establishments, lodging, camping businesses, retail, and recreational service 

providers. (Johnson, 2002) 

 

Health Benefits of Trails 
In the United States, chronic disease and obesity rates have continued to rise for several decades. Chronic 

diseases represent seven of the ten leading causes of death across the nation (CDC 2013). The 2013 Schoharie 

County Community Health Assessment and Improvement Plan identified prevention of chronic diseases as the 

health priority to address in the county, with particular focus on obesity prevention. The NYS state comptroller 

has identified the cost of obesity in a recent report.  Childhood obesity is calculated to cost $327 million dollars 

annually in associated medical costs, for adults this jumps to $11.8 billion. Research into the causes of these 

chronic diseases consistently identify the lack of physical activity as a major culprit. Recent research has focused 

on how the built environment affects people’s behavior around physical activity, and the findings indicate that 

the presence of opportunities for physical activity (parks, trails, sidewalks etc.) have a positive impact on the 

physical activity levels within the community.  The proposed trail along the Schoharie Creek presents a unique 

opportunity to improve community health in Schoharie County: 

 Currently, only 20% of adults get the recommended thirty minutes of physical activity per day.  The CDC 

recommends building or enhancing trails, greenways, parks and recreational facilities to support walking 

and bicycling for recreation as a way to help residents increase physical activity levels and combat 

chronic disease.   

 In dispersed rural areas such as Schoharie County walking and biking to destinations is often difficult to 

achieve because residents live far from schools, worksites and other common destinations. This creates 

a need for environments that supports active recreation, even if residents must drive to get to them 

(Hanson & Hartley, 2015). 

 The elements of the built environment that are associated with increasing physical activity in rural areas 

are recreational facilities such as trails and parks (Frost et. al., 2010).   

 Trails create healthy recreation and transportation opportunities by providing people of all ages with 

attractive, safe, accessible places to bike, walk, hike, run, or ski. In this way trails make it easier for 

people to engage in physical activity. 

 

While the benefits trails have on physical health have been widely publicized, trails can also have a number of 

positive effects on mental health within a community. Easy access to recreational facilities and nature provide 

opportunities for stress relief, which improves overall mental health within an area: 

 High levels of stress are correlated with low rates of frustration tolerance, more frequent negative 

moods, more work absences, increased illness association, lower levels of residential and job 

satisfaction, high rates of hostility and anxiety, cognitive performance impairments, and decrements in 
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overall life satisfaction (Novaco 2009). 

 People with access to nature, recreational facilities, and active transportation facilities report higher 

levels of overall life satisfaction, more positive moods, higher levels of job satisfaction, and perform 

better on basic cognitive tests (Novaco 2009). 

 Exposure to the natural environment through recreational facilities has positive effects on memory, 

attention span, concentration, impulse inhibition, and mood (Bratman 2012). 

With rising interest in health related initiatives and more trails being built than ever before, there is mounting 

evidence that demonstrates the positive impact trails have had on public health.  

 

Other Community Benefits of Trails  
Trails May benefit the community by providing improvements to mobility. Mobility benefits differ from other 

benefits in that they examine the role of the trail as part of the transportation network as opposed to from an 

economic development or healthcare standpoint. Mobility benefits of a trail are divided into two distinct 

categories, the immediate benefits to the trail user’s mobility, and the benefits to the mobility of non-trail users. 

According to Census Data, 93% of residents in Schoharie County have access to a vehicle, approximately 5% of 

workers commute by walking (presumably in village and town centers) and less than 1% commute by bicycle.   

 For the commuters and carless households located along the proposed trail, the trail could drastically 

improve their level of mobility.  

 For residents in the area who are dependent on non-motorized transportation – such as children - the 

trail would be of great benefit by providing a safe transportation network. 

 For those who currently use motorized transportation but would like to travel by non-motorized modes, 

the trail would provide mobility benefits in terms of mobility savings – specifically in terms of savings in 

vehicle and parking costs. 

 For non-trail users, the trail could provide cost savings in terms of roadway maintenance and traffic 

safety benefits by potentially switching current motorized commuters to non-motorized modes of 

transportation, thus reducing road use (Litman, 2010). 

Trails also provide a community benefit by enhancing social well-being, or quality of life, within a given area. 

Social well-being is often measured in the form of social capital, which is defined as the “collective value of all 

social networks and the inclinations that arise from those networks to do things for each other” (Mattison, 

2014). In other words; the more social interactions an individual has with others the more likely they are to feel 

as if they belong in society, therefore they are more willing to participate in activities that allow society to 

continue to function.  

 Trails in the community provide a setting for neighbors to meet and interact face-to-face, enhancing the 

number of social interactions within a community and therefore increasing social capital. 

 Improvements in social capital are associated with higher levels of community and political 

engagement, improved mental health, improved education and work performance, increased spending 

at local businesses, and an improved sense of safety and belonging at the local level (Mattison, 2014). 

