





CHAPTER IV: PROTOTYPICAL DESIGNS, STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES

. Maximum Bay Width 75 Feet | F. 4. Plazas

T | Pocket parks, seating areas, and plazas support social
interaction and contribute to the vitality of a community.

1 They should include trees, benches, tables, public art, and
drinking fountains for comfort and to encourage interaction.
Private or public outdoor plazas are an extension of the Public
Planting 2oe Realm. Their provision is highly encouraged. Plazas and

o pocket parks must be accessible from both the Pedestrian and
Private Realms. A public plaza in front of a civic building can

Building

Streetwall ] Building

Build-to-Line

m i ¢ > have outdoor seating for cafes, art fairs, outdoor sales, seating
SEE Side Parking Lot with Streetwall Mgl | @O 0O Eg | i I
dH w Rl LRl shaded by trees and stationary game tables or paving for
T Aspaios ||| s St === checker and chess games.
B B T e q T B HATTEE

1 Lt - Al LHA 0 B e Provide pocket parks, plazas, and other places for people
Figure 48. Street wall along building facade to screen parking to gather.

Provide shaded seating and trash receptacles in plazas.

Incorporate games such as checkerboard, chessboard and
hopscotch into the plaza pavement or on table surfaces.

27. Open architectural facade screens parking

28. Checkers, Chessboard and seating in a plaza create a social place
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Provide spaces for appropriate outdoor retail activities
such as outdoor retail sales, food vending, etc.

Decorative paving, banners and/or landscaping are
encouraged to identify historic events, sites and buildings.
F. 5. Lighting
Provide lighting on buildings and trees that is consistent
with the State of New Mexico Dark Sky Ordinance.

F. 6. Shade

Between June and September, Albuquerque temperatures range
from 80 degrees Fahrenheit to the high 90s and occasionally
exceed 100 degrees. Albuquerque and other high elevation
places are exposed to dangerous ultraviolet rays. These
conditions support the need for providing shade for health as
well as comfort.

A minimum of 50% of the Frontage and Walking Zones
should be shaded between noon and sunset from May to
September with trees, and/or any combination of building
awnings, arcades, and galleries. Shading techniques
should be indicated on both the building and landscape
submittal drawings.

F. 7. Buildings

The height, massing, and location of a building on a site
provide the street with a sense of enclosure and create an
“outdoor room.” The proximity of buildings to the street
provides better accessibility to people traveling by all modes,
especially pedestrians. Buildings surrounded by expansive
parking lots and minimal landscaping do not create an inviting
pedestrian environment and discourages connectivity to the
building and its activities from the street.
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Most Albuquerque buildings are one or two stories. The
exceptions occur in Downtown, Uptown and other Major and
Community Activity Centers. Taller buildings may emerge in a
number of areas as Albuquerque continues to redevelop. Three
and four story buildings are being built along parts of Central
Avenue. The Nob Hill/Highland Sector Plan supports their
construction. There will be opportunities to build closer to

the street, consolidate driveways, and locate off-street parking
behind or next to buildings to create vibrant, multi-modal
streets. The plan view in figure 9, page 7, shows buildings
closer to the street, awnings, and transit stops/shelter integrated
into plazas.

Frontage Zone/Build-to-Line

The Frontage Zone is located on private property behind the
property line, but is visually part of the Pedestrian Realm. It
provides clearance for building entrance doors opening onto
the Walking zone. Building projections, such as awnings,
arcades, and business signs may partially fall into this zone and
partially into the Pedestrian Realm. The Frontage Zone is often
used for café outdoor seating,

3 7
/

29. Outdoor cafe in the Frontage Zone
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occasional outdoor sales activity, or flower planters. Outdoor
cafés and street venders add surveillance to a street, increasing
safety. These activities contribute to the social, outdoor room
and commercial characteristics of a Great Street.

The Build-to-Line is the building setback location. It is located
behind the Frontage Zone. The following guidelines pertain to
the Frontage Zone and the Build-to-Line:

Provide a 3-5 foot deep Frontage Zone between the
property line and Build-to-Line.

Allow outdoor cafés and appropriate outdoor retail
activities in accordance with City Ordinances. Maintain
a minimum 6-foot wide Walking Zone when outdoor
cafe seating and other outdoor retail sales activities are
allowed.

Limit the total percentage of Frontage Zone area used for
outdoor seating for cafés and compatible outdoor retail
activities to 80% of the building facade.

A maximum 10-foot deep frontage zone will be allowed
to accommodate the following outdoor dining areas:

- For front building facades that are 60 feet long or less,
no more than 50% of the building facade length may
be used for outdoor dining.

- For front building facades that are greater than 60 feet
long, no more than 30% of the building facade length
may be used for outdoor dining.

Allow the Frontage Zone to contribute to a 6-foot wide
Walking Zone where street right-of-way is constrained.

If sufficient right-of-way is not available, an easement
should be provided to accommodate a six-foot wide
Walking Zone or to plant street trees.

Building Orientation

Buildings should be oriented to the street with main
public entrances to the street.

The sides or rear of a building may front a street provided
the facade has entrances approximately every 75 feet and
has an “active” face such as display windows.

Accessibility

Provide direct ground level access to all buildings from the
Walking Zone and from adjoining plazas.

Provide building entrances every 75 feet or less.
Provide a minimum 6-foot wide unobstructed, clearly
identified, shaded and well lit walkway to buildings from

off-street parking areas and parking structures.

At a minimum, install a shaded pedestrian walkway
through parking lots between every four parking bays.

