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1 Introduction 
The City of Albany’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan introduces policies, programs and projects to 
ensure safe, comfortable, and convenient active transportation options for residents and visitors. The Plan 
sets forth context-sensitive recommendations to create a comprehensive active transportation network 
that enhances public space for walking and bicycling.  

Streets play an important role in generating vibrant, strong communities. Recognizing the public health, 
safety, and economic benefits of well-designed streets, the Plan will support future investments that 
provide safe and enjoyable access to local retail, schools, workplaces, transit, and other key destinations. 

The objectives of this Plan include prioritizing walking and bicycling access to transit as well as projects 
that serve populations that will benefit most from them, reduce congestion and vehicle miles traveled by 
providing inviting walking and bicycling facilities, and support excellent places to walk and bike for 
recreation. The implementation of this Plan will enable Albany to fulfill its vision.   

VISION 
 More of Albany is served by walking and bicycling networks that are welcoming, intuitive, and 

continuous  

 Walking, biking, and transit are fundamental and viable transportation options that support a 
sustainable future 

 Albany’s Streets feel safe and comfortable for all people who use them 

 A culture of awareness and compassion supports all road users as they share the road  

GOALS 
 Elevate walking and bicycling as viable transportation options.  

 Incentivize policy makers, law enforcement officials, and roadway designers to take responsibility 
for including walking and bicycling as part of the transportation system.   

 Provide people using the streets in Albany with a shared awareness of and responsibility for street 
safety 

 Help community members understand and benefit from incorporating walking and bicycling in 
their daily lives   

 Inform funding programs   

 Prioritize walking and bicycling to create resiliency in Albany’s transportation network 
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2 Existing Conditions  
PLANNING PRECEDENT 
Various local, State, and regional policies support the development and maintenance of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities in Albany, including the Albany 2030 Comprehensive Plan, Unified Sustainable 
Development Ordinance (USDO), Complete Streets Ordinance, Complete Streets Policy and Design 
Manual, and local vehicle and traffic laws. The Vision, Goals, and recommended policies and projects set 
forth in this study build upon the foundations established in the local and regional plans that are 
summarized in the sections that follow. 

Albany Bicycle Master Plan (2009) 

The City of Albany’s first Bicycle Master Plan (2009) identified a comprehensive bikeway network 
consisting of existing and proposed routes. The plan classified routes into Major Bikeways, Neighborhood 
Bikeways, and Greenways (Figure 1). Approximately 46 miles of bike routes are designated as Major 
Bikeways and 21 miles are designated as Neighborhood Bikeways. 

Figure 1 City of Albany Bicycle Master Plan Network (2009) 

 

Albany 2030 (2012) 

Albany 2030, adopted in 2012, is Albany’s first comprehensive plan, and guides development in 
accordance with the City’s vision statement. The vision statement, comprised of six key components, 
notes the importance of walkable and bikeable streets from a safety and neighborhood quality of life 
standpoint, a public health and recreation perspective, and as part of a sustainable, multi-modal 
transportation system. In order to achieve this vision, Albany 2030 prescribes land use, urban design and 
architectural elements, as well as transportation policy that prioritizes bicycles and pedestrians and 
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outlines strategies to maintain and improve sidewalk connections, expand greenways, implement the 
Bicycle Master Plan, connect to regional trails, and educate bicycle and automobile users.  

Rezone Albany - Unified Sustainable Development Ordinance (2017) 

In 2017 the City adopted the Unified Sustainable Development Ordinance 
(USDO) to modernize the zoning code and support the vision of 
sustainable development in accordance with the Albany 2030 
Comprehensive Plan. In general, the zoning code identifies nodes of 
activity within the City and prescribes that development in these zones 
promote walkable centers that promote pedestrian and bicycle circulation 
and non-vehicle access. Elements that promote walkability are identified 
including first floor retail, façade requirements on tall buildings (greater 
than three stories) to maintain a pedestrian scale, and easily identifiable 
and accessible entrances. Additional requirements of the zoning code 
include maintaining an open sidewalk, parking lot design requirements to 
provide safe pedestrian paths, and streetscape and lighting standards. 
Further, the code requires provision of safe and visible bicycle parking for 
multi-family housing, civic/institutional, and commercial land uses. 

Albany Complete Streets Policy & Design Manual (2017) 

In 2013, the City Common Council adopted a complete streets ordinance, 
which requires that the needs of all users be considered in any future street 
construction, reconstruction, or resurfacing project. In order to implement 
the complete streets ordinance, the City adopted the Complete Streets 
Policy and Design Manual which establishes accessibility, connectivity, 
safety, and place making as guiding principles used to identify complete 
streets elements. The manual also identifies, based on land use context, 
modal hierarchy, and other transportation characteristics, six unique land 
use/street typologies which form the basis for the appropriate complete 
street treatment. Further, the manual encourages the use of a complete 
streets design checklist during project development in order to incorporate 
complete streets elements. 

Capital District Trails Plan (2017) 

The overall goal of the plan is to develop an updated vision for regional 
trails in the Capital Region. Some of the plan’s key sub-goals are to 
document existing and planned trails, identify gaps, prioritize trails and 
networks, and provide illustrations, branding, and outreach to advance the 
plan. The planning process devised a vision for future trails that includes 
18 core trails and 34 supporting trail network segments and outlines 
marketing and implementation strategies to realize the trail vision, 
including branding guidelines and designs, signage guidelines, and 
potential local partnerships. Of the trails identified, four trails (the South 
End Bikeway connector, the Albany Loop, the Patroon Greenway, and the 
Albany County Helderberg-Hudson Rail Trail) connect to or within the City 
of Albany. 

How are cyclists and 
pedestrian seen 
under NYS Vehicle 
and Traffic Law 
 
People Riding Bicycles 

 State: Bicyclists subject to all rights 
and responsibilities of people 
driving cars 

 State: Not required to ride in 
parallel trails, when provided  

 State: Allowed to ride two abreast, 
not allowed to impede traffic 

 Local: Not permitted to ride on 
sidewalk except under age 10 or in 
specific mayoral locations  

 Conclusion: even though its not legal 
to ride on the sidewalks in the City 
of Albany, people may do this 
because they do not feel 
comfortable on the street.  Sidewalk 
riding should not be enforced unless 
there are low stress bikeways on 
street.  

 
People Walking  

 State: Are not required to cross 
within a marked crosswalk, but must 
yield right-of-way to vehicles if 
crossing at any point outside of a 
marked crosswalk  

 State: Required to use sidewalk, if a 
sufficient one is provided  

 Conclusion: Long distances or out of 
direction travel are not reasonable 
for people walking because of the 
increase in travel time, and crossing 
outside of designated crossing 
areas, while allowed, poses a risk to 
the safety of the pedestrian. Every 
opportunity should be taken to 
provide more frequent enhanced 
crossings, especially on large roads, 
and between transit stops.  

 
People Driving:  

 Required to keep a safe distance 
when passing people riding bicycles  

 Required to yield to people trying to 
cross the street at legal crossings  
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South End Connector Feasibility Study1 

The South End Connector, completed recently, connects the Helderberg-Hudson River Trail to the 
Mohawk-Hudson Bike Trail. The connector features a 10’ separate multi-use trail beneath the I-787 
corridor for much of the length of the route, and   linear park/public space improvements are planned to 
be added in the near future. 

City of Albany Equity Agenda (update to City code2, 2019) 

In 2019, the City established and adopted an Equity Agenda as a subsection of the City code. The Equity 
Agenda acknowledges racial and social disparities and requires City departments to assess the equitable 
distribution of resources. As it pertains to transportation infrastructure, the Equity Agenda requires the 
Department of General Services and Division of Engineering to analyze previous spending on 
street/infrastructure improvements to ensure that each ward is being served equitably.  

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN NETWORK 

Existing Bicycle Network 
The City currently has approximately 26 miles of on-street bicycle infrastructure (not-including multi-use 
trails), which equates to a build-out of approximately 40% of the 67-mile bicycle network identified in the 
2009 Bicycle Master Plan. About half of the existing network is comprised of mixed-traffic routes 
identified with signs or pavement markings, also known as sharrows. Bike lanes account for 20% of the 
existing bicycle infrastructure. In addition to on-street infrastructure, there are currently 29 miles of 
multi-use trails within the City. These include the Hackett Boulevard Greenway, South End Connector, 
Pine Bush Trails, Mohawk Hudson Bike-Hike Trail, Albany County Helderberg-Hudson Rail Trail, 
University at Albany Purple Path, and other paths in Washington Park and Lincoln Park. (Figure 3) 

 
1 https://www.albanyny.gov/NewsandEvents/News/19-09-
13/City_of_Albany_Announces_Commencement_of_South_End_Connector_Bikeway_Construction_Road_Construction_Parking_Restric
tions_CDTA_Bus_Stop_Closures_Also_Announced.aspx 
2 https://ecode360.com/34909619 
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Figure 2 Existing Bicycle Infrastructure 
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Figure 3 Types of Bicycle Treatments 

 

Existing and Planned Bicycle Network Performance 

The 2009 Albany Bicycle Master Plan was evaluated to determine the Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) on each 
segment of the city’s bicycle network. The LTS analysis classifies roadway segments into four levels of 
stress that cyclists are expected to experience based upon roadway and bicycle facility design 
characteristics such as number of travel lanes, vehicle speeds, presence of on-street parking and bicycle 
facilities, and available space for bicyclists as a means to determine a cyclist’s exposure to traffic. (Figure 
4).  

Sharrows on Broadway 

Bike Lane (conventional) on Clinton Avenue Bike Lane (buffered) on Shaker Road 

Cycle Track on Colonie Street Multi-Use Trail on Hackett Boulevard 

Signs on Manning Boulevard 
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Figure 4 Level of Traffic Stress Facility Type, and Rider Comfort 
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Figure 5 Bicycle Master Plan (2009) LTS Analysis 

 

Since 2009, the bicycle and pedestrian planning and engineering industry has come to understand that 
bicyclists fall generally into four categories (Figure 4) and 60% of people fall into the “interested but 
concerned” group who want to ride more, but would require low-stress bikeways to do it. Buildout of the 
planned 2009 network would likely leave at least 60% of the population feeling unsafe on 50% of the 
built-out network, and therefore is unlikely to generate the mode shift called for in climate and 
sustainability goals. 

At least half of all roadway miles included in the 2009 Bicycle Master Plan provide LTS 3, as they require 
people to ride their bicycles in mixed traffic with automobiles on two-lane roadways with high traffic 
volumes and speeds greater than 25 mph. Roadways operating at LTS 2 account for about one-third of the 
2009 Bicycle Master Plan roadways. Less than one percent of the roadways included in the 2009 Bicycle 
Master Plan operate at LTS 1, due to a city-wide speed limit of 30 mph and general lack of facilities that 
provide separation or barrier protection between automobiles and people riding bikes (Figure 6). 
However, this does not include the 29 miles of multi-use trails, all of which operate at LTS-1, and would 
account for approximately 30% of the total 2009 Bicycle Master Plan mileage if they were on roadways.  

Figure 6 Summary of LTS Analysis on City Roadways3 

 

 
3 About 15% of the roadway segments could not be analyzed due to lack of data, and therefore an LTS value could not be 
calculated. Given the characteristics of these segments, the majority are likely to be LTS 3 or LTS4. 

15%

LTS 1, 0%

32% 50%

2%

% of Roadways

No data LTS 1 LTS 2 LTS 3 LTS 4
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The 2009 Bicycle Master Plan was also reviewed for potential constraints based on a comparison of 
existing roadway widths and guidance on minimum desirable widths provided by the National 
Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) (Figure 7). This analysis reveals which roadway 
segments from the 2009 Bicycle Master Plan are currently space constrained (less than eight feet of excess 
right-of-way), which have adequate excess space for interventions (eight or more feet of excess right of 
way), and which have space constraints due to the presence of on-street parking. 

Figure 7 NACTO Desirable Lane Widths 

 

If the existing curb-to-curb widths were a blank slate, there would be sufficient space to provide separated 
bikeways and continuous sidewalk on 75% of city streets. However, there has been a historic assignment 
of the curb lane and travel lanes to people driving, and therefore making changes to prioritize bicycle 
travel on streets would require extensive engagement. 

Pedestrian Infrastructure 
The City has approximately 275 miles of sidewalk network, which is less than half of the 580 miles of 
sidewalk the city would have if sidewalks were provided on both sides of the city’s 290 miles of roads. 
Sidewalk coverage generally ranges from 30% to 45% in census tracts within the city, with coverage lowest 
in tracts west of NY Route 85, particularly on roadways within large institutions including University at 
Albany, Crossgates Commons, and the Albany Pine Bush. Figure 8 shows the City of Albany sidewalks. 
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Figure 8 City of Albany Sidewalks 

 

East of Brevator Street, sidewalks are generally provided on one or both sides of the road. West of 
Brevator Street, sidewalk gaps are notable. This is particularly true at large institutions including the 
Harriman State Office Campus, Crossgates Commons, and Crossgates Mall4, which are not well connected 
to the City sidewalk network.  