 Trails and greenways have been shown to reduce crime and illegal activity within communities they are 

located (“Benefits of Trails and Greenways”, 2008). 

 Trails and greenways provide an enhanced sense of place and community pride. 
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The wide range of benefits that trails offer a community indicate that they are a vital piece of the puzzle when it 

comes to improving quality of life within a region. 
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Economic Development Summary 

Because of the wide variety of economic benefits trails provide to a community, it is sometimes hard to 

imagine the specific businesses a trail might bring to a community. These are some new businesses a 

trail in the Schoharie Valley could sustain: 

 

Businesses Potential Business Value 

Three Coffee Shops $150,000 per shop 

A Brewpub $300,000 

Three Farm Stands $50,000 per stand 

Two Bed and Breakfasts $150,000 per B&B 

An Outdoor Sporting Goods Store $200,000 

Two Retail Stores $200,000 per store 

An Ice Cream Stand $150,000 

A Bakery $150,000 

Three Restaurants $150,000 per restaurant 

An Art Gallery $125,000 

A General Store $150,000 

One Race or Event Coordinator $100,000 

One Bait and Tackle Shop $75,000 

One Bike Shop $150,000 

One or Two Regional Tour Groups $75,000 per group 

One Campground $250,000 

Total: 25 potential new businesses Potential Return on Investment: $3,150,000  
*Business value estimates based on Zillow property value assessments* 

 

One way to aid the funding needed to start many of these businesses would be to create a community 

revolving door fund around based around the trail – similar to the Alleghany passage “Trail Towns” 

program. A system like this would work by creating a community fund that provides low interest rate 

loans for businesses located near the trail, or that serve trail users. The fund would exist solely to 

provide financial aid and opportunities to business owners that have a vested interest in the trail, 

creating a symbiotic relationship within the community. As the trail economy grows so too does the 

fund supporting that economy, leading to more economic opportunities along the trail corridor.  
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Collaborative Strategies for Utilizing Private Property and/or Public Right-Of-Way  

 

There are three different strategies for allowing recreational uses on private property.  All of the land required 

to construct the trail can be transferred to a public entity or landowners can retain ownership and allow 

recreational use.  

 

1) Voluntary cooperation of private landowners.  Landowners allow the public onto or across one’s land, 

thereby relying on New York’s Recreational Use Statute.  This method can be used if the trail is built by 

volunteers without using funds and instead uses community fundraising campaigns or private grants.    

2) A trail or conservation easement with a non-profit organization (such as the Schoharie Land Trust), with the 

fee title (and control) remaining with the landowner.  This method is used for the Finger Lakes Trail between 

private land owners and the Finger Lakes Trail Conference, Inc.  An easement can apply to just a portion of the 

property, for example just the trail corridor.  If the landowner donates the easement it can qualify as a tax-

deductible charitable donation.  An easement may or may not result in property tax savings.  An easement is 

required if public funds are used to construct the trail. 

3) Public land acquisition – this option requires the most time and resources.  It is required if grant funding from 

the federal government is used to construct the trail.    

 

Recommendations 

1. Strategies 1 or 2 are recommended for working with landowners in the Schoharie Valley.   

2. Trail coordinators should create relationships with property owners before the trail is built and then 

maintain those relationships so that problems can be addressed and limited.  The way in which 

landowners learn about plans for a trail can have a lasting impact on their attitude towards the trail.   

3. Identify a consistent strategy for protecting croplands adjacent to the trail.  Consistency is important so 

that trail users will recognize croplands throughout seasons.  Potential strategies to consider are fencing, 

natural barriers (such as shrubs or other native plantings), or educational signage.  Trail coordinators 

should work with farmers to determine the most relevant strategy. 

4. Trail coordinators should seek legal counsel about liability issues for landowners or entities holding 

easements, especially where the trail is constructed parallel to the creek since NYS General Obligations 

Law does not list swimming as a recreational use.  Guidance could then be provided to landowners and 

farm owners regarding their insurance policies. 

 

Benefits and Concerns for Landowners  
There is some evidence that initial attitudes of private property owners adjacent to trails can predict 

their satisfaction once the trail is constructed.  When a trail is first proposed the property owners in the trail 

area typically have initial concerns.  Their concerns and attitude toward the trail are often linked to the manner 

in which they first heard about the trail plan.  

Literature regarding the effect of trails on property values is inconclusive.  Some analyses have found no effect 

while others found that the presence of trails increased property values.  However, property salability is 

positively affected by a nearby trail.  Real estate agents often use proximity to a trail as a selling point for 

properties.  Studies have found that landowners adjacent to trails receive a range of other benefits including 
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convenience (opportunity to use the trail) and access (availability to reach the trail, physical fitness and 

recreation benefits, increased salability of property, and a variety of social benefits.) 