) ) J )
)Pedbsldaﬂ Walkway
) D o
) C O C
. . Figure 49. Pedestrian walkway
Parking Bay Pariding Bay 1[ L Parking Bay M‘ from parking to building
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Provide interior courtyards with access to shops,
restaurants, entertainment and residential uses. A
minimum of two passageways should be provided to
access interior courtyards.
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Figure 50. Shops around interior courtyard
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Locate loading zones behind buildings. Provide access to
loading zones from an alley or a side street.

Building Height to Street Width Ratio

Great Street segment emphasis is primarily at ground level,
but the relationship between street width and building height
also defines the Great Street space and character. Figure

51 illustrates street width to building height ratios of 3:1,2:1
and 1:1 respectively. A 1:1 ratio similar to Central Avenue in
Downtown Albuquerque creates a sense of enclosure. Street
trees can also be used to create a sense of enclosure.

Provide building heights that create a street width to
building height ratio appropriate to the character of the
surrounding area. In Downtown, Uptown and major
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employment and activity centers, the sense of enclosure

should be greatest with at least a ratio of 1:1 or 2:1.

Building
Enclosure 3:1
Ratio

33.3 Feet

100 Faat

L

Building
Enclosure 2:1
Ratio

50 Feet

100 Feat

L L

|

Building
Enclosure 1:1
Ratio
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.

60 Feet

Figure 51. Street width to building ratio create a sense of enclosure
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Facades

Building fagade length, articulation and transparency can
contribute to the vitality of a street. The following guidelines
apply to building facades that front the street or that contain a
primary public entrance.

Length: To create an active space and sense of enclosure
approximately 70 to 80% of a block face length should
contain building facades. (See Figure 42)

(g e R ]

Facades 70 - 80 % of Block Face
Figure 52. Building facade length

Transparency: The first story of building facades facing the
street should be 60 to 90% transparent. The upper stories
of building facades facing the street should be 40 to 50%

transparent.
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Figure 53. Building facade transparency

Articulation: Building facade articulation should occur
every 12 to 36 inches. Articulation can be a recess or
projection from the Build-to-Line.

F. 8. Projections into Right-of-Way

Building fagade elements such as awnings, marquees,
balconies, and arcades may project into the Frontage Zone
and the public right-of-way. Any building facade elements
projecting into the public right-of-way require a Revocable
Permit or an Air Rights agreement with the City. Ultility
company coordination is required to avoid conflicts with
overhead utilities. All projections shall meet or exceed
requirements of the National Electric Safety Code. (See
D.3.Coordination with Utilities)

The guidelines for all projections are as follows.

Awnings/Canopies (Figure 54)

Use awnings, canopies and arcades to provide shade and
protection from rain and other inclement weather.

Use awnings, canopies and arcades where Pedestrian
Realm trees are not feasible in a mixed-use or
commercially zoned area.

Facade projections may protrude into the Frontage Zone
and right-of-way. They may extend a maximum of 6 feet
from the building facade, but must be a minimum of 8
feet above ground level.

Balconies

Balconies may protrude into the Frontage Zone and right-
of-way. They may extend a maximum of 6 feet from the
building facade, but must be a minimum of 10 feet above
ground level.
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Marquees
Marquees allowed for theaters and movie houses may

protrude into the Frontage Zone and right-of-way. They
may extend a maximum of 10 feet from the building
facade, but must be a minimum of 8 feet above ground
level.
T Arcades and Galleries
Arcades and galleries may protrude into the Frontage
Zone and right-of-way. They may extend a maximum of
;&h\‘;‘ 8 Height 12 feet from.th'e building facade. Their depth'and height
] Minimum must be a minimum of 10 feet. Column spacing should
— be a minimum of 10 feet on-center.

L}
w
i 52
P
’—r
3-5 Feet Figure 54. Awnings, balconies and
Frontage Zone Canopies
10° 25" 10° 25"
Minimum Minimum Minimum Minimum
2' Minimum
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Minimum | 3¢ : %ﬁ
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S Figure 56. Arcade projection Figure 57. Gallery projection
—
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Projecting Signs
Signs for businesses are allowed to protrude into the right-
of-way. They may extend a maximum of 5 feet from the
building facade, but must be a minimum of 8 feet above
ground level.

Land Dedication/Easements

Where right-of-way is constrained it may be necessary for
property owners to provide easement or to dedicate additional
right-of-way for the Walking Zone and Landscaping Zone.

Great Streets Facility Plan
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CHAPTER V: FACILITY PLAN
IMPLEMENTATION

This chapter explains the implementation process for the
Facility Plan including the construction and reconstruction

of Great Street segments. It includes a Great Street segment
selection process, selection criteria, potential funding sources
and project implementation process. Great Street segments
are 2 mile or less.

The Facility Plan proposes that the Great Streets
implementation process be incorporated into the City’s Capital
Implementation Program (CIP) and the Region’s Transportation
Improvement Program.

A. Amendments to Applicable Plans, Ordinances
and Regulations

Per City Ordinance, all of Albuquerque’s lower ranked plans
should be consistent with pertinent higher ranked plans.
Some modifications to the Albuquerque/Bernalillo County
Comprehensive Plan and other applicable plans, ordinances
and regulations will be required for consistency with the
Great Streets Facility Plan. The Facility Plan recommends that
higher priority be given to amending the Comprehensive Plan,
Albuquerque Comprehensive City Zoning Code, Subdivision
Ordinance and Development Process Manual. Amendments
will be made through established City processes for each of
these documents.