In addition to sidewalks, intersection data provided by NYSDOT was evaluated to determine the presence 
and quality of pedestrian infrastructure. In total, the City has approximately 1,650 intersections, the 
majority (80%) are unsignalized, two-way stop control being the single most common type of intersection 
control. Of the signalized intersections, over half do not have pedestrian signals. (Figure 9) 

Figure 9 Intersection Traffic Control 

 

Intersections with traffic signals, pedestrian refuge island and fewer travel lanes provide a more 
comfortable crossing experience for people walking because their exposure to conflicting vehicle 
movements is lower. About 80% of signalized intersections provide marked crosswalks. Of those: 

• About 25% include a pedestrian refuge island 

• About 60% have a crossing distance of two lanes or fewer per direction 

 
4 Crossgates Mall is located outside of Albany city limits. 

8% 11% 5% 55%

3%

14%

3%

Signalized (w/ped signal) Signalized (w/o ped signal) All-Way Stop Two-Way Stop Yield Sign Uncontrolled Other
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Access to Key Destinations 
The City of Albany is home to several large institutions, including State and local government, higher 
education, and medical institutions. These sectors form a strong foundation for the local economy and are 
key destinations for numerous employees and clients. The City also has prominent retail, commercial, and 
recreational areas to support residents and visitors alike. (Figure 10, Figure 11). 

Figure 10 Key Destinations by Sector 

Government Education Medical Commercial Recreation 

 State Capitol 
 Empire State Plaza 
 Harriman State Office 

Campus 
 New York State 

Department of 
Corrections and 
Community Supervision 
Campus 

 

 Albany College of 
Pharmacy and Health 
Sciences 

 Albany Law School 
 College of St. Rose 
 Elementary, Middle, and 

High Schools 
 Excelsior College 
 LaSalle School 
 Maria College 
 Sage College 
 State University of New 

York At Albany 
 State University of New 

York Schenectady 
County Community 
College 

 Albany Medical Center 
 St. Peter’s Hospital 
 Albany Memorial 

Hospital 

 Downtown 
 Lark Street 
 Central Avenue 
 Westgate Shopping 

Center 
 Crossgates Mall4 
 Crossgates Commons 
 South Delaware Avenue 
 Warehouse District 
 New Scotland Avenue 
 The Point 

 Washington Park 
 Lincoln Park 
 Tivoli Preserve 
 Hudson River Waterfront 
 Albany Pine Bush 

Preserve 
 Normanskill Preserve 

Figure 11 Key Destinations 

 

The City of Albany has many nodes of activity and key destinations located along major roadways that 
radiate outward from downtown, along Central Avenue, Washington Avenue, Western Avenue, New 
Scotland Avenue, and Delaware Avenue. A majority of these destinations are located on or adjacent to 
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roadways designated as bikeways under the 2009 Bicycle Master Plan, but several are still not connected 
to bicycle infrastructure, including Excelsior College, Crossgates Commons, NYS Department of 
Corrections and Community Supervision, and destinations along New Scotland Avenue and Whitehall 
Road. 

Walking, Biking, and Equity 
The equitable distribution of bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure was examined using a similar approach 
to the Capital District Transportation Committee (CDTC) Environmental Justice policy of identifying 
areas of special concern through data available from the United States Census Bureau. Specifically, census 
tracts within the City of Albany were examined to identify areas with a population that are above average 
with regard to the following: 

 Lack of internet access 

 Lack of vehicle access 

 Persons living in poverty 

 Persons with limited English proficiency 

 Racial-Minority Population 

 Population under the age of 18 

 Population over the age of 65 

 Disabled Population 

Census tracts were then classified based on the number of the above criteria for which they were above 
average. Tracts that were above average in two or fewer categories were classified as having low 
sensitivity, while tracts above average in three to five of the above categories were classified as having 
medium sensitivity and tracts that were above average in six or greater categories are considered highly 
sensitive. Census tracts within the South End and Arbor Hill generally have the highest concentration of 
sensitive census tracts. (Figure 12) 



Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
City of Albany 

 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. | 2-13 

Figure 12 Environmental Justice Census Tracts 

 

Existing and planned (2009 Bicycle Master Plan) bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure within each census 
tract was then evaluated based on the above classifications. (Figure 13) 

Existing bicycle lane miles (multi-use trails and on-street bicycle lanes) are generally evenly distributed, 
with areas that have a low environmental justice sensitivity, containing a slightly higher proportion of the 
existing bicycle infrastructure than low sensitivity census tracts. However, this analysis considers trails 
along the Hudson River Waterfront as serving some of these high-sensitivity census tracts, but these trails 
are generally located on the opposite side of the Canadian Pacific Railroad Track or Interstate 787, and as 
such may not be easily accessible.  

Figure 13 Bicycle Infrastructure Equity 

 

The 2009 Bicycle Master Plan apportioned bikeway classifications fairly evenly among the three 
sensitivity classifications, but lower sensitivity census tracts received a slightly larger portion of roadway 
miles designated as bikeways in comparison to medium and high sensitivity census tracts.  

The 2009 Bicycle Master Plan was further reviewed for equitable distribution of bicycle accommodations, 
using the LTS analysis presented above (Figure 14). High-sensitivity census tracts generally have a lightly 
higher proportion of roadways with lower LTS values, meaning that cycling is more comfortable in these 
areas. 

35%

41%

33%

22%

33%

36%

2009 Bike Master Plan

Existing Network

Low Sensitivity Medium Sensitivity High Sensitivity
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Figure 14 LTS in EJ Census Tracts 

 

Sidewalk coverage was also evaluated for equitable distribution, revealing that sidewalk coverage in high-
sensitivity tracts is generally similar to that in lower sensitivity tracts. (Figure 15) 

Figure 15 Sidewalk Coverage in EJ Census Tracts 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety 
In total, 23,769 crashes occurred in the City of Albany between January 1, 2009 to December 31, 2018, 
including 2,000 bicycle/pedestrian crashes. (Figure 16) Approximately 85% of all bicycle and pedestrian 
crashes resulted in personal injury, and there were 14 fatal crashes involving pedestrians and 4 fatal 
crashes involving bicyclists. Of the 18 fatal bicycle and pedestrian crashes: 

 10 occurred at an intersection 

 8 occurred mid-block 

 12 occurred as a pedestrian/bicyclist was crossing the road (7 of the these 12 occurred in locations 
with no signal or crosswalk) 

 
Figure 16 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crash Severity5 

Severity Pedestrian Crashes Bicycle Crashes Bicycle or Pedestrian Crashes Total 

Non-Reportable 139 110 32 281 

Property Damage 4 18 3 25 

Injury 1194 421 61 1676 

Fatal 14 4 0 18 

Total 1351 553 96 2000 

In general, bicycle and pedestrian crashes are located on roadways with higher traffic volumes, but some 
roadways have higher crash rates despite their relatively lower traffic volumes including Second Street, 
Livingston Avenue, Sheridan Avenue, and State Street. 

The following intersections, all of which are signalized, have the highest concentration of 
bicycle/pedestrian crashes from 2009 through 2018: 

 Washington Avenue/Lark Street – 40 crashes 

 Central Avenue/Quail Street – 30 crashes 

 Madison Avenue/Lark Street – 19 crashes 

 Madison Avenue/Ontario Street – 15 crashes 

 Washington Avenue/Quail Street – 12 crashes 

In the same time period, the following roadways segments had the highest crash frequencies: 

 Central Avenue – 216 crashes 

 Washington Avenue – 159 crashes 

 Madison Avenue – 138 crashes 

 North/South Pearl Street – 99 crashes 

 Delaware Avenue – 90 crashes 

From an environmental justice standpoint, census tracts with high and medium environmental justice 
sensitivities generally have a higher proportion of bicycle and pedestrian crashes than low EJ census 
tracts. (Figure 22) 

 
5 New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) Accident Location Information System (ALIS) 
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Figure 17 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crashes 

 
Figure 18 Crashes in EJ Census Tracts 

 



Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
City of Albany 

 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. | 2-17 

KEY TAKEAWAYS: GAPS AND OPPORTUNITIES 
Based on the above analysis of existing bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure and policies, the following 
gaps and opportunities were identified. 

Many of the existing roadways designated as Major Bikeways or Neighborhood Bikeways currently 
operate at LTS 3, and as such, leave room for improvement. Many of these streets only feature sharrows 
or signage, which are useful for wayfinding but do not improve the comfort or safety of people riding 
bicycles unless they are on streets with less than 1,000 cars per day and have speeds 20 mph or less. As 
such, there may be an opportunity to add higher level bicycle accommodations, such as conventional, 
buffered, and separated bike lanes, or to implement traffic calming measures to reduce speeds. 
Additionally, while roads identified as bikeways in the 2009 Bicycle Master Plan generally provide access 
to major trip generators, there is an opportunity to improve connectivity around the large institutions in 
the western portion of the City, including Crossgates Mall4, Crossgates Commons, and the Harriman State 
Office Campus, as well as paths on the University at Albany’s Main Campus and Pine Bush Preserve. 

From a pedestrian standpoint, although the City generally has good sidewalk coverage, gaps in the 
network west of Brevator Street serve as a barrier to pedestrian connectivity to the above large 
institutions. Additionally, pedestrian crossings of three lanes or greater can be considered a pedestrian 
barrier. As such, there may be an opportunity to reduce the number of large crossings through road diets 
or the provision of pedestrian refuge islands. Likewise, existing signalized intersections that lack 
pedestrian signals present an opportunity to add pedestrian infrastructure and increase walkability in the 
City. 

Figure 19 shows gaps in the bicycle and pedestrian network with high stress roadways and long crossing 
distances, while Figure 20 shows potential connections that would fill in the network gaps. 

Figure 19 Bicycle and Pedestrian Network Gaps 
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Figure 20 Potential Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections 

 

Figure 21 identifies the roadways in the city that may be set to accommodate pedestrian and/or bicycle 
infrastructure, as well as streets that may be more difficult to accommodate new infrastructure, based on 
the existing right-of-way space. (Figure 21) 

Figure 21 Key Space Constrained and Unconstrained Corridors 

Space-Constrained Corridors Unconstrained/Constrained by Parking Corridors 

Allen Street Brevator Street 

Delaware Avenue Broadway 

Hackett Boulevard Fuller Road* 

Manning Boulevard New Scotland Avenue (Western Segment) 

McAlpin Street Ontario Street (Southern Segment) 

New Scotland Avenue (Eastern Segment) State Street 

Ontario Street (Northern Segment) Washington Avenue 

Partridge Street Western Avenue 

Quail Street Whitehall Street 
*Fuller Road is under the jurisdiction of Albany County 

In terms of equitable distribution, bicycle infrastructure is slightly skewed towards census tracts with 
lower environmental justice sensitivity. As such, the City has an opportunity to consider EJ during the 
designation of additional roadways as Major Bikeways and Neighborhood Bikeways. Likewise, improved 
access to the Hudson River Waterfront can ensure that the environmental justice populations in these 
census tracts can access the bicycle infrastructure in their neighborhood. 
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From a policy perspective, the City has recently adopted ordinances and policies to promote walkable and 
bikeable development. Notably, Albany 2030 and the City of Albany Unified Sustainable Development 
Ordinance (USDO) prioritize design that supports walking and bicycling. As such, these documents 
contain best practices to effectively achieve the stated goals.  Likewise, language included in the complete 
streets ordinance and policy and design manual highlights the importance of complete streets 
improvements and encourages projects to utilize the complete streets checklist.  

These policies could be strengthened by requiring the complete streets checklist to be completed, with 
clearly defined exceptions, similar to those in the complete streets ordinance. If required, it may be 
desirable to reevaluate the checklist in order to ensure that it is applicable to a majority of projects and 
not cumbersome. Additionally, sections of the City’s vehicle and traffic ordinance should be reevaluated to 
reduce restrictions on bicyclists, as some portions of the code may be outdated. 
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3 Public Outreach 
The City of Albany Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is informed by an extensive public outreach 
process that provided the community with multiple forums to express their desires, concerns, and ideas. 
These activities were designed to engage stakeholders and the public to ensure that the plan accurately 
documents the needs of Albany’s residents, workers, and visitors. 

The public outreach process was initially designed to contain both an interactive online element and an 
in-person element. However, due to the onset of the Covid-19 pandemic at the start of the outreach 
process, most of the “in-person” outreach activities were also conducted remotely via teleconferencing 
sessions. 

The Citizen Advisory Committee and the Technical Advisory Committee Meeting has had the chance to 
provide feedback to the Consultant Team periodically throughout the project.  

PROJECT COMMUNICATION 
Throughout the life of the project, the project team kept the public informed of project related events and 
updates through a communication process that included, but was not limited to, the following elements: 

 Website: A project website allowed interested parties to find background information about the 
project, information relating to the project’s planning process, project updates and status reports, 
and ways to get involved. The website also provided links to online surveys, and other 
engagement activities. 

 Email and Social Media Updates: Public notifications related to outreach activities and 
survey collection, as well as general project updates, were publicized through emails and social 
media platforms by project staff as well as community partners. 

Figure 22 Front Page of Albany Bike & Pedestrian Master Plan Website 
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ONLINE ENGAGEMENT 

WikiMapping Project 

 

An online WikiMap allowed community members to add problem areas for consideration. The 
WikiMapping project launched in May of 2020, and by the end of the project over 620 people visited the 
website and over 100 people made contributions. The 545 contributions made to the map are summarized 
below:   

 Requests for more bicycle connections were made for all neighborhoods throughout the city  

 In particular, the contributions reveal a specific need for a comfortable network that provides 
access to and through major corridors, activity areas, and the city’s central core. 

