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Executive Summary

What are Complete Streets?

Complete streets design is defined as roadway design features that
accommodate and facilitate convenient access and mobility by all
users, including current and projected users, particularly
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users, and individuals of all ages and
abilities. Complete streets may also play a role in making a
community healthier, reducing environmental impact, and leading
to private investment in a corridor.

Initiative

The City of Albany (City) recognizes the desire and need for active
lifestyles and reduced vehicle-dependence. Developing walkable
streets that connect districts and stimulate economic opportunity is
an important component of the complete streets initiative. In
addition, the City understands the role aesthetics play in instituting
pride, attracting visitors, and supporting local business.

In June 2013, the Albany Common Council adopted a Complete
Streets Ordinance, which aims to create roadways that
accommodate the many demands for access, safety, and use by
people of all ages and abilities. This ordinance can be located in
Section 323-89 of the City of Albany general code.

The ordinance states that for all street construction, reconstruction,
or resurfacing projects that are undertaken by the City and not

covered under the New York State Complete Streets Law contained
in section 331 of the Highway Law, the City should consider the
convenient access and mobility on the street by all users of all ages.
This includes planning for motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and
public transportation users through the use of complete street
design features during all stages of design and implementation.

This initiative also supports the Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan,
adopted in April 2012. Several Albany 2030 vision components
relate directly to complete streets or can be supported through
benefits provided by complete streets including safe, livable
neighborhoods; a vibrant wurban center; a multi-modal
transportation hub; a green city; and a prosperous economy.

Engagement

In addition to evaluating existing conditions about the City, input
from a Project Advisory Committee (PAC) and the public was
gathered. The PAC consists of a variety of stakeholders including the
City of Albany, the Capital District Transportation Committee
(CDTC), the Capital District Transportation Authority (CDTA), the
Capital District Regional Planning Commission (CDRPC), Albany Fire
Department, Independent Living Center of the Hudson Valley,
Northeastern Association of the Blind, and the New York Bicycling
Coalition (NYBC). The PAC met seven (7) times and two (2) public
meetings were conducted to provide information and receive
feedback on the project. This input assisted in developing a tangible
vision aligned with both the Complete Streets Ordinance and the
Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan.
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Guiding Principles

The input gathered from the PAC and the public assisted in
developing the following four (4) guiding principles that support the
vision for complete streets within the City:

Accessibility
Connectivity

Safety

Aed@

Placemaking

These principles were critical to establishing guidelines for
construction, reconstruction, and resurfacing projects for all public
and private projects throughout the City. The design guidelines have
been developed to ensure that streets are treated based on land
use context and the ability to accommodate the needs of all users.
Street treatments are aimed toward providing functional,
aesthetically pleasing streetscapes that accommodate and
encourage a diverse mix of activities within the community and
respect the existing culture of the City.

Design Guidelines

A series of six (6) land use/street typologies were developed to
create a baseline for understanding the diverse areas and
neighborhoods within the City. Each land use/street typology is
representative of characteristics of existing streets within the City.
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The following six (6) land use/street typologies were developed:

= Downtown

=  Neighborhood Mixed Use
= Neighborhood Residential
= Community Mixed Use

= Community Commercial

=  |ndustrial

Land use/street typologies were utilized to categorize areas and
provide concise guidelines based on the existing characteristics,
neighborhood identity, land wuse, and opportunities for
improvement. Based on existing conditions, City goals and input
from the PAC and public, guidelines related to trending
considerations, streets, sidewalks, streetscapes, and intersections
were developed for each typology.

Implementation

The City of Albany Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual
(Manual) is intended to serve as a usable tool for the
implementation of complete streets. Design guidelines are intended
to allow implementation to occur during routine maintenance,
reconstruction, or new construction and to contribute positively to
the overall transportation network within the City. Parameters set
forth for each typology will be followed, as feasible, to develop
designs for future street work. The Manual appendices contain
additional resources to assist planners, engineers, and others to
incorporate complete street elements.



Coordination

The City of Albany, with the support from CDTC and other local
agencies, looks forward to ensuring that projects within the City
incorporate safe and effective complete street design. The
guidelines and supportive tools provided within this document are
intended to assist the City, local partners, and developers in
contributing to a more complete transportation network and
connected community. In order to have successful implementation,
early and frequent coordination with multiple departments and
agencies is crucial. Chapter 3 of this Manual provides more detailed
information regarding the coordination required throughout the
process.
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1. Introduction

Purpose

The purpose of the Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual
(Manual) is to implement the City of Albany Common Council
Ordinance for Complete Streets. The ordinance requires that the
needs of all users be considered in any future street construction,
reconstruction, or resurfacing project. The ordinance supports
roadway design features that accommodate and facilitate
convenient access and mobility by all users, including current and
projected users. The City-wide Policy and Design Manual guides
street rehabilitation, construction, and design for all public and
private projects throughout the City to ensure that complete street
elements are incorporated. This Manual establishes treatment
criteria for different streets and intersections throughout the City
based on existing physical constraints, street/intersection type, land
use context, and neighborhood character.

The City’s goal was to develop a tool that could be utilized on a
regular basis, could be easily applied, and would provide assistance
during planning and implementation of routine maintenance,
reconstruction, and new construction projects.

This Manual was developed to guide public and private projects that
impact City Right-of-Way (ROW). The guidelines aim to ensure
appropriate street treatments are used to accommodate the needs
of all users and create an enjoyable streetscape that invites a mix of
activities and supports a robust community.

1-1

The Manual can provide assistance by creating a place for bicyclists,
pedestrians, transit users, and people with disabilities to feel
welcome. Design guidelines raise awareness and also make
reference to the need for a streetscape or street to serve multiple
purposes.

Lastly, the Manual promotes awareness of complete streets as the
City continues to develop a connected transportation network that
accommodates all modes. Education and awareness will assist the
community and its leaders to further understand the importance of
complete streets and its impact on the daily life and overall success
of the City.

Evolution of a Transportation Network

The City of Albany was established as a walking city that also
accommodated private and commercial horse carriages. In 1862,
tracks were laid for horse drawn trolleys. Soon after, as technology
advanced, the horse drawn trolleys were replaced with electric-
powered trolleys. The electric trolleys were an integral part of the
City’s transportation system and were even used to attract tourists.
The electric trolleys played a large role in the development of the
Pine Hills Neighborhood and Delaware Avenue.

Residents working in the City no longer needed to live downtown
nearby their places of work. Instead, City workers had the option of
commuting to work by electric trolley and living in a residential
neighborhood. In 1946, trolley service ended after increasingly
being replaced by buses and cars. As City development changed to
accommodate the popularity of private vehicles, accommodations
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for pedestrians and other modes of travel diminished or were no
longer considered.

The history of transportation in the City of Albany illustrates that
choices and policies related to transportation can directly impact
growth and access within a city.

As is common with many communities within the United States, City
growth in the recent past has been focused in a way that provides
primary access to motorists. However, the City is comprised of a
complex transportation network which includes passenger vehicles,
buses, commercial vehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians. According to
the Capital District Transportation Authority (CDTA), CDTA ridership
within the City has greatly increased since 2009. CDTA experienced
a 2.5 million person increase in ridership from 2010 to 2014. Data
collected as part of a biannual bicycle count by the Mayor’s Office of
Energy and Sustainability shows a 14.7% increase in cyclists
between the spring of 2012 and the spring of 2013.

Growth of these modes of transportation further emphasizes the
need for roadways to be designed or reconstructed with complete
streets in mind. In addition to cars and pedestrians, today’s City
streets and sidewalks must also safely accommodate bicyclists,
buses, delivery vehicles, and people of all abilities.

Progress

The benefit of creating and implementing a Complete Streets Policy
and Design Manual is that it allows the City transportation network
to connect people and places. Through routine use of this Manual,
projects impacting City streets will build upon one another in a
cohesive and guided manner. Complete Street goals are not
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anticipated to be realized through a city-wide street overhaul, but
rather through a series of changes implemented over time. Each of
these changes will help to enhance a cohesive and multi-modal
transportation network.

Compliance

The purpose of the Manual is to establish a course of action to
accomplish goals related to transportation and transit as set forth
by the City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan (2009), the Albany 2030
Comprehensive Plan (2012) and the Complete Streets Ordinance
(2013).

Goals include improving access and mobility within both the City
and region for people of all ages and abilities. Meeting these goals
will help create a quality transit and transportation network that
improves community connectivity, safety, and sense of place.

The Manual aims to create roadways that accommodate the many
demands for access and safety, as required in the Complete Streets
Ordinance, Section 323-89 of Albany’s Code. The Complete Streets
Policy and Design Manual establishes treatment criteria for
different streets and intersections throughout the City based on
existing physical constraints, the street/intersection type, context,
and use.

The Manual is intended to assist in establishing and extending a safe
and efficient transportation network, while contributing to the
image and identity of the City and supporting neighborhood
character and economic activity.
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Understanding Existing Conditions

The existing neighborhood, land use, and transportation network
within the City of Albany was evaluated by completing the
following:

= Review of adopted City and community plans;

= Walking audits;

=  Mobile LIDAR mapping; and

= Review of City standard details for streets and sidewalks.

By evaluating a diverse array of resources related to existing
conditions and future plans, information was gathered and
examined to develop land use/street typologies and design
guidelines. See Appendix A for the Existing Conditions Analysis
which contains detailed information that aided in the development
of the Manual. See Appendix B for existing City standard details, a
sample of statewide standard details, and resources such as green
infrastructure standard details.

City and Community Plans

To understand the City of Albany’s vision for complete streets,
existing plans and land use regulations related to the development
of complete streets within the City were reviewed. The review
included public input and future expectations regarding complete
streets and transportation.

The existing plans and land use regulations were used to develop a
framework for individual street treatments and design elements.
City plans, regulations and projects examined to assist in the
development of the Manual include:
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= The Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan;

= City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan;

= Albany Education District enhancement Study;
=  Madison Avenue Road Diet;

= City of Albany Zoning;

= Complete Streets Ordinance; and

=  Standard Details.

Walking Audits

A complete streets walking audit was conducted to gather first-
hand knowledge of the complete street elements in the City of
Albany. Three planning areas within the City of Albany were
identified by the Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) as focus areas
for the complete streets walking audit. A block by block visual
inspection of accessibility, connectivity, safety, and placemaking
elements was completed to gather data.

Mobile Mapping

The PAC also identified six (6) planning areas for which to compile
an existing roadway inventory using mobile LIDAR mapping. Mobile
LIDAR mapping technology utilizes a 3D laser scanner mounted to a
moving platform, such as a vehicle, to collect field measurements of
objects within line-of-sight of the platform. Maps and a digital
inventory of complete street elements such as sidewalks,
crosswalks, and bike lanes were created from the mobile mapping
effort.

By examining the physical and community/demographic features of
the City, transportation data provided by the City and other local
partners, as well as data collected through walking audits and
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mobile mapping, opportunities for improvement were identified.
These opportunities would allow the neighborhood, land use and
transportation network to work together in a manner that would
support the vision of the City.

Engagement

The existing visions set forth in various adopted planning
documents and policies were reviewed and supplemented by
gathering valuable input from the PAC and members of the public at
public workshops.

PAC

Early in the development of this Manual, the PAC expressed their
vision and goals for complete streets within the City. Main goals
expressed by the PAC included the following:

= Sufficient inventory and mapping of the existing street
infrastructure;

= Development of practical and effective guidelines;

=  Funding opportunities and coordination with local
organizations and initiatives;

= Accommodating and welcoming all users such as bicyclists
and people with disabilities; and

= Promoting awareness of the importance of complete
streets.

The PAC placed an emphasis on the importance of developing a
realistic and usable process to incorporate complete streets. It was
recognized that the guidelines must be developed with
consideration of the City’s existing infrastructure and constraints.
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Taking advantage of available funding sources provides the
opportunity to accomplish goals without solely depending on City
funds. It will be important for the City to continue coordinating with
local partners and organizations, such as the Capital District
Transportation = Committee  (CDTC) and  Capital District
Transportation Authority (CDTA).

Public

Two (2) public interactive workshops took place during the
development of this Manual. Public workshop participants reviewed
project display boards and provided written and verbal comments
to project team members. The major concerns expressed by the
public, during public meetings and through comments for this
project, were in relation to safety, access, and placemaking. With
regard to sense of place, the public expressed concerns related to
neighborhood aesthetics. With regard to safety and access, the
public comments focused on the following:

= Safe routes to public amenities;

= Availability and condition of crossings and sidewalks;
= Lighting and visibility;

= Reducing bicycle and vehicle conflicts; and

=  Snow clearing and storage.

The public also expressed a desire for connections to bike trails, and
an enhanced streetscape with amenities such as benches, bike racks
and bus shelters. Additionally, the public discussed the widening of
sidewalks, car free streets as well as dual-purpose street paint to
slow traffic, promote public art, and support neighborhood
branding.
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Guiding Principles

The input received from the public and the PAC, as well as an
understanding of existing policies and plans, assisted in developing
guiding principles for this Manual. The guiding principles developed
are: Accessibility, Connectivity, Safety, and Placemaking. Each
guiding principle is defined below and can be associated with its
own representative icon. These icons appear in Chapters 4 and 5 to
help identify complete street elements that support the guiding
principle.

Accessibility includes the ability to move from
one location to another with ease regardless
of age or ability. Accessibility is enhanced with
the presence of pedestrian, bicycle and transit
facilities.

Connectivity is the ability to connect modes of
transportation as well as neighborhoods,
major destinations and nodes of activity.

Safety includes providing a safer environment
for all users regardless of transportation
mode.

Placemaking involves creating a livable,
walkable, and vibrant community by
incorporating elements that enhance the
quality of life and assist neighborhoods in
developing a sense of place.
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Roles and Responsibilities

The goal of this Manual is to provide guidelines for future public and
private projects within the City. This Manual is intended to act as a
tool for the City to utilize as projects are planned. The guidelines are
intended to consider the needs of all users as well as support a
sense of place that increases safety, aesthetic appeal, and
neighborhood identity within the City. Additionally, the guidelines
are intended to assist with the long term goal of creating a
connected network of streets for multiple modes. The guidelines
strive to encourage increased safety, connectivity, accessibility, and
placemaking and assist in each of these principles joining together
to create a cohesive and functional street. As the guiding principles
are considered on a consistent basis, each principle is intended to
continue to build upon another, further strengthening these
principles.

The Manual is intended to be used primarily by municipal
departments. The Manual is particularly useful for collaboration
with New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT),
Albany County and other agencies when instituting City street
construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, maintenance projects and
public developments. This Manual can also be used as part of the
City’s development review process for private development projects
that impact City streets.

The policies and procedures included in this Manual focus on
creating compact and safe roadways. The policies and procedures
provide guidelines related to intersection design as well.

ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS Policy & Design Manual



Manual Organization

The Manual is organized into the following chapters:

Chapter 2: Land Use/Street Typologies

Chapter 2 is representative of existing conditions. It describes six (6)
distinct land use/street typologies developed by categorizing areas
within the City. The typologies are based on roadway function, the
surrounding context (right-of-way width, building type, and land
use) and primary transportation mode. The descriptions are further
supported by photographs and examples of each land use/street
typology. The land use/street typologies represent a continuum of
streets working together to create a city-wide transportation
network.

Chapter 3: Process and Implementation

A description of the complete streets implementation process is
provided in this chapter. The chapter walks through the steps
required to be taken during project development and review to
ensure complete street elements are considered and integrated into
project design to the extent feasible. This section offers details on
steps to be taken for City sponsored projects and privately
sponsored projects. Additionally, this chapter describes the use of
an internal complete streets review checklist by City departments.

Chapter 4: Trending City-wide Design Considerations

Chapter 4 includes descriptions of complete street elements that
are applicable to the City as a whole. The chapter addresses
additional components of complete streets, their related factors
and presents information on progressive complete street ideas and
trends.
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Chapter 5: Guidelines for Streetscapes, Sidewalks, and Streets
Chapter 5 includes a discussion of complete street elements that
are applicable to streetscapes, sidewalks, and streets. The elements
described in this chapter illustrate the type of transportation
network that the City envisions. The sample cross sections and
illustrations provided show treatment options for each land
use/street typology with variations based on wide and narrow right-
of-way widths. This chapter also discusses the importance of modal
hierarchy and provides a table prioritizing zones for each land use/
street typology.

Chapter 6: Guidelines for Intersections

Chapter 6 provides design guidelines specific to the unique nature
of intersections. Sample illustrations showing intersection
treatment options for specific modes are provided to offer a visual
depiction of various intersection alternatives and illustrate the
future transportation network envisioned by the City.

A Glossary of Terms, List of References, and Appendices are
included at the end of this Manual. Appendices include technical
documentation used for the development of the Manual itself as
well as resources that may be referenced by the Manual user.

See below for a list of appendices:
= Appendix A: Existing Conditions Analysis
=  Appendix B: Standard Details
= Appendix C: Referenced Mapping
= Appendix D: Environmental Justice
= Appendix E: Sample Complete Streets Review Checklist
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Application of the Manual

Use of the Manual will vary based on project type and sponsor.

Upon project initiation, a project sponsor will identify the most
applicable land use/street typology or typologies of the project area
based on information provided in Chapter 2. Chapter 2 provides a
snapshot of the City by examining typologies based on the existing
transportation network, land use and neighborhood character,
which is useful for identification.

As a project progresses, Chapter 3 will be utilized to determine
steps for evaluation based on the specific project type. The chapter
references the use of internal complete street review checklists by
City departments. The checklists, to be developed internally by the
City, aid in determining incorporation of complete street elements.
Process flow charts for both City sponsored and privately sponsored
projects are included within the chapter.

Specific street treatments and technical guidance are included in
Chapters 4, 5 and 6.

While the Manual provides extensive information regarding the
evaluation of existing conditions, the review process, and design
guidelines, coordination remains a critical component for successful
project implementation. Another critical component of successful
implementation includes wupdating and maintaining current
resources and records such as completed and ongoing projects,
checklists, and current mapping.
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Legal Resources

The guidelines provided within the Manual were developed based
upon best practices, guidelines and requirements found in a variety
of resources including, but not limited to, NYSDOT, the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO),
National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO), the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). References to specific
resources are identified throughout the Manual.
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2. Land Use/Street Typologies

Overview

Implementation of complete streets begins with an understanding
of existing street characteristics within the City of Albany. Through a
mobile mapping effort and a walking audit of several corridors
throughout the City, existing land use/street typologies were
developed for the purposes of this Manual and are described within
this chapter. The land use/street typologies were created through
use of a framework. This framework incorporated land use context,
modal hierarchy, and other transportation characteristics.

Six (6) land use/street typologies were developed to incorporate a
wide range of existing conditions related to roadway, land use, and
neighborhood characteristics. Project designers are encouraged to
not only identify the existing land use/street typology, but consider
what the future land use/street typology may be. Design guidelines
for complete street implementation can be found in Chapters 4, 5,
and 6.

Descriptions

A description for each land use/street typology used in this Manual
follows. The land use/street typologies represent a continuum of
streets working together to create a city-wide transportation
network. The descriptions begin with the highest density land use,
represented by the Downtown land use/street typology, to the
lowest density, represented by the Industrial land use/street
typology. Not all streets will fit within a single land use/street
typology and can change in character along a corridor. For such
streets, select the most appropriate land use/street typology.

Downtown

The Downtown land use/street typology is characteristic of a
downtown core. The streets contain high density commercial,
office, civic, and multi-family residential uses. Modes of
transportation typically found downtown include vehicular, transit,
bicycling, and walking. However, walking, bicycling, and transit are
the most common modes of transportation. Elements that support
the pedestrian experience include sidewalks, crosswalks, curb
ramps, curb extensions, and pedestrian-scaled lighting. Bicycle
related elements include bike racks, bike lanes, and shared lane
markings. Elements that aid transit users include bus shelters and
bus lanes. There are streets located within the Downtown that are
not characterized as a Downtown land use/street typology.

Downtown: Intersection of Columbia Street and Broadway looking west
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Neighborhood Mixed Use

The Neighborhood Mixed Use land use/street typology includes
streets serving moderate density residential and community-
supported commercial areas and often functions as a transition
between Downtown and Neighborhood Residential land use/street
typologies. This typology supports multiple modes of transportation
including walking, bicycling, vehicular, and transit. Elements
supporting pedestrians include sidewalks and benches. Elements
that support bicycling within this land use/street typology include
bike racks, bike lanes, and signage. Vehicular or motorist elements

include clearly marked lanes and accessible on-street parking.
Elements considered for transit within this land use/street typology
include bus shelters, bus lanes, and bus bulbs.

Neighborhood Mixed Use: Madison Avenue looking northwest between South Allen
Street and West Lawrence Street

Neighborhood Mixed Use: South Pearl Street looking south at the intersection of South Neighborhood Mixed Use: Madison Avenue looking southeast between Ontario Street
Pearl Street and Westerlo Street and Quail Street



Neighborhood Residential

The Neighborhood Residential land use/street typology is often
found on streets adjacent to the Neighborhood Mixed Use land
use/street typology and the Community Commercial land use/street
typology. This land use/street typology tends to serve lower vehicle
volumes. The typical transportation modes included within this land
use/street typology are walking and bicycling with vehicular traffic
serving the residential uses. Neighborhood Residential streets
contribute to a high quality of life for residents, creating a sense of
place and connecting neighborhoods. Elements that support
walking within this land use/street typology include pedestrian-
scaled lighting and sidewalks. Bicycling elements found in this land
use/street typology may include “Share the Road” signage and

design features that minimize view obstructions.

Neighborhood Residential: On South Manning Boulevard looking southwest between
Freeman Road and Greenway South

Neighborhood Residential: On Winnie Street looking northeast between Twitchell Street
and Cliff Street



Community Mixed Use

The Community Mixed Use land use/street typology is characteristic
of streets that serve as a transition between Neighborhood Mixed
Use or Neighborhood Residential land use/street typology and the
lower density Community Commercial land use/street typology.
This typology may include a mix of standalone commercial or office
buildings, smaller scale commercial plazas, single family housing and
multi-family housing. Generally, the mix of uses occurs within blocks
instead of within a building. This typology primarily serves vehicular,
transit, and bicycle transportation modes, but also supports
pedestrian traffic flows. Elements that support these modal options
within this land use/street typology include designated turning
lanes, on-street parking, and bicycle racks.

Community Mixed Use: Intersection of Western Avenue and Homestead Street looking north
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Community Commercial

The Community Commercial land use/street typology includes
moderate to low density commercial uses of a larger scale. These
corridors are located beyond the Downtown land use/street
typology and are located within, or in close proximity to, existing
residential neighborhoods. Community Commercial streets provide
easy access to necessary commercial establishments and services.
Community Commercial transportation methods include vehicular,
transit, bicycling, and pedestrian traffic flows, with vehicular and
transit traffic being the most common modes. Elements that help
support these modes of transportation include timed signals and
bus shelters.

Community Commercial: Central Avenue looking northwest between Austain Avenue and
Colvin Avenue

Community Commercial: Central Avenue between Colvin Avenue and Everett Road Extension




Industrial

The Industrial land use/street typology is characteristic of areas
supporting industrial, commercial, wholesale, construction, and
service uses. Industrial land use/street typology transportation
methods are characteristic of heavy vehicular traffic flows,
specifically truck traffic. Bicycle traffic is also present along some
industrial corridors. Elements that support vehicular and bicycle
traffic include paved shoulders for potential emergencies,
designated turn lanes and sharrows.

Industrial: Church Street looking south between Broadway and Boat Street

Industrial: On Broadway looking north between Church Street and Vine Street
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The table below outlines existing land use/street typology
characteristics. Among these characteristics are modal hierarchy
and a set of example elements that may support the transportation
modes listed. Modal hierarchy refers to the primary mode type
found within each land use/street typology. The modal hierarchies
identified in the table are based on existing conditions and are not
exhaustive as user type varies by street frequently throughout the
City. The mode most commonly represented in the use/typology is

Table 2.1: Existing Land Use/Street Typology Characteristics

listed first. This mode is then followed, in order, by the modes that
are less commonly represented. The example elements listed are
representative of what may currently be found within each land
use/street typology. As noted previously in this chapter, designers,
upon project initiation, are encouraged not only to identify the
existing land use/street typology, but to also identify what the
future land use/street typology may be.

L . Pedestrian Sidewalks, Crosswalks, Curb Ramps
AR Bicyclist Bike Racks, Shared Lanes
Downtown Minor Arterial el ! 0 48 -152 23-90
Local Road Transit User Bus Shelters, Bus Bulbs
Motorist Marked Lanes, On-Street Parking
- . Pedestrian Pedestrian Crossing Signals, Sidewalks, Benches Bike
Neighborhood Principal Arterial Bicyclist Racks, Bike Lanes, Signage
'8 Minor Arterial yels ' »SBnage 0-20 76-102 45-59
Mixed Use Maior Collector Motorist Marked Lanes, On-Street Parking
) Transit User Bus Shelters, Bus Bulbs
. Minor Arterial Pedestrian Pedestrian-scaled Lighting, Sidewalks, Curb Ramps
Neighborhood . o -
Residential Major Collector Bicyclist Share the Road Signage 20-25 37-50 18-28
Local Road Motorist Minimal Obstructions, On-street Parking
- . Motorist Designated Turning Lanes, On-Street Parking
Community Mixed Principal Arterial Transit User Bus Shelters, Bus Bulbs
Y Minor Arterial . . ! 0-20 98 -103 52-58
Use . Pedestrian Sidewalks, Crosswalks, Curb Ramps
Major Collector S R
Bicyclist Bike Racks
) Principal Arterial Moto'nst Designated Turning Lanes:
Community . R Transit User Bus Shelters, Curb Extensions
. Minor Arterial X . L . 0-40 98 - 104 60-70
Commercial Maior Collector Pedestrian Pedestrian-scaled Lighting, Sidewalks, Curb Ramps
) Bicyclist Shared Lanes, Bike Racks
Motorist Dedicated Turn Lanes
. Major Collector Transit User Bus Shelters
Industrial Local Road Bicyclist Shared Lanes 0-20 41-85 23-34
Pedestrian Sidewalks, Crosswalks, Curb Ramps

? The building setback ranges are front setback minimums. These ranges are estimates and do not reflect specific requirements of the City of Albany zoning ordinance.

® The ROW width ranges reflect estimated field observations from roadways.
© The pavement width ranges reflect estimated field observations from roadways.
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CHAPTER 3

Process and Implementation




3. Process and Implementation

Overview

Complete street implementation is a multifaceted process that
includes planning, design, construction, and maintenance. It
incorporates engineering practices and judgment, while engaging
appropriate stakeholders. This process is used to consider and
understand how a project will accommodate the needs of facility
users in order to improve accessibility, connectivity, safety, and
placemaking within the City.

The implementation process is critical for integrating complete
street elements of streetscapes, sidewalks, streets, and
intersections across changing land use/street typologies. It is also
understood that not all recommended elements can be
implemented in all projects, but that a balance must be met where
road widths and other constraints may be present. It will be the
responsibility of the project designers, in coordination with project
sponsors and involved partners, to prioritize the design features
that are most applicable based on existing physical conditions,
desired conditions, modal preferences, long-term maintenance, and
availability of funding.

Coordination

Implementation of complete streets involves many steps and many
partners, often creating an environment where responsibilities
overlap. Therefore, coordination among City departments and
applicable agencies is required to ensure that opportunities for
project implementation are achieved. City of Albany departments
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and offices recommended to be involved in project coordination
include, but may not be limited to: the Department of General
Services, Traffic Engineering Services, the Department of Planning
and Development (Planning Department) and the Department of
Water and Water Supply. Coordination is also recommended among
CDTA, NYSDOT, Albany County, and other local organizations
directly involved with a specific project area. Depending on the
project, coordination with local service providers, such as National
Grid, may be necessary. The City is encouraged to pursue
opportunities that combine capital street improvement projects as
well as coordinate with local service provider upgrades and
maintenance schedules to more efficiently implement complete
streets.

Funding

Funding is an important component for complete street
implementation. In order to efficiently implement the proposed
design guidelines for complete street elements throughout the City,
funding opportunities should be pursued both within the City’s
capital budget and through other resources.

Currently, funding for projects within the City primarily comes from
capital bonds or the Consolidated Local Street and Highway
Improvement Program (CHIPS). CHIPS is a funding program
managed by the State, which provides municipalities financial
support for the construction and repair of highways, bridges, and
other facilities that are not a part of the State highway system.
CHIPS, and other funding sources, have unique funding
requirements which must be met in order for funding to be
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allocated for a specific project. At times, this may limit what can be
completed for a given project.

Roadway and corridor improvements within the City are identified
on an annual basis as part of a larger capital budget effort. It is
recommended that the City plan its road projects utilizing a two (2)
year planning horizon to allow sufficient coordination among City
departments as well as design time for adjustments and
identification of supplemental funding sources. It is also
recommended that location be considered with respect to other
complementary projects that are underway at any given time in
order to disperse resources appropriately and efficiently.

In addition to the established funding sources, the City is
encouraged to pursue State and federal grant opportunities for
projects. Other funding sources may include bond measures,
public/private partnerships, and project improvements or funding
required as part of new development projects. More efficient
coordination of capital street improvement projects between City
departments and with local service providers will also streamline
project costs going forward.

The City may also explore non-traditional funding sources for
complete street projects as well. These funding sources may include
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) green infrastructure grants and New York State Energy
Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA) grants. Complete
street projects have been known to revitalize corridors and promote
private investment.
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Internal Complete Streets Review Checklist

An internal complete streets review checklist is intended to provide
a formalized method for the City to plan for, design, and track the
implementation of complete street efforts within the City and its
right-of-way boundaries. Use of an internal review checklist to
evaluate the possibility of incorporating complete street elements
into a project allows for the implementation process to remain
consistent and transparent. Using guided tools, such as a checklist,
encourages project sponsors to explore opportunities to
incorporate complete street elements not previously considered
during the early stages of project planning. The City of Albany’s
Department of General Services’ Engineering Division includes the
departments of Development and Planning, Traffic Engineering,
Traffic Safety, Building and Codes, Water and Water Supply, and
Recreation. Each of these departments is encouraged to develop
the checklist jointly. A sample checklist has been provided in
Appendix E.

The internal review checklist is encouraged to request a range of
information about the proposed project. This information should
include existing and proposed conditions, project location,
quantitative details, and to what extent the project will be
contributing to the guiding principles of accessibility, connectivity,
safety, and placemaking. Additionally, the internal review checklist
allows the City to provide information about how project
components add to or improve safety, green infrastructure, and
facilities for all modes of transportation and people of all ages and
abilities within the City. The checklist is recommended to provide
the opportunity to explain whether certain complete street
elements are feasible or not for a specific project. Similarly, the
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checklist may require modification once applied to several projects.
Therefore, the City is encouraged to revisit the contents of the
checklist and make adjustments, as appropriate.

Completing the checklist provides several advantages. This allows
the City to document the project information, recognize existing
and potential complete street elements, and gain insight from other
City departments and local agencies. The process formalizes
coordination between City departments and agencies, and provides
an opportunity for the City to better document and track patterns
of development.

As set forth by the City of Albany Complete Streets Ordinance,
complete street design shall not apply if it has been determined and
set forth in publicly available documents that one of the following
applies:

= Use by bicyclists and pedestrians is prohibited by law, such
as within interstate highway corridors;

= The cost would be disproportionate to the need as
determined by factors including, but not limited to, the
following: land use context, current and projected traffic
volumes, and population density;

= Demonstrated lack of need as determined by factors
including, but not limited to, land use, current and
projected traffic volumes, including population density, or
demonstrated lack of community support; or

= Use of the design features would have an adverse impact
on, or be contrary to, public safety.

3-3

Evaluation Process

The following sections describe the implementation processes for
City-sponsored and Privately-sponsored projects. The processes
complement and support the utilization of design guidelines
outlined within this Manual. The steps for each process may not
always be linear and should be fluid as a project moves from
planning to preliminary design to final design. It is likely that some
steps may occur concurrently, while other steps may need to be
revisited as the project evolves and as input is gathered during
continued project coordination. The steps apply to all construction,
reconstruction, and repaving/restriping/resurfacing projects,
capturing ongoing and overlay projects in order to further
implement complete streets throughout the City. The review
process varies depending on whether the project is City-sponsored
or privately-sponsored. Emergency projects are not required to
complete the evaluation process. Process flow charts have been
developed identifying steps for each project type. These process
flow charts may be found at the end of this chapter.