CHAPTER V: STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES
B. Funding Sources

The Great Streets concept supports the City’s commitment to
make Albuquerque more sustainable. The following Local,
State and Federal funding sources can be used to implement
the Great Streets Facility Plan. It may be necessary to combine
these funding sources. The Great Street projects funded with
public funds shall comply with the Facility Plan.

- City G.O. Bonds including Great Streets G.O. Bonds

- City Council Set Aside

- Special V4 cent Transportation and/or Quality of Life Tax
- Metropolitan Redevelopment Funds

- Federal Highway Trust Funds

- Tax Increment Funds (TIF) and Tax Increment

- Development Districts (TIDDs)

- State Grants authorized by the NM Legislature

- Public Improvement District

- Private Developments (new developments)

- Other
C. Facility Plan Implementation

The development of a Great Street Segment is initiated in two
ways:

1. Designating a street segment as a Great Street; or
2. Coordinating major street reconstruction, street widening
or new street construction projects for Transit Corridors or

Activity Centers in the Albuquerque Capital Improvement
Decade Plan with development of a Great Street segment.

Great Streets Facility Plan V-|
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C. 1. Great Street Segment Designation

A public agency, a business or a Neighborhood Association
may initiate a “Request for Designation”. In addition, a

single property owner or a group of owners of parcels along a
potential Great Street may initiate a Request for Designation
provided that the total acreage of the parcels is 2 acres or
larger. An application for a “Request for Designation” is made
to the Planning Department Director.

Great Street Designation Committee

Upon receiving a Request for Designation, the Planning
Department Director shall establish a Great Street Segment
Selection Committee. In general, the committee will consist
of representatives from the Planning, Municipal Development,
and Transit departments, Capital Implementation Program
(CIP), Council Services, the City Forrester and other

agencies as deemed necessary. Other agencies may include
Albuquerque Metropolitan Arroyo Flood Control Authority
and Albuquerque Public Schools. One or more representative
of private utility companies will be advisory to the Selection
Committee.

The committee will review the request to determine if the
request meets the criteria in Table 4 of this chapter. If the
request meets the criteria and achieves a score of 80%

or more, the committee will forward the request to the
coordinator of the Decade Plan for Capital Improvements and
the General Obligation (G.O.) Bond Program to be considered
for inclusion in the program. Requests that do not achieve

a score of 80% will not be considered for a Great Street
designation.

The Selection Committee will prioritize multiple requests
for Great Street Designation based on the total score of the
request.
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Great Street Segment Selection Criteria

Table  recommends a list of criteria to help select and
prioritize Great Street segments. The highest priority is given
to Transit Corridors within Activity Centers where high density
and mixed uses are within 4 mile walking distance from the
corridor.

City Decade Plan for Capital Improvements

The City’s G.O. Bond Program establishes funding priorities. It
is a two-year process, beginning in even numbered years and
voted on by the public the following odd numbered year. A
team of interdepartmental staff evaluates all proposed capital
projects and forwards them to the CIP Committee (Department
Directors) and the Mayor for review and approval. See

the flow chart on page . The General Obligation Bond
Program document is submitted to the Environmental Planning
Commission. The Mayor forwards the EPC recommendations
to the City Council for adoption. After adoption by the
Council, the public votes on the G.O. Bond program in an
October election.

The Facility Plan recommends that the Decade Plan and
G.O. Bond Program add Great Street implementation to
funding criteria for capital projects. The City’s Decade Plan
project evaluation criteria already give greater significance
to infrastructure development and maintenance, economic,
social and cultural development within the City Centers and
Corridors. This Facility Plan also recommends that similar
to the Median Landscaping Program, Great Street priority
projects get funded under the street capital improvement
projects.

C. 2. Capital Improvements Street projects
The Facility Plan recommends that the City review all
major street reconstruction, street widening and new street
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Table 4: Great Streets Segment Selection Criteria

Range Criteria Points Total Points
| | SEGMENT WITHIN AN ADOPTED ACTIVITY CENTER 25
Highest Within Major Activity Center (may inlcude intersecting streets) 25
Within a Community or Neighborhood Activity Center 20
Within a Special Activity Center 15
Lowest Principal or Minor Arterial street adjacent to a Major Activity Center 10
TRANSIT CORRIDOR SEGMENT 20
Highest Major Transit Corridor 20
Enhanced Transit Corridor 15
Major or Minor Arterial or Collector Street (with all day transit service) intersecting a Major 10
Transit Corridor
Lowest Major or Minor Arterial or Collector Street (with all day transit service) intersecting an Enhanced 5
Transit Corridor
| PROXIMITY TO INTENSITY OF LAND USES & POPULATION 20
Highest Mixed-Use development (existing & potential) within 500 feet of the street centerline 20
A minimum of 30 persons/acre residential density or a minimum of 120 employees/arce retail/ 15
office density within 500 feet of the street center line.
Educational facilities (university, community college, high school & middle school) within 1/4 10
mile of the street centerline
Lowest Public, religious, community facilities and commercial establishments within 1/4 mile of the 5
street centerline
PROXIMITY TO CULTURAL FACILITIES, SPORTS, AND ENTERTAINMENT 20
Highest Number of Museums and cultural facilities within 1/4 mile of the street centerline 20
Number of Entertainment (music, movies, theater) venues with 1/4 mile of the street centerline 15
Lowest Number and types of Sports Venues within 1/4 mile of the street center line 10
BALANCED TRAVEL MODES 15
Highest Availability of right-of-way for Pedestrian Realm Standards, all Day Transit Service and bike lane/ 15
routes
Lowest Availability of bile land/route on or within 500 feet of the street. 10

Note: A designated Great Street segment shall not reduce Level of Service for vehicular traffic below “E”.
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construction projects in the Decade Plan to identify street
segments that meet the Great Street selection criteria. If a
segment meets the criteria for Great Street designation, the
construction project should include necessary funding for
construction of a Great Street Segment. All major street
projects constructed with public or private funds shall be
consistent with the Facility Plan standards and guidelines.

