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By Capping Precedents

PEL STUDY
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REIMAGINE

i1 Capping the Roadway

PEL STUDY

b

Existing Southbound Northbound Existing

—_— ot — ——

Parking Garage Boulevard Boulevard RR

Above: With Concept B-1, the cap would extend from the parking garage near Maiden Lane
over the new boulevard to Jennings Landing and the Hudson River waterfront

B Cap would be ADA accessible, with multiple
locations for potential ramps and stairs to
allow access from the north and south

B Possible access points include Maiden Lane,
roof of the existing parking garage, and
ramps and stairs at various locations

B Pedestrian access to the waterfront would
be completely separated from vehicles and
the railroad

Former Interstate, Possible
Open Space

Possible feature.fs ._-show

- Access points
~ include Maiden

Access to the Waterfront:
Potential Option for Concept B-1

To improve access to the waterfront, a “cap” could span either a 787 interstate or boulevard. A sample cap north of the Dunn over a boulevard is shown here.

River Access

“w _,llr_. -I:.

Lane, roof of the &y
existing parking
garage and ramps
and stairs at various
locations

Jennings Landing & Hudson

Roadway cap tied to
existing parking garage to
extend over boulevard

Ramp from land bridge to
open space

Ramp to Jennings Landing

Access 1o Jennings
Landing and Hudson River

Access 10 open space

Open space created by
removal of interstate

Accessible ramp
extending to the south
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REIMAGINE Access to the Waterfront:

1-18] Capplng the Roadway Potential Option for Concept I-2

PEL STUDY

To improve access to the waterfront, a “cap” could span a 787 interstate or boulevard. A sample cap north of the Dunn over the interstate is shown here.

...---. :: : .-..;:‘ : ..:-.- ....-r...-:-:-.-..-.-.-.- . 2 ;- o ; .-.l-. .;.- I/I"J.-._.-'-. .;-._‘- “Ff -:-_ .-.': I_rrr"fhl “-. -..::-:.;.l.: ..l'/ .- . .-i- /‘ -r.- r .-i- -. ;. . ; Jrr . -.-.-.-.-.
g - i il A r - y S i . . - A . i y - ." F -
# Py 77 o i T ”:-f'f,:- 7 LAty ’f’?‘, o : o , A, v Ji o ; s A - % -~
}"'J-/' 'r.'-.- 'I ‘.”":f- 3 = f.l' .-._.'l: .-.-.-."' _.' ..-'-.:_"'. .-:.- M.l' __' r.-..-.-;‘.. . s .-.- -..-.l- ..-...- ._: /ﬂ’}ﬁ.‘. :}-. ,-;:._ -;’-r..-.ﬂ-lrf. : f .' o o ..;..-:: :.. o . :... .;.-_.r .§I-..P. . l..:'; 3 -: l.. ... . i .-l:-:_l --{Jfr.l-.-
o Illp'- ‘_‘g_"--'!_ - -"-_- = '.i.'-__' r sy - /-s A i 'J‘ér'_{ o __..-... .-_.. F A £ - __.-"'
. :- ¥ e iy : -_.‘ _.;'.'-" . . ' . - o F
& “.,:::-""f;-' I-I..":r.-r. . -’:. r‘;:-'. '-.-' & .-I"- r"-F' e i r.-r‘ o
[ - -

Frontage Rd.
—— + Wwith Pedestrian +——

Quay St. with
—+— Pedestrian 4+——+—+—+—————

Existing Parking
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Garage - |-787 RR I-787 Buffer s River Access
Facilities Facilities

Southbound Existing+Nﬂrthbnund Grass Jennings Landing & Hudson

_

Above: With Concept I-2, the cap would extend from the parking garage near Maiden Lane
over the new interstate to Jennings Landing and the Hudson River waterfront

Possible features shown below:
| **___I -.f. . hfﬂ:mﬁ;lu

ADA connection to
Columbus St.

B Cap would be ADA accessible, with multiple
locations for potential ramps and stairs to allow
access from the north and south

Grass and planting buffer

. . 453’ u,,'...:'r'-*lj]
B May include a grass and planting buffer and fffﬁ
waterfront access via existing paths and A o
=) May include an ADA connection to Columbus Waterfront access via
. . . . . ISt th d
St, connection to Maiden Lane using existing 4G e
access, ADA accessible ramp for access to the
south
. Connection to Maiden
B Pedestrian access to the waterfront would be Lane using existing |
. A CCesSs ADA accessible ramp for
completely separated from vehicles and the ——  accessto the south

railroad S Tk |
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REIMAGINE Access to the Waterfront:

1-18] Capping the Roadway Potential Option for Concepts B-1and B-2

PEL STUDY

To improve access to the waterfront, a “cap” could span either a 787 interstate or boulevard. A sample cap south of the Dunn over a boulevard is shown here.