City Sponsored Projects

City sponsored projects can be categorized into small-scale or large-
scale. Small-scale projects are less than one (1) City block, while
large-scale projects are greater than or equal to one (1) City block.
Repaving/restriping/resurfacing projects have the potential to vary
greatly. It is possible that not all steps will be required for every
project, but in some instances, it may be necessary for steps to be
revisited based on design changes.
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If a project scope does not include work within the City right-of-
way, complete streets evaluation is not required. Emergency work is
exempt from complete street evaluation.

It is understood that small-scale projects may offer fewer
opportunities for the implementation of complete street elements.
Additionally, small-scale and repaving/restriping/resurfacing project
schedules are typically condensed, and therefore, may require an
accelerated review process. However, it is encouraged that all City
sponsored projects consider complete street elements during
project planning. As noted previously within this chapter, and to aid
in the further incorporation of complete street elements, it is
recommended that the City utilize a two (2) year planning horizon
for its roadway and/or corridor projects, including
repaving/restriping/resurfacing projects. Operating in this planning
horizon would provide City departments sufficient time to identify
pipeline projects. In addition, this planning horizon allows the City
to cross-reference pipeline projects within individual departments,
thereby creating a more efficient approach to project prioritization,
funding, and implementation.

City Sponsored Complete Streets Review Process

Step 1: Project Initiation

Project initiation includes establishing a project sponsor, identifying
the project, identifying whether the project is small-scale or large-
scale, and determining the project location. At this stage, a basic
idea of the project has been developed.

Step 2: Project Planning
During this step, the project becomes more defined. Project
expectations and goals are set and coordination with other City
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departments, local partners and funding agencies is initiated.
Project limits are further established and may increase or decrease
based on coordination with City departments and local partners.

Step 3: Checklist Documentation (City)

Checklist documentation will begin upon initiation of this step in the
project development and review process. The documentation will
occur by City staff and include identifying the applicable land
use/street typology(ies), applicable adopted plans, existing
conditions, and proposed complete street elements.

The selected land use/street typology(ies) should match the
character and function of the project area. It is important to note
that more than one land use/street typology may be applicable,
particularly if the project area includes intersections. An evaluation
of existing conditions will be necessary to understand and consider
the physical, environmental, and social constraints of the project
area. Checklist documentation is recommended to include an
existing conditions evaluation. This evaluation should include
identification of the right-of-way width, pavement conditions,
existing complete street elements, and more. The project sponsor
will also identify plans adopted by the City that are applicable to the
project. Upon completion of an existing conditions evaluation,
complete street elements that are most appropriate for the project
area are identified. Modal hierarchy within the project area may
serve as another tool for prioritizing design elements. The project
sponsor will provide documentation of complete street elements to
be incorporated, as well as elements that are not appropriate. It is
necessary for the project sponsor to consult with other City
departments and local partners throughout this step. This will
ensure accurate and thoughtful documentation.
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Step 4: Preliminary Design

The preliminary design process should incorporate the elements
identified during Step 3. It should be understood that design
elements included may change as the preliminary design process
advances. This is a typical part of the design process and
coordination with project partners will ensure transparency.
Throughout the preliminary design stage, the project sponsor
should coordinate with other City departments and local partners.
Additionally, the project sponsor is expected to follow applicable
federal, State, local and funding agency requirements.

Step 5: Coordination

Coordination is critical throughout the whole project development
and review process. At this point in the design process, the project
sponsor is to coordinate with other City departments and local
partners about checklist documentation and the preliminary design
for the project. The City departments and local partners may
provide comments and/or concerns about the documentation
completed to date. Upon completion of review by City departments
and local agencies, the internal review checklist is returned to the
project sponsor for verification and re-evaluation.

Step 6: Re-evaluation

Once the internal review checklist is returned to the project
sponsor, the project design should be re-evaluated based on the
internal checklist review. The project sponsor will verify that
complete street elements are being incorporated, as feasible, or
indicate that additional complete street elements need to be
incorporated, as feasible. The project sponsor will either adjust the
project design based on feedback, or will determine that adding
new complete streets elements is not feasible. If incorporation of
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new complete street elements is not feasible, supporting
documentation will be included with the internal checklist in order
to support this determination. There are many questions that can
assist the project sponsor during re-evaluation. A sample list of
questions has been provided below.

= Are there creative approaches to incorporate additional
complete street elements and still meet budget
requirements?

= |sthe appropriate modal hierarchy achieved by the design?

= Have the priority elements been incorporated to the
greatest extent possible?

The project sponsor should coordinate with City departments and
local agencies during re-evaluation as necessary.

Step 7: Final Project Design

During Step 7, the project sponsor will finalize the project design
based on Step 5 and 6 coordination and re-evaluation. After
confirming that applicable federal, State, local and funding agency
requirements have been addressed, the internal review checklist
will be finalized and filed.

Privately Sponsored Projects

Similar to city sponsored projects, privately sponsored projects may
be categorized into small-scale or large-scale projects. Small-scale
projects are defined as less than one (1) City block, while large-scale
projects are defined as greater than or equal to one (1) City block.
For privately sponsored projects that impact the City’s right-of-way,
City staff may require the completion of an internal complete
streets review checklist as part of the site plan application review.
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The Planning Board will utilize the checklist completed by the City to
assist in the review of site plan applications. This will include
answering specific questions within the required State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) Environmental
Assessment Form. The checklist questions capture existing traffic
and transportation information in the project area and the expected
impact of the project on the right-of-way.

Most of the complete street elements and considerations described
in this Manual have been incorporated into the City’s zoning code
and permitting processes. Therefore, these elements and
considerations should be automatically integrated into the review
of private development projects. Additionally, regulations within
the code ensure that private development projects meet standards
of design and construction that align with complete street
guidelines provided in this Manual. The City’s zoning code is
intended to encourage complete streets that contribute to
walkable, bikeable, and accessible neighborhoods. The following
bulleted items are short descriptions of relevant complete streets-
related standards found within Section 375 of the City’s code.

= Stormwater Runoff and Green Infrastructure — The
maximum amount of impervious surface area on a lot is
regulated for each zoning district. Maximum amounts are
included within a table found in Section 375.

= Low Impact Development — This form of development is
encouraged within the zoning code through reduced
building setbacks and increased maximum building heights.
A number of incentives accompany the low impact
development description found within the zoning code.
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Lighting — In order to ensure that sufficient and appropriate
lighting is provided for new development, requirements and
standards have been described within the code. These
standards promote pedestrian-scaled lighting for sidewalks,
walkways, and bicycle paths.

Landscaping — Standards relating to landscaping, screening,
and buffering encourage the promotion of healthy
environments by providing shade, air purification, oxygen
regeneration, groundwater recharge, stormwater runoff
management, erosion control, and noise, glare and heat
abatement. These standards generally enhance the quality
and appearance of the City.

Parking and Loading - This section contains the
requirements for off-street parking and bicycle parking for
both new development and building expansion projects.
Information about parking alternatives and adjustments can
also be found within this section. Information about
reduced parking requirements pertaining to new
development, shared parking with another property, and
whether there is sufficient proximity to transit is also
discussed. Bicycle parking standards and business loading
access through off-street loading are also stipulated within
this section.

Building Entrances — Within the Form-Based Code special
districts, the primary entrance of every building must face a
street or a public space.
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= Access, Circulation, and Connectivity — This piece of the
code contains development standards that aim to reduce
the number and length of automobile trips and greenhouse
gas emissions. Additionally, this section encourages walking
and bicycling by integrating sidewalks and bicycle routes in
new development and redevelopment. The goal is to
provide shorter and more direct routes between multiple
destinations. Maximum driveway widths for each zoning
district are discussed within this section.

Privately Sponsored Complete Streets Review Process

The complete streets project development and review process has
been established to ensure complete street elements are
incorporated into projects within the City, as appropriate. If the
project is anticipated to impact the City right-of-way, including
sidewalks, streets, and/or buffer zones, the following process is
recommended.

Step 1: Coordination with City (Applicant)

Step 1 includes identifying the appropriate land use/street
typology(ies) and the applicable adopted plans. Upon meeting with
the City, the applicant will discuss existing conditions and the site
plan application noting the possible incorporation of complete
street elements.

Step 2: Application/Submission (Applicant)

The Applicant will submit the completed site plan application and
continue coordination with the City to refine the project scope
and/or design. During this step, the City may request additional
documentation from the Applicant. It is the responsibility of the
Applicant to provide the City with this additional information.
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Step 3: Complete Checklist (City)

Step 3 includes having City staff complete the internal checklist
review of the project application, then provide it to the Planning
Board and Applicant.

Step 4: Final Project Design/Approval

Step 4 includes considering additional opportunities to incorporate
complete street elements and finalizing the project design based on
Step 3 checklist evaluation. The Applicant is to confirm that the
project meets City requirements as well as federal, State, and other
local requirements. Upon confirmation, the internal review checklist
will be finalized and filed.

Measuring Success

The success of complete street implementation should be measured
and monitored in order to understand the progress and future
direction of complete streets within the City. The City’s Complete
Streets legislation requires biennial reports showing how the City
has complied with the legislation and improvements made to City
roadways. Items that may be specifically tracked include the length
of sidewalks, length of bicycle lanes and facilities, mode share
information, transit and bicycle ridership, adherence to posted
traffic speed, reduced stormwater runoff, increased business
activity, and increased safety and comfort among community
members. Additional tracking may take place in the form of
economic development, including increased private investment,
new housing and businesses, and tax revenue generation.

Much of the quantitative information can be tracked and mapped
through the City’s geographic information system (GIS) by
incorporating information provided in the project checklists.
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Additional methods to obtain qualitative information may include
hosting an annual public meeting to update the public on complete
street implementation progress or creating an annual survey to be
placed on the City’s website in order to gather feedback on
completed projects. This may also help to prioritize streets to target
for future improvements.
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Complete Streets Process Flow Chart | City Sponsored Projects

The complete streets project development and review process has been established to ensure that complete streets elements are incorporated into projects within the
City of Albany, as appropriate. City sponsored projects can be categorized into small-scale and large-scale. Small-scale projects are defined as less than one (1) City
block, while large-scale projects are defined as greater than or equal to (1) City block. More detail for small- and large-scale projects may be found on earlier pages
within this chapter.

The steps outlined below are intended to allow for a smooth transition from project planning and design to construction for small-scale and large-scale projects. As part
of the project planning and design process, the City will complete an internal complete streets review checklist. Upon completion, the review checklist will be provided
to other City departments and local agencies for review and input, prior to and during design. Please note that not all steps may required for every project. In some
instances, it may be necessary for steps to be revisited based on design changes.

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3

Project Initiation Project Planning Checklist Documentation (City)

= Establish project sponsor = Set expectations and goals = |dentify land use/street typology(ies)

= |dentify project = Coordinate with other City = |dentify applicable adopted plans

= |dentify whether project is departments and local partners = |dentify existing conditions
small-scale or large-scale = Establish project limits

= |dentify proposed complete street
= Determine project location(s) elements

Step 4

Preliminary Design

= Incorporate elements identified
during Step 3

= Follow applicable federal, State,
local and funding agency
requirements
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Complete Streets Process Flow Chart | Privately Sponsored Projects

The complete streets project development and review process has been established to ensure complete street elements are incorporated into projects within the City
of Albany, as appropriate. Privately sponsored projects may be categorized into small-scale or large-scale projects. Small-scale projects are defined as less than one (1)
City block, while large-scale projects are defined as greater than or equal to one (1) City block. For privately sponsored projects that impact the City’s right-of-way, City
staff may require the completion of an internal complete streets review checklist as part of its site plan application review. The Planning Board will utilize the checklist
completed by the City to assist in the review of site plan applications. Please note that not all steps may be required for every project, and in some instances, it may be
necessary for steps to be revisited based on design changes.

If the project is anticipated to impact a City right-of-way including sidewalks, streets and/or buffer zones, please follow the process outlined below. It is encouraged

that all developers and applicants consider complete street elements in each project and coordinate with the Department of Planning and Development prior to
submittal of a site plan review application.

Note: All necessary local approvals and permits will be required prior to project construction.
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CHAPTER 4

Trending City-wide Design Considerations




4. Trending City-wide Desigh Considerations

Overview

Trending city-wide design considerations have the ability to
accommodate and facilitate convenient access and mobility by all
roadway users. These considerations represent general concepts,
policies, or programs that may be applicable city-wide. General
concepts, policies, and programs are organized into the following
categories: bicycling, transit, fundamental, and future. The
information provided within this chapter should be reviewed for
applicability during any planning, design, construction,
reconstruction and/or resurfacing projects. It is important that
these considerations be integrated with design guidelines and
elements presented in Chapters 5 and 6. The guiding principles have
been applied to each element description to show which principle is

being achieved.

Bicycling

/ Q \ A =
Bike Share Programs \E

Bike share programs prowde blcycle access to residents and visitors

who may not own a bicycle or have access to a bicycle at a
particular location where they would like to use one.

As noted in the City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan 2009, there are
generally two programs that may be implemented for a bike share
program. The first includes a program operated by a public agency
which allows access to bicycles located throughout a city through
hubs or docking stations upon a small payment of a fee. The second
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program includes community or membership-based bike lending
programs administered by community organizations. A bike share
program has the potential to promote accessible and connected
streets.

It is recommended that the City coordinate with CDTA, CDTC and
other local organizations to fully understand the requirements and
needs of implementing a bike share program. Other factors to
consider about bike share program implementation include
whether to develop on a local or regional scale, the location of
potential docking stations, the management of thoroughfares, and
the potential use of parking spaces for the program.

On-street bicycle parking is often necessary in areas where there is

On-Street Bicycle Parking

a higher demand for bicycle parking. Implementation of on-street
bicycle parking includes considering location preference, sufficient
bicycle demand, and maintenance agreements. A number of shared
benefits may be achieved upon addressing these components. On-
street bicycle parking keeps sidewalks clear for pedestrians and
sidewalk activity. The on-street bicycle parking may also have an
impact on vehicle speeds, thus serving as a traffic-calming measure.
Bicyclists benefit from improved accessibility, parking availability,
and visibility.
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Transit

Enhanced Transit @ <l

Regular fixed route transit is provided by CDTA. CDTA also provides

regional transportation services along what are known as
designated transit priority corridors for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
corridors. These corridors are considered enhanced transit.

Three (3) BRT routes, also known as BusPlus routes are currently
located within the City as follows:

= New York Route 5 Corridor
= Washington/Western Corridor
= River Corridor

BRT routes provide limited stop service along the busiest travel
corridors in the City and the surrounding Capital Region. BRT is an
alternative transit service within communities without the level of
density and customer volume needed for light rail. BRT routes
provide clear connections to economic development in areas where
it has been introduced. Systems put in place to aid transit such as
BRT include signal prioritization and queue jumps.

Enhanced transit supports transit safety, convenience, and comfort.
This leads to increased safety for community members while
creating more connected corridors and neighborhoods. Streets that
are well designed for transit can encourage ridership thereby
decreasing individual travel expenses, congestion, and air pollution.
Complete streets provide accessible bus stops while allowing buses
to move through traffic with greater ease, further encouraging
ridership while reducing dependence on private transportation
services.
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Consideration should be given to placement of facilities or
amenities that support the use of multiple modes of transportation,
such as placing bicycle racks and benches at or near bus shelters. By
accommodating additional modes of transportation within the City,
stronger connections are formed between major nodes and the
surrounding neighborhoods.

While transit element placement may rely on land use/street
typology, some placement cases may rely on whether or not the
project location is within a BRT corridor. It is recommended that
coordination with CDTA continue to occur during future planning
and design of routes and facilities.

/‘Q‘\
Shared Transit-Bicycle Lanes i.gy's @ @

Shared transit-bicycle lanes are designated for use by public transit
buses, bicycles, and generally for right turning vehicles. The primary
purpose of these lanes is to provide a time advantage to public
transit by taking the buses out of the general traffic flow and into a
designated lane. Where a bicycle lane and transit lane are
appropriate elements, but a constrained right-of-way prevents a
separate bicycle lane, the intent is to allow bicycles to use the
designated bus lane. Implementing this type of lane would establish
a more simplified route for transit, while providing a greater service
to bicyclists. A greater separation between general traffic, transit,
and bicyclists creates a greater sense of safety, comfort, and
accessibility. More information about shared transit-bicycle lane
design guidelines and considerations can be found in Chapter 5
under the travelway elements section.
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Fundamental
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Catch Basins &EY "Wk

Catch basins are curbside drains used to collect and transport

stormwater away from adjacent roadways and properties to local
waterways. Catch basins serve as inlets to a storm drain system that
typically include grates used for capturing sediment, debris, and
associated pollutants. Several factors contribute to the performance
and efficiency of catch basins. These factors include catch basin
placement, catch basin design, maintenance frequency, flow rate,
pollutant loading and particle size. Catch basins should be designed
in a way that safely accommodates pedestrians and bicyclists, while
optimally assisting in stormwater management.

/’Q‘\
Curb Returns &3 =) |

Curb returns are the curved connection of curbs at the corner of

intersections. A curb return guides vehicles turning at corners, while
separating vehicles from pedestrians at intersections. Larger curb
radii facilitate the turning of large trucks and buses, increase
vehicular turning speeds, and increase the length of crosswalks.
Depending on the location of the curb return, there may be a need
for a greater or smaller return radius.

Curb returns designed and placed within Downtown or Mixed Use
land use/street typologies are recommended to be designed with
the smallest practical curb return radii that will accommodate the
largest frequently turning vehicle. An area with a high frequency of
straight moving buses and/or trucks does not necessarily indicate a
need for a large turning radius. Design elements such as on-street
parking and bicycle lanes contribute to the widening of the effective
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turning radius. Therefore, these elements as well as other
alternatives are encouraged before considering implementation of a
larger curb return radius.

)
Design Vehicles €3 @ i

Design vehicles are vehicles that must be regularly accommodated

without encroachment into opposing travel lanes. Design vehicles
should be chosen carefully to avoid unnecessarily large pedestrian
crossing distances or high speeds of turning traffic. Examples of
design vehicles include a standard transit vehicle on a regularly
scheduled bus route, or a semi-tractor trailer on a primary freight
route. This allows corridors to be designed appropriately for
vehicles frequenting a particular area of the City, not for vehicles

Emergency responders utilize the shortest and fastest routes to a
destination. Responders may be traveling in fire trucks, ambulances,
and/or police vehicles. Many of the streets in Albany are organized
in a grid-like fashion, creating an efficient road system for
emergency vehicles due to the redundancy of the road network.
Emergency vehicles, such as fire trucks, may range in lengths,
widths, and heights. Fire trucks found within the Albany Fire
Department fleet have length ranges of 32-feet to 57-feet, width
ranges of 9-feet to 10-feet, and height ranges of 10-feet to 12-feet.
Implementation of complete streets and any roadway changes
should be coordinated with the Albany Fire Department and
medical institutions. This coordination is recommended in order to
alleviate potential access issues for emergency responders.
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Green Alleys @

An alley is a narrow passageway between or behind buildings. Alleys
may be found in any land use/street typology discussed within this
manual. Revitalizing urban alleys into green alleys allows for several
potential benefits to the City. Green alleys typically use sustainable
materials, pervious pavements, and effective drainage to help
create a welcoming public space. Benefits for implementing green
alleys may include stormwater management, heat reduction,
material recycling, and energy conservation. Additional benefits
may include economic benefits associated with pedestrian and bike
paths, and improved safe and accessible gateways between
neighborhoods. These elements combined allow for better
accessibility, safety, connectivity and placemaking.

Characteristics such as vehicle speed and visibility at intersection
crossings should be considered for green alleys. In areas of the City
where a narrow right-of-way is desired, green alleyways may be
appropriate. The design of these alleyways may address the need to
provide access to adjacent businesses and residences. Although
there are few alleys present within the City, it is encouraged that
green alleyway design be considered, where appropriate.

Institutions .

The City of AIbany is home to many institutions including a number
of NYS offices, State University of New York (SUNY) at Albany,
Russell Sage, The College of Saint Rose, Albany Medical Center, St.
Peter’s Hospital, neighborhood schools and more. Each institution is
accessible through use of multiple modes of transportation.
Complete streets support these institutions by creating a more
accessible, connected, and safer network of streets. It s
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recommended that coordination take place between the City and
the various institutions where roadwork is conducted.

/Q\
Lane Widths & & il

Lane widths are an important design component for any corridor

within the City. Generally, lane widths of 10-feet are preferred. On
high-frequency transit routes, lane widths of 11-feet are preferred.
On Designated Access Highways, lane widths are required to be a
minimum of 10-feet. Lane widths are recommended to account for
pedestrian and bicycle activity as well. In areas where pedestrian
activity is high, 10-foot lane widths are preferred in order to allow
for a more comfortable pedestrian crossing experience. Similarly,
wide lane widths are not a preferred bicycle accommodation.

7N A
Level of Service G |

Level of Service (LOS) is a qualitative assessment of operating
conditions for roadways. More specifically, it refers to a standard
measurement used by transportation officials which reflects the
relative ease of traffic flow on a scale of A to F. An assessment of
LOS-A indicates free-flowing traffic, while LOS-F indicates congested
conditions. While LOS is important to understand for any roadway
project, it is important to recognize that design guidelines provided
within this manual integrate many qualitative and quantitative
factors and that this factor may not necessarily be a primary design
consideration.

AR .' \
Loading Zones and Delivery Vehicles &3

Loading zones allow traffic flow to continue as normal, without
creating any roadway obstructions, thereby improving accessibility.
These zones impact the functionality of a corridor and the economic
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vitality of a neighborhood. In areas where freight and other
deliveries are frequently taking place, it is recommended that
loading zones only be available during specific times in order to
maximize limited space found on some streets within the City. This
may be accomplished through use of clear loading zone signage
and/or pavement markings. Coordination with CDTA s
recommended in order to avoid potential transit stop conflicts.

aq=)
National Highway System {cﬁﬁ_,; @ <y
The National Highway System (NHS) includes the Interstate Highway
System as well as other roads important to the nation’s economy,
defense, and mobility. The NHS was developed by the United States
Department of Transportation in cooperation with the states, local
officials, and metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), such as
CDTC. The presence of the NHS has the ability to influence
significant economic benefits within the City through access to
interstates and movement of goods and products. Knowing which
roadways within the City boundaries are a part of the NHS may
contribute to project reorganization in order to better
accommodate all roadway users as well as economic endeavors. It is
recommended that FHWA NHS design standards be reviewed for
roadways designated as or near NHS roads. NHS mapping can be
found in Appendix C.

Non-Standard Street Widths \&=
Non-standard street widths are found throughout this historic City
and are likely to be found frequently. Non-standard widths may
create difficulties when applying complete street elements and
therefore require special attention during complete street design
and implementation. Primary project considerations include which
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land use/street typology the street is located within and what the
modal hierarchy is. Streets with non-standard widths are
recommended to be handled on a case by case basis. To aid in
project development, designers are encouraged to reference the
modal hierarchy table found in Chapter 5.

) ’\
Road Diets & @

Generally, a road diet includes removing travel lanes from a

roadway. The space gained from removing travel lanes is utilized for
other uses and travel modes. Road diets may include converting an
existing four-lane undivided roadway segment to a three-lane
segment consisting of two through lanes and a center two-way left
turn lane. Chapter 5 includes design guidelines for preferred travel
lane widths. This type of roadway configuration may reduce vehicle
speed differential, improve mobility and access by all road users,
and be integrated into surrounding uses resulting in improved
quality of life. According the FHWA’s Road Diet Informational Guide,
a road diet is recommended to be considered on roadways with
20,000 Average Daily Traffic (ADT) or lower.

A=
Smart Technology {&‘;6 @ .

Smart technology may include the incorporation of interactive

traffic controls, transit signage, kiosks, parking, wayfinding, or other
information devices. These smart technologies allow users to obtain
real-time information on transportation and community related
information, or allow traffic control devices and transportation to
adjust to demand and changes in user behavior. CDTA has
implemented real-time signage at BusPlus stations on Central
Avenue. It is recommended, where feasible, that smart technology
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be considered for implementation as a means to increase

»;

Stormwater management in urbanized areas is challenging, but may

accessibility, connectivity, and safety within the City.

Stormwater and Green Infrastructure

be addressed through the use of green infrastructure where
impervious surfaces prevent precipitation from naturally infiltrating
into the ground. This creates problems such as flooding, combined
sewer overflows, infrastructure damage, and/or contaminated
streams. Green infrastructure is a method used to allow water to
slowly permeate into the ground and may be incorporated into
streetscapes via rain gardens, vegetated swales, porous pavements,
and other natural processes to create healthier urban
environments.

The City of Albany has combined sewer systems that carry
stormwater, domestic sewage and industrial wastewater. These
systems can be overwhelmed by rainwater and melting snow,
thereby sending untreated waste into nearby water bodies. Utilizing
stormwater management practices has the potential to reduce
stormwater runoff in local water bodies, while helping keep streets
from flooding. It is recommended that coordination occur with the
Albany Pool Combine Sewer Overflow (CSO) Communities
Corporation upon project initiation. The Corporation developed a
Combined Sewer Overflows (CSO) Long Term Control Plan which
identifies programs and projects that are anticipated to aid in the
clean-up of the Hudson River, which can be impacted by combined
sewer system overflows during flood events. Coordination should
also take place with the City of Albany Water and Water Supply

ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS Policy & Design Manual

Department and the New York State Department of Environmental

Conservation (NYSDEC).
Streets Meeting Public Places % i %}

There are two primary ways in which streets meet public places,

active plazas or squares. Streets may travel through public places,
such as through Washington Park and Lincoln Park, or may end at or
abut a public place such as a plaza, square, a bikeway trailhead, or a
waterfront, such as the Corning Riverfront Park. Both of these
roadway types serve a significant purpose, allowing residents and
visitors alike to navigate city streets while being exposed to cultural
community assets. Community assets may include parks, trailheads,
multi-use trails, historical landmarks, museums, or public squares.

There are several ways in which the City may approach promoting
and encouraging accessibility, safety, and placemaking along streets
traveling through or adjoining public places. Streets contiguous with
public places that include sidewalks or separated walking and
bicycle paths may eliminate roadway obstructions for motorists.
This may increase accessibility and safety for all users. For example,
all roadway users on park streets are typically in close proximity to
each other. It is recommended that raised crosswalks, sidewalks,
and other traffic-calming measures be considered for these streets
to create a more accessible, safer and connected street network to
public places in the City and other areas within and outside of the
City.
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Target Speed GBS \'il
Target speed is the speed at which a project designer intends
drivers to travel. On most City streets, there is a mix of motorized
and unprotected street users, such as pedestrians and bicyclists.
Therefore, target speeds and project design need to take an
approach that aims to minimize injuries. Target speeds are
recommended to be based on land use/street typology.

: : il ¥
Traffic Calming B |

Traffic calming refers to the physical design and other measures put
in place on streets to slow or reduce motor-vehicle traffic and
improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists. There are a variety of
traffic calming measures that may be utilized on streets currently
designed to accommodate high operating speeds. Traffic calming
measures may include setting signal timing for moderate speeds,
creating narrower travel lanes, using physical measures such as curb
extensions and center islands to narrow a street, providing on-
street parking to create a narrowing affect, utilizing smaller curb
radii, eliminating right turn lanes, utilizing textured paving
materials, and installing speed humps or bumps.
Az A
Truck Routes &l \!

S

Truck routes are found throughout the City of Albany and are
necessary as they support many commercial and industrial
businesses. These routes are managed by the NYSDOT. Notable
changes to road networks are recommended to be coordinated with
NYSDOT. According to the New York State Highway Design Manual
Section 2-12, roadways listed as qualifying access highways and not
owned by the City require minimum travel and turn lane widths of
12 feet. Additionally, if a roadway is within one (1) mile of a
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qualifying highway, the minimum travel and turn lane width is 10
feet. According to the Official Description of Designated Highways in
New York State, Access Highways are highways designated for use
by Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) vehicles and 53-
foot trailers. These vehicles may not travel off the access highway
for any distance. Qualifying Highways are highways designated for
STAA vehicles and 53-foot trailers to use that highway and any other
highway within one (1) linear mile of the Qualifying Highway. Any
design requirements for these designations should be integrated.
NYSDOT Access and Qualifying Highways mapping can be found in
Appendix C.

aAsh\ A
Roadways with Multiple Jurisdictions ; -;'
Roadways with multiple jurisdictions in the City include US Route 9,
US Route 9W, US Route 20, NYS Route 32, NYS Route 85, NYS Route
443, Interstate 87, Interstate 90, and Interstate 787. See Appendix C
for a City roadway map. The City currently coordinates with NYSDOT
and Albany County to handle any required maintenance, proposed
projects or procedures. In the event that a State road enters the
City, NYSDOT is coordinated with and is required to approve the
project. It is recommended that coordination continue to occur
between the City of Albany and other involved agencies in order for
the successful implementation of complete streets in all projects.

,,Q\\ i~

Two-Way Left Turn Lanes %WB \!

Two-way left turn lanes are found in various locations throughout
the City. These lanes are located at the center of the roadway and
are used by vehicles making left turns in both directions. Lane
widths range in size from 10-feet to 16-feet and are dependent on
roadway classification. It is recommended that roadway
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classifications and truck traffic percentages be taken into

consideration for any new two-way left turn lane implementation.
D

Vertical Clearance Wls

~_—~

Vertical clearance is important for any location where there are
bridges or overpasses in the City. The preferred vertical clearance
over pedestrian facilities is 7-feet, which includes signage, building
awnings, or any other elements that may be installed over the
pedestrian facility. Guy wires and utility tie-downs should not be
located in or across sidewalks at heights below 8-feet. More
information about vertical clearance over pedestrian facilities may
be found in the AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and
Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, Section 3.2.12 and Chapter 3
Section 307.4 Protruding Objects of the Proposed Accessibility
Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right-of-Way
(PROWAG).

Vertical clearance over bicycle facilities is recommended to be 10-
feet, with a minimum clearance of 8-feet. Information about vertical
clearance for bicycle facilities is from the AASHTO Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, Section 5.2.1. Per the NYSDOT
Bridge Manual, Section 2.4.1 indicates that the preferred vertical
clearance is 16.5-feet with a minimum of 16-feet over roadways a
part of the National Highway System (NHS). For all roadways not a
part of or exempt from the NHS requirements, the preferred
vertical clearance is 14.5-feet with a minimum of 14 feet. The
minimum vertical clearance for all pedestrian bridges and overhead
sign structures is one (1) foot over the minimum vertical clearance
determined using Table 2-2 in the NYSDOT Bridge Manual.
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Future

Autonomous Vehicles @

Autonomous vehicles or driverless vehicles continue to be
researched and developed. These vehicles have the potential to
improve safety, reduce congestion, lower emissions, and reduce
costs associated with wasted time and fuel. Anticipated benefits of
this technology include a reduction in parking needs and an increase
in infill development. As technology advances for autonomous
vehicles, it is recommended that the City monitor this trend for
potential future design guidelines and milestones as this technology
is developed. Additionally, consideration for audible signals is

impact on the blind community.

encouraged regarding autonomous vehicles and their potential
= Yias
Electric Bicycles B \“=k

3 »)

Electric bicycles refer to any bicycle or tricycle with a low-powered

electric motor weighing less than 100 pounds, with a top motor-
powered speed not in excess of 20 mph. While not currently legal in
New York State, discussions about including electric bicycles as a
means of transportation within cities have been taking place across
the country. It will be important to consider bike speeds, charging
ability, and user friendliness for all electric bicycles should they be
permitted in the future. All factors will contribute largely to
accessibility, connectivity, safety, and placemaking. Additionally,
consideration for audible signals is encouraged regarding electric
bicycles and their potential impact on the blind community.
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Electric Vehicle Charging Stations B \!

Electric vehicles use electricity for fuel rather than gasoline. There
are a variety of electric vehicles, including Hybrid electric vehicles
(HEVs), plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs), and all-electric
vehicles (EVs). As the City continues to encourage and promote the
use of alternative-fueled vehicles, electric vehicles could play a
significant role in the future of complete streets by making city
streets more sustainable and environmentally friendly. The Albany
2030 Comprehensive Plan states that facilities for plug-in vehicles
should be considered for on-street and other parking facilities. The
United States Department of Energy provides information about all
electric vehicle types and their associated deployment,
maintenance, and safety.

Maintenance

Maintenance is essential as infrastructure ages and is used more
frequently. Roadway and complete street infrastructure conditions
have the potential to vary greatly, but are critical to providing a
safer, more accessible and connected roadway network within the
City. Utilizing a maintenance schedule has the ability to improve the
life and sustainability of roadways and complete street elements
throughout the City. During the design of a project, it is critical to
incorporate an operations and maintenance plan in order to
address all aspects of maintenance including those taking place on a
daily, weekly or seasonal schedule.

