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INTRODUCTION

The following pages outline the material presented at the Bridge Stakeholders' Advisory Working Group
Meeting focusing on bicycle/pedestrian issues held on December 9, 2009, The summary of the presentation
is followed by a record of discussions including the questions and answers that occurred throughout the
meeting.

Robert Laravie, NYSDOT, welcomed all members to the meeting. The presentation consisted of five sections:

Part 1 Introduction

Part 2 Project Process

Part 3 Types of Bike/Ped Facilities

Part 4 Existing and Proposed Facilities in Rockland / Westchester Counties

Part 5 Examples of existing bridges, constraints at the landings, logical termini, and design
considerations.

The venue was: Palisades Center.
1. Slide Presentation
2. Questions and comments Included:

Q: What is an adjacent municipality?
A: Those municipalities which are immediate to the landing. One person from each municipality will be invited
to participate in the advisory council.

Q: How are the costs of different options incorporated in the evaluation?
A: Cost is a consideration in the evaluation, along with numerous other criteria

Q: Are any changes proposed for the proposed signed shared roadways in the area? This is specifically in
reference to Route 9W, which is treacherous in some areas and should have something more than just
posted signs.

A: Changes to Route 9W or other routes are not being proposed as part of this project. We will have to get
back to you regarding who is proposing the changes and what improvements are being proposed.

C: The OId Erie Path is known as the Hader Path south of Broadway in Grandview.

Q: For signed shared roadways -when you refer to 12-loot lanes, that is not for bike lanes, correct?
A: Right -signed shared does not call out specific space for bikes. Instead the 12-feet is for bikes and cars to
share.

Q: Has the size of the bridge been modified to allow for peds and bikes?
A: This has not been decided yet.

Q: What is the extent of the bike/ped area?
A: As part of this project, we are defining the logical termini as between Broadway and Broadway and will look
to connect to existing and proposed projects in that area.

Q: Is there an ability for DOT to scope improvements to proposed bike improvements?

A: No. But we know they are coming online and will look to connect to them. Additionally, when we make
improvements (l.e., a new bridge across 1-287), we will make accommodations for bikes and peds (l.e.,
sidewalks).

Q: Are we expecting hundreds of bikes/peds on the bridge?
A: We are still trying to establish the proposed demand for the bridge, along wHh the types of users.

Q: What is the consideration for grades on the bridge?
A: AASHTO -5%. TZB, because of proposed rail on the bridge -1.5%

Q: Any thought to install call boxes, comfort station, and/or other accommodation due to its length?
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A: We have not yet considered these aspects of the design, although they will be covered in the next steps in
the process.

C: South County Trailway has solar powered phones that are used.

Q: How do you propose to design the ped path to minimize suicides?
A: We are aware of these issues and knowledgeable on how other bridges have minimized these issues,
although It is still too early in the process to look at design specifications.

Q: Will this be a toll bridge?
A: For cars -yes. For peds/bikes: No

C: The Tri-Borough Bridge is a bad example of ped/bike connectivity because of the stairs that must be used
to reach the path.

Q: For the logical termini in Rockland County, the Palisades Center would be a better place to end, so that
access to be provided to improvements on Route 303 and 304.

A: We are confined to the bridge and therefore we are looking between Broadway and Broadway. Q: You
mentioned that providing 0 paths was an option. What does that mean?

A: NEPA requires that we study the no build option. This is the only way that 0 paths would be provided. As
part of any replacement bridge, ped/bike mobility will be provided on either 1 or 2 paths.

C: Bike routes in South Nyack are a big consideration. The village is looking at all the work as an opportunity
to deck over 1-287, which would provide bike/ped mobility, as well as park space for the community. Model
for all of this would be the High Line in NYC.

Q: If you have constraints in space, how can you put in bike/ped without impacting others? Q: If there is a
massive increase in cyclists, who would pay for enforcement?
A: Not clear at this point.

Q: There seems to be a big opportunity for Increasing bike/bus commuting. What do you think -is this likely?
A: Most people commute by bike if under 4 miles. Since the bridge is 3.1 miles and since neither landing is a
commuter destination, it doesn't seem likely that bike commuters will be that high, but we are still looking in
that.

Q: Any justification for using the path for emergencies on the bridge? Will emergency vehicles be able to
reach the pedl/bike path?
A: Maintenance vehicles will be able to access the facilities, so emergency vehicles should be able to as well.

C: Why not redesign the bridge to accommodate bike/peds first, as opposed to doing it last. You should
design and commit to 15' on both sides for bike/ped, not putting it on last.

Q: Are you increasing the number of lanes on the bridge?
A: No -we are not changing the number of lanes. However, we are not going to include the alternating lane
that is used at peak periods.

Q: Is there a standard height for the cement barrier between opposing lanes?
A: There is a standard height, but it doesn't have to be opaque. However, we are too early in the design
process to discuss this.

C. The new bike/ped facilities on the replacement Tappan Zee Bridge should resemble those along the
Cooper River Bridge.

C. More outreach is needed to bicycle commuter groups (i.e., not just recreational cyclists) so that they are
property represented on the Advisory Panel.
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