 Walking-related issues were focused at particular problem intersections, along specific sidewalk 
deficient corridors, and, most notably, around the Washington Park area. 

 Several contributors highlight the need for better wayfinding in neighborhoods throughout the 
city. 
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Figure 23 Concentration of Bicycle-Related Comments  

 
Figure 24 Concentration of Walking-Related Comments 
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Figure 25 Concentration of Wayfinding-Related Comments 

 

Community Survey 
An online survey allowed residents and visitors to share their travel patterns, challenges, and preferences 
regarding walking and biking. The results of the survey are in Appendix A.  

OUTREACH EVENTS 

Community Listening Sessions 
A total of eight public community engagement sessions were conducted throughout June of 2020, but due 
to gathering restrictions stemming from the Covid-19 pandemic each of these meetings took place via an 
interactive video conferencing platform. The meetings consisted of: 

 One general introduction meeting that introduced participants to the project, and informed them 
of the various online tools (website, WikiMap, survey, network maps) to contribute. 

 One meeting with the bicycle user group concerning citywide bicycle use 

 Six zone-based neighborhood meetings that provided participants with an opportunity to provide 
input regarding bicycle and pedestrian travel in their local neighborhood  

Five additional special interest group meetings were also conducted after the June outreach round. 

 American Council of the Blind – Capital District Chapter 

 Rapp Road Residents 

 Pine Bush Neighborhood Association 

 Albany Neighborhood Naturally Occurring Retirement Community (NNORC) 

 South End Neighborhood Association 
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Figure 26 Community Listening Session Neighborhood Zones 
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Key Takeaways 

Following is a summary of the cumulative findings, themes, and issues, as identified by participants in the 
community engagement sessions: 

 In general, there is a need for additional north-south connections in the city. 

 Connect the major trail/pedestrian corridors, such as South End Connector / Corning Park Trail, 
to the neighborhoods where the people live and work. 

 Continue advancement of the plans we already have in place — Patroon Creek Greenway, Capital 
District Trails Plan, Lincoln Park Master Plan— to advance and build upon the prior 
accomplishments. 

 Develop a model process to convert a local street, to a “Pedestrian Only” outdoor mall as an 
experimental basis, for temporary use or long-term testing. Examine model in Burlington, VT for 
similar adoption in city to revitalize outdoor living, cafes and provide social distancing options. 

 Pedestrian crossing at signals does not feel safe with turning vehicles. City should consider an 
“all-way scramble” or limiting vehicle turns when pedestrians are given light to cross. 

 Some areas of the city would greatly benefit from improved cleanliness, where additional trash 
receptacles, tree root and sidewalk maintenance, would make the street a more inviting and 
pleasant place to walk. 

 Create connections to existing bicycle facilities such as the Hackett Boulevard multi-use path, 
Menands Bicycle Lanes onto Broadway, Clinton Avenue bicycle lanes to Broadway. 

 Take advantage of informal ‘deer path’ connections or local paper street shortcuts as potential 
connections to formalize. 

 Provide pedestrian connections in the vicinity of Berkshire Boulevard to connect people to the 
pond paths. 

 Traffic lights in certain neighborhoods encourage people to speed, and could be replaced with 
stop signs for improved results. 

 Steep hills and potholes make it difficult for bicyclists to get around the city. 

 Speed limits should be reduced in certain areas of the city to make it more comfortable and safe 
for bicyclists. 

 City signage should be used to help direct bicyclists along easier, safer routes through the city 
which have less traffic and gentler slopes. 

 Provide more amenities along established trail routes, such as rest opportunities, drinking water, 
wayfinding to nearby attractions. 

 Traffic calming improvements such as curb bulb-outs would improve safety and overall 
experience.  

 Provide interpretive and wayfinding signage which directs visitors to historic landmarks and 
points of interest along Broadway, Warehouse District and South End, with potential for a 
continuous route or ‘Pub Tour’. 

 Continue to encourage Amtrak/CSX to open the Livingston Avenue Bridge to pedestrian traffic to 
connect Albany and Rensselaer Counties. 
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Community-Identified Issues/Ideas from Public Outreach 

Biking 

 Streets with steep inclines and no bicycle facilities are a barrier to get from the eastern to western 
portions of the City 

 Conditions of roads (e.g., potholes, cobblestones) make it difficult to cycle on many streets 

 Reduced vehicle speeds and speed limits will make cyclists feel safer in sharing the road with 
motorists 

 More information and signage on low-traffic streets and existing bicycle facilities would help new 
cyclists better understand routes 

 Many cyclists noted that motorists are not aware that they are always supposed to share the road 
with cyclists if there are no bike lanes. 

 Transitions between roads with and without bicycle facilities can create confusion on what streets 
cyclists should safely transition to 

 Side streets present excellent opportunities to get through town on a bike  

 Emphasize potholes to the Department of General Services to get fixed 

 Many think of this as a very walkable city but further behind for cycling, because facilities do not 
support people from all types of backgrounds and ages. 

 Keyword: welcoming 

 Maintenance is needed (e.g. root problems in trails) 

Walking 

 Some traffic lights incentivize people to speed through yellow lights 

 In certain areas, converting stop lights to stop signs is a low-cost alternative that could improve 
safety for cyclists and pedestrians 

 Many pedestrians noted that they do not feel safe crossing wider roads, especially when they have 
the right-of-way 

 Connections to some major destinations (e.g., Empire State Plaza, Washington Park) feel unsafe 
due to poor visibility, fast speeds, and a lack of signage 

 Increase the number of Barnes Dance (aka pedestrian scramble) intersections to make wider 
roads easier and safer to cross 
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Demonstration Projects 

 

Two temporary infrastructure-improvement demonstration projects were planned and executed in 
September of 2020. Because these projects were outdoors in open-air where participants could naturally 
be spaced, these demonstration projects provided the only opportunity for in-person engagement due to 
Covid-19 gathering restrictions. 

Morton and Eagle Intersection 

Figure 27 Morton Avenue/Eagle Street Demonstration Project Design 

 

The pedestrian-focused demonstration project was conducted at the intersection of Morton Avenue and 
Eagle Street from September 11th-13th. The demonstration consisted of three sections of temporary curb 
extensions that shortened the crossing distance of Morton Avenue by 14 feet while also calming traffic as 
it progressed through the length of the crossing area. 
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Figure 28 Morton Avenue/Eagle Street Demonstration Site Before/After Installation 

  

Melrose Avenue Bicycle Boulevard and Brevator Street Intersection 

The bicycle-focused demonstration project was conducted September 18th-21st and consisted of a sharrow-
marked nine-block stretch of Melrose Avenue between Brevator Street and Winthrop Avenue. The design 
also featured curb extensions at the Brevator Street intersection to help establish the tone for slower, 
more cautions behavior from drivers entering the stretch from Brevator Street. 
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4 Guiding and Design Principles 
Pedestrians, people with reduced mobility and bicyclists are an integral part of every community’s 
transportation system. The importance of good facility design not only applies to development of new 
facilities, but also to the improvement and retrofitting of existing facilities for these users use. Well-
designed and maintained bicycle and pedestrian facilities promote more walking and biking and promotes 
higher levels of travel by foot or by bike. Pedestrians and bicyclists want facilities that are safe, attractive, 
continuous, convenient, and easy to use. Build a continuous active transportation network to access major 
community destinations for all residents. 

The following principles were utilized to guide decisions about facility design, prioritization of projects, 
and network development. 

• The active transportation network should be safe. Sidewalks, walkways, bike facilities and 
crossings should be designed and built to be free of hazards and to minimize conflicts with 
vehicular traffic and street design elements.  

• The network should be accessible to all. Sidewalks, walkways, and crosswalks should ensure 
the mobility of all users by accommodating the needs of people regardless of age or ability. 

• The network should connect to places people want to go and should provide continuous 
direct routes and convenient connections between destinations, including homes, schools, 
shopping areas, public services, recreational opportunities, and transit. 

Guidance for successful integration of bicycle and pedestrian facilities comes from Complete Streets 
principles, which dictate that all streets should have adequate infrastructure for every mode of 
transportation. The proposed network improvements that follow are based on the City of Albany 
Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual, which includes preferred design guidelines for each of the six 
street typologies that vary based on the FWHA functional classification and land-use context (see Figure 
29), and guidelines compiled from best practices, including NACTO’s Urban Street Design Guide and 
Bikeway Design Guide and NYS Pedestrian Safety Action Plan. 
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Figure 29 Street Design Guidelines from the City of Albany Complete Streets Manual 

 
Source: City of Albany Complete Streets Policy and Design Manual
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5 Bicycle Network  
 

The following lays out the steps taken to develop and prioritize a bicycle network for the City of Albany. 

Step 1: Complete Network Gaps and Connect Residential Areas with 
Key Local Destinations and the Regional Trail Network 
The first task of network identification is to complete the gaps in the existing bike network. Network gaps 
are defined as street segments in the planned citywide bike network that have yet to be implemented 
connecting to existing bike facilities. The project team used feedback gathered through Community 
Outreach as well as visual inspection to identify network gaps and assess where implementation of 
facilities was most feasible.  

Step 2: Conduct Technical Analysis to Determine Facility Types for 
Each Segment  

Achieve Level of Traffic Stress 1 or 2 where Possible on Street Segments in the Bike 
Network  

The project team will propose bicycle facility types that offer a high level of comfort to appeal to people of 
all ages and abilities and “Interested but Concerned” bicycle riders.  

To support that, it may be possible to reduce traffic stress using relatively simple upgrades such as 
removing parking or reducing travel lane widths to add bikeway buffers. However, higher-cost treatments 
such as physical separation of the bike lane or construction of a cycle track or path may be required to 
achieve LTS 1 or 2 for some segments of the network. Interventions at target locations will require further 
study. 

Bicycle facilities types align with those presented in the Existing Conditions Analysis, and are: 

 Bicycle Boulevards 

 Conventional Bike lanes 

 Buffered/Protected Bike lanes 

 Cycle tracks or Bicycle Path/Multi-use paths 

Identify Opportunities to Implement Bicycle Facilities Within Existing Right-of-Way and 
Curb-to-Curb Space 

Facility types will likely consist of a combination of off-street side paths, multi-use trails, protected or 
buffered bike lanes, and bicycle boulevards or neighborhood greenways as shown in Figure 30. 
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Figure 30 Range of Bicycle Facility Types Appropriate for the Family Friendly Bicycle Network 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. 

The type of bicycle facilities has been defined following the Guidance for Selecting All Ages and Abilities 
Bikeways and the City of Albany Complete Streets Policy & Design Manual. Setting 25 mph as a motor 
vehicle speed threshold for providing protected bikeways is consistent with many cities’ traffic safety and 
Vision Zero policies. However, some cities use a 30-mph posted speed as a threshold for protected 
bikeways, consistent with providing Level of Traffic Stress level 2 (LTS 2) that can effectively reduce stress 
and accommodate more types of riders.  

Many of Albany’s streets with existing or adjacent bike facilities, may require physical separation or buffer 
space to achieve lower levels of traffic stress. With the Bicycle Network target of implementing facilities 
that provide at least LTS 2, we propose the following method for identifying geometric street design 
opportunities to implement the proposed bike facilities within existing curb-to-curb dimensions and 
available right-of-way.  

1. Begin with streets that are low stress streets:  

a. Streets with volumes of less than 2,000 vehicles per day and speed 25 mph or less are 
appropriate as a neighborhood greenway. Note that the City of Albany Complete Streets 
Policy & Design Manual recommends that 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, although when high-volume 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.  

b. If none of the conditions above exist in the identified street, determine if the street can 
accommodate physically separated or buffered bike lanes with the following street 
reconfiguration approaches: 

i. Narrow travel and turn lanes, or  
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ii. Rechannelization of streets with four lanes and less than 20,000 AADT, or potentially 
narrow travel lanes or eliminate center turn lanes to implement bikeway buffer 

iii. Remove on-street parking where feasible, considering the following:  

 Is parking utilization below an acceptable threshold?  

 Is off-street parking available nearby?  

 Do most or all residences have private driveways for parking?  

 Is it possible to remove parking on one side of the street and rechannelize the 
remaining street width?  

c. Identify possible multi-use path/side path locations for streets with the following 
geometric characteristics:  

i. Edge of pavement to right-of-way line is minimum 10’. 12’-16’ wide is the ideal multi-
use/sidepath minimum to allow for two-way walking and bicycling space with a buffer 
from the adjacent roadway rather than having pathway immediately adjacent to curb.   

ii. Travel or turn lane narrowing or rechannelization could provide additional space to 
increase buffer and/or multi-use/sidepath width.  

2. If street segment cannot be reconfigured for implementation of low stress bike facilities, analyze a 
parallel street in the vicinity.   

3. If no parallel connection is available or feasible, remove the street segment from the Bicycle 
Network. 
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Figure 31 NACTO Contextual Guidance for Selecting All Ages and Abilities Bikeways 

 
Source: NACTO (National Association of City Transportation Officials)  

Figure 32 shows the proposed bike network, with 40 miles of Bike Boulevards, 9 miles of Conventional 
Bike Lanes, 28 miles of Protected Bike Lanes, and 10 miles of Multi-use paths. Each roadway will need to 
have a full study conducted before recommended treatment can be considered as the final product. The 
feasibility of a proposed cycling improvements should account feedback for City departments, 
governmental agencies, and members of the public. 
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Figure 32 Proposed Bike Network 
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Figure 33 Level of Traffic Stress of the Proposed Bike Network (To be Updated in the next Draft Plan) 
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Figure 34 through Figure 37 shows examples of bicycle facilities in four locations identified in the 
Proposed Bicycle Network. 