-

>, 2 e i r _
. : W S g e . CEr . o ’ ;
. - : ol .-‘t..r"’__/‘”"# - # g S A
A LA L A P W AP G W s R i f e
i ’:'.r:‘-: & ‘:i:'-. F r .{.‘__. A i # .-.-rf,-._.__a-__-__. ol __ﬁ"r"'- ﬁ--"‘:-"_.r.:_,""'- -.__ o -_-_- -_-l.-"_'_. o i . .r"___-_ o g ,./"'.’-. __.r" ._.--_ o .l"'J ---_.-' sl # F '--'_.-;,..-"_- 3 L
. __.-__ & F':':- | .-. -.‘1__.. ._.r"‘rl"'- -.__..-__- i k . ____.-'-.-"'-..-.""-"-.-__,.-:"'- 25 J /Fj’ i F i __.-'.__ .-._-__a‘,’ __ : o _.':'___-._- : i o rl"l e ..__.--Ir__ s - s ___.-'.- o i
e #-_,-“f-g,-' : r,..ﬂ- A ,-'f;‘ i A (= / i A i o o ’“;’..- P j;ﬁ?;:;"f_..-"' R M;’.--' 2 il
- o L .-:I .".-:-.‘_. i g _-‘.-' F ‘.-' alltr . ; ‘ r . : ,/7-""-. K- r ."-;.#' - e gl d -:_‘ .-.' r " 3 - .r"l-.- -:_ g . _.ll'-..-_.- o r
”~ r ..-"_.:Ee:.:-:‘."_:f.f /:?“"'#-_ - -f"J.--;.irf,a ¥ -~ G
£ i — - - -
X —) =3 e

. . : ‘ o Potential Open Space
Possible Connection Possible_Southbound ~ Northbound | EXisting Created by Removal ————————— 4
to Pastures Local St Boulevard Boulevard RR G Timsratata

Quay Connection to

St Hudson River

Above: With Concepts B-1 and B-2, this cap south of the existing Dunn interchange would

extend to the waterfront near the existing location of the USS Slater. This particular
arrangement would not work with Concepts |-2 or B-4. Possible features shown below:

Ramps and
stairs would
provide multiple
B Cap would be ADA accessible, with e e Open space creatad by
multiple locations for potential ramps and neighborhood
: and Albany
stairs to allow access from the north and ©amos and stais
Id id Itipl
SR sccessliie foies o,

the waterfront and the
Hudson River

B Cap would connect southern
neighborhoods over a new 787 boulevard
and existing railroad to the Hudson River

B Pedestrian access to the waterfront would
be completely separated from vehicles
and the railroad

Wide, landscaped plaza

Cap may create
a gateway to the

City of Albany

Concept B-1shown above
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REIMAGINE Access to the Waterfront:
1-787 RALELVAVECQVEN, Albany Canal Ideas

PEL STUDY
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Cost: Albany Waterway adds $1.6B to interstate Concept I-2; total is $7.6B

B A new, navigable canal along Broadway and Water Street
linking to the Hudson River on both ends would include

docks, two locks, and a boat yard at SUNY Systems
Administration Building

B Because this option would disconnect nhumerous city
streets (e.g., Quay; Broadway to the south; State, Pine, and il o P ¢
Columbia Streets; Clinton Avenue and off-ramp), several i__.':—; Rttt P
new overpasses connecting city streets would be built Ry e

B Albany Waterway is paired with Concept I-2, in which
|-787 would remain as an interstate and CPKC Railroad
would remain In place

B A boulevard paired with this canal idea would likely
require oversized intersections to carry additional traffic
as a result of the closure of Broadway

B Option would require extensive relocation of utilities,
Including sewer and stormwater infrastructure

B No upstream reservoir has been identified for the new
canal; the elevation of Broadway Is above that of the
Hudson River and would require a water source a maximum
of 20’ above the Hudson for canal lock operations

Vision from albanywaterway.org
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REIMAGINE

i1 Lock 1Canal Options

PEL STUDY

Option 1 Possible Features

LEGEND -3[&

Open Space &
Water Access Improvements
Canal Focused Streetscape

. New Roadway

Existing Multi-Use Trail (Empire State Trail), ’
Bike Network or Pedestrian Facility . ’_-’
=3 New Bike/Pedestrian Facility .:'. : ﬁft
Fio Vi ~ & QggZFEI'I'I'I’ﬂ-t'l!l'-'[ ﬂght
R g turn onto Ferry Street
fﬁ""ﬂ-ﬁ ;"'J & -I‘Il ﬁ..nm E}EIE#A
At grade crossing to Eﬁﬁhhﬁ:lﬂfadﬂw along
~ open Colonie Street —/ v evard
tﬂ-‘ﬂ'u'ﬂughtrafﬁ:"{ = _..;.'ﬁ-____a:“" hﬂﬂtlﬂ h f
Approximate histurlc
canal basin and Lock 1
extents (dashed)
‘i \ Marina or boating
access improvements.