D. Project Coordination

The Facility Plan recommends coordination among various
stakeholders for constructing and reconstructing a street
segment to become a Great Street. Stakeholders include

but are not limited to adjacent property owners, public
agencies, utility companies, and Neighborhood Associations.
Coordination with underground/overhead utilities and
infrastructure is particularly important.

E. Great Street Project Construction

Once a Great Street segment is selected and funds secured,
the construction process begins by establishing a Project
Implementation Team (PIT). The Department of Municipal
Development, Transportation Section’s Engineering Division
staff will manage project implementation throughout the
process from environmental/pre-engineering phase to
acceptance.

Project Implementation Team

City Staff - Department of Municipal Development,
Planning Department, DRC Chairman, ABQ
Ride, City Forrester, Council Services and
Mid-Region Councils of Governments
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Utilities - Public Service Company of New Mexico,
Telephone, Cable and Communication
companies

- Property Owners, Businesses along the street
segment

- American Association of Retired People,
Albuquerque Public School, Walk and Bike
Advisory Committee

- Adjacent Neighborhood Associations

Private Sector

Civic Groups

Public

Consistent with the Facility Plan, the project manager and the
team will guide Great Street project implementation including
consultant selection, project design, construction and
acceptance. The Department of Municipal Development and
Planning Department team members will include disciplines
such as transportation planning, traffic management, solid
waste, long-range planning and flood control.

Exceptions to Facility Plan Standards

Facility Plan standards and guidelines do not account for the
peculiarities of every street segment. It may be necessary to
apply exceptions to the standards on a case-by-case basis.
This is particularly true for street segments in Established
Areas of the city. The Project Implementation Team will be
responsible for evaluating and approving any exceptions to
the standards and guidelines to meet special conditions. All
exceptions must support the intent of the Facility Plan.

Project Construction Process

Phase 1. Consultant Selection (4-6 months)

This phase involves the selection of a consultant team that
will be responsible for preparing design and construction
documents. In addition to a civil engineer, the consultant
team should include an urban designer, a landscape architect
and an artist for all Great Street projects. The City’s Selection




Advisory Committee (SAC) process will be used to select
the consultant team. The Facility Plan recommends that a
representative of the Project Implementation Team be on the
SAC.

Phase 2. Environmental and Preliminary Engineering (6-9
months)

This phase includes evaluation of existing right-of-way width,
number of lanes, lane width, peak period traffic volumes,
Pedestrian Realm width and configuration, availability and
frequency of transit service, building and parking area location
in relation to property line, and applicable City policies and
regulations. This evaluation will help determine the extent
that a prototypical design can be applied to the selected Great
Street segment.

Roadway lane reduction that affects vehicular carrying
capacity may only be considered if a Level of Service E or
better can be maintained throughout the Great Street segment.
If changes are proposed that affect the capacity of the roadway,
a traffic analysis will be conducted using the following data:

- 20-year traffic projections from the Mid-Region Council of
Governments (MRCOQ) travel demand model

- Passenger miles traveled by all transportation modes

- Proposed “transit service” improvements

- Assumptions and methodology that meet the latest industry
standards agreed to by the Municipal Development, Transit

and the Planning Departments, and is consistent with the
current MTP
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This phase ends with the 30% completion of design. The
implementation team will hold a public meeting to seek
input at the start of this phase. It is an important milestone to
determine the scope and termini of a Great Street segment.
The design will be reviewed with the public including the
surrounding neighborhoods associations and business groups
before proceeding to the next phase.

Phase 3. Construction Documents (3-6 months)

Design is further developed and construction drawings
consistent with the Facility Plan standards and guidelines are
prepared. The Project Implementation Team oversees the
completion of construction documents to assure quality and
consistency with the Facility Plan. It will review the design at
60% and 90% before a technical review by the DRC. The DRC
signs off the construction documents at 100 % completion.

Phase 4. Project Bid and Contract Award (3 months)
Project bidding and contractor selection takes six weeks. It
takes another four weeks to award a contract.

Phase 5. Construction and Acceptance (4 to 6 months)
Project construction completion takes approximately four to
six months depending upon the length of the street segment
and scope of the project. The project manager will bring

to the Project Implementation Team any conflicts resulting
from unforeseen circumstances that may require exceptions
to adopted standards. The intent of the Facility Plan must be
maintained if any standards cannot be met.

Phase 6. Project Acceptance
The City accepts the project from the contractor upon
completion. A community celebration completes this phase.
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Table 5: Facility Plan Implementation & G.O. Bond/Decade Plan Schedule

Great Streets Implementation

Application Deadline
Segment Selected

Consultant Selected

Preliminary Engineering Design Completed

Construction Documents Completed
Project BID Publication
Construction Begins

Project Completion
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Year

2009
July 15
August 15

2010
January
February 15
March
April
May

June
July-August
August-
September
November

2011
January
March
October
November

2012
February
August

G.O. Bond Program/Decade Plan

Approval of Criteria (Resolution)

Instructions to Agencies
Project Request Form due from Agencies

Urban Enhancement Trust Fund/Cultural Project Application
Due

Staff Review Committee
CIP Committee Review
Mayor Review & Approval

EPC Public Hearing

Programming Resolution Introduced to City Council

Municipal Election



Phase 7. Project Evaluation

The Facility Plan recommends project evaluation one year after
project completion to determine how well the Great Street
segment is meeting the needs of various users.