Figure 34 Berkshire Boulevard Bicycle Boulevard 

 
Figure 35 Manning Blvd Buffered Bike Lane  
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Figure 36 Washington Avenue Protected Bicycle Lane 

 
Figure 37 Brevator Street Multi-Use Path 

 

Step 3:  Prioritize Biking Improvements for Near-, Mid-, and Long-
Term Implementation 
The project team proposes prioritizing improvements along priority walking streets based on those that 
most improve safety, pedestrian visibility, and access to areas with high walking demand. The project 
team will rank proposed walking improvements with a multi-factor decision-making method that weights 
the following factors:   

• Safety: Walking improvement location is along or across streets with a history of collisions 
involving people walking or bicycling as identified in the Transportation Baseline Memo’s bicycle 
and pedestrian collision analysis 

• Equity: Walking improvement location proximate to areas with the highest concentration of 
older adults, young people, people with lower incomes, and households with no access to a vehicle 
(see Equity Analysis chapter) 
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• Connectivity: Closes a gap in the existing network and with the Interurban Trail 

• Demand: Serves areas with high Pedestrian and Bicycle demand (see Figure 39) 

Figure 38  Project Evaluation Criteria 

CRITERIA METRIC SCORING 

Safety  Is the project located in a high-crash corridor?  Above Standard Deviation = 1 
 Below Standard Deviation = 0 

Equity Does the project serve communities classified with high 
environmental justice sensitivity? 

 High: 3 
 Medium: 2 
 Low: 1 

Fills in gaps
  

Is the segment connecting existing facilities?   Yes = 1 
 No = 0 

Demand Does the project serve areas with high pedestrian demand 
(e.g., schools, transit stops, key commercial/social 
destinations)?  

 High: 3 
 Medium: 2 
 Low: 1 

Connects a 
Park  

Is the project connecting directly or running adjacent to a park?  Yes = 1 
 No = 0 
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Figure 39  Bicycle & Pedestrian Demand 
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Figure 40  Prioritization of the Proposed Bike Network (To be Updated in the next Draft Plan)  
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PROPOSED COMPLIMENTARY TREATMENT TO THE BICYCLE NETWORK PROPOSAL 

Recommended Traffic Calming Measures for Bike Boulevards and Conventional Bike Lanes 
Figure 41  Traffic calming treatments 

Treatment What is it? Where is it effective? Applicable Street Types 
Appropriate Bike 

Facility Cost6 Example 

Traffic Cameras 

Cameras that use radar to 
identify and photograph 
drivers exceeding the 
speed limit or running red 
lights 

Traffic cameras are 
usually implemented on 
major arterials with a 
history of crashes 

 Downtown 
 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 
 Industrial 

Any $$ 

 

Radar Speed Signs 
Signs that detect and 
displays drivers’ speeds 
as they pass 

Radar speed signs are 
best used on busy streets 
where drivers are 
frequently observed 
driving above the speed 
limit 

 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 
 Industrial 

Any $ 

 

Raised Crosswalks 

Extension of the sidewalk 
across the road and 
bringing motor vehicles to 
the pedestrian level 

Raised crosswalks are 
best used to reinforce the 
transition to a lower speed 
and residential  

 Downtown 
 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Bike Boulevard 

 
$$ 

 

 
6 $ = Less than $10,000 

$$ = $10,000 - $100,000 

  $$$ = Over $100,000 
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Treatment What is it? Where is it effective? Applicable Street Types 
Appropriate Bike 

Facility Cost6 Example 

Speed Cushions 

Raised areas of the street 
have flat wheel cutouts 
spaced so that larger 
vehicles can pass through 
them 

Speed cushions are best 
used on busier streets 
where emergency vehicles 
operate frequently 

 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 
 Industrial 

 Bike Boulevard 
 

$ 

 

Pavement 
Treatments 

Textured or colored areas 
of pavement 

Pavement treatments are 
best used in areas with 
substantial pedestrian 
activity 

 Downtown 
 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 
 Community Mixed Use 

 Any 
 

$ or $$ 

 

Curb Extensions 
And Neckdowns 

Narrows the vehicle travel 
lanes at intersections to 
induce slower speeds 
while also reducing the 
crossing distance for 
pedestrians 

Curb extensions should be 
used on roads that have 
curb and gutter systems 
and can be combined with 
on-street parking. 
Appropriate on most roads 
and most speeds, but a 
buffer distance between 
travel lane and curb 
extension should be used 
for higher speeds. 
A temporary, interim, or 
low-cost alternative using 
flex-posts can be used. 

 Downtown 
 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 
 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 

 Protected Bike 
Lane 

 Bike Boulevard 
 

$ or $$ 

 

Center Islands / 
Median Islands 

A paved or planted 
median that helps to 
narrow vehicle travel lanes  

Center or median islands 
are best used on arterial, 
collectors, or local roads.  

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 
 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$$  

On-Street Parking 

Another approach to 
narrowing the travel lanes, 
this allocates some 
roadway for street parking 

On-street parking is 
acceptable on nearly all 
street classification types 
but preferred within urban 

 Downtown 
 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Protected Bike 
Lane 

 Bike Boulevard 
$  
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Treatment What is it? Where is it effective? Applicable Street Types 
Appropriate Bike 

Facility Cost6 Example 

(can be either angled or 
parallel parking)  

or suburban settings and 
where cars will use the 
parking. Also appropriate 
along bus routes. 

 Community Mixed Use  

Reduced Curb 
Radii 

Similar to a curb 
extension, reducing or 
minimizing the radius of a 
curb will help to slow 
travel speeds of turning 
vehicles 

Most effective downtown 
or in areas with 
pedestrians or slow 
speeds in general. 

 Downtown 
 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

Any $$ 

 

Traffic Circles/Mini 
Roundabouts 

At unsignalized 
intersections, raised 
islands in the middle of the 
intersection  

Mini-roundabouts or traffic 
circles are best 
incorporated on local or 
collector streets, where 
only one lane of each 
direction may enter the 
roundabout. 

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$$ 

 

Speed Bumps 

Speed bumps are raised 
areas along a street to 
reduce traffic speeds, 
generally at least 12 feet 
in length and can be used 
together with other speed 
bumps, spaced between 
300-500 feet apart. 

Appropriate on residential 
streets, either local streets 
or collectors. Also 
effective with combined 
use of curb extensions. 
Not typically used on high 
volume streets or on bus 
or emergency routes 

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$$ 

 

Reduced Speed 
Limit 

Road speeds can be 
reduced through policy 
and the use of signage. 
Enforcement, such as 
automatic cameras or 
additional patrolling may 
be needed for uphold the 
policy change without an 
engineering intervention.  

Reduced speed limits are 
effective of local or 
residential streets. 

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$  
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Treatment What is it? Where is it effective? Applicable Street Types 
Appropriate Bike 

Facility Cost6 Example 

Chicanes 

Chicanes are created by 
introducing curb 
extensions along a street, 
ideally in groups of at least 
three, in order to force 
vehicle traffic to slow and 
weave along a now 
winding path. 

Chicanes are most 
effective in areas with 
speed limits of less than 
35 mph and can be used 
with on-street parking or 
curb extensions as 
additional elements to the 
curved roadway 
alignment. 

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$$ 

 

Traffic Diverters 

Barriers placed, typically 
diagonally across an 
intersection to force traffic 
to go a certain direction. 
Allows through 
movements for bicyclists 
and pedestrians. 

Traffic diverters should be 
used for residential streets 
intended for slow speeds. 
These can also be used 
for entry points to 
residential streets from 
more commercial collector 
roads. Not for use on 
roads where emergency 
through-access is 
required. 

 Neighborhood Mixed Use 
 Neighborhood Residential 
 Community Mixed Use 
 Community Commercial 

 Bike Boulevard 
 Conventional 

Bike Lane 
$$ 
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Intersection Treatments for Bicyclists 
Intersections are crucial to the success of all types of bicycle facilities. A low-stress segment of a bike 
network will be used only if it includes safe, low-stress intersections that connect people to and through 
the network. There are a number of strategies for making intersections safer for all users of the road, and 
the more protection and dedication of space given to bicyclists (or pedestrians), a greater range of bicycle 
users will feel comfortable using the space. The type of applications and features used within the 
intersection will depend on the amount of space available in the right-of-way and the level of funds 
available for the project.  

Creating a protected intersection is the most expensive but safest alternative for bicycle travel, since 
elements of a protected intersection include the construction of curbs, and concrete islands in order to 
fully designate the users’ space and travel through the area. Fortunately, elements of a protected 
intersection can be incorporated into more traditional intersections with modular materials to produce 
similar results in traffic calming and driver awareness, as well as better bicyclist and pedestrian flow. In 
addition to physical protection, treatments such as paint or markings, signage and signalization, or 
crossing applications should be used to direct movement of the various travel modes. Treatment elements 
for a safer intersection include those listed and described below: 

1. Physical protection: The safest intersection design is a “protected intersection,” which uses 
concrete islands or other vertical elements to keep different modes separated to eliminate 
conflicts. Pedestrian islands are a form of curb extension, helping to reduce the crossing 
distance for pedestrians. Corner islands maintain a tight turning radius for vehicles and helps 
to maintain physical separation from vehicles and bicyclists. Corner islands should encourage 
vehicles to reduce speeds to around 10 mph when turning. It also allows them to have a clear sight 
distance of the crosswalk area. Conventional bike lanes can be swung out (also called a ‘bend-out’) 
to provide a protected intersection for these types of facilities as well. In other less-intensive 
applications, many of the same protections can be made for bicyclists and pedestrians, with lower 
costs and less space required. Corner wedges can be implemented in place of a corner island to 
serve similar protection and speed reduction gains. Centerline hardening treatments are 
also used for semi-protected intersections; they are used to lower speeds of left-turning vehicle 
movements. Modular curbs or speed bumps can be used to serve the role of a corner wedge or 
centerline hardening treatment as a quick-build or interim alternative to a concrete curb. 
(NACTO’s Don’t Give Up at the Intersection) 

2. Pavement Paint or Markings: Marked intersection treatments help direct cyclists through an 
intersection and can be used to give bicyclists better visibility. They are typically used in 
conjunction with conventional bike lanes or cycle tracks. Bike marking or paint can also be used 
for bike boxes or turn lanes, adding to efficiency at an intersection. Generally, markings can be 
used to draw attention to any potential conflict zone, such as at merging areas where vehicular 
lanes must cross a bicycle lane to access a right-turn lane, or at minor roadway or driveway 
crossings. In all these cases, the additional pavement paint helps alert drivers to the presence of 
bicyclists. 

3.  Signage & Signalization: On high-volume bikeways, bicycle-specific traffic signals clearly 
define time and space for bike movements and make drivers more aware of people on bikes. Bike 
signals are particularly important as part of a protected bike lane installation, as they help to 
separate bike movements from vehicles turning across a bike lane. Traditional signage, such as 
pedestrian or bicycle crossing signs, also add to visibility and, when paired with other traffic 
calming elements, can help to slow speeds and increase driver awareness at intersections. 
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4. Crossing applications: Raised crossings are constructed similar to speed bumps but are 
located in the crosswalk area; they help to slow traffic and improve safety for people walking and 
biking. They also make the crossing smoother by keeping people walking or biking at the same 
grade as an adjacent sidewalk or bikeway. The use of pavers, such as bricks or another stenciled 
design, at intersections can help designate an intersection as a mixing zone, slowing auto traffic 
and making drivers more aware of people crossing an intersection on foot or on bike.  

The various types of intersection treatments are most effective when applied to a bicycle facility that has 
the same level of stress. The figure below shows each intersection treatments’ applicability to the City of 
Albany’s proposed types of bicycle facilities. As mentioned above, there are times when an intersection 
may require more highly designated spaces or better protections for bicyclists than the rest of the roadway 
facility. In these cases, elements such as a bend-out can be used at the approach of an intersection to bring 
a conventional bicycle lane behind a curb or divider for a dedicated traffic signal or crossing area. 