The City experiences a number of snowfalls each year that impact
all modes of transportation. Accessibility, connectivity, and safety
are all impacted if snow removal does not take place in a timely
manner. Street design is encouraged to facilitate snow clearance
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and storage for all modes, with pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit
users given the same attention as motorists. In an effort to increase
safety within the City, hydrants, catch basins, crossing islands,
medians, and building entrances should also be accessible and kept
free of snow, or other obstructions.
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5. Streetscapes, Sidewalks, and Streets

Overview

This chapter serves as a toolbox for complete streets, providing
design guidelines for streetscapes, sidewalks, and streets.
Guidelines found within this chapter allow designers to choose the
complete street elements that best fit a given land use/street
typology within the confines of the available pavement width and
right-of-way. Information shared in Chapter 2 is based upon
existing conditions, while guidelines shared within this chapter are
based upon complete street aspirations.

Streetscapes and Sidewalks

This section includes design guidelines for streetscape and sidewalk
elements. Streetscapes refer to all elements contributing to the
appearance and function of a given street or corridor. Descriptions
for streetscape and sidewalk elements have been included. Design
guidelines for streetscapes and sidewalks are organized into four
zones representing the space from a private property line to a curb
line or edge of a roadway. The four zones include a Building Use
Zone, Pedestrian Zone, Buffer Zone, and Curb Zone. Each zone has
preferred measurements or widths which may be applied for each
land use/street typology.

Design Guidelines

Upon determining which land use/street typology a project is
located within, as described in Chapter 2, design guidelines for
streetscape and sidewalk zones can then be determined. Table 5.1
identifies preferred zone range measurements for each land
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use/street typology. While considering these design guidelines, it is
imperative to recognize that each complete street project is
unique. Right-of-way widths, supporting land use, modal hierarchy,
and functional classification can greatly impact the implementation
of complete street elements. When and where feasible, the
guidelines presented should be implemented.

The Building Use Zone includes the area between the building front
or private property line and the pedestrian zone. This zone is
intended to buffer pedestrians from doorways and appurtenances.
Private signage, merchandise displays, private street furniture, or
outdoor cafes are often located within the building use zone. The
Pedestrian Zone is the area primarily utilized for pedestrian travel.
This zone should be free of obstacles, protruding objects, and
vertical obstructions for pedestrians. The pedestrian zone width
ranges will vary by land use/street typology. The Buffer Zone is
typically utilized for utilities, landscaping, public signage, snow
storage, transit stops, public street furniture and other public
streetscape amenities keeping the pedestrian zone free of
obstacles. The number of amenities present typically depends on
the street typology/land use and pedestrian volume. The Curb Zone
is the area located immediately adjacent to the roadway and serves
as a safety feature, discouraging motor vehicles from driving onto
the sidewalk. It also serves as an integral part of the drainage
system and is an essential cue for the visually impaired, allowing
them to identify where the sidewalk corridor and the roadway
meet.

5-1



Table 5.1: Preferred Design Guidelines for Streetscapes and Sidewalks

Street Typology Building Use Zone (ft)® Pedestrian Zone (ft)" Buffer Zone (ft)© Total Width (ft) °
Downtown 4-8 8-12 4-6 16 - 26
Neighborhood Mixed Use 2-6 6-10 4-6 12-22
Neighborhood Residential 2-6 5-6 2-6 9-18
Community Mixed Use 2-6 6-10 4-6 12-22
Community Commercial 2-6 6-10 4-6 12-22
Industrial 0-10 5-6 4-6 9-12

The industry standard width of 2 ft has been adopted as the preferred minimum between the effective sidewalk width and the face of buildings or other obstacles.

® The industry standard width of 5 ft has been adopted by NYSDOT as a minimum to allow use by users of all abilities. The minimum clear width per ADAAG is 4 ft with a minimum 5 ft x 5 ft area to allow for disabled users to
pass at a reasonable distance (200 ft per NYSDOT standards). In commercial areas with high pedestrian volume, widths up to 12 ft should be considered with typical widths ranging from 8 ft to 12 ft. The exact width will
depend on pedestrian volumes. These standards should also be applicable where there are no buffer zones.

® The buffer zone width is calculated for required snow storage capacity and is based on the pavement width from the centerline of the roadway to the edge of the curb (L) (Snow Storage = 0.5*L). This calculation is in Chapter
5, Section 3.2.11.1 of the NYSDOT Highway Design Manual. For areas where bus shelters are provided, a width of at least 7 ft is required for a standard CDTA shelter, while BRT shelters require at least 12 ft for a 10 ft shelter.
9 curb widths must also be considered in total width calculations. Per the City of Albany Code, Section 323-18, a stone curb is to be 5 inches. Per NYSDOT, stone curbs are to be 5 inches.



Streetscape and Sidewalk Elements

Streetscape and sidewalk elements work together to create a more
accessible, connected and safer environment within the City. This
section describes typical streetscape and sidewalk elements.

Benches create a place for people to stop and rest along a corridor.
Strategically placing benches at transit stops and midblock locations
helps create a sense of place within a particular neighborhood.
Several distinct populations benefit from the placement of benches
along corridors, including the elderly, the disabled, and transit
riders. Benches have the ability to add to a particular streetscape
character and encourage informal gathering areas enhancing social
interaction.

Bicycle Racks %
Bicycle racks are parking fixtures to which bicycles can be securely
attached, and which can be placed at key locations along a block or
corridor. Bicycle racks come in a variety of styles and can be
designed to incorporate the character of the neighborhood in
which they reside. This element can enhance a sense of place, while
directly enhancing accessibility for bicyclists. Bicycle racks are
typically found at transit stops and midblock locations near
commercial facilities, providing an incentive to use an alternate
mode of transportation. When bicycle racks are placed at transit
stop locations, the catchment area of transit services typically
increases.
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Bus Shelters &% @ <

Bus shelters are designed for the protection and convenience of
bus passengers. Bus shelters provide safe, accessible areas for
entering and exiting buses, while providing information such as bus
connections, transfers, and routes. These structures also provide
convenient shelter from inclement weather.

/" "'-.‘ 4 | J_' | ¥
Driveways 36 @ A

Driveways are roads leading from a public roadway to a private
facility or parking lot. The number of driveways along a corridor
may significantly impact the ability of a complete streets project to
enhance the streetscape and sidewalk for pedestrians. Multiple
driveways, or curb cuts, have the potential to create multiple
conflict points between motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists.
However, driveways provide access to facilities for other roadway
users. Therefore, driveway consideration and access management
is recommended to be considered while designing a complete
street project. Access management refers to the design,
implementation, and management of entry and exit points
between roadways and adjacent properties. In order to support
access management, the project designer is encouraged to review
the City’s most current zoning requirements.

Green Infrastructure @

Green infrastructure is a technique for managing stormwater and
creating healthier urban environments. It is used to allow water to
slowly permeate into the ground and may use rain gardens, bio-
retention areas, vegetated swales, porous pavements, and other
natural processes to create healthier urban environments. Green
infrastructure benefits include cooling urbanized areas, improving

5-3



air quality, and reducing demand on combined sewer systems by
incorporating such measures.

Pedestrian-scaled Lighting 5 | 201
Street lights create a safer environment for pedestrlans bicyclists,
and motor vehicles along streets and corridors. Pedestrian-scaled
lighting refers specifically to lighting at lower heights which
illuminate sidewalks, crosswalks, curb ramps, and signs for
pedestrians. Differences between pedestrian-scaled lighting and
other lighting found along corridors are height, spacing, and style of
lighting. Standard lighting is typically greater in height with greater
distances between each post. Pedestrian-scaled lighting improves
accessibility and safety for pedestrians, and has the ability to take
on a design that enhances the character of the neighborhood.

Pedestrian Crossing Signals 'Gidlie -
Pedestrian crossing signals are used to control pedestrlan traffic,
according to the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) Chapter 4E, and are typically included with work on any
signalized intersection. These signals are timed and may require
pedestrian activation, such as through use of a pushbutton.
Pedestrian crossing signals enhance accessibility, connectivity and
safety for pedestrians crossing streets of large and small widths.
The visually impaired may benefit from accessible crossing
indicators which let the pedestrian know when it is safe to cross the
street through a walk indication tone or vibrating button. Any time
a new pedestrian crossing signal is installed, the design and
installation shall comply with PROWAG’s Section X02.5.
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Sidewalks
Sidewalks serve as channels for pedestrian movement and access,
while enhancing connectivity and promoting walking to and from
public and private spaces. Sidewalks benefit the social and
economic components of communities, while promoting an
accessible, connected and safer means of transportation.

Smart Devices D | |
Smart devices may mclude mteractlve traffic controls, kiosks,
parking, wayfinding, or other informational devices. These devices
allow users to obtain real-time information about transportation
and community-related activities. In addition, these devices can
allow traffic control devices and transportation to adjust to demand
and changes in user behavior and traffic conditions.

Street Trees @

Street trees are used to frame corridors and are aesthetically
pleasing to pedestrians thereby enhancing placemaking. Street
trees also reduce stormwater runoff and flooding potential by
absorbing approximately 30% of most precipitation through their
leaf system before evaporating back into the atmosphere. Up to an
additional 30% of precipitation is absorbed back into the ground
and taken in and held onto by the root structure of the street trees.
Street trees also help reduce the urban heat island effect, which
contributes to increased temperatures, air pollution, demands on
cooling systems, and health-related problems. Street trees may also
serve as traffic-calming measures by creating a narrowing effect
along a corridor.
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Traffic-Calming Measures >
Traffic-calming measures may involve changes to street alignment
or installation of barriers such as curb extensions that slow traffic
on roadways in which they are implemented. Other traffic-calming
measures include raised crosswalks, speed bumps and humps,
curbed medians, and raised intersections (speed tables).
Implementation of these measures can create a narrowing effect,
thereby slowing traffic flow and establishing an accessible and safer
pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly environment.

Trash Receptacles and Recycling %}

Trash receptacles and recycling bins help keep neighborhoods
clean. Trash receptacle and recycling bin placement along heavily
used corridors and near transit stops help discourage littering while
encouraging recycling. Trash receptacles may be standard or come
in the form of a solar-powered trash compactor which can be found
in core Albany neighborhoods. The latter uses solar energy to
compact trash, which increases capacity and reduces the possibility

for trash overflow.
el To)

Wayfinding l*“'_g‘

Wayfinding informs pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit
users while guiding them to a desired destination. Wayfinding
benefits roadway users by creating an accessible and connected
community through an informative, on-the-go means of
communication. Wayfinding often takes on the character of a given
neighborhood, while sharing details about shops, restaurants, and
other features along city corridors.
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Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample Cross Sections

The following streetscape and sidewalk sample cross sections
illustrate zone widths falling within preferred design guideline zone
width ranges shown in Table 5.1. A sample cross section has been
provided for each of the land use/street typologies and each cross
section is supported by zone descriptions specific to that particular
land use/street typology.
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Figure 5.1: Downtown Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Downtown Building Use Zone

Creating an active and vital street starts with creating an active
building use zone. Downtown streets are therefore encouraged to
contain enough space beyond the pedestrian zone to allow for
active uses associated with buildings fronting a street. These active
uses may include outdoor patios, retail stands, and displays.

, N
Active Building Use Zone

Downtown Pedestrian Zone

Downtown streets typically handle larger volumes of pedestrian
traffic, thus sidewalk widths are recommended to go above the
minimum widths. This allows pedestrians of all ages and abilities to
navigate Downtown streets with ease.
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Downtown Buffer Zone

Buffer zones found along Downtown streets are typically comprised
of pockets of landscaping or street tree planters. These features
may be interwoven with seating, transit shelters, bicycle parking,
pedestrian access between buildings and on-street parking, street
lighting, and other amenities. The buffer zone may contain planters
providing an alternate means for capturing and treating
stormwater and snow melt.

Key Applications

In areas where space for building use zones is limited, patio seating
may still be considered, but spillover into on-street parking spaces.
In areas popular for bicyclists, bicycle parking may be provided
through use of an on-street parking space. This idea of using on-
street parking spaces as an extension of the building use zone or
buffer zone is becoming more widely accepted within dense urban
areas. Ultimately, these concepts can help make Downtown streets
more active and vital.

On-Street Patio Seating




Figure 5.2 Neighborhood Mixed Use Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Neighborhood Mixed Use Building Use Zone

Similar to the Downtown land use/street typology, establishing an
active street begins with creating an active building use zone. The
building use zone allows the pedestrian zone to be free of
obstructions, while supporting a variety of active uses such as
outdoor patios, retail stands, and displays.

Mixed Use Active Building Use Zone

Neighborhood Mixed Use Pedestrian Zone

Neighborhood Mixed Use streets, similar to Downtown streets, are
known to handle larger volumes of pedestrian traffic. However,
Neighborhood Mixed Use streets often have constrained right-of-
ways, potentially creating a design challenge. Careful consideration
of existing right-of-way and complete street elements will be
necessary.

COMPLETE STREETS Policy & Design Manual

Neighborhood Mixed Use Buffer Zone

The buffer zone of a Neighborhood Mixed Use street may contain
strips of landscaping or planters interwoven with seating, transit
shelters, bicycle parking, pedestrian access between buildings and
on-street parking, street lighting, and other amenities. These zones
often contain planters that provide alternative means for capturing
and treating stormwater and snow melt.

Key Applications
Building use zones of a Neighborhood Mixed Use street, similar to
Downtown streets, are increasingly being extended into on-street
parking spaces. Similarly, in areas popular for bicyclists, bicycle
parking may be provided through use of an on-street parking space.
Ultimately, these concepts can help make Neighborhood Mixed Use
streets more dynamic and essential.

On-Street Bicycle Parking



Figure 5.3 Neighborhood Residential Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Neighborhood Residential Building Use Zone

Neighborhood Residential building use zones tend to serve as
extensions of the adjacent residences. The extensions may appear
in the form of front lawns or porches, allowing for green
infrastructure opportunities.

Neighborhood Residential Pedestrian Zone

Pedestrian zones found along Neighborhood Residential streets
typically handle less pedestrian traffic than that of Downtown or
Neighborhood Mixed Use streets. However, the pedestrian zone
should remain clear of any obstacles in order to allow users of all
ages and abilities to utilize these streets.

Welcoming Pedestrian Zone
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Neighborhood Residential Buffer Zone

The buffer zone of a Neighborhood Residential street may contain a
strip of landscaping or street tree planters broken up by driveways.
Due to the nature of Neighborhood Residential streets having less
pedestrian traffic, fewer buffer zone amenities are found in
comparison to Downtown or Neighborhood Mixed Use streets.

’£9f~"93

Buffer Zone Landscaping

¥

Spie
Key Applications

Neighborhood Residential streets may have the potential to be
transformed into a bicycle boulevard. Bicycle boulevards allow for
traffic-calming measures, green infrastructure practices, and
enhanced pedestrian and bicycle opportunities along a street.
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Figure 5.4 Community Mixed Use Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Community Mixed Use Building Use Zone

Building use zones found along Community Mixed Use streets often
face design challenges due to the variation in building setbacks and
orientations. This zone may support multiple active uses.

Community Mixed Use Pedestrian Zone

Pedestrian zones found along Community Mixed Use corridors
should be clearly defined. These zones, typically serving larger
pedestrian volumes, provide connections between abutting
Neighborhood Residential areas and smaller scale commercial
services. It is important to recognize that these corridors also serve
a larger volume of vehicular traffic, often resulting in a greater
number of driveways leading to commercial parking lots. This has
the potential to create conflicts between motorists, bicyclists, and
pedestrians utilizing these corridors. Therefore, pedestrian zones
should be clearly defined and free of obstructions.

Accessible and Connected Pedestrian Zone
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Community Mixed Use Buffer Zone

Buffer zones found along Community Mixed Use corridors are
recommended to include a variety of amenities for pedestrians and
other roadway users. Amenities may include street tree planters,
benches, transit shelters for transit users, bicycle parking,
pedestrian access between buildings and on-street parking, and
pedestrian-scaled lighting. Buffer zones within this land use/street
typology may also serve a critical role in providing a place for snow
storage. As noted within the pedestrian zone description, these
corridors serve a larger volume of vehicular and pedestrian travel.
Buffer zones typically aid in keeping pedestrian zones free of
obstructions and clearly defined by placing amenities in strategic
locations.

Key Applications

Community Mixed Use corridors are unique and often challenging
to design. It is necessary to define clear user space in order to
eliminate the greater chance for roadway conflicts. Ultimately, this
may lead to greater community support of local, small-scale
commercial activities, in turn making the surrounding
neighborhoods more viable.



Figure 5.5 Community Commercial Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Community Commercial Building Use Zone

Community Commercial corridors differ significantly from other
land use/street typology corridors. These corridors are
characteristic of large setbacks that serve big box retail businesses.
Due to the nature of these corridors, building use zone guideline
application may vary greatly. However, despite this variation, the
application of building use zone guidelines should occur where
applicable and feasible, allowing for a variety of active uses.

Community Commercial Pedestrian Zone

Pedestrian zones found along Community Commercial corridors
may not be characteristic of high pedestrian traffic. However, as
implementation of complete street elements occurs throughout the
City, connectivity will remain an important guiding principle. This
includes allowing appropriate pedestrian access especially within
areas with a limited right-of-way.

Bicycle Racks
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Community Commercial Buffer Zone

Buffer zones located along a Community Commercial corridor are
essential. Adjacent roadways found along these corridors typically
handle larger volumes of traffic moving at higher speeds in
comparison to Neighborhood Mixed Use streets. Depending on the
corridor, a variety of amenities such as benches, bicycle racks, and
transit shelters may be placed in the buffer zone.

Buffer Strip along Commercial Corridor
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Figure 5.6 Industrial Streetscape and Sidewalk Sample
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Building Use Zone

Industrial corridors, similar to Community Commercial corridors,
greatly differ from other land use/street typologies. Industrial
corridors have evolved over time from serving traditional heavy and
large manufacturing facilities to lighter and smaller manufacturing
facilities. While active industry still exists, another evolution of
Albany’s industrial areas is occurring. Some corridors are strictly
industrial, while others function as light commercial, such as
restaurants, or act as connections to local residential
neighborhoods. This is pertinent to the building use zone because
these zones are typically meant for the handling of goods and
delivery vehicles, thereby contributing to space design challenges.
It is recommended that building use zone design consider the
surrounding land use/street typologies and the potential needs of
community members.

Pedestrian Zone

Pedestrian zones along an Industrial corridor typically handle less
pedestrian traffic. However, as explained within the building use
zone description, Industrial zones may include or abut other land
use/street typology characteristics that have higher pedestrian
traffic. Providing a wider pedestrian zone, as appropriate, can
support and encourage additional pedestrian traffic. Although
pedestrians are not typically the primary user of these corridors,
complete streets encourage safe and accessible use for all
community members. Clearly defining a space will also make
roadway navigation and travel along these corridors easier for
industrial vehicular traffic.
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Buffer Zone

The buffer zone along an Industrial corridor may contain any
number of amenities depending on its location within the City. As
discussed in the building use zone description, these corridors may
vary greatly. This causes a challenge for buffer zone design and it is
therefore recommended that the surrounding land use/street
typologies be taken into consideration. In industrial areas where
light commercial facilities are present, such as restaurants, it is
recommended that the buffer zone go above the minimum
recommended width. Buffer zones may include street tree planters
or trees, outdoor patios, and/or bicycle racks.
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Streets

This section includes design guidelines for streets. Streets refer to
all elements within or contributing to the travelway. Descriptions
for street elements have been included. Design guidelines are
organized into five lane types, occupying the space between curbs.
The lane types are Transit Lane, Turn Lane, Travel Lane, Bicycle
Lane, and Parking Lane. Each lane has preferred measurements or
widths which may be applied for each land use/street typology.
This section also discusses modal hierarchy and the importance of
determining the priority of each transportation mode upon project
initiation.

Design Guidelines

Design guidelines for streets can be found in Table 5.2. This
illustrative table provides preferred zone width ranges for each
land use/street typology. Definitions for the Transit Lane, Turn
Lane, Travel Lane, Bicycle Lane, and Parking Lane follow and
correspond to a column within the table.

As previously noted within the streetscape and sidewalk section, it
is imperative to recognize that each complete street project is
unique. Right-of-way widths, supporting land use, and functional
classification can greatly impact the implementation of complete
street elements. The guidelines presented within this chapter
should be implemented as feasible. There will be instances in which
lane types described herein are not applicable or feasible for
implementation on all roadways.
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A Transit Lane is for public transit. This dedicated lane has the
potential to enhance the frequency, efficiency and reliability of
transit service along corridors throughout the City.

A Turn Lane is designated for turning movements. The intent of
this lane is to control traffic and reduce conflicts.

A Travel Lane is dedicated for traffic flow, which may include
bicycles and transit as well as other vehicles.

A Bicycle Lane is utilized for bicycles. Bicycle lanes may appear as
fully separated striped lanes or as buffered lanes dedicated
specifically for bicycle use.

A Parking Lane is a lane for parking vehicles.
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PLEASE NOTE THAT THIS GRAPHIC IS FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY.

\Ma\(

Street Typology FHWA Functional Classification * L:r::‘(’:tl) @ La::;:t) d L:fi:;y;:fl; e L::rek::tﬁ £
Downtown Principal Arterial / Minor Arterial / Major Collector / Local Road 10-12 10-12 5-7 7-8
Neighborhood Mixed Use Principal Arterial / Minor Arterial / Major Collector 10-12 10-12 5-7 7-8
Neighborhood Residential Minor Arterial / Major Collector / Local Road 9-12 9-12 5-7 7-8
Community Mixed Use Principal Arterial / Minor Arterial / Major Collector 10-12 10-12 5-7 7-8
Community Commercial Principal Arterial / Minor Arterial / Major Collector 10-12 10-12 5-7 7-8
Industrial Major Collector / Local Road 9-12 9-12 5-7 7-8

? Principal Arterials serve major centers of metropolitan areas, provide a high degree of mobility, providing access to abutting land uses. Minor Arterials serve geographic areas that are smaller than Principal Arterials, while offering
connectivity to the higher Arterial system. Major Collectors serve a critical role in the roadway network by gathering traffic from Local Roads and funneling them to the Arterial network. Local Roads provide direct access to adjacent
land, while providing access to higher systems and carrying no through traffic.

® A minimum lane width of 11 feet is required on signed CDTA bus routes. However, lane width may be as wide as 14 feet to accommodate bicycles where it is not possible to create a bicycle facility at minimum widths for travel,
turning, and bicycle lanes and where it is not possible to create a shoulder for bicycle use. (See AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities section 4.3.1/document incorporated into NYSDOT HDM 17.4.3. Also FHWA
Incorporating On-Road Bicycle Networks into Resurfacing Projects pg 19.)

¢ Travel lane widths may vary due to traffic speed, traffic type, pavement constraints and/or right-of-way constraints. Projects located on NYSDOT Designated Qualifying Highways require a minimum lane width of 12 feet. Projects
located on Designated Access Highways require a minimum lane width of 10 feet. All routes located within one mile of Qualifying Highways require a minimum travel lane width of 10 feet.

 Turn lane widths may vary due to traffic speed, traffic type, pavement constraints and/or right-of-way constraints. Projects located on NYSDOT Designated Qualifying Highways require a minimum lane width of 12 feet. Projects
located on Designated Access Highways require a minimum lane width of 10 feet. All routes located within one mile of Qualifying Highways require a minimum travel lane width of 10 feet.

¢ Bicycle lane widths, as recommended by the AASHTO’s 2012 Guide for Development of Bicycle Facilities 4™ Edition and the City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan, should be at least 5 feet. AASHTO guidelines also recommend that a
bicycle lane should be 7 feet wide when adjacent to an 8 foot wide or less parking lane typical of high rates of turnover. In areas with high bicycle volumes, no on-street parking, and high vehicle speeds and volumes, lane widths are
recommended to be between 6 feet and 8 feet. The wider lane creates more room for potential avoidance maneuvers.

f Parking lane widths may vary due to potential future uses, such as becoming a travel or turn lane. According to Chapter 2 of the NYSDOT Highway Design Manual, the minimum parking lane width is 7 feet which is typically seen
along residential corridors.
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Street Elements
Street elements enable accessible and safe connections between
the streetscape and sidewalk portion of a corridor and the adjacent

street.

Crosswalks @ @

Crosswalk markings are used to define the pedestrian path of travel
across a roadway and alert drivers to the area where pedestrians
can be expected. Crosswalks may be signed or marked. This may be
achieved through public artwork in the walkway, signage, and
varied pavement materials and colors. Crosswalk design is
recommended to take into consideration adequate lighting, proper
placement of curb ramps, attention to location of bus stops and
crosswalks, and smaller curb radii. Depending on the installation
area, such as at mid-block locations, crosswalks may need to take
into consideration the number of travel lanes, inclusion of a raised
median, pedestrian crossing islands, advanced stop lines and
associated signing, and parking restrictions. Crosswalks increase
pedestrian visibility and safety. Crosswalk design has the ability to
make a significant difference on wider roadways. Inclusion of
pedestrian refuges or raised medians may provide an additional
level of safety for pedestrians while contributing to placemaking
within a corridor. Signalized and non-signalized mid-block
crosswalks may also be applied, where feasible.

Curb Ramps s
Curb ramps providing ADA compliant access between a sidewalk
and a street are found in many locations along a corridor.
Locations may include intersections, loading zones, bus stops, and
midblock crossings. Curb ramp design may be flexible in order to
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achieve accessibility and safety for users of all abilities. Curb ramp
implementation should meet all appllcable ADA requirements.

Driveways (Access Management)
Driveways are roads leading from a publlc roadway to a private
residence, facility or parking lot. The number of driveways along a
corridor may significantly impact the accessibility and safety for
roadway users to reach destinations. Therefore, access
management and the number of driveways should be reviewed
while designing a complete street prOJect

Lane Striping L
Lane striping and pavement marklngs convey messages to roadway
users. Use of lane striping and pavement markings can indicate
which part of the road is designated for which user to create a
safer, more accessible roadway network for all users.

Paved Shoulders < Yl
The installation and W|den|ng of paved shoulders can provide a
stable surface for use by pedestrians or bicyclists. Pedestrians may
use a paved shoulder when sidewalks cannot be provided. Bicyclists
may also use a paved shoulder to ride separated from motor
vehicle traffic (since bicycles are prohibited on sidewalks according
to the City code, Section 359-4 unless the bicyclist is 10 years of age
or under). Paved shoulders may increase pedestrian and bicyclist
safety and visibility, and therefore reduce the number of conflicts
that occur between motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Paved
shoulders may also provide an emergency stopping area for
breakdowns or emergency vehicles. These areas may serve limited
uses, but are encouraged to remain clear of obstructions or litter
for its users.
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Signage G\l U

Signage is a critical design component for navigating any street or
roadway within a City. It has the ability to keep motorist, bicyclist,
and transit traffic moving while allowing destinations to be
identified. Signage has increasingly shifted toward the use of
symbols rather than words to convey a message. Symbols can
provide instant communication to all roadway users, typically
overcoming language barriers, while continuing to become a
standard for traffic control devices worldwide.

Travelway Elements

Travelway elements enhance opportunities for multi-modal travel,
while improving accessibility for multiple users and connecting
various destinations within the City. These elements contribute to a
safer commuting environment, while creating a sense of place both
along a single corridor and throughout the City. The following
descriptions provide the purpose, benefit, and the preferred design
guidelines for implementing travelway elements. The travelway
elements are also the foundation for Table 5.3. This table identifies
which travelway elements are most appropriate for which land
use/street typologies depending on the presence of a wide or
narrow right-of-way.

Bicycle Boulevards
Bicycle boulevards are typically found along streets with lower
traffic volumes and speeds. In general, this may include streets of
residential character or streets providing access to schools, parks,
or other public places. The design gives bicycle travel significant
priority. Successful bicycle boulevards incorporate signage,
pavement markings, and speed and volume management measures
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to discourage through trips by motor vehicles. These measures
encourage safe, convenient bicycle crossings of more active arterial
streets. It is also typical of bicycle boulevards to incorporate green
infrastructure elements.

Buffered Bicycle Lanes D
Buffered bicycle lanes are striped bicycle lanes that contain an
additional striped buffer. This additional striped buffer further
separates bicyclists from motorists and parked vehicles, typically
offering an increased level of comfort for bicyclists on the street
side of on-street parking. A buffered bicycle lane may be
incorporated anywhere that a standard bicycle lane is being
considered and is feasible. These lanes may be found along
corridors with higher traffic volumes and speeds in order to
improve bicyclists comfort on these streets. Bicycle lanes per the
NYS Vehicle and Traffic Law require a minimum width of 5-feet, but
the preferred width range is 6-feet to 7-feet.

N :
Contra-Flow Bicycle Lanes Gl

Contra-flow bicycle lanes are lanes that allow the movement of
bicycles along a one-way street in the opposite direction of
vehicular traffic. A contra-flow bicycle lane is striped with yellow
lane striping. This demarcates the separation between vehicular
traffic and the opposite movement of bicyclists. This method of
travel may introduce additional challenges to a one-way street
including the need for signal heads for the contra-flow bicycle lane.
Like a standard bicycle lane, contra-flow bicycle lanes may be
buffered or protected. The minimum width for a contra-flow
bicycle lane is 5-feet, with a preferred width range of 6-feet to 7-
feet.
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Dedicated Transit Lanes > Al
Dedicated transit lanes are Ianes used by tran5|t vehicles only along
enhanced transit corridors. These lanes may be developed as short
distance or long distance lanes. Short distance lanes, such as a
gueue jump, allow transit vehicles to bypass queued traffic at an
intersection. Long distance lanes improve mobility and lower
congestion throughout the City. Dedicated transit lanes should be
11-feet wide, contain “BUS ONLY” pavement markings per MUTCD
Section 3D-01, and be a different pavement color in order to
effectively avoid roadway misuse. Dedicated transit lanes are
typically applied to corridors identified as enhanced transit
corridors and corridors with multiple lanes.

Enhanced Transit Lanes Al
Enhanced transit lanes or corridors mcorporate dedicated transit
lanes and other transit amenities such as bus shelters located in
buffer zones or bus bulbs. Enhanced transit lanes or corridors are
currently found within the City and are known as BRT or BusPlus
corridors. Enhanced transit lanes require a minimum width of 11-
feet. The bus shelters serving these bus lines require a minimum of
10-feet. Enhanced transit lanes enable energy efficiency and reduce
traffic congestion, while enhancing connectivity for community
members in an affordable and fast manner. More information
about CDTA's BusPIus and BRT corridors is available in Chapter 4.

Medians

Medians are areas between opposing lanes of traffic (not turn
lanes), that can either be open (pavement markings only) or
channelized (raised medians or islands) to separate various
roadway users. Pedestrian crossing islands or refuge areas are
raised islands placed on a street at intersections or mid-block
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locations to separate crossing pedestrians from motor vehicles.
These refuge areas allow pedestrians a safe place to stop at the
mid-point of a roadway before crossing the remaining road
distance. Medians may also be referred to as center islands, refuge
islands, or pedestrian islands. Medians have the ability to increase
safety by enhancing the visibility of pedestrians, particularly at
unsignalized crossing points, while also serving as additional space
to incorporate supplemental signage on multi-lane roadways.
Medians may function best in regards to stormwater collection and
green infrastructure practices if the roadway in question is concave,
or lowest at the middle of the street. Measures, such as
bioretention, should slow the flow of water if located on a steeply
sloped roadway.

Median Cycle Tracks )
Median cycle tracks are another form of bicycle lane. These lanes
run along the left travel lane adjacent to a median. Median cycle
tracks allow bicyclists to travel long a continuous median with
minimal conflict from adjacent driveways or parked cars found on
the right side of a roadway. The minimum width of a median cycle
track is 5-feet, with preferred widths being 6-feet to 7-feet. Similar
to standard bicycle lanes, a median cycle track can be buffered or
protected. These lanes should be considered along corridors with
heavy transit use and/or frequent transit stops. Another application
of median cycle tracks includes placement along corridors with a
high number of vehicle right turning movements.