Table 5 illustrates the relationship between the Great Streets
Segment Selection and Implementation schedule with the
Decade Plan Schedule.

F. Cost Estimates

A very rough cost estimate for the construction of Great Street
segments is included in the Appendix. These costs are based
on 2007 bid unit prices for a project in Albuquerque. Cost
estimates are for a 2 mile street segment and only include
those elements that make a Great Street. These items include,
landscaping, medians, roadway and pedestrian lighting, special
paving materials, and other street furniture elements.

G. Street Maintenance

Street maintenance is very important during the design and
upon completion of a Great Street segment. A balance must be
achieved between function, aesthetics and funding availability.
Design and choice of materials affects maintenance. Some
elements such as street trees require maintenance, but their
benefits outweigh costs. They provide pedestrian comfort by
shading walking zone and energy savings by providing shade
to buildings. The trees shade roadway and parking lot surfaces
and extend their life."

1 Effects of Street Tree Shade on Asphalt Concrete Pavement Performance
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H. Pilot Projects

The Facility Plan recommends that the City select one or
two street segments as pilot projects. Pilot projects will test
coordination among the stakeholders, particularly utility
and communication companies. They will also help refine
construction cost estimates. The pilot projects that are
recommended are:

Central Avenue between Girard and San Mateo: The recently
amended Nob Hill Sector Development Plan includes a 15%
preliminary design for this segment of the street that is based
on the prototypical design for a Major Transit Corridor included
in this Facility Plan. Several other City efforts are in progress
for this segment. $2.5 million state and local funds have
already been allocated. Great Streets principles and design
standards can be readily applied.

Central Avenue and Unser Boulevard: This intersection falls
within a Community Activity Center and is planned for new
development. This presents an opportunity to implement
Great Street principles and design standards in a Developing
Area. The Mid-Region Council of Government’s Transportation
Improvement Program has programmed federal funds for
preliminary design for this intersection.
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APPENDIX

Comments from Open House April 26 and 27, 2007 at Winrock; May 22 at Taylor Ranch Community Center, NAIOP
Presentations to NAIOP on May 24 and to Walk Bike Advisory Committee on June 21, December 12, 2007 public meeting
Do you support the idea of creating Great Streets in Albuquerque? Why or why not?

Most definitely! It will help make Albuquerque special, give Albuquerque more character, raise property values, be enjoyable for
my family, maybe help lower crime and help people take pride in Albuquerque

Yes

Definitely! Improve pedestrian safety

Yes, the city needs more noteworthy streets to bring back tourists if for no other reason.

Yes, in general, but the streets selected are major traffic routes and a conflict exists there. The Great Streets idea should be
applied to connecting and side streets with less vehicular traffic. The “Outdoor Room” will smell like auto exhaust and have a

high vehicle noise level.

You bet. | appreciate the distinction between all streets, which should be walkable and functional, and Great Streets that offer
more opportunity and deserve more attention/ investment to realize that potential.

Absolutely. Wish it could be done in our area.

Yes.

Yes!! For beauty, for shade and for friendship.

Yes. We need to beautify our communities and make them walkable.
Yes.

Not Montgomery. Too essential for ready access to West Side.
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Yes, great for city’s wellbeing and creates great tourist involvement. Encourages more outdoor lifestyles.

Yes — strongly! Enhance Albuquerque’s sense of place, community pride and overall support for planning.
Support: Great idea! Good luck with your project.
Yes! This could encourage non personal vehicle use such as walking, biking and transit.

Yes, but don’t build park-like walkways where no one is going to stroll so that piles of leaves, un-swept gutters, and lurking
bandits are attracted.

Yes! This is what makes a city memorable and enjoyable, livable.
Yes.

Absolutely — if the selected streets focus on the real and potential multi-modal traffic. Areas with commercial and residential mix
could be much more successful with these improvements. Be sure transit and walking are very well integrated; add bike racks.

Yes.

Yes, please for longer stretches! | prefer pedestrian access and pedestrian and bicycle transportation.
Yes. Get people outside and away from so much driving.

Yes. Population density is important in a large city. Making social areas will encourage it.

While nice sounding, NOT ONE PENNY should be spent on this program as long as there remains a backlog of streets and
sidewalks that need to be built or maintained throughout the city.

Yes. Because it creates neighborhoods out of general streets.
Generally yes. Why: worthy goal contributes to improving the built environment which is good for economic development,
tourism, and aesthetically for citizens.

Why not: | am concerned about any proposal that decreases carrying capacity and materially slows traffic.

Yes. All great cities have excellent means for moving people, goods, and services around. This is done within the public R.O.W.
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which are street for the most part. Since they are for everyone’s benefit, they should all be as nice as possible.

Yes. | support the great streets idea. For too long the city streets have been drab and uninviting. At least now the city has started
to landscape the medians.