Figure 42  Intersection Applications and Appropriate Bicycle Facilities 

Intersection Elements Bike Boulevard 
Conventional 

Bike Lane 
Protected 
Bike Lane 

Multi-Use 
Path or Trail 

Physical Protection 

Pedestrian Islands  X X X 

Corner Islands  X X X 

Corner Wedges X X X X 

Centerline Hardening Treatment X X X X 

Pavement Paint or Markings 

Bike Boxes  X X  

Merging Areas  X X  

Minor Roadway or Driveway Crossing  X X X 

Signage & Signalization 

Bicycle-Specific Traffic Signals  X X X 

Pedestrian and Bicyclist Crossing Signs X X X X 

Crossing Applications 

Raised Crossings X X X X 

Pavers X X X X 
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Figure 43  NACTO Protected Intersection Elements 
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Figure 44 Example of a Bike Box at a Signalized Intersection with a Bike Lane Approach 

 
Source: NACTO 

Figure 45 Example of a Painted Merging Area Between a Bike Lane and Right Turns for Vehicles 

 
Source: NACTO 
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Figure 46 Example of Bike Signals at an Intersection 

 
Source: rEvolving Transportation. New York, NY 

Figure 47 Raised Intersection and Bike Crossing 
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Source: NACTO. Cambridge, MA 

Figure 48 Example of a Curb Extension as a Speed Management Measure 

 
Source: NACTO 

Figure 49 Intersection with Pavers to Help Designate an Intersection as a Mixing Zone 

 
Source: Cultural Trail, Indianapolis 
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BRANDING 
Specific branding and signage of the bicycle network will make connections clear and easy, as well as 
provide people on bikes the most comfortable user experience. If possible, professional designers should 
be contracted to ensure readability and accessibility, as well as quality of style, allow the brand to be 
unique and recognizable as people navigate the network. When developing a brand for the bicycle network 
the following questions should be considered to ensure clarity with the users of the network: 

 How does the bike network differentiate or align itself with other transportation services in the 
city? 

 How does the bike network differentiate or align itself with established city branding? 

 What bike clubs and retails shops already exist and how does the bike network differentiate itself 
to avoid confusion? 

 What are the potential digital and/or print applications for this brand (maps, mobile apps, digital 
screens, signage, and wayfinding), and how will brand optimize readability and clarity of 
information? 

 Who are the users and how does the brand convey the appropriate message to them? 

 How can the current and potential biking population of Albany play a role in building the core 
values of the brand? What is important to them? What worries them? What keeps them from 
cycling in the city? 

Figure 50 Branding Example - The 99 Bikeway in Chico, CA 
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6 Pedestrian Network  
All streets in Albany should be safe and comfortable for people walking of all ages and abilities. The 
following steps document how a walking network was prioritized for early focus. 

Step 1: Assess Suitability of Current Conditions Along Priority Walking 
Streets and Identify Opportunities for Improvement  
The project team assessed the existing walking facilities along streets to determine whether they are 
comfortable for a people of all ages and abilities to walk along and across or if they need to be improved.  

Sidewalks 

The following conditions including walking facility quality, street classification and traffic volumes among 
others will determine whether walking facilities on a priority walking street need to be improved.  

 Suitable for Walking:  

− Collector and Arterial streets with sidewalk on both sides  

− Suitable for Walking: Local streets with continuous sidewalk on one side  

 Consideration for Sidewalk improvement:  

− Collector and Arterial streets with sidewalk gaps 

− Local streets without continuous sidewalk on either side and traffic volumes higher than 300 
vehicles per day; OR 

− Local streets longer than 1,000’ without continuous sidewalk on either side 
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Figure 51  Sidewalk Network Improvements 
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Low-Cost Walking Improvements Can Serve as an Alternative to Traditional Sidewalk 
on Low Speed, Low Volume Streets 

 A range of low-cost walking improvement options could support cost-effective, timely improvements or 
“quick wins” along some of Albany’s walking streets. For precedent on low-cost walking improvement 
implementation, Portland, OR and Seattle, WA have published formal guidelines for designing and 
applying low-cost walking improvements, highlighted in Figure 52 and Figure 53.  The project team will 
discuss the feasibility of the range of low-cost walking improvement treatments with the City of Albany 
towards the Final Plan.  

Figure 52 Example: Design Guidelines for Low-Cost Walking Improvements (Portland, OR) 

 
Source: PedPDX: Portland’s Citywide Pedestrian Plan, Portland, OR (2019)  
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Figure 53 Example: Low-Cost Walking Improvement Facility Types (Seattle, WA) 

 
Source: Cost Effective Walkways Fact Sheet, Seattle Department of Transportation (2019) Source Link 

Crossings 

Consideration for street crossing improvements: 

 High collision corridors as identified in the collision analysis 

 Streets that are the most difficult to cross, as defined in the Ease of Crossing analysis by over 300’ 
between controlled crossings or where uncontrolled crossings of more than 2 lanes are present 

 Streets near key destinations (schools, parks, commercial areas and transit).  

An ease of crossing analysis looks to determine the safety for pedestrians and bicyclists crossing streets. 
This analysis is based on number of lanes, traffic volumes, presence of a traffic signal, and speed limit to 
calculate a safety index for each street. 
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Figure 54  Ease of Crossing Analysis for Streets in Albany  
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Below is a list of potential improvements to provide mid-block crossings, or to add crosswalks in existing 
intersections. Crosswalks and mid-block crossings vary in their design; some are unmarked, while others 
have stop lines, median islands, rapid flashing beacons or other elements that can improve safety. 
Appropriate crosswalk design and treatments depend on adjacent speeds and volumes. As traffic speeds 
and volumes increase, the level of protection desired by pedestrians increases as well. Where vehicle 
speeds and volumes are high and pedestrian access is expected at regular intervals, signalized crossings 
preserve a safe walking environment. Where anticipated pedestrian traffic is low or intermittent, or where 
vehicle volumes are lower and pedestrian crossings shorter, the use of unsignalized crossing treatments 
such as medians, hybrid or rapid flash beacons, or raised crossings should be considered.  

The National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) Urban Street Design Guide indicates 
that on streets with low volume (<3000 ADT), low speeds (<20 mph), and few lanes (1–2), marked 
crosswalks are not always necessary at the intersections. However, at key destinations such as schools, 
parks, plazas, senior centers, transit stops, hospitals, campuses, and major public buildings, marked 
crosswalks may be beneficial regardless of traffic conditions. 

The following table shows potential design treatments to improve pedestrian crossings.  

Figure 55  Neighborhood Crossings and Signage – Best Practice Toolkit 

Improvement In Practice 

Striping Continental Standard Crosswalks 

Source: NACTO Urban Street Design Guide 

 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Somerville, Massachusetts 

 
 Stripe all signalized crossings and/or major pedestrian or 

bicycle crossing desire lines 
 Stripe the crosswalk at least as wide as the walkway it 

connects 
 Use high visibility zebra markings to ensure pedestrian visibility 

(See Continental Standard in MUTCD) 
 Provide accessible curb ramps on either side of crosswalks 
 Strip stop bars at least 8 feet in advance of the crosswalk 

 

 
Sample Specification: Cambridge, MA 
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Improvement In Practice 

“Two-Can” Bike Crossing 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Cambridge, MA 

 
 Paint applications that reinforce bicycles can also make use of 

a crosswalk to cross the street 
 Has also been applied as green thermoplast dashes in many 

cities (as pictured below) 
 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Seattle, WA 

Audible Count-Down Pedestrian Signal Heads 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Washington, D.C. 

 
 Countdown programming gives people crossing more 

information about how much time is left to safely cross the 
street 

 When installed with pushbuttons, a 29% reduction in total 
pedestrian crashes and a 30% reduction in fatal/injury 
pedestrian crashes were observed 

Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI) at Traffic Signals 

 

 
 Enhancing pedestrian crossing signal heads can also allow for 

LPI enhancements 
 An LPI programs the signal to give pedestrians a 3 to 7 second 

head start ahead of the green light phase, to ensure visibility 
for safe crossing 

 Most critical application areas include those where there is 
heavy turning volume, which could create conflict with those 
crossing the street 

 Shown to reduce pedestrian-vehicle collisions as much as 60% 
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Improvement In Practice 

 
Source: NACTO 

Shared Path Yielding Signage 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from California 

 
 Many trail have custom signage encouraging proper yielding 

behavior in these shared areas 
  “Courteous Cycling Welcome” and “Share the Path” are oft-

used phrases. 

Wayfinding Signs 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Chicago 

 
 Wayfinding can support the use of a trail system and the 

connections to and from it 
 The City of Albany should conduct a detailed wayfinding study 

and audit to identify locations that could benefit from signage 
to mitigate confusion and to ensure the system is 
comprehensive to users 

 As part of this, a hierarchy of signage typologies could also be 
developed, including those for major vs supportive navigation 

 Signage could also be deployed as a “pilot” by applying them 
with zip ties to other vertical parking or light poles 

 Bicycle Boulevard principles could also be deployed, to 
indicate distance in time and miles to and from the downtown, 
schools, and major parks (as pictured in the example from 
Fresno) 
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Improvement In Practice 

 

Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Fresno 

HAWK Signals 

 
Source: pedbikeimages.org 

 

 HAWK: High-Intensity Activated crosswalk 
 Installed as mid-block crosswalks that include both a vehicle 

beacon and pedestrian signal heads. 
 Most effective when used a locations that have high rate of 

pedestrian activity with high volumes of crossing traffic that 
doesn’t allow sufficient gaps in traffic for pedestrians to cross 
the road safely. 

 The beacons have resulted in crash reductions, according to 
one FHWA study. There was a 69 percent reduction in vehicle 
pedestrian crashes, as well as a 29 percent decrease in all 
crashes (Fitzpatrick, 2012).  Additionally, the vehicle 
compliance is high, with up to 97 percent vehicle compliance of 
stopping at crosswalk during the steady red beacon phase. 

 The beacon remains dark until it is activated by a pedestrian 
with a pushbutton. (See diagrams below for signal 
progressions) 

 
Source: NACTO 
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Improvement In Practice 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Northampton, MA 

 
Source: Michele Weisbart 

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Miami Beach, Florida 

 RRFBs are user-activated flashing lights that supplement 
crossings at an unsignalized location 

 The signal can either be activated passively through detection 
or manually through the use of a push-button 

Median Refuge Islands 

 

 Median refuge islands shorten crossing distances and also 
allow users of all ages to make a safe two-stage crossing, 
where they only have to cross one direction of traffic at a time 

 Levels of signage should be tailored according to the degree of 
vehicular volume present at the installation area 
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Improvement In Practice 
Source: NACTO, from Portland, OR 

Yield to Pedestrians Signage 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard, from Washington, D.C. 

 Yield to Pedestrian Signage, when applied in-street could 
reinforce yielding or stopping when a pedestrian is present in 
the crosswalk 

 Policy change would be needed to ensure 

Curb extension 

 

 Curb extensions shorten crossing distances and also reduces 
the turning radii and forces motor vehicles turning into the 
street to slow down.  

 Particular attention should be made to intersections where 
emergency vehicles and buses need to turn to ensure that they 
don’t invade the opposite lane, if turning into a two-way street 

 Curb extensions can be filled with green infrastructure 

 

ADA Accessibility Barriers 

Albany's topography lends itself to unique pedestrian-only connections, where stairs help to connect 
blocks with significant grade differences.  

The staircase improvement recommendations listed below should be considered for improved pedestrian 
connectivity across steep grade changes and other barriers to the network. Although stairs are ideal 
alternatives in locations where right-of-way is limited, when possible, ramps should replace or be added 
to stairs at these connection points. Ramps allow wheelchair accessibility but can also increase access for 
people with other visual or walking disabilities - as well as provide a more convenient egress for people 
carrying luggage or pushing strollers. Additionally, ramps, when built to the proper width, can also 
accommodate bicyclists. 

In downtown Albany, four outdoor staircases connect the Capitol Hill area to Sheridan Hollow, a 
neighborhood located to the northeast. However, only two of the four staircases are maintained, and all of 
them are closed during the winter months to prevent slips and falls from icy conditions. Aside from these 
stairs, a parking garage elevator offers year-round access - and universal access - between the 
neighborhood and downtown. The neighborhood of Sheridan Hollow has called for the maintenance of 
these staircases, in order to ensure year-round ease of access between the two areas, but another 
recommendation developed in a community plan is to use a part of the hillside to create an accessible 
park: instead of stairs, ramps integrated into the hillside near the Swan Street staircase could offer an 
added way for year-round outdoor access and provide a connection point for bicyclists as well. 
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Figure 56  Proposed Renovation of the Swan Street Staircase Illustrates an Accessible Hillside Park (Sheridan 
Hollow Form-Based Zoning District Plan, 2018) 

 

Below is a full list of other improvements identified by the City of Albany, including the proposed path in 
Figure 56:  

 Staircase improvements on Eagle Street from Sheridan Avenue to Columbia Street 

 Staircase improvements on Eagle Street from Delaware Street to Morton Avenue 

 Add staircase from Marshall Place to North Pearl Street 

 Add ADA staircase from Sheridan Hollow Form-Based Zoning District study from Sheridan 
Avenue to Elk Street.  

 Add staircase improvements to Swan Street Staircase from Sheridan Hollow Form-Based Zoning 
District study from Sheridan Avenue to Elk Street.  

 Add staircase improvements on Henry Johnson Boulevard from Sherman Street to Central 
Avenue.  

Step 2: Prioritize Walking Improvements for Near-, Mid-, and Long-
Term Implementation 
Identification of priority walking streets for investment and upgrade is an opportunity to address 
inequities and lack of access experienced by underserved and underrepresented communities. The project 
team proposes prioritizing improvements along priority walking streets based on those that most improve 
safety, pedestrian visibility, and access to areas with high walking demand. (Error! Reference source 
not found. - Figure 64 summarize the results of this network analysis.)



Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
City of Albany 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. | 6-65 

Figure 57  Prioritization of Sidewalk Improvements 
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Figure 58  Prioritization of Crossings Improvements 
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Figure 59  Prioritization of Signalized Intersections Improvements 

 

  



Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
City of Albany 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. | 6-68 

Improvements to intersections may vary based on the current design and identified issues. Below is an example of a proposed improvement for the 
New Scotland and Manning Blvd intersection that could be adapted for other uses. 