A review of existing trail studies found the most frequent problems reported included unleased dogs 

and dog owners not cleaning up their dog’s waste.  The same studies consistently found that property owner’s 

had initial concerns about trespassing, litter and noise that were not realized.  Trespassing appears to be an 

issue when there is a lack of public access points.  There may be places where it is appropriate to use posting, 

fencing or natural barriers to deter trespassing on private property to access the trail or to protect crops. 

 

Recreational use Statute   
New York State acknowledges how much people depend upon the use of private property for outdoor 

recreation and in 1956 passed legislation to encourage landowners to keep their lands open to recreationists 

and limit the liability of landowners who allowed hunting, fishing, trapping, and training of dogs on their 

property when no fee is charged and the landowner receives no other consideration from the recreationist. 

Since then other recreation activities have been added to this list in the General Obligations Law (GOL) 9-103: 

canoeing, hiking, horseback riding, bicycle riding, motorized vehicle operation for recreational purposes, 

snowmobile operation, cross-country skiing, tobogganing, sledding, hang gliding, speleological activities, 

boating, and the cutting or gathering of wood for noncommercial purposes (note: swimming is not included). 

New York laws provide a framework in which landowners have the means to control recreational use of their 

property. Landowners can allow blanket permission for anyone to use their property; they can exclude all 

recreational use; or they can decide whether to allow recreationists on a case-by-case basis.  Access to private 

property for recreation can be managed by leaving property unposted, posting with by permission signs only, 

and posting property.   

As long as the landowner makes no charge to the recreationist, suits resulting from harm suffered by a 

recreationist, in which the landowner is found to be negligent, will be covered by nearly any standard 

homeowner’s or farm owner’s insurance policy. However, two points should be carefully checked—amount of 

coverage and parcels covered. For more information on recreational access on private property and liability of 

property owners see Tommy L. Brown’s summary of New York State laws on this issue or refer to the 

Recreational Use Statute (General Obligations Law Section 9-103) is available in the Appendix J. 
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NYS Recreational Use Statute 

Below is the text of the Recreational Use Statute (General Obligations Law Section 9-103) from 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/lawssrch.cgi?NVLWO 

 

General Obligations  

    § 9-103. No   duty   to   keep   premises   safe   for certain uses; responsibility for acts  of  such  users.  1.  

Except as provided in subdivision two, 

 a.  an owner, lessee or occupant of premises, whether or not posted as  provided in section 11-2111 of 

the environmental conservation law,  owes  no  duty  to  keep  the  premises  safe  for  entry or use by others for 

hunting, fishing, organized gleaning as defined in section seventy-one-y of the agriculture and markets law, 

canoeing, boating, trapping, hiking, cross-country skiing, tobogganing, sledding,  speleological  activities, 

horseback  riding,  bicycle  riding,  hang  gliding,  motorized  vehicle operation for recreational purposes, 

snowmobile  operation,  cutting  or gathering of wood for non-commercial purposes or training of dogs, or to 

give  warning  of  any  hazardous  condition  or  use of or structure or activity on such premises to persons 

entering for such purposes; 

 b. an owner, lessee or occupant of premises who  gives  permission  to another  to  pursue  any  such  

activities  upon  such premises does not thereby (1) extend any assurance that the premises  are  safe  for  such  

purpose,  or  (2) constitute the person to whom permission is granted an  invitee to whom a duty of care is 

owed, or (3) assume responsibility for or incur liability for any injury to person or property  caused  by  any  act 

of persons to whom the permission is granted. 

 c.  an  owner, lessee or occupant of a farm, as defined in section six hundred seventy-one of the labor 

law, whether or not posted as  provide  in  section  11-2111 of the environmental conservation law, owes no 

duty to keep such farm safe for entry or  use  by  a  person  who  enters  or  remains  in  or  upon such farm 

without consent or privilege, or to give warning of any hazardous condition or use of or structure or activity on 

such farm to persons  so  entering  or  remaining.  This shall  not  be  interpreted,  or  construed,  as  a limit on 

liability for acts of gross negligence in addition to those other acts referred  to  in  subdivision two of this section. 

    2.  This section does not limit the liability which would otherwise exist 

  a. for willful or malicious failure to guard, or to  warn  against,  a dangerous condition, use, structure or 

activity; or 

  b.  for  injury suffered in any case where permission to pursue any of the activities  enumerated  in  this  

section   was   granted   for   a consideration  other  than  the  consideration,  if  any,  paid  to said landowner by 

the state or federal government,  or  permission  to  train dogs  was  granted  for  a consideration other than 

that provided for in section 11-0925 of the environmental conservation law; or 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/lawssrch.cgi?NVLWO
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 c. for injury caused, by acts of persons to whom permission to  pursue any of  the activities enumerated 

in this section was granted, to other persons as to whom the person granting permission, or the owner,  lessee 

or occupant of the premises, owed a duty to keep the premises safe or to warn of danger. 

    3.  Nothing in this section creates a duty of care or ground of liability for injury to person or property. 

 

 