On-Street Parking (AL
On-street parking may be found along one-way or two-way streets
and is an essential component of a street for most corridors where
off-street parking is limited or unavailable. It provides short-term
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parking options for adjacent businesses and contributes to a more
active and vital streetscape. On-street parking should not exceed 8
feet in width. Along corridors where excess pavement is available,
rather than stripe a wider parking lane, the excess pavement width
may be used to provide a clear door zone and offer additional
safety to bicyclists and other vehicles. Applications for on-street
parking include where buildings are positioned along a street line
with little to no front or side setback, where accommodating short-
term and high turnover parking is desirable, or along low-speed
corridors where additional parking is desired. On-street parking
may pose design challenges for many streets and therefore space
constraints and modal hierarchy should be understood for any
given corridor.

Sidepaths I
Sidepaths are a specific type of shared use path that run adjacent
to the roadway, where right-of-way and other physical constraints
dictate. Sidepaths may be one-way or two-way. According to
AASHTO’s 2012 Guide to Bicycle Facilities, it is important to note
that provision of a pathway adjacent to a road is not a substitute
for the provision of on-road accomodation such as paved shoulders
or bike lanes. However, it may be considered in some locations in
addition to on-road bicycle facilities. A sidepath should satisfy the
same design criteria as shared use paths in independent rights-of-
way and may be implemented along short or long distances.
Sidepath application along suburban and urban streets should be
reviewed for potential operatlonal confllcts

Separated Bicycle Lanes & .
Separated bicycle lanes are lanes at or ralsed above street level that
use a permanent physical barrier such as a raised curb or planting
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strip to provide separation from travel lanes. These lanes may be
one-way or two-way depending on the user demand and space
constraints. This minimum width for a one-way separated bicycle
lane is 5 feet, but the preferred width is 6-feet to 7-feet. Design of
separated bicycle lanes is recommended to bring heightened
awareness to drivers that there is two-way traffic on a single side of
the roadway. The minimum width for a two-way separated bicycle
lane is 10-feet, but the preferred width is 12-feet. Two-way streets
may lend themselves to two-way separated bicycle lanes being
placed within a median, rather than including two one-way bicycle
lanes on the outside edges of a corridor. Under this application,
intersection management is critical.

Application considerations for separated bicycle lanes includes
streets with few curb cuts or driveways, streets that contain higher
volumes of traffic or traffic traveling at higher speeds, and streets
where providing a one-way separated bicycle lane on each side of
the street is not feasible due to a limited right-of-way or other
constraints. Other application considerations include corridors
where destinations are predominantly located on one side of a
street, streets that have potential to connect with other separated
bicycle lanes, and corridors with hlgher blcycle volumes

Shared Transit and Bicycle Lanes
Shared transit and bicycle lanes are lanes for use by transit and
bicycles only. The minimum lane width for transit is 11-feet. The
preferred width for a shared transit and bicycle lane is 12-feet. This
can allow sufficient width for transit as well as space for adequate
pavement markings and signage. Shared transit and bicycle lanes
are recommended to utilize a colored pavement in order to
recognize the lanes as a lane dedicated to transit and bicycle use
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only. Upon coordination with CDTA, these lanes may be
implemented along corridors identified as enhanced transit, or BRT
corridors, where there is not enough pavement or right-of-way
width for a separate bicycle facility such as a separated bicycle lane.
Speed of the potential corridor implementation is also
recommended to be considered. Corridors with posted speed
limited of 35 mph or less are ideal.

Shared Use Lane Markings " | AL
Shared use lane markings, also known as sharrows promote the
shared use of travel lanes by motorists and bicyclists. While all
lanes where bicycles are permitted are considered shared use
lanes, shared use lane markings reinforce the legitimacy of bicycle
traffic on the street and may be configured to offer directional and
wayfinding guidance. Incorporation of sharrows often includes the
consideration of various geometric and operational factors that
may impact the comfort level of bicyclists using shared lanes.
Shared lane markings should only be utilized to indicate the
presence of a narrow lane. According to the 2013 NYS DOT Shared
Lane Marking Policy, a narrow lane is defined as being less than 14-
feet wide and does not allow motorists and bicyclists to safely
travel side-by-side within the lane. Shared lane markings should not
be used to indicate the desired position for a bicyclist, as the
optimal position can change depending on a number of factors.

The primary application consideration for shared use lane markings
is where pavement width constraints do not allow for dedicated
bicycle facilities. Other considerations include corridors where the
speed differential between motorists and bicyclists is low, streets
where traffic signals are timed for bicycle travel, bicycle boulevards,
filling a gap between dedicated bicycle facilities for a short
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distance, or transitioning across an intersection. Information
regarding bicycle hierarchy can be found later in this chapter under
the Modal Hierarchy section. This information is recommended to
be referenced to aid in the placement of shared use lane markings.

Striped Bicycle Lanes i VAL
Striped bicycle lanes de5|gnate an excluswe space for bicyclists
through the use of pavement markings and signage. In areas of
potentially high vehicle conflict, green colored pavement can be
used to heighten driver awareness that bicyclists may be present.
Striped bicycle lanes enable bicyclists to ride at a preferred speed
without interference from prevailing traffic conditions. The
significant difference between a striped bicycle lane and protected
or separated bicycle lanes is that there is no physical barrier
separating the bicycle lane from other travel lanes. Striped bicycle
lanes also allow bicyclists to exit the lane to pass other bicyclists,
make left turns, avoid obstacles or debris, and avoid conflicts with
other roadway users. The minimum bicycle lane width is 5 feet, but
the preferred lane width is 6-feet to 7-feet. According to the
National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) Urban
Bikeway Design Guide, appropriate application for striped bicycle
lanes is along streets with an ADT of greater than or equal to 3,000
vehicles and posted speed limits greater than or equal to 25 mph.
Another appropriate application includes streets where additional
protection or separation is not feasible due to pavement width or
right-of-way constraints.

Travel Lanes o Al
Travel lanes accommodate multlple traffic types. Depending on the
corridor, the number of travel lanes will vary. Roadways with two
travels lanes, one going in each direction, are used in areas that
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have a constrained pavement width and/or right-of-way. Roadways
with three or more travel lanes are used in areas with higher traffic
volumes. The minimum width for a travel lane is 10-feet, unless the
travel lane is to accommodate a CDTA bus. In this situation, a
minimum lane width is 11-feet. References such as NYSDOT and
NACTO indicate that preferred travel lane widths are 11-feet to 12-
feet.

Travelway Elements Table

The travelway elements are the foundation for Table 5.3. This table
identifies which travelway elements are most appropriate for which
land use/street typologies depending on the presence of a wide or
narrow right-of-way. The wide right-of-way represents a least-
constrained sample scenario for a roadway. The narrow right-of-
way represents a most-constrained scenario for a roadway.
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Table 5.3: Travelway Elements by Land Use/Street Typology and Right-of-Way
This table identifies preferred travelway elements for each land use/street typology depending on the presence of a wide or narrow right-of-way. This
table offers design guidance and is not intended to limit or prohibit opportunities to implement complete streets elements.

Neighborhood Neighborhood Community Community

Complete Street Elements Powntown Mixed Use Residential Mixed Use Commercial industrial
Wide Narrow |  Wide Narrow Wide Narrow Wide Narrow Wide Narrow Wide Narrow
2-Lane Travelway ° ° ° ) ) ) ) ° ° ° ° °
3-Lane Travelway ° ° ) ° ° ° ° ° °
4-Lane Travelway ) ° ° °
5-Lane Travelway ) ° °
Bicycle Boulevard ) ° ° °
Buffered Bicycle Lane ) ° ° ° ° ° ° °
Contra-Flow Bicycle Lanes ) ) °
Dedicated Transit Lane . ° °
Enhanced Transit Lane® . . .
Median ° ° ° ° °
One-Way Separated Bicycle o o R R
Lane
One-Way Street ° ° ° .
On-Street Parking (1-Way
[ ] [ ) [ ] [ )
Street)
On-Street Parking (2-Way
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] (] (] (] [ ] [ ] [ ]
Street)
Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane . . ° ° °
Shared Use Lane Markings ° ° ° ° ° °
Striped Bicycle Lane ° . . ° . ° ° °
Two-Way Separated Bicycle o o .
Lane
Two-Way Side Path . ° °

 As BRT routes continue to be developed throughout the City, opportunities may arise for enhanced transit to appear in land use/street typologies not selected within this table.
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Streets Sample Cross Sections

For each land use/street typology, two sample complete street
cross sections have been provided. The first cross section depicts
complete street elements within a wide right-of-way, and the
second cross section depicts complete street elements within a
narrow right-of-way. Unlike the streetscape and sidewalk sample
cross sections, these sample cross sections illustrate streetscape,
sidewalk, and street elements in order to demonstrate the use of
space across a whole sample corridor within a specific land
use/street typology. The travelway elements vary within each of the
sample cross sections to demonstrate the variety of design options
available based on existing constraints. Please note these represent
sample design options.
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Figure 5.7 Downtown Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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USE ZONE PED ZONE ZONE LANE SHELTER LANE ZONE LANE ZONE PED ZONE USE ZONE

Potential Downtown Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:
= 2-lLane Travelway =  Median
= 3-Lane Travelway = One-way Separated Bicycle Path
= 4-lLane Travelway = One-Way Street
= 5-lane Travelway = On-Street Parking (1-way street)
= Buffered Bicycle Lane = On-Street Parking (2-way street)
= Contra-Flow Bicycle Lane =  Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane
=  Dedicated Transit Lane = Striped Bicycle Lane
= Enhanced Transit Lane = Two-Way Side Path
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Figure 5.8 Downtown Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street

VR

i

11" Jt s'——l—zv-l—a'—lz'i

Lz'i—a'——Jn—tv—l—a'

BUILDING SIDEWALK/ BUFFER PARKING
USE ZONE PED ZONE ZONE LANE
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SHARED PARKING BUFFER SIDEWALK/ BUILDING
TRAVEL LANE LANE ZONE PED ZONE USE ZONE

Potential Downtown Narrow ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-Lane Travelway

=  Bicycle Boulevard

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= Contra-Flow Bicycle Lane
= One-Way Street

= On-Street Parking (1-way street)
= On-Street Parking (2-way street)
=  Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane

= Shared Use Lane Markings

=  Striped Bicycle Lane




Figure 5.9 Neighborhood Mixed Use Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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CENTER TURN
LANE LANE LANE ZONE

TRAVEL LANE BIKE PARKING  BUFFER SIDEWALK/  BUILDING
PED ZONE USE ZONE

Potential Neighborhood Mixed Use Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-Lane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= Median

= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Use Lane Markings

= Striped Bicycle Lane
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Figure 5.10 Neighborhood Mixed Use Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street

.l
Lz'-lt—e'—l—a-—#&*l—s'

N P A S S
BUILDING SIDEWALK/ BUFFER PARKING BIKE TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE BIKE PARKING BUFFER SIDEWALK/ BUILDING
USE ZONE PED ZONE ZONE LANE LANE LANE LANE ZONE PED ZONE USE ZONE

Potential Neighborhood Mixed Use Narrow ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-Lane Travelway

= One-Way Street

= On-Street Parking (1-Way Street)
= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Use Lane Markings

= Striped Bicycle Lane
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Figure 5.11 Neighborhood Residential Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Neighborhood Residential Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= Bicycle Boulevard

=  Median

= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)



Figure 5.12 Neighborhood Residential Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Neighborhood Residential Narrow ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

=  Bicycle Boulevard

= Contra-Flow Bicycle Lane

= One-Way Street

= On-Street Parking (1-Way Street)
= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)



Figure 5.13 Community Mixed Use Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Community Mixed Use Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-lLane Travelway

= 4-Lane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

=  Dedicated Transit

= Enhanced Transit

= One-Way Separated Bicycle Lane
= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane

= Two-Way Side Path
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Figure 5.14 Community Mixed Use Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Community Mixed Use Narrow ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-lLane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane

= Shared Use Lane Markings

= Striped Bicycle Lane
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Figure 5.15 Community Commercial Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Community Commercial Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-lLane Travelway

= 4-lLane Travelway

=  5-Lane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= Dedicated Transit Lane

=  Enhanced Transit Lane

=  Median

= One-Way Separated Bicycle Lane
= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
=  Two-Way Separated Bicycle Lane
= Two-Way Side Path
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Figure 5.16 Community Commercial Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Community Commercial Narrow ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-Lane Travelway

= 4-Lane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Transit/Bicycle Lane

= Striped Bicycle Lane

= Two-Way Side Path
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Figure 5.17 Industrial Sample: Wide Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Industrial Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= 3-Lane Travelway

= 5-lane Travelway

= Buffered Bicycle Lane

= Median

= On-Street Parking (2-Way Street)
= Shared Use Lane Markings

= Striped Bicycle Lane

= Two-Way Side Path

5-38 ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS Policy & Design Manual



Figure 5.18 Industrial Sample: Narrow Right-of-Way Street
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Potential Industrial Wide ROW Travelway Elements per Table 5.3:

= 2-Lane Travelway

= Bicycle Boulevard

= Shared Use Lane Markings
= Striped Bicycle Lane
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Modal Hierarchy

The following sections provide descriptions of pedestrian, bicycle,
transit and vehicular hierarchies. The City can use this information
to make informed and prioritized design and operation decisions in
the event that the physical right-of-way may not be able to
accommodate all modes.

The descriptions are followed by Table 5.4, which identifies modal
hierarchy rankings within a limited right-of-way for each land
use/street typology and roadway functional classification. If a zone
is identified as a low priority, then the width may often be sacrificed
to serve another zone along a corridor. Respectively, if a zone is
marked as a high priority, then the width is not recommended to be
sacrificed to serve another zone.

Pedestrian Hierarchy

It is recommended that sidewalks are considered for both sides of a
roadway where pedestrian traffic is present or anticipated.
Sidewalks largely contribute to the ability for a pedestrian to walk to
activity nodes, thereby increasing connectivity and accessibility.
When considering implementation of sidewalks, it is recommended
that existing plans and policies be referenced. This action will allow
the project sponsor to identify where pedestrian facilities are
warranted or desired.

Bicycle Hierarchy

There are several factors that contribute to the implementation of
bicycle facilities. One of these factors includes comparing the
volume and speed of all traffic with the volumes of bicycles. Traffic
volumes can be expressed in Vehicles Per Day (VPD), Average
Annual Daily Traffic (AADT), or Average Daily Traffic (ADT). Each of
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these generates volume averages to be used when considering
implementation of bicycle facilities. Averages may vary due to time
of day and length of data collection.

City streets with an AADT of less than 3,000 vehicles with posted
speed limits less than or equal to 30 mph may incorporate shared
bicycle lane markings. In the event that the roadway in question
includes high regular truck traffic, greater than or equal to 10%,
and/or high parking turnover, it is recommended that buffered
bicycle lanes be considered for implementation. City streets with an
AADT of greater than 3,000 vehicles with posted speed limits
greater than or equal to 30 mph may incorporate dedicated bicycle
lanes. In the event that the roadway in question includes high
regular truck traffic, greater than or equal to 10%, and/or high
parking turnover, it is recommended that separated bicycle lanes be
considered for implementation.

The City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan identifies roadways for which
bicycle facilities are recommended to be implemented. Facilities
may include shared bicycle lane markings or physically separated
bicycle lanes such as separated bicycle lanes. Separated bicycle
lanes may incorporate continuous curbing or a landscaped buffer.
As discussed, the facility type would vary based upon a traffic
analysis.

Transit Hierarchy

City streets, where standard transit service is provided, are
recommended to include transit complete street elements. Factors
contributing to the implementation of transit complete street
elements include whether it is a BRT corridor, is high-standard, has
high speed (greater than 40 mph) multi-lane streets with limited
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access, and/or has lower speed limits. Transit facilities are also
recommended for short block city streets located near areas of
concentrated employment or other key destinations. Bus services
are the current transit option within the City limits. Ridership, or
usage thresholds for CDTA bus routes, is one factor contributing to
transit facility implementation. Usage thresholds are recommended
to be corridor specific and locally developed in order to determine
appropriate demand levels. In locations where usage thresholds are
low, transit lanes or other priority measures can be rationalized
using cost-benefit analyses and other area specific circumstances.
Currently, CDTA routes allow for many buses per hour, but it is
important to recognize that neighborhood routes tend to have 30
minute peak headways.

At locations where enhanced transit is proposed, transit priority
elements can be considered. Transit priority elements may include
dedicated transit lanes, queue jumps, and transit signal priority to
promote efficiency and use of transit service. If the location in
guestion cannot support these elements, elements such as bus
shelters and bus bulbs may be considered.

Vehicular Hierarchy

City streets with an Arterial or Collector functional classification are
recommended to be given priority. These streets are characteristic
of high volumes with an ADT greater than 25,000 vehicles. City
streets with low speed limits and high pedestrian and/or bicycle
traffic have the potential to incorporate traffic-calming elements.
These elements can help create a balance between vehicular,
bicycle, and pedestrian traffic, further contributing to safety and
accessibility.
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Table 5.4: Modal Hierarchy in a Limited Right-of-Way

Functional
Classification

Building Use Zone

Pedestrian Zone
Buffer Zone

Transit Lane

Travel/Turn Lane

Median Zone

Bicycle Zone

Parking Zone

DOWNTOWN

Principal Arterial

Minor Arterial

Major Collector

Local Road

NEIGHBORHOOD MIXED USE

Principal Arterial

Minor Arterial

Major Collector

NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL

Minor Arterial

Major Collector

Local Road

COMMUNITY MIXED USE

Minor Arterial

Major Collector

Local Road

COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL

Principal Arterial

Minor Arterial

Major Collector

INDUSTRIAL

Major Collector

Local Road

Medium Priority

Low Priority




Streetscapes, Sidewalks and Streets in Practice

The following illustrates streetscape, sidewalk and street elements
working together to create more accessible, connected, and safer
corridors throughout the City. Each element has unique
contributions, often  benefitting and improving existing
neighborhood character. Understanding the individual roles as well
as connections between these elements is important to create a
complete street.
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Figure 5.19: Streetscape, Sidewalks, and Streets In Practice

Pedestrian-
scaled street
lighting
illuminates the
pedestrian
space to
enhance safety
and encourage
use of an area
after dark.
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Opportunities
for green
stormwater
treatments
within the
Buffer Zone
and Curb Zone.

Bus shelter
adjacent to
transit lane
shields transit
riders from
inclement
weather.

.

Public transit
operates more
efficiently with

a dedicated
transit lane.

Sharrows are
pavement
markings used
to remind
motorists that
bicyclists are
sharing the
travel lane.

Street trees
provide shade
for
pedestrians,
slow
stormwater
runoff and
enhance the
neighborhood
character.

Turning lane
assists to
control traffic r
and reduce
conflicts.

Bicycle lane
provides a
separate,
dedicated

travel space
for cyclists.

Streetscape
amenities,
such as
benches,
enhance the
character,
convenience
and function of Bicycle racks

a space. enhance the
convenience of
cycling.
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CHAPTER 6




6. Intersections

Overview

Intersections are a challenging aspect of complete street
implementation due to their range of complexity. They can range
from large, multi-lane signalized intersections with multiple signal
phasings to smaller stop or yield controlled intersections with few
approaches. Intersections introduce conflicts between and amongst
various transportation modes as well as turning vehicles and can act
as pinchpoints for the efficient flow of transportation. In addition,
intersections often serve as gateways for neighborhoods and as
transition zones between various street typologies and complete
street treatments, requiring that intersections take on a
placemaking role, accounting for surrounding land uses, local
neighborhood character, and acting as a node for intermodal
activity.

Intersections  contribute  significantly to the  successful
implementation of complete streets. To support complete streets,
intersections should act as “complete intersections”. These
“complete intersections” should incorporate design principles that
make it compact, functional, visible, predictable, safe, connective,
and accessible for all users and all modes of transportation.
Intersection design must facilitate the continuation of complete
street elements along a corridor through the intersection.

Intersections throughout the City vary based on character types.
This section is intended to provide design guidelines and principles
for the treatment of various complete street elements at

6-1

intersections. The intersections shown are not intended to take on
the character of a specific intersection or recommend a specific
design for an intersection. Rather, the following intersection
guidelines should be used to identify how specific complete street
elements, when being implemented as part of a corridor, should be
addressed at an intersection. These intersection treatments are
meant to be interchangeable and used with appropriate land
use/street typologies.

User Experience

Due to constraints presented by urban neighborhoods, such as
limited right-of-way and utilities, enhancing pedestrian, bicycle, and
transit accommodations along a roadway may at times include
sacrificing automobile level-of-service to a degree, but can also
result in a roadway that provides better multi-modal opportunities
and is much more context appropriate to the surrounding
neighborhood.

Pedestrians

The key to enhancing the walkability of an area is to create an
environment in which pedestrians feel safe, comfortable, and
accommodated. Pedestrians benefit from compact intersections
that have minimal conflict and where they are highly visible to
motorists, transit operators, and bicyclists. Ensuring that
pedestrians of all ages and abilities are able to safely and
comfortably move about an intersection is paramount. Placemaking
also plays an important role in enhancing walkability of an area and
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creating an environment favorable for pedestrians. Crosswalks,
signage, pavement markings, signal heads, and ramps should be
ADA compliant and designed to Federal and local standards. Further
explanation of how pedestrians should be accommodated and how
their experience can be enhanced are provided on the intersection
graphics.

Bicyclists

For bicycling infrastructure to be a useful and impactful element of
a transportation network, it must be perceived as being safe,
comfortable, and accommodating. Further, bicycling is not just a
lifestyle amenity, but a lifestyle necessity for some and therefore
should be designed based upon the needs of various users,
regardless of age, ability, and purpose. Bicyclist studies performed
within the United States indicate that there are four (4) categories
in which bicyclists may be classified.

Strong and Fearless

Strong and fearless bicyclists are active and walk, jog, ride bikes just
about anywhere, anytime. This group represents less than 1% of the
population.

Confident and Enthused

Confident and enthused bicyclists take advantage of improvements
made to the active transportation system to walk or bike. This group
represents about 5-10% of the population.

Interested but Concerned
Interested but concerned bicyclists are interested in using forms of
active transportation, but are reluctant because they are concerned
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for their safety or are not confident enough to do so. This group
represents about 60-65% of the population.

Not Interested

Not interested community members do not have an interest in
active transportation and represent about 20-25% of the
population.

Bicycling infrastructure should not only support the percentage of
the population considered “strong and fearless” or “confident and
enthused”, but also create comfortable bicycling opportunities for
those that are “interested but concerned”. This group wants to
bicycle, but often desires safer and more comfortable
infrastructure, often protected from vehicular traffic with
heightened awareness by motorists and transit operators. Likewise,
motorists want bicycle travel to be predictable and visible to them.

Bicycle treatments at intersections have the potential to create the
greatest apprehension when it comes to the comfort level of a
bicyclist. It is therefore important to understand how bicycle
treatments are carried through intersections.  Further
demonstration of how bicyclists should be accommodated and how
the bicycling experience can be enhanced are provided on the
intersection graphics that follow.

Transit Riders and Drivers

Transit conflicts at intersections often result from exposure to
motorist activity, whether in the form of turning movements,
vehicle queuing at intersections, or interaction in travel lanes.
Transit user experience is enhanced by providing priority treatments
for transit vehicles and by providing amenities that make transit use
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more efficient and persuasive by offering better connectivity with
pedestrians and bicyclists. Further explanation of how transit should
be accommodated and how the transit experience can be enhanced
are provided in the intersection graphics starting on page 6-4.

Motorists

The complexity of vehicular traffic varies greatly across various
intersections throughout the City. There are a number of
contributing factors to be considered for intersection design
including physical, operational, and control characteristics of
merging and intersecting street typologies. Crash data and traffic
volumes play a significant role in determining the type of traffic
control that should be implemented. Traffic control devices should
be designed in accordance with MUTCD and New York State
standards. Further explanation of how motorists should be
accommodated and how the motorist experience can be enhanced
are provided on the intersection graphics.

Design Criteria and Principles

Complete street treatments provide multi-modal opportunities for
all roadway users and transportation modes, incorporate green
infrastructure to reduce the impact of a roadway on the
environment or a neighborhood, and consider smart technology in
making the transportation system more efficient.

Intersection Alternate

Mini-roundabouts may be considered at minor intersection
crossings, and may improve safety and overall intersection capacity,
while reducing speed, noise, and maintenance needs. According the
FHWA Mini- Roundabouts Technical Summary, locations with low
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truck traffic and total entering traffic of less than 15,000 vehicles
are most appropriate. Please note guidelines and descriptions
provided hereafter refer to more traditional intersections.

Intersection Design Criteria and Principles

To illustrate various complete street elements and their
recommended treatment at intersections, three intersection
graphics have been developed. These intersection graphics are not
meant to represent a recommended design for a specific
intersection, but rather offer guidelines on how to treat certain
complete streets elements at intersections. Intersection A highlights
the interaction of multimodal complete street elements.
Intersection B highlights bicycle complete street elements and
Intersection C highlights transit complete street elements.
Numbered icons appear on specific locations on each illustration
and correspond to a complete street element description. Elements
with blue numbered circles represent pedestrian complete street
elements. The green numbered circles represent stormwater or
green infrastructure complete street elements. Elements with
maroon numbered circles represent transit complete street
elements.

The streets approaching the intersections depict different complete
street treatments on each side of the road and are meant to be
interchangeable based upon the complete street design of the
corridor. For example, if a two-way corridor will incorporate a
transit priority, then transit priority treatments would be designed
on both sides of the street. Similarly, if bicycle treatments are to be
provided along a two-way corridor, similar design would be
provided on both sides of the street.
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Sample Plan View Illustrations

Figure 6.1 - Intersection A. The following illustration offers guidance for applying complete street elements at intersections with a bicycling and transit element
focus. This is not intended to represent a recommended design for a specific intersection.

© = Pedestrian

© =Transit

© = Green Infrastructure
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® & ©

ADA compliant curb ramps provide accessibility and safety for
users of all abilities and should include detectable warning
sensors to warn users that they are about to enter a roadway.

Curb extensions reduce crossing distances and give pedestrians
dedicated space.

Using the most minimum curb radii feasible slows turning
vehicles, making for a safer and more comfortable pedestrian and
bicycle experience.

High visibility or enhanced crosswalks make pedestrian crossings
much more visible to motorists.

Bike lanes provide a dedicated travel space for bicyclists.

Shared travel lanes that are striped and signed as such make
motorists and bicyclists aware that the roadway is to be shared.

Bicycle facilities should be striped through intersections using
pavement markings, shared lane markings, or dashed lines. Green
paint should be used in complex, high conflict areas.

Bike racks provide parking for bicyclists and an opportunity for
intermodal travel with transit.

Transit only lanes allow dedicated space for transit vehicles to
operate and avoid vehicle congestion and conflict. “BUS ONLY”
pavement markings and red pavement color should be applied to
emphasize the lane and to deter drivers from using it.

Signal priority allows buses to actuate traffic signals to minimize
delay and maintain headways.

Shelters at major transit stops and transfer points provide an
extra level of comfort for transit users.
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Coordinated signal timing helps maintain traffic flow and can help
traffic progression at lower speeds.

On-street parking offers visible parking for a neighborhood, offers
a buffer for pedestrians, and can help calm traffic speeds.

Dedicated turn lanes improve safety and traffic flow by removing
turning vehicles from the traffic stream where turns are complex
or experience heavy turning movement volumes.

Pervious pavement can be used for bike and parking lanes to
minimize stormwater runoff.

Flow through planters and rain gardens treat stormwater by
allowing runoff to soak through the soil and filter into an under
drain.

Bioswales are vegetated depressions that capture, treat, and
infiltrate stormwater.

Street trees provide shade and enhance comfort and appearance
of a street.

Transit users can access real-time transit information and pay
fares using mobile devices.

Users can find available parking and pay for parking using mobile
devices.

Traffic control devices that can adjust to traffic demand, such as

adaptive signal control, improve efficiency of the transportation
network.
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Figure 6.2 - Intersection B. The following illustration offers guidance for applying complete street elements at intersections with a bicycling element focus. This
is not intended to represent a recommended design for a specific intersection.

© = Pedestrian
© = Transit

© = Green Infrastructure

ADA compliant curb ramps provide accessibility and safety for users Using the most minimum curb radii feasible slows turning
@ of all abilities and should include detectable warning sensors to warn vehicles, making for a safer and more comfortable pedestrian and
users that they are about to enter a roadway. bicycle experience.

O]

High visibility or enhanced crosswalks make pedestrian crossings

@ Curb extensions reduce crossing distances and give pedestrians
much more visible to motorists.

dedicated space.

©)

Pedestrian countdown signals programmed to be automatic and
actuated by pedestrian pushbuttons provide a level of comfort for
pedestrians crossing a street. Audible pedestrian signals can
provide extra guidance for pedestrians.

Crossing islands or curbed medians provide a midway refuge for
pedestrians crossing wider, more complex streets. Pushbuttons can
be installed in medians to provide a means to extend crossing times.

©
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Buffered bicycle lanes offer spatial protection from vehicular traffic
in the form of a striped buffer space.

Protected bicycle lanes offer a greater degree of protection from
vehicular traffic in the form of bollards, planters, curbs, or other
vertical elements.

Protected bicycle lanes can use on-street parking as a buffer to offer
protection from vehicular traffic.

Bicycle facilities should be striped through intersections using
pavement markings, shared lane markings, or dashed lines. Green
paint should be used in complex, high conflict areas.

Bike boxes are located between the crosswalk and vehicle stop bar to
offer bicyclists a dedicated space to wait during red signal phases,
improving visibility of bicyclists and allowing bicyclists a head start at
the green phase.

Two-way cycle tracks are bicycle facilities separated from the
roadway by curbing, landscaping, and/or on-street parking.

Bike racks provide parking for bicyclists and an opportunity for
intermodal travel with transit.

Contra-flow bicycle lanes allow for two-way bicycle travel on a one-
way street. This should be accompanied by contra-flow bicycle
detection and signal head visibility at signalized intersections.

One-way bike lanes can mix with right turning vehicles in a “mixing
zone”; proper shared lane markings and signage are necessary to be
applied.

Separate bicycle signals can be applied where cycle tracks are
separated from the roadway. Pedestrian and bicycle leading signal
intervals allow pedestrians and bicyclists to clear an intersection
before vehicle traffic is permitted to do so.

Bus bulbs are curb extensions at bus stops that align buses parallel to
the sidewalk, allowing for improved accessibility.
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Shelters at major transit stops and transfer points provide an extra
level of comfort for transit users.

Coordinated signal timing helps maintain traffic flow and can help
traffic progression at lower speeds.

On-street parking offers visible parking for a neighborhood, a buffer
for pedestrians, and can help calm traffic speeds.

Dedicated turn lanes improve safety and traffic flow by removing
turning vehicles from the traffic stream where turns are complex or
experience heavy turning movement volumes.

A road diet can reduce roadway configuration from a 4-lane road to a
3-lane road with a continuous two-way center turn lane or a 2-lane
road. Road diets can improve safety, increase roadway efficiency, and
enhance the character and vitality of a neighborhood.

Landscaped medians provide access control, improving traffic flow
along a corridor, and enhance the appearance of the corridor.

Pervious pavement can be used for bike and parking lanes to
minimize stormwater runoff.

Flow through planters and rain gardens treat stormwater by allowing
runoff to soak through the soil and filter into an under drain.

Bioswales are vegetated depressions that capture, treat, and
infiltrate stormwater.

Street trees provide shade and enhance the comfort and appearance
of a street.

Transit users can access real-time transit information and pay fares
using mobile devices.

Users can find available parking and pay for parking using mobile
devices.

Traffic control devices that can adjust to traffic demand, such as
adaptive signal control, improve efficiency of the transportation
network.
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Figure 6.3 - Intersection C. The following illustration offers guidance for applying complete street elements at intersection with a transit element focus. This is

not intended to represent a recommended design for a specific intersection.

© = Pedestrian
Q = Transit

© = Green Infrastructure

ADA compliant curb ramps provide accessibility and safety for users Pedestrian countdown signals programmed to be automatic and
@ of all abilities and should include detectable warning sensors to warn actuated by pedestrian pushbuttons provide an extra level of comfort
users that they are about to enter a roadway. for pedestrians crossing a street. Audible pedestrian signals can

. ) ) ) ) provide extra guidance for pedestrians.
Curl:‘) extensions reduce crossing distances and give pedestrians Using the most minimum curb radii feasible slows turning vehicles,
dedicated space. @ making for a safer and more comfortable pedestrian and bicycle

experience.

©
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High visibility or enhanced crosswalks make pedestrian crossings
much more visible to motorists.

Bike lanes provide a dedicated travel space for bicyclists.

Shared travel lanes that are striped and signed as such make
motorists and bicyclists aware that the roadway is to be shared.