Figure 60 Proposed improvement for New Scotland Ave and Manning Blvd intersection 
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7 Maintenance, Policy, and Practice 
Recommendations 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR POLICY AND PRACTICE UPDATES 
Bicycle and walking-supportive programs, policies, and procedures complement the low-stress bicycle 
and walking network. Developing a culture of active transportation that makes biking and walking a fun, 
efficient and attractive travel option for people of all ages and abilities takes years of commitment and 
engagement by stakeholders at all levels. Programs like Safe Routes to School, policies such as Vision 
Zero, and regular maintenance of bike infrastructure are essential components of a sustainable, high-
ridership network. 

The sections below introduce select programs to support people riding bikes and walking, policies to help 
make Albany a walking and bike-friendly city, and procedures that the City should implement to support 
development of the walking and biking networks.  

PROGRAMS 
Programs are targeted, actively managed, City-led initiatives and partnerships to involve community 
members to create enthusiasm and attraction to cycling, spread education, and to elevate biking as a 
primary mode of transportation and to improve safety and comfort for people. 

Encouragement 
 Community rides such as monthly bike parties or bike-based tours help expose new riders to a 

bike network. Low-speed, relaxed group rides are particularly effective at building family 
ridership, and these group rides can be used as an economic development tool when trips are 
routed through shopping areas. 

 Bike races and other competitions build community and draw committed cyclists from across 
the region. Bike-based competitions are excellent for involving youth, and both spectators and 
participants bring tourist dollars to competition sites. 

 Open streets events, such the Open Streets initiative 
that occurred during summer 2020, to close down major 
community thoroughfares for a day, opening the street for 
people to walk, bike, roller blade, and use other non-
motorized transportation. These events help build a sense 
of community and neighborhood pride and can be targeted 
economic development tools that coincide with holidays, 
festivals, or other special events. 

Education 
 Building a positive, collaborative relationship with local advocacy groups such as the Albany 

Bicycle Coalition helps bring more community members into the bike planning processes and can 
streamline project delivery by drawing stakeholder engagement into earlier phases of project and 
plan review. Building a world-class bike network means familiarizing drivers with the growing 
number of bikes in the area. Adding bike awareness training to driver’s education programs 
helps normalize auto interactions with bikes and teach people driving about bicycle 
infrastructure. Adding bike awareness training to commercial licensing and other large vehicle 

Source: Times Union 

Figure 61 Skate Albany Meet-Up  
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operator training is particularly important, as these vehicles pose the greatest danger to people on 
bikes. 

 Safe Routes to School is a nationwide program that creates safe, simple, and fun opportunities 
for children to walk or bike to school. This program encourages important physical activity before 
and after school and can reduce traffic caused by vehicles dropping off and picking up students. A 
bike rodeo, an on-bike clinic with stations focusing on bike skills, bike maintenance, rules of the 
road, and helmet fit. Bike Rodeos are a fun, active and hands on activity for elementary students 
to learn biking and safety skills in a safe and comfortable environment.  

 Community groups that support bike network implementation can help produce the special 
events and community rides that build familiarity with a bike network. They can also serve as an 
intermediary between local businesses and bike-based events, thereby channeling economic 
development to bike-friendly shopping events and corridors. 

Bicycle Share Programs 

Bike share programs provide bicycle 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. CDPHP Cycle!7 bike sharing 
program connects Albany with other destinations of the Capital Region, offering bikes available for rent 
and return at various locations across this area. Bikes can be returned either in a station or locked at a 
public object that does not block any public right of way. The City should continue to promote the use of 
this program and consider examining the market potential for expanding the system. 

Electric Bicycles 

Electrical bikes allow for faster and longer bike rides, and make bicycling more viable in areas with steep 
topography, such as the one in certain areas in the city of Albany, and in addition to that, they officially 
became legal in April 2020 in New York State, although cities and towns have extensive local authority, 
including ability to prohibit e-bikes or require helmets and reflective clothing. 

The latest New York e-bike law establishes that the e-bikes require a minimum user age of 16. They have 
the same rights and duties as pedal-bike riders, and e-bikes are excluded from the definition of motor 
vehicle, and that they can be ridden on roads with speed limits of 30 mph or less, including bike lanes, 
and on some bike paths that are connected with or adjacent to roads. 

E-bikes could be also offered as part of the current Bicycle share program. 

Bicycle Parking 

 Safe, secure, bike parking ensures that the beginning and end of every cycling trip is 
comfortable and stress-free. Incentivizing easily-accessible, well-lit, and sheltered bicycle parking 
at major destinations and trip generators can increase ridership, and prominently-located bike 
parking facilities can encourage people who drive to try biking to regular destinations. 

 Mandating high-quality bicycle parking sites in large residential and commercial 
developments ensures that future residents have access to safe, clean, and sheltered parking for 
their bikes. 

 Valet bike parking at special events is a fun and novel way to encourage cycling to large 
events. 

 
7 https://cdphpcycle.com/ 
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Figure 62 Bike Locker at BART Station in the Bay Area, CA 

 
Source: Nelson\Nygaard 

Bicycle Repair Stations 

Public bicycle repair stations, situated in areas with high or moderate bicycle traffic, are great additions to 
bicycle infrastructure. They help bicycle commuters or recreational riders feel self-reliant and confident 
that they can troubleshoot bike problems free of charge and en route to their destination. These stations 
are sold by bicycle retailers or outdoor furniture companies. The stations have common bike tools secured 
by metal cable to a central hub that is affixed to the pavement. Oftentimes, the central hub is designed to 
elevate the bike for ease of repairs. Bike repair station locations can be added to the citywide bicycle map, 
to increase exposure and knowledge of these public resources. 

Figure 63 Public Bike Repair Stand by CycleSafe and Saris 
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Wayfinding 

 Good wayfinding is crucial to successful bike network implementation. Signs that provide the 
distance and direction to major destinations, transit connections, and places of interest help new 
riders build familiarity with bike routes and the larger network. 

 Wayfinding can be used as an economic development tool, directing people on bikes towards 
shopping sites such as retail corridors, farmers markets, and special events. 

POLICIES 
Policies translate plan goals into operational standards, guidelines, and practices, and establish street 
design, operational, and maintenance standards to increase safety and reduce collisions. 

Eliminating Traffic Deaths 
 Establishing a Towards Zero Death or Vision Zero policy formalizes a city’s commitment to 

eliminating traffic deaths. By operating under the belief that every death in a traffic crash is 
preventable, Albany can work to produce the safest possible outcomes with every infrastructure 
project. A key component of the Vision Zero mission is the reduction of auto speed in places 
where people walk and bike.  

Design Criteria 
 Building an accessible low-stress bike network is a context-sensitive undertaking that is 

carried out differently along the corridor. Appropriate design guidelines can be developed from 
general principles but must take into account the unique needs of the community for which they 
are produced and the neighborhoods in which they are applied. 

 Infrastructure design guidelines that separate people biking from moving vehicles are the 
cornerstone of a bike network with low levels of traffic stress. Successful guidelines are produced 
for network segments and nodes, thereby protecting people on bikes at both intersections and 
along rights-of-way. 

Dedicated Funding 
 A commitment of dedicated and sustained infrastructure funds is essential to the 

successful implementation of the Walking and Biking network. A baseline financial commitment 
provides assurance to public, private, and non-profit partners that their investments will be 
matched, and their partnership is valued. Funding commitments can come in the form of grant 
programs, capital investment programs, or budget allocations to relevant departments. 

PROCEDURES 
Procedures are the day-to-day that can make the City of Albany safe and comfortable for walking and 
biking. Procedures can be staffing changes to street management to project delivery that have a profound 
impact on the quality of the walking and bicycle network. 

Refine Maintenance Standards 
 Encouraging walking and regular ridership on a bike network means the network must be well 

maintained, with regular sweeping and short response times for repairs. Commuter ridership, 
in particular, requires that routes to major workplaces are consistently clear of snow and debris, 
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and pavement is free from cracks, potholes, and other defects. Maintenance can be a partnership 
between public, private, and advocacy organizations and can be facilitated by issue-reporting apps 
such as SeeClickFix. 

 Developing standards for sidewalks and bikeway maintenance that are integrated into 
regular maintenance cycles removes ambiguity about when or how the infrastructure is to be 
maintained. Good maintenance practices also reduce long-term capital costs by extending the 
lifespan of expensive infrastructure. 

Establish Performance Measures to Track Progress 
 Developing and using performance measures is an important step in monitoring progress 

toward meeting the goals of this corridor. Performance measures should be clear and easily 
understandable, related to community values and goals, and reported on an annual basis. Metrics 
are valuable for tracking progress, such as the number of miles of bicycle facilities added each 
year, and for establishing targets for the future, such as increasing bicycle commute mode share.  

Collecting Counts of People Walking and Biking 
Bicycle and pedestrian counts are a key performance measure that should be conducted regularly in order 
to: 

• document non-motorized travel patterns and demand 

• identify corridors where current use and potential for increased use is high 

• track trends over time, evaluate the effectiveness of programs and/or facilities to promote walking 
and biking (e.g., before and after studies) 

• improve pedestrian and bicycle safety and evaluate the impact of different design treatments on 
collision rates 

• identify locations for pedestrian and bicycle facility improvements and design appropriate 
treatments 

• measure demographic changes as facilities that increase user comfort and attract a wider range of 
pedestrians and bicyclists are developed 

• assess future pedestrian and bicycle travel demand 

• prioritize bicycle and pedestrian improvement projects. 

Counts can be conducted by anyone who understands the steps involved to ensure the accuracy of the data 
collected. Advocacy groups, universities, and resident associations frequently organize students, 
volunteers, and stakeholders to conduct counts. As technologies evolve for mobile devices, counting and 
video recording has the potential to become more democratic. There are three types of counts to monitor 
bicycle and pedestrian demand and behavior: Screenline counts, Intersection turning movements, and 
bike racks occupancy counts (see next Figure). Both screenline and intersection turning movement counts 
can be collected during motor vehicle counts efforts.  

The duration of the counts might change based on the available resources, but during regular weekdays 
and weekends, in 2-3 hour periods during peak hours. Counts should be repeated quarterly, or at a 
minimum annually to determine trends in the activity.   
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Figure 64  Recommended bike/ped counts methodologies 

Types of Counts Definition Purpose  

Screenline Counts Screenline counts are done by 
establishing a visible or 
invisible line across a roadway 
or sidewalk and counting the 
number of vehicles, bicyclists, 
and pedestrians who pass 
over that line, and they often 
indicate the direction.  

Used to determine 
general use trends for 
a segment of trail or 
roadway 

Source: ctps.org  

Intersection Turning 
Movement 

Intersection turning movement 
counts are done where two or 
more roadways and/or major 
commercial driveways meet. 
These types of counts can be 
converted to screenline 
equivalents.  

They are generally 
conducted for safety or 
operational analyses 
under peak-hour 
conditions and 
analyzing general use 
trends or making 
comparisons to 
screenline count data.  

Bike Parking 
Occupancy Counts 

Parking occupancy counts are 
generally conducted manually 
using a one-pass method of 
counting at specified times, 
although automated systems 
at parking garages and some 
on-street parking areas are 
enabling real-time, continuous 
occupancy information. 

Used to determine the 
utilization of existing 
bike racks and 
establish demand 
trends 

 
Source: mobilitylab 

Source: Metro SCAG Bike/Ped Counting Manual
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Figure 65 Proposed locations to perform bicycle and pedestrian counts. 
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8 Costing, Phasing, and Funding 
COSTING & PHASING 

Summary Costs per Unit 
The preliminary cost estimates provided as part of the Implementation Plan are broken down into the 
categories below and include the following elements and units: 
 
Figure 66 Description of Elements and Units Incorporated in the Preliminary Cost Estimate 

Category Description Unit Price/unit 

Walking facilities New Concrete Sidewalk Linear ft $1458 

Bike Facilities 

Bicycle Boulevard Mile $4,775 

Conventional Bike Lane Mile $25,600 

Protected Bike Lane Mile $1.2M 

Multi-use path Linear ft $929 

Source: NYSDOT quick cost estimator 

The cost for a new Concrete Sidewalk includes removal of the existing sidewalk, saw cutting, excavation, 
disposal, fill, subbase material, compaction, and the construction of the new sidewalk with associated 
curbing, patching and repairs to affected asphalt and concrete, topsoil, establishing turf and finish work, 
as well as all material and labor required to perform these tasks is included.  However, it does not include 
required adjustments to utilities.   

Bicycle Boulevard cost indicated above includes the bicycle symbol with a double strip "chevron" above, 
while the Conventional Bike Lane cost is for one 4 in. wide line to delineate bike lane (any widening or 
pavement reconstruction must be estimated separately) and 2 ft wide hatched buffer with 6 in wide stripe 
on the bicycle lane side of the buffer and 4 in wide stripe on the opposite side. Protected Bike Lane costs is 
based on a stand-along bike project, and not a repaving one.  

The cost assigned to a Multi-use path includes all prep of subgrade, sawcutting and tack coat, and leveling 
courses, but it does not include curbing, grading or turf establishment.  