Yes. They would make Albuquerque more attractive and more pedestrian friendly.
| absolutely support this idea — 100%. 1) creates a sense of place so Albuquerque doesn’t become “anywhere, USA; 2) this
design will help sustain locally owned businesses, which in turn re-circulate more $ in the economy (generating larger tax base

for Albuquerque)

Yes. RANA (Raynolds Neighborhood Association) Great streets will promote community (relationships between people) and
increase property value in those places.

Yes. For Albuquerque to become walkable, livable, attractive city.
Yes. Hopefully this concept will support making our communities more living places rather than passing spaces.
Yes!! Just spent the weekend in San Francisco — need | say more?

Yes. As long as funding doesn’t take funds away from more important things, such as police protection, and patrols. Also, parks
are more user-friendly.

Yes. The time is now.

It is important for Albuquerque to become a place of neighborhoods that offer shopping, living, working. This is the time to start
to implement programs to get people out of cars!

Yes. | can’t walk safely from my house to any of the parks in my neighborhood or to any grocery store. And all the streets are so
ugly and depressing. (LOCAL STREET DESIGN SHOULD ACCOMMODATE THIS

Yes. The streets on the Westside really need a make over. There are too many walls, too much concrete, fast cars, ugly and
unpleasant to walk.

Yes. This is the only way to make things better. The current direction of development adopted by the rest of the country is
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destructive to the environment and people.

Yes.
Yes. Quality of life.
Yes. Is it really understood by the public? Are people working too much? No time for fun or venturing out after work.

It would seem that several of the concepts would trade off traffic lanes (currently full at times) for pedestrian utilization — this
would create increased traffic density resulting in pollution, more accidents, road rage, etc.

Yes | do. However, until you can work out the traffic operation, capacities, long range mass transit, the ideas you have will not
work. | suggest more involvement with traffic.

Yes.

Yes, very much so.

Are there any other design features you think should be added? Please describe.
Add bridge for pedestrian overwalk that is pedestrian friendly.

Include adjoining Open Space areas in the Atrisco plan

Cold Haroy Cactus (?), Mexican Bird of Paradise, Chaste Tree, Red Yucca, etc. are beautiful plants that require little water. They
would be nice planted in medians, better than grass, more attractive than dirt. Also they go with the character of New Mexico.

[ think there should be no design features aimed at traffic constraints. By careful selection of the streets, we can have both Great
Streets and unconstrained traffic corridors.

How to increase sidewalk width where it doesn’t exist?
Add good ideas from Arizona, also from Denver.
Unused parking areas in lots — turn into social center/ park.
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Transit lanes — How about transit on streets parallel to main corridors, OR add dedicated lanes and use the same also for bikes.
Bike-friendly streets. Availability for bike riders to ride safely in or along streets

Is there an option to provide trails on the Great Streets? Should it be a designated trail alignment; trail uses are usually through
traffic! So a different alignment would need to be sought. Should this happen? Developers would need to build the trail and

sidewalk.

I'd really like to ensure that all modes are included such as transit and bikes in the Great Streets planning. Some of the plans did
not include bike lanes.

Landscaping medians with xeriscape plants would probably do more than thinking you're going to increase pedestrian traffic.
A prototype light rail system scenario for one of the boards.
Streetscape on Central to River.

Enhanced Transit Corridor: Major intersection needs refuges at mid-crossings; crosswalk is too long without a refuge, and may
need to prevent right turn on red light.

Bicycle lanes are an essential part of the picture. (ALONG ENHANCED CORRIDOR AND ARTERIAL Street (suburban)
Pedestrian access to shopping (versus parking lot access) is safer and more fun. (BUILDINGS CLOSER TO STREET)
Enhance public transportation in these areas for people from outside to easily access these areas.

Bringing existing streets and sidewalks up to city standards throughout the city should come first before improving “selected
small sections.”

Open sidewalks that allow for café tables, benches and more pedestrian traffic.

1. Always provide left hand turn bays. Allows traffic continuity and reduces frustration.

2. Include pedestrian safe medians & separated opposing traffic lanes. Ped’s should only have to cross against one direction
of traffic, be able to regroup and then cross the next.

3. Add right hand turn bays at every lighted intersection possible. Extend the bays.
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Public amenities should be placed within the public R.O.W. not forced into private property. Anything on private property
should be elective and at the private property owner’s discretion.

Possible “roundabouts” at left turn locations or left hand turn lane
Please stay away from the “pots” and the cactus. Would like to see low lighting on walkways.

I’'m against “big box” stores but, since we have some, please also design how their parking lots and access can become less of an
eyesore.

Be sure to calculate “terrace space” for cafes and restaurants.
Colored concrete — “pathways” that are curved/carve outs in sidewalks. Features that support carpools — HOV lanes
Leave streets w/same number of lanes for traffic flow. Include additional parking.

Generally in love of project but have concerns. Concern is that this program does not severely impact existing infrastructure;
street lights, electrical facilities, streets designed to relieve increase traffic flow.

Yes. This is a wonderful plan, however, | believe it can benefit in many additional corridors. | don’t necessarily agree with
selections.

Not just trees-but other landscaping and means of pedestrian friendliness.

[ think the idea of separating curb from sidewalks is beneficial. Green space of about 2’-3" should be used as a buffer in all
sidewalk building and re-constructing existing ones.

There should be lots of side street parking. All bus stops should be covered (shade from the sun).

We need more variety along the streets, need more buffer on the sides of the roads to make an attractive boulevard, (need more
landscape) let us consider using our native wildflowers.

The design palette is good — more street sections should be developed. The speeds shown are too fast — recommend some 25
mph. or less.
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Family friendly and safe are major concerns. Parking or walking, bicycles friendly social fabric, Safe for seniors.

