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McKownville: On The Front Line

article by Fred B Abele

- ‘Wednesday, Aug. 27 will-be thie:
date of the referendumi on the
‘merger -of the McKownyille arid
- Westmere Water Districts. Voting
for.-residents.in the present Mc-
.Kownville distrigt will: take place,’
"from. 4 to 10.p.m. at the McKown-
v1lleFlre House Westiere district
residents will vofe during the same
“hours atthe; thmerq Fire House:
R of,tbe factors raised m

connectmn with the water dmtrict
merger is the McKownville Reser-
voir, How will merger affect it?

I looked into the Reservoir’s
past, present and future, and what
1 came up with forms the rest of
this column, If any of the facts
whichfollow are in error, pleaselet

me know .
THE'PAST de -
The reservoir was ysed for water
by McKownville residents since
before1949, when the McKownville
Water District was formed. Up
until 1970, the reservoir provided
the sole source ‘of water to the
district. In 1970 the district (which
is indirectly administered by the
Town Board) began to supplement -
the reservoir water with water
purchased irom ‘the . Westmere
~Water Disfrict. )
In November 1978 McKownune
ceased usmg reservoir water and
“began. :elymgiotally on Westmere
water, #s:it does today. The switch
from .the reseryoir to- Westmere
,camé_zbout in part’ becatise of
dxssat;sractmn by McKownville re-
. sidents with-the Tinished reservoir
water. Raw'‘McKownville Reser-
‘voir ‘water - contains rather higl
levels of iron, and the town had ha
a rather poor record of success in
removing the iron:
--A§ & result, thesvater, while safe,
frequently hrad an undesirable
nded to leave perman-
ent ._rown stains on laundry. The'

purified water also.enntained con-
S hether the oot MeKownvil

er poor McKownville
water quality was caused by badly
designed filtering equipment or by
inexpert operation of the filtering
plant is not knowi.

Prior to 1974, the reservoir was
capable of provnding in dry peri-
ods, enough water to supply some

2,500 persons. Its capaclty was.
dependent on Harrington’s: Pond,
situated behind the parking lot of
the McKownville United Methodist
Chureh onthe southeastern portion
‘of the proposed Crossgates site.

In the 1969s the church owned
Harrington’s Pond, but sold it ‘in
“March1972 to the Questor Corp., a

veloper. On Nov 19, 1974, the
“dam holding b [arrington’s
Pond breached, transfonning the
pond into a marshy stream.

The loss of Harrington's Pond
reduced the capacity of the reser-
. voir from 250,000 to 100,000 gallons
per day. The water district re-
ceived an insurance payment of
"'$10,000 for the resulting siltation of
the reservoir, but nothing was done

‘6nly‘IegaLsoA

torepairthedam. It ains-inits

damaged state to this .
The present-gwners of

ton’s Pond evidently did not wis!

the pond restored to its former

-condmo a;ld the town . could or

s require xe torahonof;he

Itnseasymguesswhy .o
« In 1971, the area conbaming
Harringtons Pond (that is, the
present propesed. Crossgate&mte)
was zoned COR, and in 1973 the
Town Board redefined the COR
zoning designation to allow a shop-
ping center on the site, By 1975
plans for a shopping center and
convention complex -on the Cross-
gates site were far enough-along to
be mentioned in thetrevisxon of the
town’s: . Zoning

course, Harmngm Pond vi d

be incompatible with such-a devel
opment.

So, it appears,, is the reservoxr
itself.

_The reservoir, I am told,: has_

“been subject to commercial pres-
sure ever sinée the development: of
Stuyvesant Plaza, The Plaza ob-
tained 25 acres.of reservoir Jand in
1958, 2.1 acres_in 1968 and tried to
obtain .6 acres in 1972 The Tatter
sale, for $2,500, was withdrawn’
when the. McKownville' Improve-
nient Association determined that
the parcel was worth five times the
: proposedsale price and thgeatened

In 1969 ngara Mohawk o’qtam-
ed’ .42 acres; In 1973 the sewer
dlstnet obtained a right of way for
a sewer line to Stuyvesant’ Plaza,
which crossed the Krum Kill up-
stream from the reservoir. The
reservoir has also-had to_absorb
storm drain runoff and runoff from
‘gtlemng’ snow - from- Stuyvesant

aza.

The most recent pressite on the
reservoir. has come from.;Cross-

-gates. In:1977 Questor’s interest in

the proposed. Crossgates site- was
taken oyer-by Pyramid.:By ‘the
summer - of - 1978 - Pyramid _had
formulated - plans . for -the .€ross-
gates Mall, had achieyed a change
of zoning on the site from COR. to
B-2,.-and had realized - that .its

: parking lot runoff wouId ﬂowmto

the reservoir;.

“The Oct. 18, 1978 Ietter quoted in
my-. July 25 ¢olumn  expressed
Crossgates’. goneern, * Crossgates
.proposed to Supervisor Walters-to
~transform thereservoir 1nto apark
-at.a-cost of over $250,000;
thabthereservoit-bedeclas
permit parking lot runoff m flow
into-the reservojr without treat-
ment, Nothing ¢ came"of that, propo- ‘

sal
T ’THE-I’RESEN’I‘
What .- is. the -status - of the -Me-
.denwlle -Besewou' today?
! C unrgn!ly thé:

McKownyille. 4
.remamssqmly :

irifo. the r% et’Vou‘ ‘without obtain-

m;ulgg.

vnlle That apphcation was.made in

i nonths._ on-and.is.
penai g,

The' reservoir. is cove‘ted“ by
develapers as a prime piece of
commercial real estate. =~

It is viewed as an pbstacle to the
comimercial development of the
proposed Cuossgates site up-
_sfream, In sent_status, the .
- reservoir: is' 4~ Clasg. A’ bndy of
water, suitable as’a source ' of
drinking watet or any other use. A
commercxal developn(ent .up-
streal'q; catinof discharge ‘runoff

5:. permiit - frox_n ‘the

change of classification. Cross-
gates- exnrossed a desire to have it
_reclas,iﬂed ‘Class D, which

o bepolin
point where fish could not propa-
gate . and smewms ‘would
unsafe,”

Onthesurface, merger shouldn'
seem to affect: the status of the
reservoir, 3

But defenders ‘pf the reservoir
“feel the—imerger™ 'will ~affect its
future. . |
- The tmrvou' emams an-asset
of the McKownyille Water District,
By itself, the MeKownville district
issmall enough: that at.some future
time,” the' res tmgh eco-
“nomically be: brought back into
use. The, reservoir -and ground-
g@ater berieath' if, - could together
provide much ot the district’s
“needs.

Vu;tually a’ll partig in MecKown-
ville;appear t0 fayor; -retention-of
and its Watershed as
,ng-rarrge waﬁer Te-:

With ‘merger, ’Mei(omville Yesi-
dents’ wouldhave 0 more standlng
in a teéservoir decision P

-thanrresidentstof-any-other-part-of-
the Westimere Distriet. Residents
who live elsewhere in Guilderland
would have an equal voicé: with
McKownville residents in the fate
of the reservoir. Such residents
may not be sympathefic fo Me-
Kownville’s problems: congestion,
eed-for-recreation-space;-exces-
sive-commerecialization, and sensi-
tivity to Crossgates. McKownville
residents would find their voices in
decisions ‘affecting ‘tHe reservoir
dilufed by voiees with much less of
a stake in'the ‘outcome.’
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