Bicycle facilities should be striped through intersections using
pavement markings, shared lane markings, or dashed lines. Green
paint should be used in complex intersections or in high conflict
areas.

Bike racks provide parking for bicyclists and an opportunity for
intermodal travel with transit.

Cycle tracks and dedicated bike facilities should be routed around
bus stops to avoid conflict with stopped buses.

Separate bicycle signals can be applied where cycle tracks are
separated from the roadway. Pedestrian and bicycle leading signal
interval allows pedestrians and bicyclists to clear an intersection
before vehicle traffic is permitted to do so.

Bus islands allow riders to wait in a designated area away from other
bicyclists and pedestrians.

Shared bus and bicycle lanes provide a dedicated space for buses
and bicyclists. “BUS AND BIKE ONLY” pavement markings and red
paint should be applied to emphasize the lane and to deter drivers
from using it.

Signal priority allows buses to actuate traffic signals to minimize
delay and maintain headways.

Queue jump lanes allow buses to bypass queued vehicles at an
intersection.
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Shelters at major transit stops and transfer points provide an extra
level of comfort for transit users.

Coordinated signal timing helps maintain traffic flow and can help
traffic progression at lower speeds.

On-street parking offers visible parking for a neighborhood, offers a
buffer for pedestrians, and can help calm traffic speeds.

A road diet can be applied to reduce roadway configuration from a 4-
lane road to a 3-lane road with a continuous two-way center turn
lane or a 2-lane road. Road diets can improve traffic flow, improve
safety, increase the roadway’s efficiency, and enhance the character
and vitality of a neighborhood.

Pinchpoints or chokers are used to calm traffic and add space for
landscaping.

Pervious pavement can be used for bike and parking lanes to
minimize stormwater runoff.

Flow through planters and rain gardens treat stormwater by allowing
runoff to soak through the soil and filter into an under drain.

Bioswales are vegetated depressions that capture, treat, and
infiltrate stormwater.

Street trees provide shade and enhance comfort and appearance of a
street.

Transit users can access real-time transit information and pay fares
using mobile devices.

Users can find available parking and pay for parking using mobile
devices.

Traffic control devices that can adjust to traffic demand, such as
adaptive signal control, improve efficiency of the transportation
network.
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1.0 Introduction

The City of Albany Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual is being developed to guide street
rehabilitation, construction, and design for public and private projects throughout the City to ensure
that appropriate street treatments are used to accommodate the needs of multiple users and create an
enjoyable streetscape that invites a mix of activities. The purpose of this existing conditions
memorandum is to understand current conditions of streets and streetscape elements at various
locations throughout the City. This understanding will help to shape the design guidelines in a manner
that is specific to the City of Albany.

This document includes a review of the City’s existing planning documents, zoning ordinance and land
use regulations. Current standard details were evaluated and walking audits of planning areas within the
City are also included within this document. Additionally, mobile Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR)
mapping was performed to inventory roadways for select focus areas. Finally, digital photographs of
selected roadways throughout the City are included to document current conditions and complete
street design compatibility.

The walking audit consisted of gathering data from a pedestrian perspective while walking in through
three (3) specific neighborhoods in the City. The mobile mapping task involved data collection to gain an
understanding of six (6) focus areas within the City, allowing for a better understanding of what
complete street elements currently exist.

The following memorandum discusses each of the aforementioned existing conditions as they relate to
complete streets.
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2.0 Demographic, Socioeconomic and Transportation Trends

The following is a brief overview of demographic, socioeconomic, and transportation trends in the City
of Albany.

Population and Age Trends

According to the American Community Survey (ACS) 2013 5-year estimate, approximately 98,000 people
reside in the City of Albany. The population is diverse in age and physical ability. Additionally, the City is
comprised of a culturally diverse population which adds to the potential to create vibrant urban centers
and enhance the vibrancy of neighborhoods. Figure 2.1 shows the 2010 City of Albany population
breakdown.
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Figure 2.1 Population in the City of Albany by age (Source: CDRPC)

The 2010 Census reported that approximately 24% of the population is under the age of 20. Nearly 33%
of the population is between 20 and 34 years of age and just about 33% of the population is between 35
and 64 years of age. About 11% of the population is over the age of 65. Figure 2.2 shows population
trends for the City of Albany and the surrounding areas through 2040.
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Figure 2.2 Population trends for the City of Albany and neighboring areas (Source: CDRPC)
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Socioeconomics Trends

According to the 2009-2013 ACS estimates, approximately 25% of the population in the City of Albany
population is considered to be living in poverty, while 13% of the population in Albany County is living in
poverty. In comparison, about 15% of the population in New York State is living in poverty. According to
CDRPC, the unemployment rate for Albany County is 7.9%.

The median household income in the City is $40,287 according the 2009-2013 ACS income data. Figure
2.3 and Figure 2.4 provide more insight into the socioeconomic status of the City population based on
2009-2013 ACS data. Figure 2.3 shows number of households projected through 2050 for the City. This
data identifies a decline in housing numbers. Figure 2.4 identifies housing by income range within the
City. Currently, the household income with the largest population is the $50,000 to $75,000 range at
approximately 6,800 households.
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Figure 2.3 Household trends for the City of Albany through 2050 (Source: 2009-2013 ACS)
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Figure 2.4 Household numbers by Income Range for the City of Albany (Source: 2009-2013 ACS)
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Transportation Trends

Transportation Method
City of Albany residents utilize private motor vehicles more than any other means of transportation to

commute to work. According to the Census, 61.8% of the population drives a car, truck or van alone.
About 11% of the population reports carpooling to work, while just over 13% report utilizing public
transportation. Approximately 11% of the population walks to work, while about 0.5% of the population
rides bicycles. Figure 2.5 compares 2010 means of transportation between the City of Albany, Albany
County, and New York State.

The transportation method with the highest percentage in the City is car, truck or van (alone), followed
by public transportation. This trend also applies to New York State. The transportation method with the
highest population percentage is car, truck or van (alone), followed by car, truck or van (carpool).
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Figure 2.5 Means of Transportation Comparison (Source: CDRPC)

Travel to Work

According to the 2010 Census, the travel time to work for about 77% of residents is less than 24
minutes. Similarly, the travel time to work for Albany County is less than 24 minutes for nearly 73% of its
residents. For New York State the percent of population is spread relatively evenly across all commuting
time ranges. Figure 2.6 shows a comparison of commuting times to work.
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Figure 2.6 Commuting Time Comparison (Source: CDRPC)
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Transit

According to the Capital District Regional Planning Commission (CDRPC), Capital District Transportation
Authority (CDTA) ridership has greatly increased since 2009 within the City of Albany. Figure 2.7 shows
CDTA transit ridership trends through 2014. Ridership from 2009 to 2010 was nearly 14 million people.
Ridership from 2013 to 2014 was approximately 16.5 million people. This represents a 2.5 million
persons increase in ridership.
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Figure 2.7 CDTA Ridership 2009 to 2014 (Source: CDRPC)

Bicycling

Since the fall of 2011, the Mayor’s Office of Energy and Sustainability has conducted a semi-annual
bicycle count. The bicycle count helps the City track how many bicyclists there are in Albany. Data during
the bicycle counts is collected during peak commuting hours during the spring and fall. Since the fall of
2011, bicycle activity has increased by 15%. Figure 2.8 depicts the seasonal comparison of bicyclist
counts within the City.

Comparison Across Seasons
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Figure 2.8 Bicycle Counts in the City of Albany from 2011-2015 (Source: Mayor’s Office of Energy and Sustainability 2015)
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3.0 Existing Planning Document and Land Use Regulations Review

Background

To understand the City of Albany’s vision for a Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual, existing
plans and land use regulations related to the development of complete streets within the City were
reviewed. The review provided insight into needs recognized by the public and the City and future
expectations regarding complete streets and transportation. Additionally, examination of the
documents provided information on the future goals of the City as a whole. The comprehensive review
of these items assists in providing a basic framework for the individual street treatments and design
elements anticipated to be included in the policy and design manual. A review of the documents also
highlighted how the development of a complete streets policy and design manual may contribute to
other important aspects of life in the City, including community, equality, the economy and
sustainability.

Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan

The Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan was adopted by the City of Albany in April 2012. It was developed
as a comprehensive guide for the future of the City. The ultimate vision for the City of Albany is to focus
on ways to achieve a more livable future while encapsulating the Albany 2030 Vision. Several 2030
Vision components relate directly to complete streets or can be
supported through benefits provided by complete streets
including safe, livable neighborhoods; a vibrant urban center;

Albany 2030 Vision
Albany in 2030 has built on its history
and diverse natural, cultural,

the multi-modal transportation hub; a green city; and a
prosperous economy.

Strategies set forth in the document aim to encourage institutional, and human resources to

community development, sustainable living and vibrant urban become a global model for

centers. One of the many ways in which the City hopes to sustainable revitalization and urban

achieve these goals and others included in the Plan is to

livability. The City promotes a

develop and implement a complete streets policy. balanced approach to economic

The City anticipates that a complete streets policy would opportunity, social equity, and

provide opportunities for people of all ages and abilities and environmental quality that is locally

users of various modes of transportation to safely and
efficiently navigate the City. By encouraging walking, cycling
and mass transit, the City hopes to reduce its dependence on
motor vehicles, thus reducing energy use and promoting
sustainability.  Additionally,

opportunities  for  green

driven, encourages citizen
involvement and investment, and
benefits all residents.

infrastructure to be incorporated into street design are mentioned in the Plan.
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The importance of aligning street design and streetscape enhancement with land use is also outlined in
the Plan. Integrating safe access to all modes of transportation appropriately for each specific land use
and environment will allow for the development of successful complete streets.

City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan

In December of 2009, the City of Albany, in partnership with the CDTC, issued a Bicycle Master Plan. The
Bicycle Master Plan identifies a network of bicycle routes and explores strategies aimed toward
promoting bicycling as a common mode of transportation within the City. Bicycling is active, non-
polluting, energy-conscious, quiet, social and affordable. Therefore, bicycling is recognized as a healthy
and attractive transportation alternative to use of a motor vehicle. As described in the Bicycle Master
Plan, a bicycle-friendly city has the ability to enhance quality of life and reduce noise and pollution.

The Plan intends to increase bicycle use within the City by making cycling accessible to a larger portion
of the population. In order to promote this alternative mode of transportation, changes that support
bicycle use should be considered. The Plan recommends developing and supporting a varied
transportation network consisting of major bikeways, neighborhood routes, multi-use trails, and
residential streets. This supports a comprehensive network accessible to a variety of people and
available for a variety of purposes. A comprehensive bicycling network would be developed by
improving existing bikeways, constructing new bikeways and developing linkages.

The Plan recommends consideration of cyclists during transportation planning. The development of bike
lanes, shared roadways, transit integration, and complete street policies are some of the many
approaches encouraged by the Bicycle Master Plan. Physical roadway design components, signage, and
streetscape elements are included within the Plan. Methods and strategies described in the Plan will
promote ease of use and safety for cyclists, as well as ease of integration with other modes of
transportation.

Albany Education District Enhancement Study

The Albany Education District Enhancement Study was prepared for the Capital District Transportation
Committee (CDTC) in partnership with the City of Albany, the State University at Albany and The College
of Saint Rose. The Study was issued in February of 2012 and supplements the Albany 2030 Plan. The
Study, issued in February of 2012, addresses elements of street design that assist in creating a sense of
place and promoting safety.

The Study supports the use of Crime Prevention through Environmental Design (CPTED) principles.
These principles set forth physical environmental conditions and physical design elements that can assist
in the prevention of criminal activity. Elements such as landscaping and lighting are noted as important
elements related to visibility. Additional considerations mentioned in the Study include access control,
the practice of utilizing physical elements to limit access to specific areas. Access control may discourage
cut through, dissuade vehicular speeding and encourage the development of pedestrian walkways and
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paths in safe areas. Other physical design elements noted as important for pedestrian safety include the
installation of intersection neck-downs and pedestrian signals with count-down timers. The Study also
mentions the installation of emergency call boxes in areas utilized by pedestrians or areas known as
areas of concern.

Streetscape elements are noted as an important tool for marketing or branding an area to create a
sense of place. Streetscape amenities that may add to a sense of place include trees, vegetation, bus
shelters, bike racks, lighting, and trash receptacles. Marketing and branding may also be achieved
through the use of decorative pavement treatments, signage design, intersection logos and creating
pathways that guide pedestrians and visitors through areas of visual interest.

Madison Avenue Road Diet

The Madison Avenue Road Diet project is examining opportunities for a road diet along Madison Avenue
from Lark Street to South Allen Street and along Western Avenue from South Allen Street to Manning
Boulevard. The road diet involves the reallocation of four travel lanes to three travel lanes (one travel
lane in each direction with a center two-way left-turn lane) to improve mobility for all users. The
reallocation of road space aims to improve the following: improved safety for cyclists by providing
dedicated space on the roadway; for pedestrians by reducing the potential vehicle conflicts; and for
vehicles by providing clear delineation and fewer decision points.

Additionally, Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) for local traffic signals will be incorporated. ITS for
local traffic signals improves efficiency of the roadway with synchronized signals that respond to traffic
flows and peak demands. The combination of these coordinated traffic signals and with the road diet
aims to assist and create a safer commute for drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians while reaching their
desired destinations. The final design for this project is forthcoming with construction to be followed
soon after.

City of Albany Zoning

The City of Albany is divided into twenty-one (21) zoning districts. These districts are visually
represented on the following adopted zoning map. Requirements and permitted uses for these districts
are discussed within the zoning ordinance. The City is currently undergoing a two-year, comprehensive
rezoning process called ReZone Albany. The resulting document will be a Unified Development
Ordinance that addresses all issues related to development within the City of Albany.

This new code of the City of Albany is being designed to allow for the incorporation of sustainable design
and smart growth principles, with specific emphasis on zoning and development regulations. The project
will also address green building codes, enhanced storm water management practices, urban agriculture,
downtown and waterfront design standards, bike infrastructure requirements, and streamlined
permitting options.

Task 2 Memorandum — September 2015 8



Complete Streets Ordinance

In June 2013, the Albany Common Council adopted a Complete Streets Ordinance, which aims to create
roadways that accommodate the many demands for access, safety, and use by people of all ages and
abilities. This ordinance can be found in section 323-89. Complete street design is defined by the
ordinance as roadway design features that accommodate and facilitate convenient access and mobility
by all users, including current and projected users, particularly pedestrians, bicyclists and individuals of
all ages and abilities.

The zoning code states that for all street construction, reconstruction, or resurfacing projects that are
undertaken by the City and are not covered under the New York State Complete Streets Law contained
in section 331 of the Highway Law, the department planning the project should consider the convenient
access and mobility on the street by all users of all ages. This includes motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists,
and public transportation users through the use of complete street design features during all stages of
planning and implementation.

Standard Details

Standard detail drawings for the City of Albany help to maintain safety and functionality by providing
guidelines for design and construction on public property and right-of-ways. Changes to the standard
detail drawings are made by the City Engineer as necessary. Additionally, the City Engineer may require
variations of the details be installed based on field conditions.

The following is a list of the 16 current standard detail drawings made available by the City and included
in Appendix A. The City uses New York State Department of Transportation (NYS DOT) design standards,
and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) design standards alongside the New York State Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (NYS MUTCD).

A\

SR-1 Street Restoration Asphalt Pavement

SR-2 Street Restoration Concrete Pavement

SR-3 Street Restoration Granite-Brick Pavement within Historic District
SR-4 Street Restoration Granite-Brick Pavement out of Historic District
SR-5 Street Restoration Winter Conditions (Nov. 1 through April 15)
SR-6 Street Restoration Pavement Termination

SR-7 Street Restoration Pavement Milling

C-1 Granite Curb

DW-1 Driveway-Sidewalk Drop Curb

DW-2 Driveway-Sidewalk Drop Curb with Buffer Strip (Type A)

DW-3 Driveway-Sidewalk Drop Curb with Buffer Strip (Type B)

CW-1 Crosswalk

SW-1 Sidewalk Installation

SW-2 Sidewalk Replacement

SW-3 Sidewalk Ramp at Street

SW-4 Sidewalk Ramp at Street Corner

VVVVYVYVYVVVYVYVVVYYVYYVYYVY
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4.0 Walking Audit

Complete streets elements contribute to an attractive, walkable community. These elements provide

both human benefits and environmental benefits. Human benefits include enhancing the quality of life

through improved health benefits and increased opportunities for economic growth. Environmental

benefits include improved environmental quality through reduced emissions and noise.

A complete streets walking audit was conducted to gather first-hand knowledge of the complete street

elements in the City of Albany.

Three planning areas within the City of Albany were identified as focus areas for the complete streets

walking audit. These focus areas were selected by the Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) for a walking

audit based on one or more of the following:

» Complete street infrastructure currently exists in the area
Complete street infrastructure currently does not exist in the area
The area can be representative of other neighborhoods in the City

YV V V

The area includes a diverse grouping of land uses

The three focus areas included a %- mile radius around the following intersections:

1. Morton Avenue and Pearl Street
New Scotland Avenue and Allen Street
Washington Avenue and Lark Street
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Walking Audit Locations Map
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A block by block visual inspection of accessibility, connectivity, safety, and placemaking elements was
completed on June 10, 2015. Specifically, accessibility refers to the presence of pedestrian, as well as
bicycle facilities, such as sidewalks, and bike lanes, the quality of the road surface, access to transit and
access to destinations and activity centers. Safety within the planning areas was qualitatively assessed
based on traffic, road and sidewalk widths, existence and location of crosswalks, typical driving
behaviors, lighting and the presence of curb cuts and open curbs. The connectivity of the segments
within the selected planning areas was based on whether there were contiguous sidewalks and bicycle
routes, consistency of design and their connectivity to activity centers and transit. The placemaking
elements were assessed based on the overall pedestrian experience and presence of streetscape
elements that increase street activity, such as aesthetics, street furniture and pedestrian amenities,
adjacent land uses, block face lengths and building orientation.

@ Accessibility: pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, obstructions, road surface quality
@ Connectivity: sidewalks, bicycle routes, transit, activity centers, design consistency
<‘k> Safety: traffic, road width, crosswalks

@ Placemaking Elements: amenities, aesthetics, land uses, setbacks, block lengths

2= —t : — - S
State Street between Dove Street and Lark Street heading
northwest showing a streetscaped sidewalk.

Planning Focus Area 1 — Morton Avenue and Pearl Street
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The following segments were assessed for this planning area:

Rensselaer Street East to Church Street — On Rensselaer Street

Pearl Street South to 4™ Street — On Pearl Street

Pearl Street North to Herkimer Street — On Pearl Street

Morton Avenue West to Elizabeth Street — On Morton Avenue

Southwest Quad — Alexander Street, Delaware Street, Clinton Street, Broad Street

Northwest Quad — Grand Street, Ash Grove Place, Arch Street, Trinity Place

Northeast Quad — Herkimer Street, South Lansing Street, Westerlo Street, South Ferry Street,

No s wNR

Green Street
8. Southeast Quad — Church Street, Cherry Street, Bassett Street, Plum Street, Schuyler Street

The walking audit for this study area took place between 7:30 am and 11:15 am. This study area is
representative of an urban environment with primarily multi-family residential units alongside mixed-
use and civic or institutional properties. Located within this planning area are the Giffen Memorial
Elementary School, New York State Department of Motor Vehicles and the Historic Schuyler Mansion.
The following paragraphs will provide a snapshot of this planning area through use of the four walking
audit criteria. The full audit form is located in Appendix B.

Accessibility

Within this planning area there are sidewalks and crosswalks present. However, many of the crosswalk
striping is fading or completely missing. Generally, the road quality is fair. There are broken and cracked
streets, some containing potholes. At the corner of Schuyler Street and South Pearl Street, there are
curb ramps present, but they appear to be narrow and difficult to navigate, especially for those who are
handicapped and/or disabled. Garbage throughout this study area contributed to blocked drain grates.
There is bike route signage and markings only within segment 1.

Connectivity
Sidewalks are present throughout the planning area, allowing for the local population to access
residential areas and transit with minimal difficulty.

Safety

The majority of the roadways present within this study area contain one (1) to two (2) travel lanes used
by cars, trucks, buses and pedestrians. Traffic travels two ways on most streets within this study area
and there are pedestrian signals available. Crosswalks at main intersections include colored bricks and
stripes, while other crosswalks included only ladder bars.

Placemaking Elements

Task 2 Memorandum — September 2015 12



This planning area contained the sporadic placement of placemaking elements including grass, flowers,
trees, bike racks, trash receptacles and consistent design. Placement inconsistency of these features

may lead to a disconnected sense of place and safety.

Corner of South Pearl Street and Rensselaer Street Rensselaer Street looking east
looking northeast up South Pearl Street
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On Rensselaer Street looking southwest at the S. Pearl Street Morton Avenue Intersection

On S. Pearl Street between Rensselaer Street and On the corner of S. Pearl Street and 4" Avenue
Schuyler Street looking south looking west
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Top: On the corner of S. Pearl Street and 4" Avenue Top: S. Pearl Street between Alexander Street and
looking south 4" Avenue looking north
Bottom: On S. Pearl Street between S. Ferry Street Bottom: On the corner of S. Pearl Street and
and Westerlo Avenue looking south Herkimer Street looking north
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On S. Pearl Street between Morton Avenue and On S. Pearl Street between Morton Avenue and
Westerlo looking north Westerlo lookina south

Intersection of Morton Avenue and S. Pearl Street looking northwest
G T = ——
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On the corner of Morton Avenue and Clinton Street looking southwest

On Morton Avenue between S. Pearl Street and On Arch Street between Grand Street and Trinity
Broad Street looking west Place looking east
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Top: On Westerlo Street between S. Pearl Street Top: On Westerlo Street between S. Pearl Street and
and Franklin Street looking east Franklin Street looking east
Bottom: At the intersection of Green Street and Bottom: On Green Street between Bassett Street
Bassett Street looking south and Plum Street looking south

i
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Planning Area 2 — New Scotland Avenue and Allen Street

The following segments were assessed for this planning area:

New Scotland Avenue West to Halsdorf Street — On New Scotland Avenue

New Scotland Avenue to Cliff Street — On Winnie Street

South Manning Boulevard to Linden Road — On South Manning Boulevard
South Manning Boulevard to Hackett Boulevard — On South Manning Boulevard
New Scotland Avenue East to Fleetwood Avenue — On New Scotland Avenue
New Scotland Avenue to Fairview Avenue — On West Lawrence Street

New Scotland Avenue to Cliff Street — On South Allen Street

No v s wN R

The walking audit for this study area took place between 11:30 am and 1:00 pm. This study area is
representative of a suburban environment containing primarily single-family residences alongside
mixed-use and civic or institutional properties. Located within this planning area are St. Peter’s Hospital
and Health Care Services buildings, Maria College, and Temple Israel. The following paragraphs provide a
summary of this planning area through use of the four walking audit criteria. The full audit form is
located in Appendix B.

Accessibility

Segments within this planning area contained many accessibility features. Sidewalks are available at all
segments with the exception of segment 6. Streets are in good to fair condition and contained a range of
accessibility features including crosswalks, ADA compliant curb ramps and within some segments,
medians. Bicyclist accessibility was available with main roadways (New Scotland Avenue and South
Manning Boulevard) containing either sharrows or share the road signage. Sharrows and share the road
signage was mostly visible and in good to fair condition. On South Manning Boulevard heading south,
the share the road signage is shaded and starting to obstruct the sign.

Connectivity

Sidewalks are present throughout this planning area with the exception of segment 6. This allows
residents or visitors easy access to local commercial, retail and institutional areas. There was no bike
route signage present in this planning area.

Safety

The majority of segments, with the exception of segments 2, 6, and 7, within this planning area include
one (1) to two (2) travel lanes used by cars, trucks, buses, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Pedestrian signals
and crosswalks were missing on New Scotland Avenue heading west of South Manning Boulevard.
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Placemaking Elements

Many placemaking elements were present throughout this planning area. Unfortunately, as was the
case with planning area 1, these elements were sporadic throughout the segments walked. Some
segments contained grass, trees and medians, while others contained those elements and benches, bike
racks and pedestrian-scale lighting.

T

At the intersection of New Scotland Avenue and
Winnie Street looking south

;ST R R IR

At the intersection of New Scotland Avenue and Winnie Street looking west
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Top: On Winnie Street between Twitchell Street and Top: On Winnie Street between Twitchell Street and

Cliff Street looking north Cliff Street looking south
Bottom: On New Scotland Avenue approaching S. Bottom: On New Scotland Avenue approaching S.
Manning Boulevard heading west Manning Boulevard heading west

—_—
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Top: On S. Manning Boulevard between Greenway and Freeman Road looking north

Bottom: On S. Manning Boulevard between New Scotland Avenue and Greenway looking north
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Top: On S. Manning Boulevard between Freeman Top: On S. Manning Boulevard between Freeman

and Greenway looking south Road looking south
Bottom: At the intersection of S. Manning and New Bottom: Corner of New Scotland Avenue and S.
Scotland looking south Manning Boulevard looking west on New Scotland
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On New Scotland Avenue between S. Manning and On New Scotland Avenue between Halsdorf Street
Halsdorf Street looking west and S. Manning Boulevard looking east

Approaching the New Scotland and S. Manning Boulevard intersection looking northeast
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On S. Manning Boulevard between New Scotland Avenue and Hackett Boulevard looking south
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On S. Manning Boulevard between New Scotland On S. Manning Boulevard between New Scotland
Avenue and Hackett Boulevard looking north Avenue and Hackett Boulevard looking south

On S. Manning Boulevard between New Scotland Avenue and Hackett Boulevard looking north
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Top: On New Scotland Avenue between S. Manning and Weis Road looking west

Bottom: At the intersection of New Scotland Avenue and Weis Road looking east
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On New Scotland Avenue between Weis Road and Onderdonk Avenue

On West Lawrence Street between New Scotland On New Scotland Avenue between _Onder donk
Avenue and Harvard Avenue looking north Avenue and S. Allen Street looking west
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Planning Area 3 — Washington Avenue and Lark Street

The following segments were assessed for this planning area:

Southwest Quad — Lancaster Street, Willett Street, State Street, Spring Street
Lark Street to Sprague Place — On Western Avenue

Lark Street to Lexington Avenue — On Central Avenue

Elk Street West of Lark Street

Lark Street North of Washington Avenue

Elk Street East of Lark Street

Southeast Quad — Washington Avenue South to Hudson Avenue

Lark Street South of Washington

Washington Avenue East of Lark Street

L o N U; ks WwN R

The walking audit for this study area took place between 1:45 pm and 4:00 pm. This study area is
representative of an active urban environment containing primarily multi-family residences alongside
mixed-use and civic or institutional properties. Located within this planning area is the Washington
Avenue Armory, the Albany Public Library, the Albany Institute of History and Art, a variety of
restaurants and retail spaces and other civic and institutional buildings. The following paragraphs will
summarize this planning area through use of the four walking audit criteria. The full audit form is located
in Appendix B.

Accessibility

Sidewalks are present throughout this entire planning area and range in condition from good to poor.
Sidewalks found in this planning area are generally 5 feet wide. Crosswalks are also found throughout
this planning area and range in condition from good to poor. The road surface throughout the planning
area was broken and/or cracked in places and/or contained many potholes. Drain grates were blocked
by garbage and other debris. There are sharrows found within this planning area.

Connectivity

Connectivity is possible throughout this study area by use of sidewalks. This allows residents and visitors
to readily access activity centers, civic areas, institutional areas, open space and recreational areas.
Additionally, public transit opportunities are available, allowing access to adjacent residential areas.

Safety

Traffic types and activities seen within this planning area include cars, trucks, buses, bicyclists and
pedestrians. Road width varies with the streets within the segment from one (1) and two (2) lanes of
traffic to four (4) lanes of traffic. Crosswalks are striped and easy to see at intersections.
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Placemaking Elements

Each segment within this planning area included different placemaking elements. Aesthetics found
throughout the planning area, sometimes sporadically, include grass, flowers, trees, bike racks, and
consistent signage.

On Willett Street between Hudson Avenue and At the intersection of Willett Street and State
State Street looking northeast Street looking southeast

At the intersection Henry Johnson Boulevard and State Street looking northwest
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Top: At the intersection of Henry Johnson Top: At the intersection of Henry Johnson

Boulevard and State Street looking northwest Boulevard and State Street looking northwest
Bottom: On Henry Johnson Boulevard between Bottom: On Henry Johnson Boulevard between
State Street and Spring Street looking northeast State Street and Spring Street looking northeast
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On Spring Street between Henry Johnson Boulevard and Lark Street looking southeast

At the intersection of Lark Street and Washington Avenue looking east
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On Washington Avenue between Lark Street and Henry Johnson Boulevard looking northwest

At the intersection of Washington Avenue and Henry Johnson Boulevard looking northwest
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On Washington Avenue between Henry Johnson At the intersection of Washington Avenue and
Boulevard and Sprague Place looking northwest Sprague Place looking northwest

At the intersection of Western Avenue, Central Avenue, Washington Avenue and Sprague Place looking north
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On Central Avenue between Henry Johnson On Central Avenue between Henry Johnson
Boulevard and Lexington Avenue looking northwest Boulevard and Lexington Avenue looking southeast

On Central Avenue between Henry Johnson On Central Avenue between Henry Johnson
Boulevard and Lexington Avenue looking northeast
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On Lark Street between Washington Avenue and At the intersection of Lark Street and Sherman Street
Sherman Street lookina northeast looking northeast

On Elk Street between Lark Street and Lexington Avenue looking northwest
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At the intersection of Lark Street and Sheridan On Lark Street between Sheridan Avenue and
Avenue looking northeast Spruce Street looking southwest

Tk
REEARIGTY

At the intersection of Lark Street and Spruce Street On Elk Street between Lark Street and Dove Street
looking southwest looking southeast
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On Elk Stréet between Lark Street and Dove Street At the intersection of Elk Street and S. Swan Street

looking southeast looking southeast
At the intersection of Dove Street and Washington At the intersection of Dove Street and

Avenue looking west Washington Avenue looking southeast

Free or low cost
health insurance

Fand out if youare ebgibletoday.

(BCALL 1-800-TALK-HVP

e
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On Dove Street between Washington Avenue and On Dove Street between Spring Street and State

Spring Street looking southwest Street looking southwest
At the intersection of Dove Street and State Street At the intersection of Dove Street and State Street
looking south looking east
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At the intersection of State Street and Lark Street
looking southwest

On Lark Street between State Street and Chestnut

Street looking northeast
3 T \
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At the intersection of State Street and Lark Street
looking northwest

On Lark Street between State Street and Chestnut

Street looking southwest
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On Lancaster between lark Street and Dove Street At the intersection of State Street and Lark Street

looking southeast looking northeast
On Washington Avenue between Lark Street and On Washington Avenue between Dove Street and
Dove Street lo S. Swan Street looking southeast

oking southeast
LS ¥
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On Washington Avenue between Dove Street and At the intersection of Washington Avenue and S.
S. Swan Street looking southeast Swan Street looking south

On Washington Avenue between S. Swan Street and Dove Street looking northwest

2
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5.0 Existing Roadway Inventory

Methodology

The existing roadway inventory was compiled using mobile mapping data collection technology to
develop an asset inventory for selected focus areas. Mobile LIDAR mapping technology utilizes a 3D
laser scanner mounted to a moving platform, such as a vehicle, to collect field measurements of objects
within line-of-sight of the vehicle. Maps and a digital inventory of complete street elements such as
sidewalks, crosswalks, and bike lanes were created from the mobile mapping effort.

Focus Area Selection

The PAC worked together to identify six (6) focus areas to conduct the mobile mapping inventory. The
focus areas were selected based on the following criteria:

v' Areas focused along a corridor for 3-5 blocks and extended 1-2 blocks deep
v Areas representative of various land uses and street typologies throughout the City
v Areas representative of poor complete street conditions or good complete street conditions

Mobile mapping was completed in the following focus areas, including one (1) block on either side of the
main corridor roads:

Western Avenue: From the City line east to Russell Road

Washington Avenue: From Winthrop Avenue to West Lawrence Street
Central Avenue: Manning Boulevard to just east of North Lake Avenue
Clinton Avenue: From Henry Johnson Boulevard to Ten Broeck Street
Broadway: From Colonie Street north to Tivoli Street

Second Avenue: West of Elizabeth Street to South Pearl Street

AN o

Mapping for the main corridors of the focus areas can be found in Appendix C. These maps illustrate the
primary complete street elements found along the main corridors.