 
8 Includes  excavation, disposal, subbase material, compaction, construction of sidewalk and finish work.  Does not include, 
sawcutting driveways, excavation to additional depth for driveways, curbing, grading, or turf establishment. 
9 Includes all prep of subgrade, sawcutting and tack coat. Doesn't include curbing, grading or turf establishment. NOTE: Prices 
have been volatile over the past 3 years. 
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Bike Network Projects – Ranking, Phasing, and Cost Estimates 
The following tables list the projects identified in the Proposed Bicycle Network and in the Sidewalk 
improvement network ranked by the prioritization criteria explained in Chapter 5, with a cost-estimate 
calculated as indicated above. Project with Total Score>6 are being classified as “Short-Term”, those with 
Total Score of 6 as “Medium-Term”, and those with Total Score<6 are classified as “Long-Term”. Cost Tier 
is as follows: $ for projects with cost estimates lower than $350k, $$ for projects with cost estimates 
between $350k and $500k, and $$$ for those with cost estimates higher than $500k. 
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Figure 67  List of Bike Network Projects (To be Updated in the next Draft Plan) 

Road Name Facility Tyle Length (mi) Score Cost Tier Time-frame 

BROADWAY Protected Bicycle Lane 0.1 7 $$$ Short-term 

CENTRAL AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 2.9 8 $$$ Short-term 

COLVIN AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.5 6 $$$ Medium-term 

DELAWARE AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.3 7 $$$ Short-term 

EAGLE ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.1 7 $$$ Short-term 

EVERETT RD Protected Bicycle Lane 0.3 5 $$$ Long-term 

EVERETT RD EXT Protected Bicycle Lane 0.5 5 $$$ Long-term 

FRISBIE AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.3 6 $$$ Medium-term 

FRISBIE AVE EXT Protected Bicycle Lane 0.2 7 $$$ Short-term 

FULLER RD Protected Bicycle Lane 1.1 5 $$$ Long-term 

GARDEN ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.4 7 $$$ Short-term 

GREEN ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.3 5 $$$ Long-term 

HENRY JOHNSON BLVD Protected Bicycle Lane 0.4 7 $$$ Short-term 

HOFFMAN AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.2 6 $$$ Medium-term 

HOLLAND AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.6 7 $$$ Short-term 

LOUDONVILLE RD Protected Bicycle Lane 0.4 5 $$$ Long-term 

MAIN AVE N Protected Bicycle Lane 0.7 7 $$$ Short-term 

MAIN AVE S Protected Bicycle Lane 0.9 7 $$$ Short-term 

MANNING BLVD Protected Bicycle Lane 0.4 6 $$$ Medium-term 

MANNING BLVD S Protected Bicycle Lane 1.4 7 $$$ Short-term 

MCCARTY AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.8 6 $$$ Medium-term 

MORTON AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 0.8 8 $$$ Short-term 

NORTHERN BLVD Protected Bicycle Lane 1.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

ONEIDA TER Protected Bicycle Lane 0.1 7 $$$ Short-term 

PEARL ST N Protected Bicycle Lane 0.9 6 $$$ Medium-term 

PEARL ST S Protected Bicycle Lane 1.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

RAPP RD Protected Bicycle Lane 1.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

RENSSELAER ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.1 7 $$$ Short-term 

SHAKER RD Protected Bicycle Lane 1.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

SLINGERLAND ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

SOUTHERN BLVD Protected Bicycle Lane 0.4 6 $$$ Medium-term 

ST JAMES PL Protected Bicycle Lane 0.2 7 $$$ Short-term 

STATE ST Protected Bicycle Lane 0.3 7 $$$ Short-term 

SWAN ST SO Protected Bicycle Lane 0.2 7 $$$ Short-term 
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Road Name Facility Tyle Length (mi) Score Cost Tier Time-frame 

VAN RENSSELAER Protected Bicycle Lane 0.2 5 $$$ Long-term 

WASHINGTON AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 4.6 8 $$$ Short-term 

Washington Ave Ext Protected Bicycle Lane 0.7 5 $$$ Long-term 

WESTERN AVE Protected Bicycle Lane 3.3 8 $$$ Short-term 

BERKSHIRE BLVD Multi-Use Path 0.3 6 $ Medium-term 

BREVATOR ST Multi-Use Path 0.7 7 $ Short-term 

BROADWAY Multi-Use Path 0.1 7 $ Short-term 

BUCKINGHAM DR Multi-Use Path 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

CHURCH ST Multi-Use Path 0.2 6 $ Medium-term 

ELK ST Multi-Use Path 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

HACKETT BLVD Multi-Use Path 2.0 7 $$$ Short-term 

HENRY JOHNSON BLVD Multi-Use Path 0.3 8 $ Short-term 

KRUMKILL RD Multi-Use Path 1.5 5 $$$ Long-term 

UNIVERSITY DR Multi-Use Path 3.1 6 $$$ Medium-term 

WARREN ST Multi-Use Path 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

WASHINGTON AVE Multi-Use Path 0.6 5 $ Long-term 

Washington Ave Ext Multi-Use Path 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

BROADWAY Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.8 6 $ Medium-term 

BUCKINGHAM DR Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.4 6 $ Medium-term 

CHURCH ST Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.7 6 $ Medium-term 

CLINTON AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 1.9 8 $ Short-term 

EAGLE ST Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

LINCOLN AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 1.0 6 $ Medium-term 

LOUDONVILLE RD Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

MADISON AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 1.6 8 $ Short-term 

MYRTLE AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 2.1 8 $ Short-term 

PARK AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.3 5 $ Long-term 

PINE ST Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.3 7 $ Short-term 

TEN BROECK ST Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.3 7 $ Short-term 

WATERVLIET AVE Conventional Bicycle Lane 0.3 7 $ Short-term 

ALDEN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

ANTHONY ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

ARBOR DR Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

ARCH ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 7 $ Short-term 

AUSTAIN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 6 $ Medium-term 



Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
City of Albany 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, Inc. | 8-80 

Road Name Facility Tyle Length (mi) Score Cost Tier Time-frame 

BENSON ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 7 $ Short-term 

BERKSHIRE BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 1.1 6 $ Medium-term 

BOENAU ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

BRADFORD ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

CARDINAL AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 6 $ Medium-term 

CARLISLE CT Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

COLONIE ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 7 $ Short-term 

CORLAER ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

DARTMOUTH ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

DOVE ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.7 7 $ Short-term 

ELIZABETH ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 6 $ Medium-term 

ELK ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 7 $ Short-term 

ERIE BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 0.9 6 $ Medium-term 

ERIE ST W Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 6 $ Medium-term 

EUCLID AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.8 6 $ Medium-term 

FAIRVIEW AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.0 5 $ Long-term 

FERRY ST N Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 7 $ Short-term 

FERRY ST S Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

FORDHAM CT Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

FOREST AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 5 $ Long-term 

FOURTH AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

FRANKLIN ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

GLENWOOD ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 7 $ Short-term 

HACKETT BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 7 $ Short-term 

HAWK ST S Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

HAZELHURST AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 6 $ Medium-term 

HENRY JOHNSON BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 7 $ Short-term 

HILLCREST AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

HUDSON AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.8 7 $ Short-term 

HUTTON ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

JEANETTE ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

JENNINGS DR Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 5 $ Long-term 

JUDSON ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

KELTON CT Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

KENNSINGTON PL Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 
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Road Name Facility Tyle Length (mi) Score Cost Tier Time-frame 

KENT ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 7 $ Short-term 

KRANK ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 5 $ Long-term 

LAKE AVE N Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

LANCASTER ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

LARK DOVE ART Bicycle Boulevard 0.0 5 $ Long-term 

LARK DR Bicycle Boulevard 0.7 6 $ Medium-term 

LARK ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 7 $ Short-term 

LAWRENCE ST W Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

LEXINGTON AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 7 $ Short-term 

LINCOLN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

MANNING BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 1.1 7 $ Short-term 

MANNING BLVD N Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 6 $ Medium-term 

MAPLERIDGE AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

MARION AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

MARSHALL ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

MARWILL ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 6 $ Medium-term 

MCCORMACK RD Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 6 $ Medium-term 

MCDONALD RD Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

MELROSE AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 5 $ Long-term 

MORRIS ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.6 7 $ Short-term 

MYRTLE AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.0 5 $ Long-term 

NORTHERN BLVD NB Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 6 $ Medium-term 

OLEARY BLVD Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

ONTARIO ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.5 8 $ Short-term 

ORANGE ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.1 7 $ Short-term 

ORMOND ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.8 6 $ Medium-term 

PARTRIDGE ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.0 7 $ Short-term 

PEARL ST S Bicycle Boulevard 1.0 8 $ Short-term 

PINEWOOD AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 6 $ Medium-term 

PLYMOUTH ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

PUTNAM ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

RENSSELAER ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 7 $ Short-term 

ROBIN ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

RUSSELL RD Bicycle Boulevard 0.7 6 $ Medium-term 

RYCKMAN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.4 5 $ Long-term 
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Road Name Facility Tyle Length (mi) Score Cost Tier Time-frame 

SECOND AVE Bicycle Boulevard 1.3 5 $ Long-term 

SECOND ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.8 8 $ Short-term 

SHERIDAN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 1.1 7 $ Short-term 

STANFORD CT Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

STATE ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.0 7 $ Short-term 

SWAN ST NO Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

SWAN ST SO Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 6 $ Medium-term 

TEN BROECK PL Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

TERRACE AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 5 $ Long-term 

THIRD AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.5 6 $ Medium-term 

THIRD ST Bicycle Boulevard 1.6 6 $ Medium-term 

THORNTON ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 6 $ Medium-term 

TRYON ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

TWILLER ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 5 $ Long-term 

WARREN ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.2 7 $ Short-term 

WILLETT ST Bicycle Boulevard 0.3 7 $ Short-term 

WINTHROP AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.6 6 $ Medium-term 

WOODLAWN AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.8 6 $ Medium-term 

ZOAR AVE Bicycle Boulevard 0.1 5 $ Long-term 

 

Sidewalk Improvements – Ranking, Phasing, and Cost Estimates 

(The ranking criteria is the same as explained in the List of Bike Network Projects.) 

Figure 68  List of Sidewalk Improvements Projects 

Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Adirondack St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Anthony St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Avon Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Avon St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

Bancroft St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Beach Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Beacon Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 5 $ Short-Term 

Belvidere Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Bender St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Birch Hill Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Blanchard Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Bogardus Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Bower St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Briar Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 3 $ Short-Term 

Brookland Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 3 $ Short-Term 

Buckingham Dr 2 Sidewalks 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Buckingham Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Cambridge Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Campus Access Rd  2 Sidewalks 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Carlisle Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Circle La 2 Sidewalks 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Collins Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Commerce Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Commerce Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Cortland St 2 Sidewalks 0.0 4 $ Short-Term 

Cortland St Ramp 2 Sidewalks 0.0 4 $ Short-Term 

Crescent Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Cross St 1 Sidewalk 0.0 3 $ Short-Term 

Dale St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

Dartmouth St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Daytona Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Daytona Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Edenburg Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Edgecomb St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Edgewood Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Eliot Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Elmhurst Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Euclid Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Fairlawn Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Fairway Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Fay St 1 Sidewalk 0.0 3 $ Short-Term 

Ferndale St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Fordham Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Forest Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Fountain Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Freeman Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Gage Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

Garden Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Glynn St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Green St 2 Sidewalks 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Greenway 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Grey Ledge Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.4 5 $ Short-Term 

Halsdorf St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Harding St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Harris Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Hartman Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Hawthorne Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Hazelhurst Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.4 4 $ Short-Term 

Highland Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Hillcrest Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.4 4 $ Short-Term 

Hollywood Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Homestead St 2 Sidewalks 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Hopewell St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Huron St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Hurst Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

I-90 EB To Campus 
Outer Ring Rd 2 Sidewalks 0.0 6 $ Short-Term 

Industrial Park 1 Sidewalk 0.5 5 $ Short-Term 

Interstate 787 2 Sidewalks 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Joanne Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Jose Marti Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Kakely St 1 Sidewalk 0.4 3 $ Short-Term 

Kehoe St 2 Sidewalks 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Kelton Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Lawrence St W 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Linden Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Link St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Locust St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Loudonville Rd 2 Sidewalks 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Magazine St 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Manning Blvd Ex 2 Sidewalks 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Manor St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Maplewood Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Mariette Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Marlborough Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Maxwell St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

McAlpin St 2 Sidewalks 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

McCormack Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.4 4 $ Short-Term 

Meade Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Mill St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Miller Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Milner Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Mohican Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Moreland Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 3 $ Short-Term 

Mountain St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Mountain View A 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

N Greenway 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Nanotech Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Normanside Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

Normanside Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Oliver Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Onderdonk Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Orchard Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Ormond St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Pinetree La 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Pleasant View Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Plymouth St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Prospect Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Prospect Ter 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Quadrini Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Raft St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Ramp Service 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Ramsey Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Roland Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Rose Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.3 3 $ Short-Term 

Rosemary Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Rosemary Dr Ext 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Rosemont St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

Seminole Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Seneca Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.2 4 $ Short-Term 

Shaker Park Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Simpson Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

So Port St - Port 2 Sidewalks 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

St Agnes La 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Short-Term 

Stanford Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

State Office 
Campus E Entr 2 Sidewalks 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

State Office 
Campus Entrance 2 Sidewalks 0.2 5 $ Short-Term 

State St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Swartson Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Taft Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Terrace Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Short-Term 

Teunis Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Thacher St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Short-Term 

Tivoli St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Tryon Ct 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Tryon Pl 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Upton Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.1 3 $ Short-Term 

