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Study Team

Master Planning and Architecture Cambridge Seven Associates

Environmental Analysis Guntlow & Associates

Traffic Study  Fuss & O’Neil

Geotechnical Engineering Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Landscape Design Stephen Stimson Associates
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site analysis
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program
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option A
60 rooms + 40 annex rooms under one roof

Inn located at Agway Barn Site
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option B
60 Room Inn 

Direct on Spring Street 
Remote Annex Building



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



summary of study



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



Williams College Inn Alternatives Analysis Cambridge Seven Associates, Inc. January 2016



traffic study summary
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tOWN REVIEW COMMENTS
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Town Review Comments – 13 November 2015 

From: Jason Hoch <jhoch@williamstown.net>
Date: Fri, Nov 13, 2015 at 9:18 AM
Subject: FW: Inn site study
To: Jim Kolesar <jkolesar@williams.edu>

Jim –
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the site study for the Inn. Our staff has reviewed the report with an intent of 
offering general observations about findings and potential areas for further study before finalizing. We did not 
review it as a full pre-regulatory type filing as we understand this is a draft and there is ample time for formal review 
later.
 
The most notable issue of concern is the further deterioration of service at the Water/Main intersection.
 
I am happy to discuss the items noted below in greater detail with the project team or to provide additional 
clarification. Further, please feel free to attribute any of these comments and subsequent analysis that may be 
added to the report as resulting from the Town of Williamstown’s informal review if it is helpful to differentiate from 
the College’s initial plans.
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Land Use

➢ One of the key recommendations of the 2002 Master Plan is that the Village Business District needs to be 
gradually expanded to accommodate more business space as this is lacking in town. Additionally, tourism 
should be pursued as a major avenue of economic development. Option A seems to accomplish these 
goals more effectively than Option B as it preserves the Town Parking Lot as a future site for mixed use 
development once the parking situation is addressed by using another site in the future for parking. A 
mixed use building at the Option A hotel site would be less ideal than on the Town Parking lot site as a 
mixed use building would more heavily rely on pedestrian traffic. A hotel on the other hand is an ideal 
anchor institution and generates its own pedestrian traffic and is ideal for the Option A site as long as 
steps noted in the report to ensure pedestrian connectivity are taken into account.

➢ Both Police and Fire Departments expressed concern about fully restricting the existing Denison Park 
Drive such that the hotel has only one main access in Option A. They would prefer having a secondary 
access. This can be a bollard protected emergency only lane similar to the installation at Weston Field. 
The same observation holds for the Annex as shown in Option B.

➢ The Fire Department notes that access to two sides of the buildings is necessary for appropriate fire 
protection. In both options, the annex shows little to no accessibility for fire lanes.
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Traffic

➢ Placing the hotel at the Option A site preserves more of the existing traffic pattern and does not force as many vehicles 
towards the Hoxsey Street intersection which will be difficult to improve from a LOS perspective.

➢ Based on the report, one can surmise that the proposed Walden Street extension to South Street could enhance LOS at all 
area intersections.

➢ The Town needs to consider methods of improving upper Water Street due to the serious LOS at this area. Mitigation might 
have to be considered during a hotel permitting process, as this LOS will decrease further.

➢ A roundabout could be a major improvement to the Water Street intersection.https://www.fhwa.dot.
gov/publications/research/safety/00067/000674.pdf. Traffic volumes at this intersection however, are near the upper limit 
for capacity of a single lane urban compact roundabout on a peak hour basis. This should be studied further. From a design 
perspective, a significant amount of pavement already exists at the Water/Main/Waterman intersection and could likely be 
reconfigured without significant loss of additional land or existing parking on Water Street.

➢ Option B seems very problematic from a traffic perspective with congested drop off and bus loading areas.

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/research/safety/00067/000674.pdf
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/research/safety/00067/000674.pdf
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Traffic Continued

➢ The report notes that the existing Latham / Denison/ Spring / Parking lot intersection is problematic, and dangerous 
for pedestrians. Serious design attention must be paid to this site in the development process. If site A is selected 
the College could consider relocating Walden Street during the process of reconstructing and expanding the Town 
parking lot to create a 4 way intersection with significantly improved site lines. This approach, when combined with 
the separate Walden Street Extension could provide one continuous through street from Water Street to South 
Street which could offer an overall reduction of volume on Main Street.

 Wetlands & Site Technical Analysis

➢ Guntlow’s wetlands report is excellent and captures the concerns shared by the Community Development office and 
the Conservation Commission when the project was discussed last year.

➢ We have no comments on the geotechnical work.

 
 



THANK YOU

OFFICE OF PLANNING, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

JANUARY 2016