at the waterfront

Livingston Avenue Bridge bicycle
and pedestrian (shared use) path

Option 2 Possible Features

i
.IEI.
+ «ih#
ﬁrﬂ'
e Canal themed "gateway’
ﬁf ﬂu e intersection
< B e |
& e 3 @ Potential to remaove
Fe o traffic from this section
3 :;’ y of Erie Boulevard and
£ re-route it to Montgomery
. and Colonie Streets
' Permitted right turn
onto Ferry Street
from Exit 44
Pedeshian prlaza urpark in the
Grade crossing to 2 I e
open Colonié Street historic Erie Canal basin
- to through traffic Protected bicycle facility
‘aleng Erie Boulevard
Approximate historic canal
and Lock 1 extents
Skyway pedestrian (dashed)
connection and I

Livingston Avenue Bridge bicycle
and pedestrian (shared use) path

Option 3 Possible Features

#n’* @
: k8 | & Permitted right turn
o SR, — onto Ferry Street
| | from Exit 4A
=r feature in the approximate
I-m:aﬂ::-n of the historic
canal basin
Grade crossing to open
Colonie Street to ﬁppr‘m:imme histaric canal
| through traffic basin ElriLn';k 1

extents (dashed) |

& Connection thro ugh historic

| . Erie Canal Lock '.I to
Skyway pedestrian the Hudson River
connection and city >
‘gateway R ey J Improved bicycle and pedestrian
ISl i 7 - access to Hudson River
Potential to re-route > i ; waterfront
Quay Street to Water e 1 "
Street, south of the ™ 2 & F [imaeatngn Fnht
Livingston Avenue Bridge &f & [T o
i ' / Sy Livingston Avenue Bridge bicycle

‘and pedestrian (shared use) path

Access to the Waterfront:
Albany Canal Ideas

Three options were developed to celebrate
the area’s Erie Canal heritage. Each would
introduce Canal themes to Colonie Street

and Erie Boulevard and could be integrated
with various concepts

In Option 1:

Boating improvements would occur along the
shores of the Hudson

The street grid would be reconfigured to
provide more direct connections to the
waterfront

Several bike facilities and pedestrian
improvements would be proposed

In Option 2:

A Canal-themed plaza or park would be built
in the approximate location of historic Erie
Canal basin

Traffic potentially re-routed to Montgomery
and Colonie Streets

Canal themes introduced on Montgomery and
Colonie Streets

All potential marina or boating activity

concentirated along the shore of the Hudson
River near the former Erie Canal terminus

Possible improvements to the street grid to
more directly connect drivers to the waterfront

Possible improvements to bicycle facilities

In Option 3:

A revitalized historic Erie Canal basin could

possibly include a marina or aesthetic water
feature

May excavate historic Lock 1

Possible open space improvements to the
waterfront and surrounding the new water
feature

Canal themes introduced on Montgomery and
Colonie Streets

Potential improvements to the street grid to
more directly connect drivers to the waterfront

Possible improvements to bicycle facilities

would connect Albany Skyway to new potential
open space

Consider possible conversion of Quay Street

into a bike/ped facility and rerouting Quay
Street west to Water Street, south of the

Livingston Avenue Bridge
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REIMAGINE

1-787 R U EROE

PEL STUDY

B The “Little River” of Menands,

located on East ElImwood Road,
IS a former channel of the

Hudson River

B Here, we've looked at possible
ways to improve access to the

waterfront

B Could be integrated with {j:?“ '
various CBHCEPtS Hﬁt\
<1
'I;;?..
A\
9
Q@' Road connection
e I to Broadway
Eg /
Mo
f'?{:rﬁ;}
Water access
Bicycle facility on point
village-owned historic 7
Erie Canal alignment N
Highway bridge
over water
Re-routed

Empire State Trail

St [ /) LEGEND
- |-787 Study Bicycle Facilities
éﬁ - Existing On Road Bicycle Facility
ET - Existing Protected Bicycle Facility
3‘; Rail/utility owned parcel

Access to the Waterfront:
WV EG B S

‘ Little River ’

Recreation -
Area ,°

&
&
<
S
!
e

Connection
between Little River
and Hudson River

Water access point example

Connection between Little River and Hudson River example
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REIMAGINE

BB 16th Street Connection

PEL STUDY

Option 1:

Crossing beneath 1-787

Option 1 would create a
wide, well lit pedestrian

and bicycle passage under

|-787

M |-787 could possibly be
raised to offer increased

head space
B Would connect to

improved trail network in

Hudson Shores Park

Option 2:
Pedestrian bridge

Option 2 would install
a pedestrian bridge

over |-787 at the
eastern end of

16th Street

B Lengthy ramps
fo the bridge would
be necessary for
ADA compliance

B Bridge would have
stair towers on
each side

B Would connect to
improved trail
network in
Hudson Shores Park

Access to the Watertront:

Watervliet Options

At grade pedestrian connection
to Broadway

" Stairs to 1-787 pedestrian overpass
from Broadway

Improved crossings

Separated bike lane

At grade pedestrian connection
to Hudson Shoras Park
under bridge

Stairs to I-T&7 pedestrian overpass
from Hudson Shores Park

These options could be integrated with various design concepts.

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY.

Department of
Transportation




VAN Congress Street Access to the Waterfront:
!E'Llﬂ. Bridge Connection Watervliet Options

This option assumes that the Congress Street Bridge, which may include bike/ped accommodations in the

future (as part of a separate project), would be the primary connection across |I-787 between Watervliet and
Hudson Shores Park and Troy

At grade pedestrian I Stairs from Hudson
connection to Broadway H Shores Park to new
] [ Congress St Bridge
Stairs from Broadway to I f pedestrian space

new Congress St Bndge
pedestrian space

{f
I

l]
I
M

LA
LA

gy

At grade pedestrian connection
to Hudson Shores Park
under bridge

Lengthy ramps to the bridge

would be necessary for
ADA compliance

Improvements to 16th Street and the
intersection at 16th and Broadway
include crosswalks and a

separated bike lane

This option could be integrated with various design concepts.

NEW YORK
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REIMAGINE

oty Existin

PEL STUDY

SOUTHERN [|-787 EXISTING
CONDITIONS AND FACILITIES

PLANNED BY OTHERS

ALBANY

Albary County
Rail Trall

g Bike Facilities
Uil

lf:--..___, Livingston Ave Bridge
£ pedestrian connection
JEI'Ili'm Landing and
~ Coming Preserve
Hudson River Way
Pedestrian Bridge

NYS Rt. 5 underpass

Dunn Memorial Bridge
Broadway Uindarpass

" Rensselaer

LEGEND

— Existing on road facility

«wrs  On road facliity planned by others
— BExsting protected facility

... Protectod facility planned by others

@' SO0 DY 2000
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How York Siate Daparimant of Trarspostation, the Chy of
Albary and tha Capitnl CHstrict Transportation
Additlonal sourcas of information induda: Bansselaer

a1}, Wetsrvlat Bicycl Massar Plan
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NORTHERN |-787 EXISTING
CONDITIONS AND FACILITIES
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REIMAGINE

PEL STUDY

SOUTHERN |-787 PROPOSED
BIKE FACILITIES

Protected bicyde
facility along Erie Bivd

GQuay 5t Undarpass.

Connection from the
Albany Skyway to ground level

Rensselaer
3 5,
g r ._i.-"..l
---..___ Livingston Ave Bridge
paedestrian connection

_ 2 Dunn Memarial Bridge
f 1. . Rensselaer
£5 \ LEGEND
v &/ Hudson River Access
f — 787 Study Possible Facility Additions

ALEANY County
Rail Trail

— Existing on road facility

--«=« 0N road facility planned by othars
— Existing protected facility

-+« Protected facility planned by others

' 500 10T 2000°
o m—

The datn usad to ganeraia this map was provided by tha
Mow York Stata Dopanment of Tansportaion, the o

and tha Capitel Disirict priation Cooncil
Mﬂm: demdnhnlhﬁ:h:ihuﬂu
Cownty Tl mpsort {2003, Wakerviot Bioycke Masicr Plan
'E""“”“’E.E‘%':a.g‘"““‘m‘“““
DIgTESs
araerway Fassibiby Dg'ﬂdrgﬂub

Avenue Bridgs Ropincamant Project (2073

R Proposed Bike Facilities

NORTHERN |-787 PROPOSED
BIKE FACILITIES

e
23rd St improvements
Fre. ANTH I
) Hudson Shores
By __‘_.--——-"‘" Park & Play Trail
& b £ Congress St Bridge
.' R M shared use path
Watervliet E i 3‘.-':
.": IE: Trﬂ'_'f
._.! Fmy ”'HE':'!’..,
Bicycle-pedestrian
: Wi improvement
e ; :
Hudson River
boardwalk
4th St. Tunnel
Troy-Menands Bridge
Access o j F,
Litthe River M d 3
Recreation Area \ i é@_ §
Acivea S T
facility on historic
canal alignmeant o
o
v
| Renssalacr
o County Trall
Ronald H. Millar
Memorial Bike Trail

Where should we build
bike facilities?
Place Post-Its here~
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