Complete Streets Elements

Complete street elements were categorized as streetscape components and transportation
components. Additionally, the mapping indicates the location and clustering of complete street
elements. The following were inventoried through the mobile mapping process:

Streetscape Components Transportation Components
» Curb Ramps » Bicycle Racks
> Street Lighting » Crosswalks
» Street Trees » Sidewalks
» Median Refuges » Bicycle Lanes
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Mobile Mapping Focus Areas Overview Map

The following definitions were utilized to identify elements captured in the mobile mapping process:

>

YV V VYV VYV A\

A\

Curb Ramps — areas where the curb slopes down to the grade of the road, not including
driveways.

Street Lighting — all lighting along the corridor including cobra lighting and pedestrian-scale
lighting.

Street Trees — all trees located along the corridor.

Median Refuges — any space for pedestrians to wait safely in the middle of a roadway.

Bicycle Racks — a stationed fixture to securely attach a bicycle.

Crosswalks — a marked part of the road where pedestrians have the right of way to cross.
Sidewalks — all paved paths for pedestrians along the focus area.

Bicycle Lanes — all portions of the roadway which have been designated by striping and/or
sharrows.

Driveways — all curbcuts where traffic would regularly cross sidewalks.
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Inventory Findings

The inventory yielded information about complete street elements in each focus area. Findings for each
area are discussed herein. Tables provided at the end of the section further summarize the findings. The
complete street elements described below are located along the main corridors only. Appendix D
includes a full summary of elements found within the entire focus area and elements found only on the
side streets.

Western Avenue Focus Area

The main corridor of the Western Avenue focus area is located between the western Albany City
boundary and Russell Road. Complete street elements found within this focus area include curb ramps,
driveways, street lights, street trees, sidewalks and crosswalks.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 23 curb ramps, 37 driveways, 25 street
lights, 23 street trees and no median refuges.

To better understand the transportation elements, a significant amount of roadway data and
information was gathered. The roadway length for the focus area is 3,091 feet long, or 0.59 miles. The
average pavement width is 55 feet. The right-of-way range for this main corridor is 99-107 feet. This
main corridor has 9 intersections.

Additional transportation elements were also gathered, including sidewalk, bicycle and crosswalk
information. The total sidewalk length is 1.05 miles with an average sidewalk width and average cross
street sidewalk width of 7 feet. There are no bicycle racks or bicycle lanes present. There are 10
crosswalks present along the main corridor, with a length totaling 433 feet.

Washington Avenue Focus Area

The main corridor of the Washington Avenue focus area is located between Winthrop Avenue and West
Lawrence Street. Complete street elements found within this focus area include curb ramps, driveways,
street lights, street trees, sidewalks and crosswalks.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 22 curb ramps, 44 driveways, 21 street
lights, 27 street trees and no median refuges.

The roadway length for the focus area is 2,217 feet, or 0.42 miles. The average pavement width is 57
feet. The right-of-way range for this main corridor is 95-108 feet. This main corridor has 5 intersections.

Along the main corridor, the total sidewalk length is 0.73 miles with an average sidewalk width of 6 feet.
The average cross street sidewalk width is 6 feet. There are no bicycle racks or bicycle lanes present.
There are 13 crosswalks present along the main corridor, with a length totaling 621 feet.
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Central Avenue Focus Area

The main corridor of the Central Avenue focus area is located between Manning Boulevard and North
Lake Avenue. Complete street elements found within this focus area include curb ramps, driveways,
street lights, sidewalks, bicycle racks, and crosswalks.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 29 curb ramps, 43 driveways, 55 street
lights, 73 street trees and no median refuges.

The roadway length for the focus area is 3,951 feet or 0.75 miles. The average pavement width is 66
feet. The right-of-way width for this main corridor is 99 feet. This main corridor has 5 intersections.

Along the main corridor, the total sidewalk length is 1.39 miles with an average sidewalk width of 12
feet. The average cross street sidewalk width is 11 feet. There are 6 bicycle racks and no bicycle lanes
present. There are 20 crosswalks present along this main corridor, with a length totaling 1,212 feet.

Clinton Avenue Focus Area

The main corridor of the Clinton Avenue focus area is located between Henry Johnson Boulevard and
Ten Broeck Street. Complete street elements found within this focus area include curb ramps, driveways
street lights, street trees, sidewalks, crosswalks, and bicycle lanes.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 23 curb ramps, 15 driveways, 44 street
lights, 101 street trees and no median refuges.

The roadway length for the focus area is 3,583 feet, or 0.68 miles. The average pavement width is 55
feet. The right-of-way width range for this main corridor is 96-99 feet. This main corridor has 9

intersections.

Along the main corridor, the total sidewalk length is 1.25 miles with an average sidewalk width of 19
feet. The average cross street sidewalk width is 12 feet. There are 0 bicycle racks and 1.33 miles of
bicycle lanes. There are 14 crosswalks present along this main corridor, with a length totaling 713 feet.
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Broadway Focus Area

The main corridor of the Broadway focus area is located between Colonie Street and Tivoli Street.
Complete street elements found within this focus area include curb ramps, driveways, street lights,
street trees, sidewalks, bicycle lanes and crosswalks.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 21 curb ramps, 11 driveways, 29 street
lights, 8 street trees and no median refuges.

The roadway length for the focus area is 2,348 feet, or 0.44 miles. The average pavement width is 49
feet. The right-of-way width is 67-110 feet. This main corridor has 8 intersections.

Along the main corridor, the total sidewalk length is 0.72 miles with an average sidewalk width of 12
feet. The average cross street sidewalk width is 9 feet. There are 0 bicycle racks and 0.89 miles of bicycle
lane present. There are 9 crosswalks present along the main corridor, with a length totaling 412 feet.

Second Avenue Focus Area

The main corridor of the Second Avenue focus area is located between east of Elizabeth Street to South
Pearl Street. Complete street elements within this focus area include curb ramps, driveways, street
lights, street trees, sidewalks and crosswalks.

Streetscape elements present along this main corridor include 27 curb ramps, 1 driveway, 16 street
lights, 32 street trees, and no median refuges.

The roadway length for the focus area is 1,331 feet or 0.25 miles. The average pavement width is 31
feet. The right-of-way width is 45-67 feet. This main corridor has 7 intersections.

Along the main corridor, the total sidewalk length is 0.43 miles with an average sidewalk width of 10
feet. The average cross street sidewalk width is 10 feet. There are 0 bicycle racks and no bicycle lanes
present. There are 11 crosswalks present along the main corridor, with a length totaling 307 feet.

The following tables quantify the findings gathered during the mobile mapping inventory process. The
tables were separated into two (2) categories of complete street elements: streetscaping and
transportation. The transportation elements were further broken down into two (2) groups for the main
corridors of the six (6) focus areas: roadway elements and sidewalks, bicycles and crosswalks.
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Table 5.1 Streetscaping Elements — Main Corridors

Western Ave 23 37 25 23 0
Washington Ave 22 44 21 27 0
Central Ave 29 43 55 73 0
Clinton Ave 23 15 44 101 0
Broadway 21 11 29 8 0
Second Ave 27 1 16 32 0

Total 145 151 190 264 0

Table 5.2 Transportation Elements — Main Corridors — Roadway Information

Western Ave 3,091 0.59 55 99-107 9
Washington Ave 2,217 0.42 57 95-108 5
Central Ave 3,951 0.75 66 99 5
Clinton Ave 3,583 0.68 55 96-99 9
Broadway 2,348 0.44 49 67-110 8
Second Ave 1,331 0.25 31 45-67 7
Total 16,522 3.13 52 - 43

*Source: Albany County GIS Data

Table 5.3 Transportation Elements — Main Corridors — Sidewalks, Bicycles, and Crosswalks

Western Ave 1.05 0 0 10 43
Washington Ave 0.73 0 0 13 48
Central Ave 1.39 12 11 6 0 20 61
Clinton Ave 1.25 19 12 0 1.33 14 51
Broadway 0.72 12 9 0 0.89 9 46
Second Ave 0.43 10 10 0 0 11 28
Total 5.57 11 9 6 2.22 77 46
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Summary of Findings

Each focus area contains elements that encourage and support complete streets. Generally, elements
such as sidewalks, crosswalks, street trees and street lights are present in each focus area. Bicycle lanes
and sharrows exist at four (4) of the six (6) focus areas along the main corridors. Street trees exist within
all focus areas.

Missing complete street elements within the main corridors include bicycle racks and median refuges.
Bicycle racks exist on Central Avenue at six (6) locations, but not in the other focus areas. Additionally,
median refuges cannot be found in any of the six (6) locations.

Potential challenges to implementing complete streets may include the number of driveways and
curbcuts, as well as varying right-of-way widths within a single corridor.

The information collected through both the walking audit and the mobile LIDAR mapping helped identify
the existing roadway categorizations within the City. The existing roadway categorizations can be
summarized through designated street typologies. These street typologies will help shape the complete
streets design manual and are anticipated to change as the design manual is assembled. The street
typologies are identified and defined below:

» Downtown — cores areas including the highest density commercial, office, civic, and residential
uses.

» Neighborhood Mixed Use — areas including moderate density residential and community-
supported commercial areas.

» Neighborhood Residential — areas made up primarily of moderate density residential use, but
may have complementing commercial uses to support current communities.

» Boulevard — areas with wide sidewalks that are lined with street trees and other furnishings.
These areas typically contain wide planted medians while connecting natural or residential uses
to important civic and/or institutional uses.

» Parks — areas where streets enter and leave parks, primarily surrounding by cultural and
recreational uses.

» Low Density Commercial — areas where streets serve primarily light commercial uses located
outside of the downtown areas.

> Low Density Mixed Use — areas where streets serve a combination of light residential and
commercial uses outside of the downtown areas.

» Industrial — areas where streets support truck traffic and allow for loading and distribution
needs of many use districts including institutional, commercial, wholesale, construction, and
service.
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Downtown

Neighborhood Mixed Use

Neighborhood Residential

Boulevard

Park

Low Density Commercial

Low Density Mixed Use

Industrial

South Pearl Street and Lark Street

Madison Avenue (St. Rose College
area) and New Scotland Avenue

Second Avenue, Homestead Street
and Magazine Street

South Manning Boulevard and South
Main Avenue

Eagle Street (Lincoln Park) and New
Scotland Avenue (Washington Park)

Central Avenue (upper)

Western Avenue (near Uptown
UAlbany Campus) and CBID area

Broadway
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Appendix A

City of Albany Standard Details



CURB /

NOTE:

1. CURB SHALL BE FLUSH WITH
PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR CURB
AND SIDEWALK INSTALLATION.

SEE STANDARD DETAIL FOR ADA

INSTALLATION SHALL MEET ALL

APPLICABLE ADA CODES AND STANDARDS.

ADA DETECTABLE WARNING

BROOM FINISH (TYP)

DETECTABLE WARNING STRIP INSTALLATION.

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

SIDEWALK RAMP AT
STREET CORNER DETAIL

DETAIL No.
SW—4

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

FILE NAME:
SW—4.DWG

DATE ISSUED
05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE
02,/05 /14




BROOM FINISH
(TYP)

MAX. GRADIENT 1:12

CONCRETE
SIDEWALK
ADA DETECTABLE WARNING

GRANITE
CURBING

PAVED
ROADWAY

NOTES:

1. CURB SHALL BE FLUSH WITH
PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

2. SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR CURB
AND SIDEWALK INSTALLATION.

5. SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR ADA
DETECTABLE WARNING STRIP INSTALLATION.

4. INSTALLATION SHALL MEET ALL APPLICABLE

ADA CODES AND STANDARDS. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

SIDEWALK RAMP AT STREET
DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SW—3 SW—3.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05 /14




— 6”7 FOR DRIVEWAYS AND TRAFFIC AREAS
4” FOR ALL OTHER AREAS

MATCH EXISTING PANEL LAYOUT

PREMOLDED BITUMINOUS

EXPANSION JOINT FILLER
W/ SEALANT

ﬂTCH EXISTING SLOPE
P N\ ) — - N L i p N
PN & < H ? j .\ B 'é .
\ RO, A\/A\ RLY,
67x6" xW4x W4
6” MIN. CRUSHED STONE REINFORCING MESH
AT MID DEPTH

NOTES:

1. THE CONCRETE USED SHALL BE PORTLAND CEMENT, AIR—ENTRAINED,
CLASS "A” CONCRETE WITH AN AIR CONTENT OF 5%, MIN., TO 7%, MAX.,

AND A SLUMP OF THREE INCHES, MIN., TO FIVE INCHES, MAX.

2. ALL CONCRETE SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT SHALL BE TO FULL PANEL LIMITS,
PARTIAL PANEL REPLACEMENT SHALL NOT BE ALLOWED.

3. ALL SIDEWALKS SHALL BE FINISHED WITH A MAGNESIUM FLOAT FINISH
UNLESS DIRECTED OTHERWISE BY THE CITY.

4. ALL CURBING SHALL BE RESET OR REPLACED AS REQUIRED, IN

ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY DETAILS.
5. EXPANSION JOINTS TO BE PLACED BETWEEN ADJACENT SLABS, AT BUILDING

LINE, AT CURBS, OR AT PENETRATING STRUCTURES. NO SCALE
CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS
DETAIL NAME:
SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT
DETAIL
Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE
SW-2 SW—2.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




— 67 FOR DRIVEWAYS AND TRAFFIC AREAS
4”7 FOR ALL OTHER AREAS

PANEL LAYOUT AOBE

PREMOLDED BITUMINOUS
EXPANSION JOINT FILLER
W/ SEALANT AT 20" O.C.

MfAXVA g ! AL SRNANPIN 7 %
- S {\///1277'/5\//2?\77/5\//%\3%\///\;/
87 xB” xW4xW4
6” MIN. CRUSHED REINFORCING MESH
STONE, NYSDOT AT MID DEPTH
ITEM 304.12

NOTES:

1. THE CONCRETE USED SHALL BE PORTLAND CEMENT, AIR—ENTRAINED,

CLASS "A”" CONCRETE WITH AN AIR CONTENT OF 5%, MIN., TO 7%, MAX.,
AND A SLUMP OF THREE INCHES, MIN., TO FIVE INCHES, MAX.

2. ALL SIDEWALKS SHALL BE FINISHED WITH A MAGNESIUM FLOAT FINISH
UNLESS DIRECTED OTHERWISE BY THE CITY.

3. EXPANSION JOINTS TO BE PLACED BETWEEN ADJACENT SLABS, AT
BUILDING LINE, AT CURBS, OR AT PENETRATING STRUCTURES.

4. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ALL ITEMS ASSOCIATED WITH SIDEWALK
INSTALLATION SHALL BE PAID FOR UNDER ITEM 608.0101

CITY OF ALBANY —

NO SCALE

STANDARD DETAILS
DETAIL NAME:

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION
DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |DETAIL No.

FILE NAME:

DATE ISSUED
SW—1 SW—1.DWG 05/01/02

REVISION DATE
02,/05 /14




LIMITS OF ROADWAY

NOTE:

1. PAVEMENT MILLING OPERATION SHALL EXTEND
5 FEET BEYOND THE LIMITS OF TRENCHING OR
AS ORDERED BY THE ENGINEER.

2. TRUING AND LEVELING COURSE SHALL BE INSTALLED
PER THE DIRECTION OF THE CITY.

3. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

MILL A MINIMUM OF 2" OF

[ ! EXISTING TOP COURSE FROM
— \ [ ROADWAY

LIMITS OF TRENCH EXCAVATION.
REFER TO DETAIL SR—1 FOR FULL DEPTH
TACK COAT PAVING RESTORATION REQUIREMENTS

2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

PAVEMENT MILLING AND
STREET RESTORATION

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |PETAIL No. FILE NAME:

SR-=7 SR—-7.DWG

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




| W/2 | W/2 |

? N

AN
W \\
¢ N G OF ROADWAY

//
/ ALTERNATE TERMINATION
7/ LINES, A.0.B.E

/

EXISTING PAVEMENT | END OF NEW OVERLAY

NOTE:

1. BUTT JOINTS WILL BE REQUIRED AT THE TERMINATION
OF ALL NEW PERMANENT PAVING. NO FEATHERING
WILL BE PERMITTED.

2. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION
PAVEMENT TERMINATION DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-6 SR—6.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT

PAVEMENT (TYP) SEAL ALL JOINTS
18" LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 18" (STAYVL%\UT PAVEMENT
</<\</<\<//<\§/>\ i Dl ilor g 2§/>\\>/>\>/>\>
N | K

|
BOND BREAKER |
(TYP) \ |
\ ’ 20" SUBBASE COURSE
‘ | NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12
\ I COMPACT IN 6" LIFTS
EXCAVATION LIMITS - - — =

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL
IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING TEMPORARY WEARING SURFACE
UNTIL PERMANENT PAVEMENT IS IN PLACE. TEMPORARY CONCRETE WEARING SURFACE
SHALL BE REMOVED AND PERMANENT PAVEMENT RESTORATION COMPLETED NO LATER

THAN MAY 15. PERMANENT PAVEMENT RESTORATION SHALL BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE
WITH CITY STANDARD DETAILS AND TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY OF ALBANY.

2. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

6” TEMPORARY 2500 PSI CONCRETE

3. ALL WORK SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE CITY. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION — WINTER CONDITIONS
NOVEMBER 1 — APRIL 15

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-5 SR—5.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT SAWCUT PAVEMENT,
PAVEMENT (TYP) TERMINATE AT PAVER
JOINT (TYP)

18" MIN LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 18" MIN

X

|

IR /\/\\\//\\\/ s RS

E

| .' N

\ EXISTING PAVERS (TYP)
g'lli‘\YCPK) EO?ITYSDOT 1 1/2” ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
ITEM 407.0101 NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

| 3” ASPHALT CONCRETE BINDER COURSE

| NYSDOT TYPE 3, ITEM 403.138902

|

\ 12” SUBBASE COURSE

EXCAVATION  LIMITS NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL |
IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER |
SPECIFICATIONS  ——— — — — —

NOTE:
1. HISTORIC DISTRICT LIMITS:

MADISON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO THE HUDSON RIVER
LARK STREET: MADISON AVE TO CLINTON AVENUE
CLINTON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO HUDSON RIVER

2. IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,
CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

3. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

4. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATION. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION — GRANITE/BRICK
PAVEMENT OUT OF HISTORIC DISTRICT

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-4 SR—4.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

SAWCUT PAVEMENT,
TERMINATE AT PAVER
JOINT (TYP)

PAVING FABRIC

EXISTING PAVERS (TYP)

18” MIN ~ LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE ‘ 18” MIN
# s . 2
S8 NENEENRE

§‘//\\\ _ I " : § e % Y N v

‘<//< N . ‘.’h‘ ” ) »
NON—WOVEN - / //| c N
POLYPROPYLENE e - - \ :

|

RESET PAVERS IN |
MORTAR SETTING BED,

6"+ TOTAL DEPTH. |
MORTAR PAVER JOINTS

WITH NON SHRINK GROUT

WIRE FABRIC FOR CONCRETE \
REINFORCEMENT, NYSDOT
SPECIFICATION 709-02 |

—_ —_ — —

6” CONCRETE FOUNDATION
CLASS "C” CONCRETE
3500 PSI, NYSDOT

TYPE 503.1010 EXCAVATION LIMITS

NOTE:
1. HISTORIC DISTRICT LIMITS:

MADISON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO THE HUDSON RIVER
LARK STREET: MADISON AVE TO CLINTON AVENUE
CLINTON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO HUDSON RIVER

IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,
CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

HOT MIX ASPHALT PAVEMENT:

— FOR OVERLAY DEPTHS UP TO 1 1/27,
USE SINGLE COURSE NYSDOT
TYPE 6F2 TOP, ITEM 403.178202

— FOR OVERLAY DEPTHS OVER 1 1/2”
USE 1 1/2” NYSDOT TYPE 6F2 TOP,
OVER VARIABLE DEPTHS NYSDOT
TYPE 3 BINDER — ITEM 403.138902

12" SUBBASE COURSE
NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL
IN 6”7 LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

STREET RESTORATION — GRANITE /BRICK
PAVEMENT WITHIN HISTORIC DISTRICT

DETAIL No. FILE NAME:

SR—-3.DWG

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

SR-3

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

18”

~ LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE

18" SAWCUT PAVEMENT

X

v

(TYP)

Ve

v
»

f

, b

2
%
R

X/,
Y

\¢
¥

pY

L INXK \\/ \\/\\{ .
: //i\\ RRR
»

" B\ APPLY BONDING AGENT

EXISTING CONCRETE
PAVEMENT (TYP)

TACK COAT
(TYP) — NYSDOT
ITEM 407.0101

EXCAVATION LIMITS

NOTE:
1.

IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,

CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

2. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

5. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

TRENCH BACKEFILL, BACKFILL

IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

(TYP) — PER NYSDOT
SPECIFICATIONS

1 1/2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
— NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

8” CONCRETE FOUNDATION FOR
PAVEMENT 3500 PSI CLASS "C”
CONCRETE — NYSDOT ITEM 503.1010

12”7 SUBBASE COURSE — NYSDOT
TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

NO SCALE

DETAIL NAME:

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |DETAIL No.

STREET RESTORATION
CONCRETE PAVEMENT DETAIL

FILE NAME:

SR-2

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14

SR—-2.DWG




18”

EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE

,I 8”

J

\/\
—
<
o
N—r

SAWCUT PAVEMENT

/\<....."... .-.'..

SSSA N\

'-\... ..

S

TACK COAT J

(TYP) — NYSDOT

IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

NOTE:

MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

!

ik
\.
\

|

ITEM 407.0101 \
/'
EXCAVATION LIMITS

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL

I

!

COURSE — NYSDOT
ITEM 403.178202

ITEM 403.138902

12" SUBBASE COURSE —

N SANSANIANNS
D, Y
.. ...'. .: . ....: ..f ..'.'......

1 1/2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP

TYPE 6F2,

3” ASPHALT CONCRETE BINDER
COURSE — NYSDOT TYPE 3,

NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

1. IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,
CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB

2. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

3. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

NO SCALE

DETAIL NAME:

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

STREET

RESTORATION

ASPHALT PAVEMENT DETAIL

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |PETAIL No.

SR-1

FILE NAME:

SR—1.DWG

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




\
N

EXISTING DRIVEWAY
CONCRETE
MAGNESIUM FLOAT: SIDEWALK
FINISH (TYP)
GRASS BUFFER
STRIP
MATCH EXISTING
GRADE (TYP) -
, CURBING
AN
AN
AN

MAX. GRADIENT 1:12
WITH BROOM FINISH

VARIES, MATCH EXISTING
DRIVEWAY WIDTH

PAVED /

ROADWAY

NOTE:

1. CURB REVEALS SHALL BE 1/2" MAX WHERE
RAMP MEETS PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

2. INSTALL TOPSOIL TO A 6" MINIMUM DEPTH
IN BUFFER STRIP.

3. SIDEWALK SHALL BE INSTALLED FLUSH WITH
EXISTING DRIVEWAY.

4. SEED AND MULCH BUFFER STRIP.

5. SEE STANDARD SIDEWALK DETAIL FOR
SIDEWALK INSTALLATION. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

DRIVEWAY /SIDEWALK DROP CURB
WITH BUFFER STRIP DETAIL
(TYPE "B”) — CONCRETE APRON

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

DW—3 DW—3.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14
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oooooooooooooooooooo
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer
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AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

DETAIL NAME:

DDDDDDDDD

FILE NAME: ~ [DATEISSUED | REVISION DATE

00000000




MMMMMMMMMMMMMM
NNNNNNNNNNNNN

OOOOOOOOOOO

CCCCCCCC
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

[

e

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
WWWWW

PPPPP

AAAAAAA 6-0

RAMP MEETS PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.
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AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

DETAIL NAME:

DRIVEWAY /SIDEWALK DROP
CURB DETAIL

oooooooooooooooooooo

DETAIL No. FILE NAME: ~ |DATEISSUED | REVISION DATE

0000000000000000

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer




r6”
‘ f
8'-12" PER

CITY OF ALBANY
TRAFFIC SAFETY

L

NOTE:

1. ALL TAPE TO BE WHITE 3M STAMARK TAPE

VARIES,

MINIMUM - OF

12J - HL%” \

M WHITE
STAMARK
TAPE

2. NYSMUTCD MANUAL, SECTION 3B SHALL BE USED PER CITY OF ALBANY

TRAFFIC SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS.

CURB LINE

« Ly

i il 4 ¢

N N R
e ;"."'ﬁ-

RAMP

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

CROSSWALK DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |DETAIL No

CW-1

FILE NAME:

CW—1.DWG

DATE ISSUED

12/9/03

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




FACE OF CURB — ™

SEE NOTE 1

FINISHED GRADE
5" /

SEE NOTE 2—  JOINT
SEALER
[077705,070057705,7727777707 000 a ) 16
g »
/ 8
/ a b g AN
PLACE CONCRETE a9 > e\
BACKING TO BOTTOM
OF BASE COURSE 47
R A S OO OSSN ENE
IRRRGRRN |6 TP \
¢ CONCRETE BACKING
3500 PSI

COMPACTED SUBGRADE

NOTES:

1. EXPANSION JOINT MATERIAL SHALL BE INSTALLED
WHEN CURB IS SET AGAINST NEW OR EXISTING
SIDEWALK AS ORDERED BY THE ENGINEER.

DRY MIX CONCRETE
CONTINUOUS BED

2. FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION, A 6" CURB REVEAL SHALL
BE MAINTAINED. MATCH EXISTING REVEAL FOR CURB

REPLACEMENT OR RESETTING.
5. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ALL ITEMS ASSOCIATED

WITH GRANITE CURB INSTALLATION SHALL BE PAID FOR

UNDER ITEM 609.0201

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

GRANITE CURB INSTALLATION
DETAIL
Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE
C—1 C—1.DWG 05,/01,/02 02/05/14




Appendix B

Walking Audit Forms



Morton Avenue and Pearl Street



ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Rensselaer St East to Church Street on

Rensselaer St

DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalks v Fair
Width: 18 ft
ADA Curb Ramps v Fair detectable warning units missing at some locations.
Crosswalks v Fair no pedestrian signals for street crossing.
Paved Shoulders v
Place of Refuge/Median v
Bicycle Facilities
Bike Routes v Fair bike route signage present but sparse.
Bike Lanes v bicyclists riding their bikes on sidewalks.
Sharrows v
Paved Shoulders v
Transit
Bus Stop v school bus stop present with limited signage.
Bus Shelter 4
Quality of Road Surface
Broken/Cracked v Poor road cracked up and down segment.
Potholes v potholes present up and down segment.
drain grates present up and down segment - clogged with
v debri and in places sinking potentially causing pedestrian
Drain Grates Poor and cyclist danger.
Debris (i.e. glass) v

plastic, glass, overgrown grass all present.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants

could cause obstruction of view for pedestrians and
bicyclists.
street trees causing view obstruction of signage.




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Rensselaer St East to Church Street on

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Rensselaer St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES NO il COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v Fair

Bicycle Routes 4 Fair bike route signage present, but ends within this street segment.

To Activity Centers v Fair activity centers in the area include community gardens and school.

To Civic/Institutional Areas ' Fair church present.

To Open Space/Recreation v Fair picnic tables present but no signage to indicate who owns the property.
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas Fair connected by use of sidewalks.

To Transit Fair connected by use of sidewalks.




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Rensselaer St East to Church Street on
Rensselaer St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v N/A
Trucks v N/A
Buses v N/A
Bicyclists v N/A bicyclists riding on sidewalks.
Pedestrians v N/A
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes 4 Poor congestion and unsafe at times for pedestrians and bicyclists.
4 Travel Lanes v N/A
6+ Travel Lanes v N/A
One Way v N/A
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v Fair
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v Good only at Pearl Street.
On-street Parking v Fair
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v Fair to Poor [some crosswalks are severly faded.
High Visibility Fair at Pearl - stamped and colored.
Driver Behavior
Speeding Fair to Poor |drivers speeding and entering intersections during pedestrian crossing.
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs Fair to Poor
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Rensselaer St East to Church Street on

Rensselaer St

DATE: 6/10/15

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass v Fair to Poor |only Green St to Church St on the north side.

Flowers v

Trees 4 Good east of Green St.

Litter / Trash v minor trash on the streets.

Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels) v

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street v

Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks

Front 12ft to 18ft

Side 12ft to 18ft
Street Furniture

Benches 4

Bike Racks v

Trash Receptacles v

Water Fountains v

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting 4
Land Uses

Retail / Commercial 4

Open Space v

Single Family Residential v

Multi-Family Residential v

Industrial v

Mixed-Use v

Industrial / Civic v Giffen Memorial Elementary School.
Consistent Design

Signage v

Bike Lanes v no bike lanes present.

Crosswalks v sor.ne stamped and colored, others just ladder bars and white

paint.
Sidewalk Width v 12ft to 18ft South Pearl to Green St.

OBSERVER: C. Schneider




CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Pearl St South to 4th St - On Pearl St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K.Gaynor

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Schuyler and South Pearl curb ramps present, but difficult for wheelchair
access.

Sidewalks v Good to Fair

Width: 5ft

ADA Curb Ramps v Fair

Crosswalks v Fair

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

ACCESSIBILITY

AN NN

Paved Shoulders

Transit

Bus Stop v

Bus Shelter v bus stops present, but no bus shelters - currently no room.

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked Fair

Potholes Fair

Drain Grates Fair

NAYAYA

Debris (i.e. glass) Fair plastic bags, food containers.

Obstructions

\

Parked Cars cars could cause view obstruction to pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists.

Trees / Plants v trees could cause view obstruction to pedestrians and bicyclists.




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Pearl St South to 4th St - On Pearl St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES NO il COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v Good to Fair
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v Giffen Memorial Elementary School, St. Peter's Family Health Center, St.
John's St. Ann's Church.
To Open Space/Recreation v N/A
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v Fair
To Transit v Fair




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St South to 4th St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

v

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Good

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

Good

On-street Parking

AN N I NI BN

1 walkway was not working on Schuyler and pedestrian signals only present

crossing Pearl St.

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

High Visibility

v Good

colored bricks at Morton, Schuyler, Bassett, Alexander, 4th Street.

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St South to 4th St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Aesthetics
Grass v
Flowers v Good located mostly near rite aid.
Trees v Good some are very large - providing a lot of shaded areas.
Litter / Trash v trash present, but minor.
Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics
Gaps (vacant parcels) 4
Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street v
Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks
Front 8ft
Side 12ft
Street Furniture
Benches v
Bike Racks v present at the family health center on Bassett.
Trash Receptacles v one trash can located on 4th Steet.
Water Fountains v
Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting 4
Land Uses
Retail / Commercial v
Open Space v
Single Family Residential v
Multi-Family Residential v
Industrial v
Mixed-Use v
Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design
Signage v
Bike Lanes v
Crosswalks v
Sidewalk Width v




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St North to Herkimer St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Good

Width: 10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Good

Crosswalks

Good to Fair

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

\

feels safe past for pedestrians walking on sidewalks north of S. Ferry St.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

NAYAYA

Transit

Bus Stop

AN

Bus Shelter

AN

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Fair

Potholes

Fair

Drain Grates

Fair

Debris (i.e. glass)

SN NS

Fair

Obstructions

Parked Cars

AN

Trees / Plants

there are trees and hanging plants.




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St North to Herkimer St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES NO il COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v

Bicycle Routes 4

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v NYS DMV, SEFCU.

To Open Space/Recreation v there are no parks present.
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St North to Herkimer St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

NNENENENEN

on the sidewalk.

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

<\

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

color brick and stripes.

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Pearl St North to Herkimer St - On Pearl St

DATE: 6/10/15

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

SRR

Planting Median / Buffer

hanging on the pedestrian lighting.

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

\

Build to Line Close to Street

west side.