As you point out — new designed areas can be designed with minimal economic impact while redesign of existing streets would
be extremely expensive.

It would be a great project and incorporates the principles of new urbanism.

[really ...

Are there any other streets in your neighborhood you think should become Great Streets?

Montgomery and Juan Tabo

San Pedro, San Mateo, Louisiana... | hope eventually more streets are elevated, if not to “great streets”, at least to “good”.

Wyoming — Lomas to Montgomery; Lomas — Wyoming to San Mateo; San Mateo — Central to Menaul; San Pedro — Lomas to
Montgomery.

Lomas — between Broadway and Old Town; 12" Street between Mountain and Menaul

Tramway, Montgomery

Fourth Street between Montano and Village of Los Ranchos

Coors and Quail (joke), Ladera/ Atrisco/ Coors/ Sequoia

No.

My neighborhood currently is fairly walker/biker friendly with parks, schools, and not much traffic.
My street is a Great Street (candidate on the list)

Louisiana between Menaul and 1-40 and Menaul from San Mateo to Louisiana.
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Now that Atrisco NW from Central to Iliff has a gorgeous xeriscaped median, Little Park Circle on the east atop the mesa is a
barren eyesore!

12 Street between Menaul and Griegos.

Atrisco south two blocks to Little League Park.

Juan Tabo where lots of multi-family residences are close by; also Eubank NE.
The concept should be extended further on the streets named.

We should have North/ South Great Streets and East/West Great Streets.

NO-not only because our limited tax dollars can be better spent bringing our District 8 streets and sidewalks and other areas of
the city up to standards.

Louisiana south of Central should be a “Chinatown” area, a couple of locations along Route 66 in addition to Nob Hill.
Ventura

Central, Gold between 1st and 8"

Menaul — 2 - 12t st.

Menaul from RR tracks to 6" NW

La Orilla NW between Coors & Taylor Ranch Road, Golf Course Rd. between Taylor Ranch Rd and Paseo del Norte.

In some instance it would make more sense to set up shopping/walking areas with adjacent or public transportation to get
people to the area.

Menaul, Louisiana, San Pedro, Indian School.

4™ St between Iron and Bridge. Also Downtown should be included since residential buildings are increasing. It should be part
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Glossary of Terms

The arterial system should carry the major portion of trips entering and leaving the urban area,

as well as the majority of through movements desiring to bypass the central city. In addition,
significant intra-area travel, such as between central business districts and outlying residential areas
between major inner city communities, or between major suburban centers should be served by
this system.

The face of a Block side facing a Great Street from one intersecting street to another intersecting
street.

Location on which the building footprint must be located.
A concrete pad usually 12 feet (including gutter pan) wide and 50 - 90 feet long at a bus stop.

The collector street system provides both land access service and traffic circulation within
residential neighborhoods, commercial and industrial areas. It differs from the arterial system in
that facilities on the collector system may penetrate residential neighborhoods, distributing trips
from the arterials through the area to the ultimate destination. Conversely, the collector street
also collects traffic from local streets in residential neighborhoods and channels it into the arterial
system. In the central business district, and in other areas of like development and traffic density,
the collector system may include the street grid which forms a logical entity for traffic circulation.

Exterior face of a building (elevation).

An ideal future end, condition, or state related to the public health, safety, or general welfare
toward which planning and its implementation measures are directed. It is a general expression
of our values. It is abstract, therefore not quantifiable, time-dependent, or suggestive of specific
actions or achievement.

They are specifications that define the abstractions of goals, objectives, and policy statements.
They are established by custom or experience as measures of the quality or adequacy of the City’s
various physical components. Guidelines are advisory and use ‘should” or ‘may’.



Implementation

Objective

Implementation

Landscaping
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Level of Service B
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An action, procedure, program, or technique that carried out Comprehensive Plan Policy. Each
policy must have at least one corresponding implementation measure.

A specific end, condition, or state that is an intermediate step toward attaining a general goal. It
may pertain to one particular aspect of a goal, or it may be one of several successive steps toward
goal achievement. There may be more than one objective for a goal. It is a general expression of
our preferences as to the character and location of the City’s physical elements. It is achievable,
measurable, and time-specific.

An action, procedure, program, or technique that carried out Comprehensive Plan Policy. Each
policy must have at least one corresponding implementation measure.

Landscaping includes trees, shrubs, groundcover, flower, pervious hardscape surface like pavers
and pervious concrete and above ground planters.

This is a measure of roadway congestion ranging from LOS A--least congested--to LOS F--most
congested. LOS is one of the most common terms used to describe how “good” or how “bad”
traffic is projected to be. LOS serves as a benchmark to determine whether new development will
comply with an existing LOS or if it will exceed the preferred or adopted LOS. As part of planning
for new projects or developments, transportation professionals conduct a Traffic Impact Study
(TIS). The TIS determines how specific streets and intersections will function with increased traffic
volumes either with or without improvements.

It should be noted that LOS is a measure of a roadway segment’s (zone’s) efficiency at moving
automobiles through the zone. By definition, it places a high emphasis on the free-flowing speeds
of autos and does not give consideration to the comfort or safety other roadway users such
bicyclists or pedestrians.

Level of Service A describes a condition of free flow, with low volumes and high speeds.
Level of Service B is the zone of stable flow, with operating speeds beginning to be restricted

somewhat by traffic conditions. Drivers still have reasonable freedom to select their speed and lane
of operation.
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Level of Service C Level of Service C is the zone of mostly stable flow, but speeds and maneuverability are more
closely constricted by the higher volumes.