Valley View Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Villa Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Warren Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Wellington Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.4 3 $ Short-Term 

White Oak La 1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Willett St 2 Sidewalks 0.3 5 $ Short-Term 

Willow St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 5 $ Short-Term 

Winnie St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 6 $ Short-Term 

Wood Terrace 1 Sidewalk 0.3 5 $ Short-Term 

Woodside Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.3 4 $ Short-Term 

Woodville Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.4 3 $ Short-Term 

  1 Sidewalk 0.1 4 $ Short-Term 

Aspen Cir 1 Sidewalk 0.6 4 $$ Short-Term 

Brevator St 2 Sidewalks 0.6 6 $$ Short-Term 

Church St 2 Sidewalks 0.6 6 $$ Short-Term 

Cottage Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.5 4 $$ Short-Term 

Davis Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.5 4 $$ Short-Term 

I-787 Exit 1 Conn 2 Sidewalks 0.6 6 $$ Short-Term 

Meadow La 1 Sidewalk 0.6 4 $$ Short-Term 

Orlando Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.5 4 $$ Short-Term 

Ormond St 1 Sidewalk 0.6 4 $$ Short-Term 

Pinehurst Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.6 5 $$ Short-Term 

Russell Rd 2 Sidewalks 0.6 4 $$ Short-Term 

Van Rensselaer 2 Sidewalks 0.6 5 $$ Short-Term 

Berkshire Blvd 2 Sidewalks 0.8 4 $$$ Short-Term 

Cortland St 1 Sidewalk 0.9 5 $$$ Short-Term 

Erie Blvd 2 Sidewalks 1.0 5 $$$ Short-Term 

Krumkill Rd 2 Sidewalks 1.0 4 $$$ Short-Term 

Mount Hope Dr 2 Sidewalks 0.7 5 $$$ Short-Term 

Pearl St S 2 Sidewalks 0.8 6 $$$ Short-Term 

Tampa Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.8 4 $$$ Short-Term 

University Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.7 3 $$$ Short-Term 

  2 Sidewalks 0.7 6 $$$ Short-Term 

AMC Entrance Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

AMC Lot Access 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Bethlehem Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Beverly Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Boat St (S Seventh 
St) 2 Sidewalks 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Bradford St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Broadway 1 Sidewalk 0.4 8 $ Medium-Term 

Carroll Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Catherine St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Catherine St 2 Sidewalks 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Champlain St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Cherry Hill St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Chestnut St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Clara Barton Dr 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Colonial Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Colonie St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Cortland Pl 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Craigie Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Crown Ter 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Delaware St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Erie St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 6 $ Medium-Term 

Essex St 1 Sidewalk 0.3 7 $ Medium-Term 

Ferry St N 2 Sidewalks 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Frisbie Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.3 9 $ Medium-Term 

Frontage Rd 1 Sidewalk 0.2 9 $ Medium-Term 

Gansevoort St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Garden St 2 Sidewalks 0.0 9 $ Medium-Term 

Grand St 2 Sidewalks 0.0 7 $ Medium-Term 

Hamilton St 2 Sidewalks 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Hamilton St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Hawkins St 1 Sidewalk 0.3 6 $ Medium-Term 

Hudson Ave 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Krank St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Lawnridge Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Lawrence St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 8 $ Medium-Term 

Learned St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Lincoln Park 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Livingston Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Livingston Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.3 7 $ Medium-Term 

Lyric Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Manning Blvd N 2 Sidewalks 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

McCarty Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.2 9 $ Medium-Term 

McCarty Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

McGowans Alley 1 Sidewalk 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Mercer St 1 Sidewalk 0.4 6 $ Medium-Term 

Montgomery St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Medium-Term 

Northern Blvd 2 Sidewalks 0.4 7 $ Medium-Term 

Orange St 2 Sidewalks 0.0 9 $ Medium-Term 

Philbrick St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Princeton Dr 2 Sidewalks 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Providence St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Quail St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 8 $ Medium-Term 

Rawson St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Seymour Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Sherman St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 

Spring St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

St James Pl 2 Sidewalks 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

State Lab New 
Scotland Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

State St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Swinton St 1 Sidewalk 0.3 8 $ Medium-Term 

Terminal St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 6 $ Medium-Term 

Third St 1 Sidewalk 0.4 8 $ Medium-Term 

Tivoli St 2 Sidewalks 0.4 6 $ Medium-Term 

Water St 2 Sidewalks 0.2 7 $ Medium-Term 

Watervliet Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.3 9 $ Medium-Term 

Westford St 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Wilkins Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Woodlawn Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 7 $ Medium-Term 

Zoar Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.1 9 $ Medium-Term 
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Road Name 
Proposed Sidewalk 

Improvement 
Length 

(Mi) 
Total 
Score 

Cost 
Tier Time-Frame 

Bradford St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.5 9 $$ Medium-Term 

Lincoln Ave 2 Sidewalks 0.5 7 $$ Medium-Term 

Manning Blvd 2 Sidewalks 0.5 7 $$ Medium-Term 

Helderburg Ave 1 Sidewalk 0.7 6 $$$ Medium-Term 

Frisbie Ave Ext 2 Sidewalks 0.2 10 $ Long-Term 

Lake Ave S 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 11 $ Long-Term 

Madison Ave 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.4 9 $ Long-Term 

Market St 1 Sidewalk 0.2 10 $ Long-Term 

Ontario St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.1 10 $ Long-Term 

Quay St 1 Sidewalk 0.4 9 $ Long-Term 

Spring St 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.2 10 $ Long-Term 

Western Ave 
Existing Sidewalk 
Improvement 0.3 10 $ Long-Term 

FUNDING SOURCES AND OPPORTUNITIES 
There are many funding sources that can be used to support the walking and biking network 
implementation, including leveraging existing resources; local, regional, State, and Federal grant funding 
opportunities; private funding; and partnership opportunities. By matching projects to the funding 
sources for which they are best suited (and for which they can be most competitive), the area can continue 
to use a variety of funding mechanisms to build projects and implement new programs.  

This section is organized into public funding sources and private funding sources. The public sources are 
further categorized into local, regional, State, and Federal programs.  

Public Funding Sources 
Public funding sources include local, regional, State, and Federal funds and grant opportunities. The 
regional, State, and Federal sources are distributed through regular funding competitions, and the 
amount available in a given year depends on a wide range of factors. The majority of the projects 
identified below will be competitive for public funding given the benefits they provide to specific 
communities and their focus on improving comfort and safety.  

Figure 69 Public Funding Sources 

Source Description Eligible Agencies 

Local 

Advertising  Paid advertisements on agency properties  Subject to local regulations 
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Source Description Eligible Agencies 

Naming Rights / 
Sponsorships 

Selling naming rights has become more common among 
organizations and some transit agencies Subject to local regulations 

Public-Private Partnerships 
and Joint Development 

A mutually beneficial agreement between public and private 
entities that seek to improve the value of an asset or property Subject to local regulations 

Property Assessments 
Voluntary or codified property assessments can be attributed to 
programs and services that directly benefit the assessed 
property or business 

Subject to local regulations 

General Municipal and 
Capital Improvement Funds 

Where possible, project elements can be implemented into 
existing funding mechanisms, particularly in cases of ROW 
maintenance 

 

Parking Meter Revenues 
Increasingly, surplus parking revenues are used by 
municipalities to fund non-motorized transportations investments 
and streetscape improvements  

 

State/Regional 

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. 
 

Local government 
 

Community Development 
Block Grant Funds  

Funds are available for technical assistance and implementation 
grants for neighborhood revitalization and community 
development projects 

Local government 

CDTC's Community and 
Transportation Linkage 
Planning Program, Linkage 
Program (CDTC) 

The program provides financial and technical assistance to local 
communities for planning, with particular emphasis on projects 
that support implementation of innovative transportation and land 
use concepts 

Local government 
 

Capital Coexist Mini Grant 
Program (CDTC) 

CDTC's Traffic Safety Ambassador Program, known as the mini-
grant program, provides funding for small scale, short term 
demonstration projects including enhanced pedestrian crossings, 
bike lanes, cycle-tracks, parklets, etc. A solicitation for funding 
for the 2021 season is expected in December 2020.  

Local government 
 

NYSDOT State Dedicated 
Fund (SDF) 

Provide funds for transit system improvements and innovative 
capital transit projects 

Counties, cities, and non-
MTA transit authorities 

Transportation Alternatives 
Program Set-Aside 

Provides up to 80 percent of project-related cost funding for 
programs and projects defined as transportation alternatives 

Any local or regional 
governmental entity 
MPO’s and State agencies 
are not eligible 

NYSOCR New York Main 
Street Program 

Provides financial resources and technical assistance to 
communities to strengthen the economic vitality of the State's 
traditional Main Streets and neighborhoods 

Local government 

NYSOPRHP Recreational 
Trails Program 

Provides funds to states to develop and maintain recreational 
trails for both motorized and non-motorized recreational trail use. 
Grants can fund up to 80% of the total project cost. 

Any public entity in NYS 

NYSDEC Climate Change 
Grants 

Funding for projects that help communities reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions and prepare for a changing climate 

Any public or private entity 
registered in the NYS 
Grants Gateway 
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Source Description Eligible Agencies 

New York State Department 
of Environmental 
Conservation (NYSDEC) 
green infrastructure grants 

NYSDEC provides resources for a variety of grants that relate to 
green infrastructure, ranging from programs dealing with water 
quality, forestry, and community development. Green 
infrastructure projects can help to improve the walking and biking 
environment through the adding of landscape, shade, and other 
attractive features that make the outdoor urban environment 
more inviting. 

Municipalities, community 
organizations, not-for-profit 
organizations, and others 

New York State Energy 
Research and Development 
Authority (NYSERDA) grants 

NYSERDA grants are available for participating local 
governments that have already shown progress in clean energy 
actions and are interested in further community projects 

NYSERDA grants are for 
local governments 
designated as Clean 
Energy Communities by 
NYSERDA 

NYS Downtown 
Revitalization Initiatives 

This funding programs awards each winning community with $10 
million and provides them with an opportunity to improve their 
downtowns. The program states that “companies are 
increasingly seeking to relocate and invest in vibrant, walkable 
downtowns.” 

Communities interested in 
downtown revitalization 

Federal 

TIGER/Build Grant 

Provides investments in road, rail, transit and port projects that 
promise to achieve national objectives; including safety, 
economic competitiveness, quality of life, environmental 
protection, state of good repair, innovation, partnership, and 
additional non-Federal revenue for future transportation 
investments 

Any public entity 

FTA Capital Investment 
Grants 

Bicycle and pedestrian improvements that are components of 
transit investments are eligible for funding through this program. State or local governments 

Transportation Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act 

Provides credit assistance for qualified projects of regional and 
national significance Any public or private entity 

Private Funding Sources 
Private funding sources are increasingly used to supplement public funds, particularly in areas that are 
experiencing a great deal of growth and development. While private funding is most often the “last dollar 
in” for a project—rather than the seed money for an improved bike crossing, for example—leveraging 
private investment is a powerful way for cities to implement more projects and build stronger 
partnerships with community members.  

Partnerships with local businesses can generate support and funding for bike network projects in specific 
places or as a part of larger neighborhood initiatives. Projects funded through public-private partnerships 
may include green streets and pedestrian plazas, pedestrian tunnels, bike share programs, and multi-use 
trails. Working proactively with corporate stakeholders—which often occurs as a part of large 
redevelopment projects or within the scope of a specific community benefits agreement—can also lead to a 
partnership for funding bike projects.  

Non-profit organizations, community groups, and advocacy organizations also offer funding for bike 
infrastructure projects in the form of grants. For example, PeopleForBikes is an advocacy group that 
administers a Community Grant Program, funding for a variety of bike network projects, including 
shared-use paths, trails, and protected bike lanes.  
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Finally, a number of national foundations have begun to play important roles in supporting pedestrian 
infrastructure improvements and programming. National foundations that have funded urban health and 
active transportation investments in the recent past include the following: 

 Bloomberg Philanthropies’ Sustainable Cities and Initiative for Global Road Safety, respectively, 
grants aim to tackle climate change at the city and local level and reduce traffic deaths and 
injuries. 

 The Kresge Foundation has supported planning (not construction) for bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. 

 Outside the Box is a grant program funded by Redbox and managed by the Online Computer 
Library Center (OCLC) in partnership with the Project for Public Spaces to support libraries and 
their communities in carrying out free, fun events in the public right-of-way to activate spaces. 

 The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation funds projects and research related to the health impacts 
of active transportation and the built environment. 

 Southwest Airlines’ Heart of the Community Program grants provide financial and technical 
assistance to local community partners who seek to bring new life to public spaces and transform 
them into vibrant places that connect people and strengthen communities. 

 The Surdna Foundation’s Sustainable Transportation Networks and Equitable Development 
Patterns Grant supports efforts to boost sustainable transportation networks. 

Business Improvement Districts and Community Benefit Districts 

Walking and Bicycle infrastructure can be funded as part of a local benefit assessment district, which is 
based on the concept that those who benefit from a service should help to fund it. One common example 
is the Business Improvement District (BID), such as the Downtown Albany BID, where business owners 
pay directly into a common fund to provide improved infrastructure, support operations to maintain clean 
and safe streets, and enhance wayfinding and placemaking elements in the district. These districts may 
fund bike improvements along with ongoing maintenance, placemaking, and landscaping projects. 