Setbacks

Front

10ft

Side

10ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

NENENEN

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

\

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Morton Ave West to Elizabeth St - On

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Morton Ave DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K.Gaynor
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalks v
Width: 10-15ft
ADA Curb Ramps v
Crosswalks v
Paved Shoulders v
Place of Refuge/Median v
Bicycle Facilities
Bike Routes v
Bike Lanes v
Sharrows v
Paved Shoulders v
Transit
Bus Stop v
Bus Shelter v
Quality of Road Surface
Broken/Cracked v
Potholes v
Drain Grates v
Debris (i.e. glass) v
Obstructions
Parked Cars v
Trees / Plants v




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Morton Ave West to Elizabeth St - On Morton Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES NO COMMENTS
General Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v

Bicycle Routes 4

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v

To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Morton Ave West to Elizabeth St - On Mortc

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

v

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Morton Ave West to Elizabeth St - On Morton Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

15ft

Side

15ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

\

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

NESASEY

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Alexander St
Delaware St Clinton St Broad St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Fair

Width: __ 5-10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Fair

Crosswalks

Fair

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

<

missing on some corners while others are missing the street

warning detection.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

SN S

Transit

Bus Stop

<

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Fair to Poor

Potholes

Fair to Poor

Drain Grates

Fair

Debris (i.e. glass)

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Southwest Quad - Alexander St Delaware St

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Clinton St Broad St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES NO c?;:ietriiln COMMENTS
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v n.o.bu.s st-ops.on these streets, but wall.<ing distance to activity centers,
civic/institutional, open space/recreation.
To Civic/Institutional Areas v Schuyler Mansion Historic Site, John A. Howe Branch Library.
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v can walk to bus stops on Pearl St.




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Alexander St Delaware
St Clinton St Broad St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Alexander St Delaware St Clinton
St Broad St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES NO General Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

15ft

Side

15ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NNANENANEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

\

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Northwest Quad - Grand St Ash Grove Pl

Arch St Trinity Pl

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

Width: 10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

SN S

Transit

Bus Stop

AN

Bus Shelter

AN

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Fair to Poor

Potholes

Fair to Poor

Drain Grates

Fair to Poor

Debris (i.e. glass)

AN NN

Fair to Poor

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Northwest Quad - Grand St Ash Grove Pl Arch St T

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v Union Missionary Baptist
To Open Space/Recreation v Radix Center
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Northwest Quad - Grand St Ash Grove Pl Arch St Trinity PI

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Northwest Quad - Grand St Ash Grove Pl Arch St Trinity Pl

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

15ft

Side

15ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

ANANAN




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Northeast Quad - Herkimer St S Lansing St

Westerlo St S Ferry St Green St

DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Fair

Width: 10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Fair

Crosswalks

Fair

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

missing street detection warnings at some ramps.
many are fading.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

SN S

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Poor

Potholes

Poor

Drain Grates

Poor

Debris (i.e. glass)

N ENEANEN

Poor

poor road conditions.

grates blocked by garbage.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

(\

Trees / Plants

<




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Northeast Quad - Herkimer St S Lansing St
Westerlo St S Ferry St Green St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

General

ELEMENTS YES NO COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v Fair to Poor

Bicycle Routes 4

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v

To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Northeast Quad - Herkimer St S Lansing St
Westerlo St S Ferry St Green St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way 4
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Northeast Quad - Herkimer St S Lansing St

Westerlo St S Ferry St Green St

DATE: 6/10/15

ELEMENTS

YES NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

on private property.

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

10ft

Side

10ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

apartments.

St. John Church of God-Christ.

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

NEANAN

OBSERVER: C. Schneider




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Church St Cherry St
Bassett St Plum St Schuyler St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Fair

Width: _ 10ft-15ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Fair

Crosswalks

Fair to Poor

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

<\

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

NNENENEN

Transit

Bus Stop

\

Bus Shelter

AN

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Poor

Potholes

Poor

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

SN S

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants

street trees present, but not maintained over sidewalks and roads.




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Southeast Quad - Church St Cherry St

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Bassett St Plum St Schuyler St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES NO il COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Church St Cherry St
Bassett St Plum St Schuyler St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Church St Cherry St
Bassett St Plum St Schuyler St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

15ft

Side

15ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NNANENANEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

\

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




New Scotland Avenue and South Allen Street



ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave West to Halsdorf St -

On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width:

5ft-10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Fair to Poor

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

present on New Scotland Ave.
faded/hard to see.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

AN NN

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

especially sidewalks/very uneven in places.

clean.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave West to Halsdorf St -

On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES NO il COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v

Bicycle Routes v

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v

To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave West to Halsdorf St - On
New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v Manning East.
4 Travel Lanes v Manning West.
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v faded stripes - longitudinal only.
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave West to Halsdorf St - On

New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

Side

10 ft on north side of street.
15 ft on north side of street.

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

between Manning and Allen

only

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

SRR

bars, restaurants, academic

buildings.

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On

Winnie St

DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 4ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

NAYAYA

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

NENAN RN

Transit

Bus Stop

<\

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Fair

Potholes

Fair

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

some cracking and some repaired but uneven

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On
Winnie St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
Condition

YES NO

COMMENTS

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks

Bicycle Routes

To Activity Centers

To Civic/Institutional Areas

To Open Space/Recreation

AN N

Connected Elements

To Residential Areas

To Transit




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On Winnie St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

<\

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On Winnie St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

10ft to 15ft

Side

4ft to 15ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NNANENENAN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

\

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

NESASEY

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

NNEN

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Linden Rd - On S
Manning Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalks v
Width: 5ft
ADA Curb Ramps 4 driveways only
Crosswalks v
Paved Shoulders v
Place of Refuge/Median v
Bicycle Facilities
Bike Routes v share the road signage is present/no route signage
Bike Lanes v
Sharrows v
Paved Shoulders v
Transit
Bus Stop v
Bus Shelter
Quality of Road Surface
Broken/Cracked v
Potholes v
Drain Grates v
Debris (i.e. glass) v
Obstructions
Parked Cars v
Trees / Plants v




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

S Manning Blvd to Linden Rd - On S

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Manning Blvd DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Linden Rd - On S
Manning Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars v

Trucks v

Buses v

Bicyclists v

Pedestrians v
Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes v

4 Travel Lanes v

6+ Travel Lanes v

One Way v

Two Ways v

Traffic Signals / Signs v

Pedestrian Signals / Signs v

On-street Parking v
Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation v

High Visibility v
Driver Behavior

Speeding v

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs 4
Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Linden Rd - On S Manning
Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

30ft

Side

15ft-20ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NANENENEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

(\

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

SR

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

NNEN

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Hackett Blvd - On S

Manning Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 6ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Good

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

only very minor cracking.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

S Manning Blvd to Hackett Blvd - On S

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Manning Blvd DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v St. Peter's Hospital and Maria College.
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v there is a bus stop at the corner of S Manning and New Scotland Ave.




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Hackett Blvd - On S
Manning Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

S Manning Blvd to Hackett Blvd - On S
Manning Blvd

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

30 ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

1 bench
1 bike rack
1 bus shelter

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

NNENENENEN

Industrial / Civic

\

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

NANENAN

shared lanes present




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave East to Fleetwood
Ave - On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 5ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

\

no pedestrian signals.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

NNENANEN

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave East to Fleetwood

Ave - On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v bus stops along New Scotland Ave.




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave East to Fleetwood Ave -
On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

AV ININIRN

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

<

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave East to Fleetwood Ave -
On New Scotland Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass 4

Flowers v

Trees 4

Litter / Trash v

Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels) v

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street 4

Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks

Front 30ft

Side
Street Furniture

Benches 4

Bike Racks v

Trash Receptacles v

Water Fountains v

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting v Allen to West Lawrence only.
Land Uses

Retail / Commercial 4

Open Space v

Single Family Residential v

Multi-Family Residential v

Industrial v

Mixed-Use v

Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design

Signage v

Bike Lanes v

Crosswalks v

Sidewalk Width v

OBSERVER: C. Schneider




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Fairview Ave - On
W Lawrence St DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

<\

Width: 6ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

NAYAYA

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

N ENAN RN

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

NENANAN

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Fairview Ave - On

W Lawrence St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v none present
To Civic/Institutional Areas v temple
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Fairview Ave - On W
Lawrence St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Fairview Ave - On W
Lawrence St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

= A Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

30ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NNANENENEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

(\

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

SESAS R

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

NEANAN




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St- On S
Allen St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
YES NO

Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 6ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

NAYAYA

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

N ENAN RN

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On S
Allen St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v

Bicycle Routes 4

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v

To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On S Allen St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

New Scotland Ave to Cliff St - On S Allen St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

30ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

SYANENENAN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

\

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

NESASEY

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

NNEN

Sidewalk Width




Washington Avenue and Lark Street



ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Lark St and
Washington Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
YES NO

Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v Fair

Width: 10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

v Fair

Crosswalks

4 Fair

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

\

some grass growing up through

white striping is fading.

cracks in sidewalks.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

NAYAYA

Transit

Bus Stop

4 Good

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

v Fair

Potholes

v Fair

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Lark St and
Washington Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition

Continuous Elements

Sidewalks v

Bicycle Routes 4

To Activity Centers v

To Civic/Institutional Areas v

To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements

To Residential Areas v

To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Lark St and Washington
Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NEAVEANAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southwest Quad - Lark St and Washington
Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

v

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

10ft-15ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NANENENEN

closest are located near Washington Park.
closest are located in Washington Park.

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

(\

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width

NEAVAN

OBSERVER: C. Schneider




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Lark St to Sprague Pl - On Western Ave DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalks v Fair to Poor
Width: __ 10ft
ADA Curb Ramps v Fair
Crosswalks v Poor can hardly see paint.
Paved Shoulders v
Place of Refuge/Median v
Bicycle Facilities
Bike Routes v
Bike Lanes v
Sharrows v Fair some are faded.
Paved Shoulders v
Transit
Bus Stop v Good
Bus Shelter v Good
Quality of Road Surface
Broken/Cracked v Fair to Poor
Potholes v Fair to Poor
Drain Grates v Fair to Poor |blocked by garbage included plastic and glass.
Debris (i.e. glass) v Fair to Poor |plastic and glass present.
Obstructions
Parked Cars v
Trees / Plants v




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Lark St to Sprague Pl - On Western Ave DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v Fair
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St to Sprague Pl - On Western Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

AN ININIRN

BRT and regular bus lines.

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

<

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

High Visibility

color stamped asphalt.

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts

few.




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St to Sprague Pl - On Western Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Aesthetics
Grass 4
Flowers v
Trees 4
Litter / Trash v
Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics
Gaps (vacant parcels) v
Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street v
Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks
Front 15ft
Side 10ft-15ft
Street Furniture
Benches v
Bike Racks 4
Trash Receptacles v
Water Fountains v
Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting v Lark to Henry Johnson Blvd.
Land Uses
Retail / Commercial v
Open Space v between Washington Ave and Central Ave.
Single Family Residential v
Multi-Family Residential v
Industrial v
Mixed-Use v
Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design
Signage v
Bike Lanes v
Crosswalks v
Sidewalk Width v




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St to Lexington Ave - On Central

Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 6ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

AN NN

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Good

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

only 1 present.

was flooded during walking audit.

minor debri.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Lark St to Lexington Ave - On Central

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Ave DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St to Lexington Ave - On Central Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

v

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

BRT and regular buses.

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

color stamped asphalt.

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts

few.




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St to Lexington Ave - On Central Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass v

Flowers v

Trees 4

Litter / Trash v

Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels) v

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street 4

Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks

Front 18-25ft

Side 10ft
Street Furniture

Benches v

Bike Racks v

Trash Receptacles v

Water Fountains v

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting v
Land Uses

Retail / Commercial v

Open Space v

Single Family Residential 4

Multi-Family Residential v

Industrial v

Mixed-Use v

Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design

Signage v

Bike Lanes v

Crosswalks v

Sidewalk Width v




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Elk West

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Fair

Width: 5-6ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

SN XS

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

AN NN

Transit

Bus Stop

\

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Fair

Potholes

Fair

Drain Grates

Fair

Debris (i.e. glass)

covered with garbage.
present only on drain grates.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Elk West DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Elk West DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: C. Schneider
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way v
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs v
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs v
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Elk West

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

many buildings boarded up.

Setbacks

Front

6ft

Side

6ft

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NRENENENEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

AN

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St North of Washington

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Fair to Poor

Width: 5ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Fair to Poor

Crosswalks

Fair to Poor

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

very narrow and difficult to walk.

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Fair

Paved Shoulders

some are beginning to fade.

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

NAYAYA

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Lark St North DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St North

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

v

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St North

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

12ft-15ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NENENENEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Elk East

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: __6-10ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Poor

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

AN NN

Transit

Bus Stop

\

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

NENANAN

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Elk East DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Elk East DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: C. Schneider
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Traffic Type/Activity
Cars v
Trucks v
Buses v
Bicyclists v
Pedestrians v
Road Width
1-2 Travel Lanes v
4 Travel Lanes v
6+ Travel Lanes v
One Way 4
Two Ways v
Traffic Signals / Signs v
Pedestrian Signals / Signs 4
On-street Parking v
Crosswalks
Striped / Surface Variation v
High Visibility v
Driver Behavior
Speeding v
Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs 4
Access Management
Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts v




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Elk East

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

15-20ft

Side

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NNANENANEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Washington South
to Hudson Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

General
YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 5ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

AN

Place of Refuge/Median

AN

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

AN NN

Transit

Bus Stop

\

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

minor.

minor.

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants

high obstruction potential for bicyclists.




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

Southeast Quad - Washington South to

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Hudson Ave DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v all residential.
To Civic/Institutional Areas v all residential.
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v On Lark Street.
To Transit v On Lark Street.




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Washington South to
Hudson Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts

few.




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Southeast Quad - Washington South to
Hudson Ave

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

General

YES NO Condition

COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass

Flowers

Trees

Litter / Trash

Planting Median / Buffer

minor.

Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels)

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street

Build to Line Close to Street

Setbacks

Front

8ft

Side

to steps.

Street Furniture

Benches

Bike Racks

Trash Receptacles

Water Fountains

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting

NANENENEN

Land Uses

Retail / Commercial

Open Space

\

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Industrial

Mixed-Use

Industrial / Civic

Consistent Design

Signage

Bike Lanes

Crosswalks

Sidewalk Width




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St S

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: K. Gaynor

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Pedestrian Facilities

Sidewalks

v

Width: 5ft

ADA Curb Ramps

Crosswalks

Paved Shoulders

Place of Refuge/Median

Bicycle Facilities

Bike Routes

Bike Lanes

Sharrows

Paved Shoulders

Transit

Bus Stop

Bus Shelter

Quality of Road Surface

Broken/Cracked

Potholes

Drain Grates

Debris (i.e. glass)

SN S

Obstructions

Parked Cars

Trees / Plants




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Lark St S DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes v
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Lark St S

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

v

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

present only at certain intersections.

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

High Visibility

striped.

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Lark St S DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: C. Schneider
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Aesthetics
Grass 4
Flowers v
Trees 4
Litter / Trash v minor.
Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics
Gaps (vacant parcels) v
Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street 4
Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks
Front 12ft-15ft
Side
Street Furniture
Benches v
Bike Racks v
Trash Receptacles v
Water Fountains v
Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting v
Land Uses
Retail / Commercial v
Open Space v
Single Family Residential 4
Multi-Family Residential v
Industrial v
Mixed-Use v
Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design
Signage v
Bike Lanes v
Crosswalks v just longitudinal, no ladder bars.
Sidewalk Width v




ACCESSIBILITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Washington East to Lark St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS
Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalks v
Width: 5-6ft
ADA Curb Ramps 4
Crosswalks v
Paved Shoulders v
Place of Refuge/Median v
Bicycle Facilities
Bike Routes v
Bike Lanes v
Sharrows v
Paved Shoulders v
Transit
Bus Stop 4
Bus Shelter v
Quality of Road Surface
Broken/Cracked v
Potholes v
Drain Grates v
Debris (i.e. glass) v
Obstructions
Parked Cars v
Trees / Plants v




CONNECTIVITY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION: Washington East to Lark St DATE: 6/10/15 OBSERVER: K. Gaynor
ELEMENTS YES no | General COMMENTS
Condition
Continuous Elements
Sidewalks v
Bicycle Routes 4
To Activity Centers v
To Civic/Institutional Areas v
To Open Space/Recreation v
Connected Elements
To Residential Areas v
To Transit v




SAFETY

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Washington East to Lark St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

ELEMENTS

YES

NO

General
Condition

COMMENTS

Traffic Type/Activity

Cars

Trucks

Buses

Bicyclists

Pedestrians

AV ININIRN

Road Width

1-2 Travel Lanes

4 Travel Lanes

(\

6+ Travel Lanes

One Way

Two Ways

Traffic Signals / Signs

Pedestrian Signals / Signs

On-street Parking

NAYAYA

Crosswalks

Striped / Surface Variation

\

High Visibility

Driver Behavior

Speeding

Running Traffic Signals/ Stop Signs

Access Management

Multiple Driveways / Curbcuts




PLACEMAKING ELEMENTS

CITY OF ALBANY COMPLETE STREETS AUDIT FORM

CORRIDOR SEGMENT / LOCATION:

Washington East to Lark St

DATE: 6/10/15

OBSERVER: C. Schneider

General
ELEMENTS YES NO Condition COMMENTS

Aesthetics

Grass 4

Flowers v

Trees 4

Litter / Trash v minor

Planting Median / Buffer v
Block Characteristics

Gaps (vacant parcels) v

Buildings Fronting/Oriented to Street 4

Build to Line Close to Street v
Setbacks

Front 20-30ft

Side
Street Furniture

Benches v

Bike Racks v

Trash Receptacles v

Water Fountains v

Pedestrian-Scaled Lighting v
Land Uses

Retail / Commercial v

Open Space v

Single Family Residential 4

Multi-Family Residential v

Industrial v

Mixed-Use v

Industrial / Civic v
Consistent Design

Signage v

Bike Lanes v

Crosswalks v

Sidewalk Width v




Appendix C

Mobile Mapping Map Set
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Appendix D

Mobile LIDAR Mapping Tables: Entire Focus Areas and Side Streets



The following tables include streetscaping elements and transportation elements for all six (6) mobile
LIDAR mapping focus areas. The data includes elements found both along the main corridors and one (1)
block on either side of the main corridors. The second line of information summarizes the number of
each elements present when subtracting out the main corridor from the whole focus area.

Streetscaping Elements — Entire Focus Areas and Side Streets

Focus Area Curb Ramps Street Lights Street Trees Median Refuges
Western Ave 30 46 33 0
Side Streets 7 21 10 0
Washington Ave 33 49 83 0
Side Streets 11 28 56 0
Central Ave 47 98 105 0
Side Streets 18 43 32 0
Clinton Ave 27 80 158 0
Side Streets 4 36 57 0
Broadway 23 46 10 0
Side Streets 2 17 2 0
Second Ave 27 35 61 0
Side Streets 0 19 29 0
Focus Area Total 187 354 450 0

Side Streets Total 42 164 186 0



Transportation Elements — Entire Focus Areas and Side Streets

Focus Area Bicycle Racks Bicycle Lanes (mi) Crosswalks Sidewalks (mi)
Western Ave 0 0 13 1.67
Side Streets 0 0 3 0.62
Washington Ave 0 0.45 20 1.69
Side Streets 0 0 7 0.96
Central Ave 6 0.04 29 3.48
Side Streets 0 0 9 2.10
Clinton Ave 0 1.48 20 2.67
Side Streets 0 0.15 6 1.42
Broadway 0 0.89 9 1.06
Side Streets 0 0 0 0.34
Second Ave 0 0 11 1.38
Side Streets 0 0 0 0.95
Focus Area Total 6 2.87 102 11.96
Side Streets Total 0 0.15 25 6.39
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City of Albany, New York

Standard Details



FACE OF CURB — ™

FINISHED GRADE
5" /

SEE NOTE 1

SEE NOTE 2—  JOINT
SEALER
[077705,070057705,7727777707 000 a ) 16
] <
> Q ”
/ 8
/ ap? S ap
PLACE CONCRETE a9 > e\
BACKING TO BOTTOM
OF BASE COURSE 47
RSN N OSSOSO
AT Lo e |\
¢ CONCRETE BACKING

COMPACTED SUBGRADE

NOTES:

1. EXPANSION JOINT MATERIAL SHALL BE INSTALLED
WHEN CURB IS SET AGAINST NEW OR EXISTING
SIDEWALK AS ORDERED BY THE ENGINEER.

2. FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION, A 6" CURB REVEAL SHALL
BE MAINTAINED. MATCH EXISTING REVEAL FOR CURB

REPLACEMENT OR RESETTING.
5. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ALL ITEMS ASSOCIATED

WITH GRANITE CURB INSTALLATION SHALL BE PAID FOR

UNDER ITEM 609.0201

3500 PSI

DRY MIX CONCRETE
CONTINUOUS BED

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

GRANITE CURB INSTALLATION
DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

DETAIL No.
C—1

02/05/14

C—1.DWG 05/01,/02




VARIES,
MINIMUM OF e\
6 N
6" Wy
I B /
ER R
8-12" PER w0 D
CITY OF ALBANY P
TRAFFIC SAFETY oA
- . “' . :“
']2L‘ _ H\»24,, B .. 4.44 B
2
3M WHITE
STAMARK ¥

NOTE:

TAPE

1. ALL TAPE TO BE WHITE 3M STAMARK TAPE.
2. NYSMUTCD MANUAL, SECTION 3B SHALL BE USED PER CITY OF ALBANY

TRAFFIC SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS.

CURB LINE

RAMP

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:
CROSSWALK DETAIL
Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE
CW—1 CW—1.DWG 12/9/03 02/05/14
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RAMP MEETS PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

4. SEE STANDARD SIDEWALK DETAIL FOR
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CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

STANDARD DETAILS

DRIVEWAY /SIDEWALK DROP
CURB DETAIL

FILE NAME: ~ |DATEISSUED | REVISION DATE







\
N

EXISTING DRIVEWAY
CONCRETE
MAGNESIUM FLOAT: SIDEWALK
FINISH (TYP)
GRASS BUFFER
STRIP
MATCH EXISTING
GRADE (TYP) -
, CURBING
AN
AN
AN

MAX. GRADIENT 1:12
WITH BROOM FINISH

VARIES, MATCH EXISTING
DRIVEWAY WIDTH

PAVED /

ROADWAY

NOTE:

1. CURB REVEALS SHALL BE 1/2" MAX WHERE
RAMP MEETS PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

2. INSTALL TOPSOIL TO A 6" MINIMUM DEPTH
IN BUFFER STRIP.

3. SIDEWALK SHALL BE INSTALLED FLUSH WITH
EXISTING DRIVEWAY.

4. SEED AND MULCH BUFFER STRIP.

5. SEE STANDARD SIDEWALK DETAIL FOR
SIDEWALK INSTALLATION. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

DRIVEWAY /SIDEWALK DROP CURB
WITH BUFFER STRIP DETAIL
(TYPE "B”) — CONCRETE APRON

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

DW—3 DW—3.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

EXCAVATION

NOTE:

TACK COAT J

(TYP) — NYSDOT l

ITEM 407.0101 \
/'
LIMITS |

|

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL

IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

I

COURSE — NYSDOT
ITEM 403.178202

ITEM 403.138902

12" SUBBASE COURSE —

18" LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 18" /f{%@m PAVEMENT
7y { 1
N NN\
|

1 1/2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP

TYPE 6F2,

3” ASPHALT CONCRETE BINDER
COURSE — NYSDOT TYPE 3,

NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

1. IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,

CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

2. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

3. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

NO SCALE

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

DETAIL NAME:

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

STANDARD DETAILS

STREET RESTORATION
ASPHALT PAVEMENT DETAIL

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

DETAIL No.

SR-1

FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED

SR—1.DWG 05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

18”

~ LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE

18" SAWCUT PAVEMENT

X

v

(TYP)

Ve

\d
X
X
S

f

, b

N
7
N
7
R
R
N

S

2

(AL,
>

X
>

pY

N
b NN
7/\\\ \\//\//\,

" B\ APPLY BONDING AGENT

EXISTING CONCRETE
PAVEMENT (TYP)

TACK COAT
(TYP) — NYSDOT
ITEM 407.0101

EXCAVATION LIMITS

NOTE:
1.

IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,

CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

2. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

5. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

TR
IN
SP

(TYP) — PER NYSDOT
SPECIFICATIONS

1 1/2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
— NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

8” CONCRETE FOUNDATION FOR
PAVEMENT 3500 PSI CLASS "C”
CONCRETE — NYSDOT ITEM 503.1010

12”7 SUBBASE COURSE — NYSDOT
TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

ENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL

6” LIFTS, COMPACT PER
ECIFICATIONS

NO SCALE

DETAIL NAME:

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

DETAIL No.

STREET RESTORATION
CONCRETE PAVEMENT DETAIL

FILE NAME:

SR-2

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14

SR—-2.DWG




EXISTING ASPHALT
PAVEMENT (TYP)

SAWCUT PAVEMENT,
TERMINATE AT PAVER
JOINT (TYP)

PAVING FABRIC

EXISTING PAVERS (TYP)

18” MIN ~ LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE ‘ 18” MIN
# s . 2
S8 NENEENRE

§‘//\\\ _ I " : § e % Y N v

‘<//< N . ‘.’h‘ ” ) »
NON—WOVEN - / //| c N
POLYPROPYLENE e - - \ :

|

RESET PAVERS IN |
MORTAR SETTING BED,

6"+ TOTAL DEPTH. |
MORTAR PAVER JOINTS

WITH NON SHRINK GROUT

WIRE FABRIC FOR CONCRETE \
REINFORCEMENT, NYSDOT
SPECIFICATION 709-02 |

—_ —_ — —

6” CONCRETE FOUNDATION
CLASS "C” CONCRETE
3500 PSI, NYSDOT

TYPE 503.1010 EXCAVATION LIMITS

NOTE:
1. HISTORIC DISTRICT LIMITS:

MADISON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO THE HUDSON RIVER
LARK STREET: MADISON AVE TO CLINTON AVENUE
CLINTON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO HUDSON RIVER

IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,
CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

HOT MIX ASPHALT PAVEMENT:

— FOR OVERLAY DEPTHS UP TO 1 1/27,
USE SINGLE COURSE NYSDOT
TYPE 6F2 TOP, ITEM 403.178202

— FOR OVERLAY DEPTHS OVER 1 1/2”
USE 1 1/2” NYSDOT TYPE 6F2 TOP,
OVER VARIABLE DEPTHS NYSDOT
TYPE 3 BINDER — ITEM 403.138902

12" SUBBASE COURSE
NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL
IN 6”7 LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY —

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

STREET RESTORATION — GRANITE /BRICK
PAVEMENT WITHIN HISTORIC DISTRICT

DETAIL No. FILE NAME:

SR—-3.DWG

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer

SR-3

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT SAWCUT PAVEMENT,
PAVEMENT (TYP) TERMINATE AT PAVER
JOINT (TYP)

18" MIN LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 18" MIN

X

|

IR /\/\\\//\\\/ s RS

E

| .' N

\ EXISTING PAVERS (TYP)
g'lli‘\YCPK) EO?ITYSDOT 1 1/2” ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
ITEM 407.0101 NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

| 3” ASPHALT CONCRETE BINDER COURSE

| NYSDOT TYPE 3, ITEM 403.138902

|

\ 12” SUBBASE COURSE

EXCAVATION  LIMITS NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL |
IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER |
SPECIFICATIONS  ——— — — — —

NOTE:
1. HISTORIC DISTRICT LIMITS:

MADISON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO THE HUDSON RIVER
LARK STREET: MADISON AVE TO CLINTON AVENUE
CLINTON AVENUE: LARK STREET TO HUDSON RIVER

2. IF LIMITS OF TRENCHING EXCEEDS 50 FEET,
CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLETE CURB TO CURB
MILLING PER CITY DETAILS.

3. ALL PAVEMENT MARKINGS DISTURBED SHALL BE
RESTORED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY.

4. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATION. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION — GRANITE/BRICK
PAVEMENT OUT OF HISTORIC DISTRICT

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-4 SR—4.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




EXISTING ASPHALT

PAVEMENT (TYP) SEAL ALL JOINTS
18" LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 18" (STAYVL%\UT PAVEMENT
</<\</<\<//<\§/>\ i Dl ilor g 2§/>\\>/>\>/>\>
N | K

|
BOND BREAKER |
(TYP) \ |
\ ’ 20" SUBBASE COURSE
‘ | NYSDOT TYPE 2, ITEM 304.12
\ I COMPACT IN 6" LIFTS
EXCAVATION LIMITS - - — =

TRENCH BACKFILL, BACKFILL
IN 6" LIFTS, COMPACT PER
SPECIFICATIONS

NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING TEMPORARY WEARING SURFACE
UNTIL PERMANENT PAVEMENT IS IN PLACE. TEMPORARY CONCRETE WEARING SURFACE
SHALL BE REMOVED AND PERMANENT PAVEMENT RESTORATION COMPLETED NO LATER

THAN MAY 15. PERMANENT PAVEMENT RESTORATION SHALL BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE
WITH CITY STANDARD DETAILS AND TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY OF ALBANY.

2. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

6” TEMPORARY 2500 PSI CONCRETE

3. ALL WORK SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE CITY. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION — WINTER CONDITIONS
NOVEMBER 1 — APRIL 15

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-5 SR—5.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




| W/2 | W/2 |

? N

AN
W \\
¢ N G OF ROADWAY

//
/ ALTERNATE TERMINATION
7/ LINES, A.0.B.E

/

EXISTING PAVEMENT | END OF NEW OVERLAY

NOTE:

1. BUTT JOINTS WILL BE REQUIRED AT THE TERMINATION
OF ALL NEW PERMANENT PAVING. NO FEATHERING
WILL BE PERMITTED.

2. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

STREET RESTORATION
PAVEMENT TERMINATION DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SR-6 SR—6.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




LIMITS OF ROADWAY

NOTE:

1. PAVEMENT MILLING OPERATION SHALL EXTEND
5 FEET BEYOND THE LIMITS OF TRENCHING OR
AS ORDERED BY THE ENGINEER.

2. TRUING AND LEVELING COURSE SHALL BE INSTALLED
PER THE DIRECTION OF THE CITY.

3. ALL JOINTS TO BE SEALED WITH ASPHALT
EMULSION (AC—20) PER NYSDOT SPECIFICATIONS.

MILL A MINIMUM OF 2" OF

[ ! EXISTING TOP COURSE FROM
— \ [ ROADWAY

LIMITS OF TRENCH EXCAVATION.
REFER TO DETAIL SR—1 FOR FULL DEPTH
TACK COAT PAVING RESTORATION REQUIREMENTS

2" ASPHALT CONCRETE TOP COURSE
NYSDOT TYPE 6F2, ITEM 403.178202

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

PAVEMENT MILLING AND
STREET RESTORATION

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |PETAIL No. FILE NAME:

SR-=7 SR—-7.DWG

DATE ISSUED

05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE

02,/05/14




— 67 FOR DRIVEWAYS AND TRAFFIC AREAS
4”7 FOR ALL OTHER AREAS

PANEL LAYOUT AOBE

PREMOLDED BITUMINOUS
EXPANSION JOINT FILLER
W/ SEALANT AT 20" O.C.

MfAXVA g ! AL SRNANPIN 7 %
- S {\///1277‘/5\//%?\77/5\//%\3%\///\;/
87 xB” xW4xW4
6” MIN. CRUSHED REINFORCING MESH
STONE, NYSDOT AT MID DEPTH
ITEM 304.12

NOTES:

1. THE CONCRETE USED SHALL BE PORTLAND CEMENT, AIR—ENTRAINED,

CLASS "A”" CONCRETE WITH AN AIR CONTENT OF 5%, MIN., TO 7%, MAX.,
AND A SLUMP OF THREE INCHES, MIN., TO FIVE INCHES, MAX.

2. ALL SIDEWALKS SHALL BE FINISHED WITH A MAGNESIUM FLOAT FINISH
UNLESS DIRECTED OTHERWISE BY THE CITY.

3. EXPANSION JOINTS TO BE PLACED BETWEEN ADJACENT SLABS, AT
BUILDING LINE, AT CURBS, OR AT PENETRATING STRUCTURES.

4. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ALL ITEMS ASSOCIATED WITH SIDEWALK
INSTALLATION SHALL BE PAID FOR UNDER ITEM 608.0101

CITY OF ALBANY —

NO SCALE

STANDARD DETAILS
DETAIL NAME:

DIVISION OF ENGINEERING

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION
DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |DETAIL No.

FILE NAME:

DATE ISSUED
SW—1 SW—1.DWG 05/01/02

REVISION DATE
02,/05 /14




— 6”7 FOR DRIVEWAYS AND TRAFFIC AREAS
4” FOR ALL OTHER AREAS

MATCH EXISTING PANEL LAYOUT

PREMOLDED BITUMINOUS

EXPANSION JOINT FILLER
W/ SEALANT

ﬂTCH EXISTING SLOPE
P N\ ) — - N L i p N
PN & < H ? j .\ B 'é .
\ RO, A\/A\ RLY,
67x6" xW4x W4
6” MIN. CRUSHED STONE REINFORCING MESH
AT MID DEPTH

NOTES:

1. THE CONCRETE USED SHALL BE PORTLAND CEMENT, AIR—ENTRAINED,
CLASS "A” CONCRETE WITH AN AIR CONTENT OF 5%, MIN., TO 7%, MAX.,

AND A SLUMP OF THREE INCHES, MIN., TO FIVE INCHES, MAX.

2. ALL CONCRETE SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT SHALL BE TO FULL PANEL LIMITS,
PARTIAL PANEL REPLACEMENT SHALL NOT BE ALLOWED.

3. ALL SIDEWALKS SHALL BE FINISHED WITH A MAGNESIUM FLOAT FINISH
UNLESS DIRECTED OTHERWISE BY THE CITY.

4. ALL CURBING SHALL BE RESET OR REPLACED AS REQUIRED, IN

ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY DETAILS.
5. EXPANSION JOINTS TO BE PLACED BETWEEN ADJACENT SLABS, AT BUILDING

LINE, AT CURBS, OR AT PENETRATING STRUCTURES. NO SCALE
CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS
DETAIL NAME:
SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT
DETAIL
Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE
SW-2 SW—2.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05/14




BROOM FINISH
(TYP)

MAX. GRADIENT 1:12

CONCRETE
SIDEWALK
ADA DETECTABLE WARNING

GRANITE
CURBING

PAVED
ROADWAY

NOTES:

1. CURB SHALL BE FLUSH WITH
PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

2. SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR CURB
AND SIDEWALK INSTALLATION.

5. SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR ADA
DETECTABLE WARNING STRIP INSTALLATION.

4. INSTALLATION SHALL MEET ALL APPLICABLE

ADA CODES AND STANDARDS. NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

SIDEWALK RAMP AT STREET
DETAIL

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor
Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer DETAIL No. FILE NAME: DATE ISSUED REVISION DATE

SW—3 SW—3.DWG 05,/01,/02 02,/05 /14




CURB /

NOTE:

1. CURB SHALL BE FLUSH WITH
PAVEMENT AT ROADWAY.

2. SEE STANDARD DETAILS FOR CURB
AND SIDEWALK INSTALLATION.

5. SEE STANDARD DETAIL FOR ADA

4. INSTALLATION SHALL MEET ALL

ADA DETECTABLE WARNING

DETECTABLE WARNING STRIP INSTALLATION.

APPLICABLE ADA CODES AND STANDARDS.

BROOM FINISH (TYP)

NO SCALE

CITY OF ALBANY — DIVISION OF ENGINEERING
STANDARD DETAILS

DETAIL NAME:

Kathy M. Sheehan, Mayor

SIDEWALK RAMP AT
STREET CORNER DETAIL

Randall J. Milano, P.E., City Engineer |DETAIL No.

SW—4

FILE NAME:
SW—4.DWG

DATE ISSUED
05,/01,/02

REVISION DATE
02,/05 /14




Sample Green Infrastructure

Standard Details



Below is a sample of green infrastructure standard detail references.

Standard Detail References for Green Infrastructure

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Stormwater Management Design Manual
http://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/29072.html

Onondaga County Green Infrastructure Program — Standard Details
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2013/06/72Z-09A 2015UnitPrice Vol2.pdf

Onondaga County, New York Save the Rain Program Green Infrastructure Maintenance
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2011/10/MaintenanceTrainingBinder.pdf

Example Green Infrastructure Projects

Onondaga County Green Infrastructure Improvements — Pipe and Tube Railings
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/0Onondaga-County-Public-Libraries-Tech-Specs-for-Bid.pdf

Onondaga County Green Infrastructure Improvements — Downspout Disconnections
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2013/07/1690Disconnections FinalSpecBook.pdf

Onondaga County Green Infrastructure Improvements — Garage Stormwater Bioretention
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/C-07 OnCenter _Garage Final Submittal For Bid.pdf

Onondaga County Green Infrastructure Improvements — Tree/Vegetation Protection Barrier
http://savetherain.us/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/OnCenter_Bundle Final Tech Specs For Bid.pdf




City of Albany, New York
Street Tree Purchasing and Planting



Purpose/Intent
The City of Albany is soliciting bids for the purchase and planting of trees to be installed on city streets
and parkways during the spring and fall. The exact number and locations have not been decided on.

It has been the City’s intent to improve the diversification and species selection of trees dependent on
the planting site, to that end we are seeking suppliers that will make an effort to meet our goals.
Specifically; we wish to avoid over planting of certain tree species, we must consider site limitations
such as overhead lines and underground utilities, and proximity to building structures on narrow streets.

The work covered by this contract consists of planting trees either between the sidewalk and street or
on front lawns within the city right-of-way. Planting locations will be provided by the City.

Trees

Trees are to be 2 “-2 %" calipers. Since they will be planted along streets and sidewalks they must
branch as high above ground as possible for the species. Balled and Burlap, (B&B), or bare root trees
may be used. The contractor shall call the City Forester or Assistant Forester at the Department of
General Services and arrange for an inspection of the trees before they are planted. Trees must be in
good health, free of pests and disease and serious injury. Substandard trees will be rejected.

Site Preparation

Planting sites that have existing sidewalk, (concrete, bricks, blacktop), will be prepared by the City, and
the contractor will be advised when ready. The City will remove locations with tree stumps or a new
planting location will be chosen. The Contractor will remove small stumps, tree roots and loose stones.
The contractor will provide clean topsoil fill as needed to bring planting sites up to grade of surrounding
area.

Planting
The work shall be accomplished according to accepted horticultural practice: the hole will be two times

the diameter of the root ball in width and will be dug deep enough so that the top of the root ball or
root collar is level with the surrounding ground; any wrap, burlap, twine, nylon cord will be cut/removed
from the tree stem or trunk; where possible wire baskets will be removed from the ball or at least cut
below the top few inches of the root ball; ‘Gels cape’ or other moisture retention products may be used,
but not required; stakes and guy wires shall be installed as needed, hose or protective material must be
long enough to go completely around the tree stem so that wire does not cut into tree; wrap or other
material should be used to protect trees during transport but is not required after planting; a layer of
wood chip mulch, (not compost), will be placed around the tree.

Guarantee

All plantings shall be guaranteed for a period of one year. If within one year of the tree planting the City
determines that a tree is dead or partly dead, the contractor shall replace such plantings as soon as
possible at their own expense. The contractor shall not be responsible for damage done by obvious
vandalism or traffic accident.

Inspection
All work shall be subject to continuous inspection and evaluation of the City Forester and/or Assistant

Forester.



Work Jurisdiction

The contractor shall have the ability to follow maps or directions provided by the City. All work will take
place within the boundaries of the City of Albany, NY. The Contractor must be familiar with the City of
Albany street system.

Traffic Maintenance and Protection

The Contractor shall be responsible for maintaining adequate safety precautions commensurate with
traffic conditions while working. Flagmen shall be used when operations could interfere with traffic
safety or flow.

Where parked vehicles interfere with planting locations, the Contractor shall be responsible for having
sites posted “NO Parking” by contacting the City of Albany Traffic Safety Division, 458-5628. The Albany
Police Dept. Traffic Division shall be notified in advance when interference with traffic is excessive. No
street is to be closed to traffic without permission of the Albany Police Department.

No open excavation shall be left unbarricaded by the Contractor. The planting area shall be cleaned up
and brought up to grade to the satisfaction of the City Forester

Equipment
The Contractor shall provide all equipment for; digging and preparing the planting pit, for staking and
cleanup.



Additional Standard Detail/Desigh Guidance Resources



New York State Highway Design Manual

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 2: Design Criteria
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 02.pdf

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-

repository/chapt 02a.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Desigh Manual — Chapter 5: Basic Design
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-

repository/chapt 5 final.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 7: Resurfacing, Restoration, and Rehabilitation
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 07.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 10: Roadside Design, Guide Rail, and Appurtenances

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgqab/hdm/hdm-
repository/rev. 64 HDM Ch10.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 11: Signs, Sighals, and Delineation

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 11.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 13: Utilities
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/hdm13.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 17: Bicycle Facility Design

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 17.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 18: Pedestrian Facility Design

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 18.pdf

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-
repository/chapt 18a.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 23: Railroads
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dgab/hdm/hdm-repository/chapt 23.pdf

= NYS DOT Highway Design Manual — Chapter 25: Traffic Calming
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dqab/hdm/chapter-25




Smart Growth America: City of New Haven Complete Streets Design Manual
https://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/app/legacy/documents/cs/policy/cs-ct-newhaven-manual.pdf

National Association of City Transportation Officials: Urban Street Design Guide
http://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/

National Association of City Transportation Officials: Urban Bikeway Design Guide
http://nacto.org/publication/urban-bikeway-design-guide/

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD): Part 8 Traffic Control for Railroad and Light Rail
Transit Grade Crossings
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2009r1r2/part8.pdf

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD): Traffic Control for Bicycle Facilities
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2009r1r2/part9.pdf

American Association of Station Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO):
Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities (2012)

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO):
Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities (2004)
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Introduction

Per federal requirements, the Capital District Transportation Committee (CDTC) undertakes an analysis
of Environmental Justice in all Community and Transportation Linkage Planning Program (Linkage
Program) initiatives to evaluate if transportation concepts and recommendations impact Environmental
Justice populations. Impacts may be defined as those that are positive, negative and neutral as
described in CDTC’s Environmental Justice Analysis document, published March 2014 (available at
http://www.cdtcmpo.org/ej/ej.htm). The goal of this analysis is to ensure that both the positive and

negative impacts of transportation planning conducted by CDTC and its member agencies are fairly
distributed and that defined Environmental Justice populations do not bear disproportionately high and
adverse effects.

This goal has been set to:

e Ensure CDTC’s compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which states that “no
person in the United States shall, on the basis of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from
participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program
or activity receiving Federal financial assistance,”

e Assist the United State Department of Transportation’s agencies in complying with Executive
Order 12898 stating, “Each Federal agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its
mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority
populations and low-income populations.”

e Address FTA C4702.1B TITLE VI REQUIREMENTS AND GUIDELINES FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT
ADMINISTRATION RECIPIENTS, which includes requirements for MPOs that are some form of a
recipient of FTA, which CDTC is not.

Data and Analysis

In developing a methodology for its most recent analysis, CDTC staff created demographic parameters
using Summary File 1 data from the 2010 United States Census as well as data from the 2007-2011
American Community Survey (ACS). Threshold values were assigned at the census tract level to identify
geographic areas with significant populations of minority or low-income persons. Tracts with higher than
the regional average percentage of low-income or minority residents are included on Map 1 as
Environmental Justice populations. Minority residents are defined as those who identify themselves as
anything but white only, not Hispanic or Latino. Low-income residents are defined as those whose
household income falls below the poverty line.
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The transportation patterns of low-income and minority populations in CDTC’s planning area are
depicted in Table 1, using the commute to work as a proxy for all travel. The greatest absolute
difference between the defined minority and non-minority population is in the Drive Alone and Transit
categories: The non-minority population is 17.5% more likely to drive alone, slightly more likely to work
at home, 10.1% less likely to take transit, and is also less likely to carpool, walk, or use some other
method to commute. The greatest absolute difference between the defined low-income population and
the non-low-income population follows the same trend, with the non-low-income population 20.9%
more likely to drive alone and 11.7% less likely to commute via transit.

Table 1. Commute Mode 4-County NY Capital Region
By Race Drive Carpool | Transit | Other Walk Workat
Alone Home
All Workers (16+) 80.0% 8.3% 3.2% 1.2% 3.6% 3.7%
White Alone Not Hispanic or Latino 82.5% 7.8% 1.8% 1.0% 2.9% 3.9%
Minority 65.0% 11.0% | 11.9% 2.1% 7.4% 2.6%
By Income Drive Carpool | Transit | Other Walk Work at
Alone Home
g;t\’::lrfzzgiﬁg whompoverty | o200 | 83% | 32% | 12% | 3.0% | 3.6%
At/Above 100% Poverty Level 81.7% 8.2% 2.6% 1.1% 2.8% 3.6%
Below 100% Poverty Level 60.8% 10.2% | 14.3% 3.1% 7.7% 3.9%

Data: American Community Survey 2011 5-year estimates, tables BO8105H + B08122. Other incl. taxi, motorcycle, bicycle.

Much of the City of Albany Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual area, which is the City of Albany,
is included in the Environmental Justice area based on City Census Tracts having a higher than regional
average percentage of minority and low-income residents. Consideration for including these populations
in the planning process was given in the following ways:

e The Internet was used to display and advertise information about the study.

e Social media was used to provide information and input opportunities.

e Two formal public participation opportunities were provided, with meetings held in the evening
in transit accessible locations to neighborhood residents.

e Public comment was accepted throughout the study process.

e Final products will be posted to CDTC's website, the City of Albany’s website and social media.

Conclusion

CDTC defines plans and projects with a primary or significant focus on transit, bicycling, walking, or
carpool as being “positive”. As the primary purpose of the City of Albany Complete Streets Policy and
Design Manual is to consider the convenient access and mobility on the street by all users of all ages,
including motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and public transportation users, which includes



neighborhoods with Environmental Justice populations, it has been determined that the City of Albany
Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual will have a positive impact on the effected populations.
The Policy and Design Manual makes recommendations for streets, sidewalks, streetscapes, and
intersections for each of six (6) land use/street typologies, access management and streetscape
improvements to implement complete streets, which, if implemented, will provide positive benefits for
Environmental Justice populations in the City. However, examination of regional equity impacts would
be necessary if any transportation action is considered for inclusion in CDTC's Transportation
Improvement Program.

Environmental Features Scan

CDTC’s New Visions 2040 regional transportation plan encourages smart growth as well as investment
and development in urban areas as a method to protect natural resources. Smart growth policies also
help to protect rural character and open space, and protect quality of life in the Capital Region. CDTC
has undertaken review of natural and cultural resource mapping, and for the development of the
Regional Transportation Plan consulted with federal, state and local agencies on environmental issues as
an important part of the environmental mitigation process. Along with evaluating the impacts to
environmental systems of candidate transportation projects for federal funds, CDTC documents the
environmental systems present in the study areas for Linkage Program planning initiatives.

Map 2 provides an overview of the environmental systems present in the City of Albany, the area
covered by the Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual. CDTC uses GIS mapping of the below
environmental systems to screen for potential project impacts. Features within 0.25 miles of the City are
included in Map 2 and highlighted in bold text in the list below. Implementation of the Policy and Design
Manual (such as new facilities on a new alignment) may be subject to requirements under the NYS
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and/or National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and are the
responsibility of the implementing agency.

Environmental features include:

¢ sole source aquifers o federal parks and lands

* aquifers e state parks and forests

® reservoirs e state unique areas

» water features (streams, lakes, rivers) o state wildlife management areas
¢ wetlands ¢ county forests and preserves
e watersheds ¢ municipal parks and lands

¢ 100 year flood plains ¢ land trust sites

¢ rare animal populations * NYS DEC lands

¢ rare plant populations ¢ Adirondack Park

¢ significant ecological sites e agricultural districts

¢ significant ecological communities e agriculture parcels in farm use
¢ state historic sites ¢ Class | & Il soils

¢ national historic sites ¢ Parcels Taxed as Farmland

¢ national historic register districts
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The following is an all-inclusive sample checklist for the City of Albany to consider.

The City will need to determine what is most appropriate to be included in a checklist.



For Administrative Use Only

City of Albany Complete Streets Review Checklist project

Completion Date:

Form A - Construction and Reconstruction Projects i -
ile Location:

The City of Albany Complete Streets Policy will support the development of a transportation network that better accommodates people of all ages and
abilities and supports all modes of transportation. The Policy shall be consistent with and assist in achieving the goals and recommendations set forth
by the City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan (2009), the Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan (2012) and the City of Albany Complete Streets Ordinance
(2013). This checklist is intended to serve as a useful tool to ensure that all future construction and reconstruction incorporates elements that increase
access and mobility within the City and region. It is the goal of this checklist to ensure that all street projects are developed with the intent of creating
and maintaining a place that is desirable for those who live, work and visit the City. During evaluation, the four guiding principles defined below
should be considered:

/Q\ Accessibility: being able to move from one location to
&o (5 another with ease no matter the age or ability of a
~__~~ community member. Accessibility is enhanced with the
presence of pedestrian, bicycle and transit facilities.

Safety: providing a safer environment for all users no
I matter the mode of transportation being utilized.

Connectivity: the ability to connect modes of transportation ==} Placemaking: creating a livable, walkable and vibrant
@5 as well as neighborhoods, major destinations and nodes of %} community by incorporating elements that enhance the
activity. quality of life@nd help neighborhoods develop a sense

of place.

Instructions: This form is to be completed by the project sponsor and provided to 6ther City departments, divisions and additional stakeholders
for review, comment and signature, as identified on page 8 of this document.

Project Information

Project Name: Date:

Project Location/Limits (attach map):

Project Sponsor: [ City Department: O Private Developer O Other

Additional Project Sponsor:

Project Contact:

Project Type: [0 Reconstruction 1 New Construction O Maintenance

If the project type is maintenance only, pleaserefer to Form B which addresses maintenance, utility work and micro projects.

Anticipated Project Cost:

Funding Source(s):

Anticipated Project Duration (start date and anticipated end date):

Describe scope of work to be performed (attach additional sheets as necessary):

Does the project involve work that will impact the right-of-way including streets, sidewalks, the buffer zoneetc.? 0 Yes [ No [O Unknown

If yes, please complete the remainder of this form.

If no, the project is not required to incorporate new complete street elements. Therefore, the remainder of this form does not need to be completed.

If it is unknown whether the project will impact right-of-way, streets, sidewalks or buffer zone, please coordinate with the City.




Existing Conditions

Right-of-Way

E-1 What are the dimensions of the existing right-of- | Dimensions:
way?
Street Classifications
E-2 What is the functional classification(s) for the O Principal Arterial Comments:
street(s)? Check all that apply. Click here for O Minor Arterial
functional classification descriptions or click O Maior Collect
here to determine the functional classifications ajor toflector
within the project area. O Local Street
E-3 Which land use/street typology best represents O Downtown Comments:
the project location? Check more than one if O Neighborhood Mixed Use
necessary. Click here for land use/street
¥ _— / O Neighborhood Residential
typology descriptions.
O Boulevard
O Community Commercial
O Community Mixed Use
O Industrial
Context
E-4 What are the primary land uses in the project O Residential Comments:
location? O Commercial
O Mixed Use
O Industrial
O Institutional
O Other
Data
E-5 Does traffic data exist for the project location? If | Average Daily Traffic: Comments:
yes, please provide available data: PedMian Cotints:
Bicycle Counts:
Truck Volumes or %:
Other:
E-6 Please describe the turning Describe:
movements/intersections that exist within the
project area.
Initiatives
E-7 Are there adopted/approved plans or studies O Yes List:
that relate to the project location? If yes, please | @ g
list.




Existing Street Elements

E-8 Using the following list, check all Qty. Qty.
complete street elements that exist O Benches O Transit
within the project area. Record ) o
quantities as applicable. O Bicycle Racks O Lane Striping
[0 Trash Receptacles O Sharrows
O Bus Shelters O Buffered Bicycle Lanes
O Bus Pull-Outs O Share the Road Signage
O Crosswalks O Traffic Calming Measures
OO Curb Ramps [0 Street Trees
O Sidewalks O Green Infrastructure
O Pedestrian Control Signals O Medians
[0 Pedestrian Bus Access O Road Diets
O Pedestrian Scale Lighting O Other
Accessibility
E-9 On a scale from 1to 5 (1 being the 1 2 3 4 5 Pedestrians Comments:
lowest), how well does the project area 1 2 3 4 5 Bicyclists
dat d for th
accom.mo ate access and use for the 1 2 3 4 5 Transit Riders
following users?
1 2 3 4 5 Personswith Disabilities
1 2 3 4 5 Vehicles
E-10 | Are ADA standards currently met within O Sidewalk Width Comments:
the project area? O CurbRamps
O Slope
O Detectables
O Other
E-11 | Which of the following elements act as O utility,Poles Explain:
physical obstructions to pedestrians, O Strores
bicyclists, vehicles or transit? Please .
) I, Transit Stops
Explain.
[l Loading Zones
[J. _<Snow Storage Locations
O Parking Spaces/Lots
L1 " Traffic Calming Elements
[0 Other
O None
E-12 | On ascale from 1to 5 (1 being the 1 2 3 4 5 Comments:
lowest), rate the condition of the road
surface(s) in the project area?
Connectivity
E-13 | On ascale from 1 to 5 (1 being the 1 2 3 4 5 N/A Comments:
lowest), please rate the condition of the
existing sidewalks, if present.
E-14 | If present, are sidewalks within the O Yes Comments:
project area in compliance with City of O No
Albany standards? Click here for the City
of Albany sidewalk standards.
E-15 | Are designated bicycle routes present? If | [0 Yes Identify:
yes, please identify. O No
E-16 | Is the project area located on a bus O Yes Comments:
route? O No




E-17 | If yes, are bus stops located O Yes Comments:
appropriately? O No
O N/A
E-18 | Check the amenities that exist for | Qty. Qty.
transit riders and record
quantities. O Bicycle Racks [0 Mobile Bus Route Map and Schedule
O Bus Shelter O Trash Receptacles
O Parking O Benches
[0 Posted Bus Route Map and Schedule O Other
E-19 | Do centers of activity, areas of interest O VYes Describe:
or other important destinations exist O No
within the project area? Please describe.
Safety
E-20 | What is the speed limit(s) in the project O 1-10 mph Comments:
area? O 10-20 mph
O 20-30 mph
O 30-40 mph
O 40-50 mph
E-21 | If pedestrian-scale lighting exists within O Yes Comments:
the project area, is it sufficient? O No
E-22 | If insufficient, what characteristic makes | O Deficient Light Level Explain:
the lighting insufficient? Please check all O Limited Quantity
that apply and explain.
PPYY P O Inappropriate Placemént
O Poor Working Condition
O Other
E-23 | Is a pedestrian refuge or curb bump out O Yes Comments:
available? 0 No
E-24 | Are there intersections within the O «es O N/A List:
project area with a history of conflict? If O No
yes, please list intersection(s)@and
common conflict type(s).
E-25 | Which of the following act as visual O Utility Poles Comments:
obstructions to pedestrians, bicyclists, 0 Sieck Tees
vehicles and/or transit? .
O Transit Stops
O Loading Zones
O Parked Vehicles
O Signage
O Buildings
O Other
O None
E-26 | Aresidewalk surfaces level and even (i.e. | OO Yes Explain:
no trip hazards)? Please explain. O No
O N/A
E-27 | Is traffic signage placed appropriately? O Yes Comments:
O No
E-28 | Is the signage conveying intent? Please O Yes Explain:
explain. O No




E-29 | Is wayfinding present? O Yes Comments:
O No
E-30 | Is the wayfinding useful in assisting with O Yes Explain:
navigation? Please explain. O No
E-31 | Onscale from 1to 5 (1 being the least N/A 1 2 3 4 5 Lanelines Comments:
visible), how visible are street markings N/A 1 2 3 4 5 Crosswalks
(paint) within the project area?
N/A 1 2 3 4 5 StopBars
E-32 | Are traffic calming elements present? If O Yes List:
yes, please list. O No
Placemaking
E-33 | If present, please rate street trees and 1 2 3 4 5 Shade Comments:
plantings in the project area for each of 1 2 5 Aesthetics
the following characteristics. .
12 5 Condition
1 2 3 4 5 Placement
N/A
E-34 | Are the following street elements placed | Street Lights O Yes O No Explain:
consistently throughout the project Benches O VYes O No
area? Please explain.
Street Trees O vYes™ p.O0 No
Traffic Signals O _Yes | O No
Pedestrian Signals I Yes O “Ne
Plantings L] Yes O No
Signage O ‘Yes O No
Bicycle Racks O Yes. [ O No
Curb Design O .Yes | O No
E-35 | Are the street elements present in the Street Lights O Yes O No Explain:
project area similar in design and o nches O VYes O No
appearance? Please Explain.
A 2 Street Trees O Yes O No
Traffic Signals O Yes O No
Pedestrian Signals O Yes O No
Plantings O Yes O No
Signage O Yes O No
Bicycle Racks O Yes O No
Curb Design O Yes O No
E-36 | Does the streetscape complement O Yes Explain:
and/or support land use (i.e. encourage O No
active sidewalks and vibrant street walls)
in the project area? Please explain.
E-37 | Are outdoor cafes, community gathering | 00 Yes Qty.: Comments:
spaces etc. found in the project area? If O No
yes, please provide quantity.
E-38 | Please record typical block lengths or Block lengths: Comments:
maximum/minimum block lengths within
the project area.
E-39 | Is stormwater addressed in the project O Yes Describe:
area? If yes, please describe the O No

management techniques.




Prop

osed Project

Right-of-Way

P-1 Is there sufficient right-of-way to accommodate Yes Explain:
the proposed project? If no, please explain. No

Plans and Studies

P-2 Is the proposed project aligned with initiatives Yes O N/A (noplan or Explain:
of a previously approved plan or study that No study currently
references the project area? Please explain. exists)

Streetscape Guidelines

P-3 Does the proposed building use zone width Yes O N/A Explain:
meet the guidelines for this land use/street No
typology? If no, please explain. Click here for
building use zone guidelines.

P-4 Does the proposed pedestrian zone width meet Yes O N/A Explain:
the guidelines for this land use/street typology? No
If no, please explain. Click here for pedestrian
zone guidelines.

P-5 Does the proposed buffer zone width meet the Yes O N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/street typology? If No
no, please explain. Click here for buffer zone
guidelines.

Street Guidelines

P-7 Does the proposed transit lane width meet the Yes O N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/street typology? If No
no, please explain. Click here for transit lane
guidelines.

P-8 Does the proposed travel lane width meet the Yes O “N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/street typology? If No
no, please explain. Click here for travel lane
guidelines.

P-9 Does the proposed turn lane width meet the Yes O N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/streettypology? If No
no, please explain. Click here fér turn lane
guidelines.

P-10 | Does the proposed bicycle lane width meet/the Yes O N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/street typology? If No
no, please explain. Click here for bicycle lane
guidelines.

P-11 | Does the proposed parking lane width meet the Yes O N/A Explain:
guidelines for this land use/street typology? If No
no, please explain. Click here for parking lane
guidelines.

Intersection Guidelines

P-12 | Do two land use/street typologies meet at this Yes Comments:
intersection? No

P-13 | Does the treatment carry throughout the entire Yes O N/A Explain:
intersection? If no, where is the mode directed? No
Please explain.

P-14 | Does the proposed project address existing Yes O N/A Explain:

conflicts in the project area? Please explain.

No




P-15 | Is a traffic safety analysis or traffic study needed | O Yes Explain:
prior to design and implementation? Please O No
explain.

P-16 | Does the intersection(s) for the proposed O Yes O nN/A Comments:
project meet the intersection guidelines for O No
complete streets treatments as identified in
Chapter 5?

Safety

P-17

safety? Please explain.

How will the proposed project improve public

Explain:

Stormwater Management

P-18

Which of the stormwater management
measures are incorporated as part of the
project? Please identify each measure.

O Other

O Traditional Stormwater Practices

O Green Infrastructure

Modes of Transportation

Pedestrians
P-19 | Which pedestrian facilities | O Sidewalks Explain:
are provided as part of O Gresswalls
this project? Please
p. g O Enhanced Crosswalks
explain why complete
streets elements related O Curbed Islands/Medians
to pedestrians cannot or O Pedestrian-scale Lighting
will not bg proylded as O Crossing Signals
part of this project.
O Benches
[0 Street Trees
O Wayfinding
O Trash Receptacles
O Landscaping
O Other
P-20 | Are sidewalks providedon | OO Yes O N/A Comments:
both sides of the street? O -No
Bicyclists
P-21 | Which bicycle facilities will | ThwShared Traffic Lanes Explain:
be provided? Please O Buffered Bicycle Lanes
explain why complete .
O Protected Bicycle Lanes
streets elements related
to bicycles cannot or will O Strlped BiCyCIe Facilities
not be provided as part of | [0 Bicycle Boxes
this project. [0 Contra-flow Bicycle Lanes
O Bicycle Racks
O Other
P-22 | Is the posted speed limit O Yes Comments:
greater than or equal to O No

30 mph?




Transit Drivers/Riders

P-23 | Which transit facilities are | 0 Transit Lanes Explain:
provided as part of this O Bus Aprons
project? Please explain . L
why complete streets O signal Priority
elements related to O Queue Jumps
transit drivers and/or O Bus Shelters
riders cannot or will not I ReaIMireTransitino
be provided as part of this .
project. O Mobile Pay
O BuslIslands
O Bus Pull-off Lanes
O Transit-only Lanes
O Other
Motorists
P-24 | Which vehicular concepts [0 Road Diets Explain:
are provided as part of O Traffic Calming Measures
this project? Please
p. ! O Signal Priority
explain why complete
streets elements related O Dedicated Turn Lanes
to motorists cannot or will | [0 Available Parking
not be provided as part of O Mobile Parking Pay
this project. L
O Adaptive Signal Control
O Traffic Control Measures
O Other
Persons with Disabilities
P-25 | Which ADA compliant [0 Detectable Warning Sensors Explain:
facilities are provided as O ADA Compliant Curb Ramps
art of this project?
2 p . O Audible Crossing Indicators
Please explain why
complete streets O Vibrating.Crossing Indicators
elements related to O Visual Count Down
persons with disabilities O Other
cannot or will not be
provided as part of this
project.
Intermodal
P-26 | Which intermodal O Bieycle Parking nearby Transit | Explain:
facilities are provided as O Shared Bus and Bicycle Lanes
part of the project? Please
. O Sharrows
explain why complete
streets elements related O  Traffic Signage
to intermodal O Street Lighting
transportation cannot or O Lane Striping
will not be provided as
part of this project. O Paved Shoulders
O Bus Shelters
O Other
Trending Design Considerations
P-27 | What additional elements (such as truck List and explain:
routes, smart technology, park streets,
emergency vehicles etc.) are being addressed
by the proposed project? Click here for full list
of trending design considerations. List and
explain.




Review by City Department/Division

O

R1 Traffic Safety

Development and Planning Division
Department of Water and Water Supply
Department of General Services

Albany Fire Department

Albany Police Department

Other

Please list and explain concerns and/or additions to the above review:

Title: Signature:

Date:

R2 Traffic Safety

Development and Planning Division
Department of Water and Water Supply
Department of General Services

Albany Fire Department

Albany Police Department

Other

OoOoO0OO0OOoOO0] oooooao

Please list and explain concerns and/or additions to the above review:

Title: Signature:

Date:

R3 Traffic Safety

Development and Planning Division
Department of Water and Water Supply
Department of General Services

Albany Fire Department

Albany Police Department

Other

o o o Y o R

Please list and explain concerns and/eradditions to the above review:

Title: Signature:

Date:

Additional Stakeholders Review

O

R4 NYSDOT
NYSDOT
CDTC
CDTA

Neighborhood Association

Oo0O0oao

O

Business Improvement District

O Other

Please list and.explain concerns and/or additions to the above review:

Title: Signature:

Date:

Additional Design Guidelines Required by Funding Agency:

R5 Agency: Design Requirements:
R5 Agency: Design Requirements:
R5 Agency: Design Requirements:

10




For City Sponsored Projects Only

Project Sponsor Verification

R6 O Complete street elements have been Items to be addressed:
provided to the greatest extent possible.

O Additional complete street elements are
to be incorporated as feasible based on
review by other City departments and/or
local agencies.

Title: Signature: Date:
For Privately Sponsored Projects Only
Planning Department Verification
R6 O Complete street elements have been Iltems to be addressed:
provided to the greatest extent possible.
O More significant evidence of why
complete street elements cannot be
incorporated is required. Please see list of
items to be addressed and re-submit.
Title: Signature: Date:
For Privately Sponsored Projects Only
Review of Re-submission
R6 O Complete street elements have been Qutstanding items:

provided to the greatest extent possible.

O Sufficient evidence as to'why complete
street elements cannot be includedhas been
provided.

O Sufficient documentation as tovhy items
noted in the review cannot be incorporated
has not been provided. Applicant to
incorporate items and/or provide more

significant evidence as to why elements
cannot be incorporated. Please see list of Title: Signature: Date:
outstanding items.

Send completed form to:

Resources/References:

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Official (AASHTO) — A Policy on Geometric Design of Highway and Streets, Guide for
Development of Bicycle Facilities, 2012, 4t Edition, Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities

National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO)

New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) - Highway Design Manual

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)

Public Rights-of-Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG)
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