Level of Service D Level of Service D is a zone that approaches unstable flow, with tolerable operating speeds,
however driving speed is considerably affected by changes in operating conditions.

Level of Service E Level of Service E is a zone that cannot be described by speed alone. Operating speeds are lower
than in Level D, with volume at or near the capacity of the highway.

Level of Service F Level of Service F is a zone in which the operating speeds are controlled by stop-and-go
mechanisms, such as traffic lights. This is called forced flow operation. The stoppages disrupt
the traffic flow so that the volume carried by the roadway falls below its capacity; without the
stoppages, the volume of traffic on the roadway would be higher, or in other words, it would reach
capacity.

Median A raised barrier used to separate opposite traffic flow and control access and turning movements.
A median can also provide a pedestrian crossing refuge and pace for landscaping and public art for
streetscape enhancement. It also physically and perceptually reduces the width and large expanse
of a multi-lane street.

Median Nose It is a half circle raised devise at the intersection side of the pedestrian refuge area. It protects
pedestrians while waiting in pedestrian refuge area for traffic gap to cross the street.

Pedestrian Crossing Intervals The phase of traffic light signal cycle provided for a pedestrian to cross a roadway in a crosswalk,
including the “walk” and “clearance” (blinking hand) intervals.

Pedestrian Realm The Pedestrian Realm is the public area between the back of curb and the right-of-way.

Pedestrian Refuge A protected area (sometimes in a median) between traffic lanes providing pedestrians with a safe
place to wait for gaps in traffic.

Pervious Hardscape Surface Pervious hardscape surface includes brick or concrete pavers that allow water to permeate into the
ground. It does not include lose gravel or only dirt surface.
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A description of how development policies affect an area or facility.

A specific statement that guides decision making, and commitment of government to policy. A
settled course or position on a matter adopted and followed by government.

A fundamental rule or doctrine that guides the Comprehensive Plan policies, proposals, standards
and implementation measures. Principles are based on generally accepted City planning
knowledge and community values, current technology, and the General Plan’s goals and objectives.
It is a rule for action, usually based on experience as a consistent guide to meet objectives.

The private or public property which abuts the right-of-way of a street.
The area owned by public for traffic lanes, curb and gutter, and sidewalks.
The area between the back of curb to the back of curb across the roadway travel lanes.

Roundabouts are circular intersections in which vehicles follow a circular path around a central
island. They have specific design and traffic control features such as yield control of all entering
traffic, channelized approaches and appropriate geometric curvatures to ensure travel speeds on
circular roadway are less than 30 miles per hour. There are wide ranges of circular intersection
forms from a large rotary, basic roundabout to maintain flow of traffic and a neighborhood traffic
circle for traffic calming.

A rule or measure establishing a level or quantity that must be complied with or satisfied.
Standards are mandatory and use ‘shall’.

A semi-opaque freestanding wall aligned with the front facade of an adjacent building for the
purpose of masking parking from the street.

Roadways designed to optimize public transit and move large numbers of people in a very timely
and efficient manner. These roadways could have dedicated bus lanes, wide sidewalks, bike lanes,
and longer-term possibility of light rail service. These corridors would focus on the movement of
many people in a pedestrian friendly environment, would emphasize short trips and convenience
and would be prime candidates for significant mixed-use infill and redevelopment.
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Enhanced Transit Corridor

TIP

Trees Large

Trees Medium

Roadways designed or redesigned to improve transit and pedestrian opportunities for residents,
businesses and other users nearby. These roadways could have similar features to the major transit
corridor. Their goal is to provide transit service competitive with the car, and develop adjacent land
uses and intensities that promote the use of transit.

Transportation Improvement Program — A short term, one and three year generally federally
funded program of transportation projects. These projects are a compilation of projects from local
jurisdictions and are consistent with the long-range transportation plan. A Regional Planning
Organization usually manages the TIP program.

Taller than 45 feet at maturity

25-45 feet high at maturity

Tree Small 25 feet or lower in height at maturity

Wayfinding Wayfinding is a word that has gained popularity with the adoption of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA)' . In its most literal sense, it gives a person the ability to find his or her way
to a given destination. Wayfinding is not limited to signs. Unique paving, monuments, special
signs, public art, or landscaping can be used to celebrate destinations, historic, cultural sites and
gateways.

1 1991 Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
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Preliminary Unit Cost Estimate
A very rough cost estimate for the construction of great streets segments is for one-half mile segments of a Great Street. It

includes only those elements that make a Great Street. Theses items include, landscaping, medians, roadway and pedestrian
lighting, special paving materials, and other street furniture elements.

MEDIANS: 440 Feet Length 10 Feet Wide Units Cost Per Unit Quanities Total
SAWCUT & REMOVE ASPHALT & BASE SY $ 5.00 602 $ 4,816.00
CURB & GUTTER - SD 2408 LF $ 15.00 969 $ 14,535.00
TRAFFIC SEPARATOR (2 FT.) LF $ 15.00 260 $ 3,900.00
FILL CY $ 10.00 173 $ 1,730.00
TOP SOIL SY $ 2.65 346 $ 916.90
LARGE TREE EA $ 800.00 6 $ 4,800.00
SMALL TREE EA $ 600.00 6 $ 3,600.00
SHRUBS EA $ 30.00 108 $ 3,240.00
GROUNDCOVER EA $ 6.00 445 $ 2,670.00
IRRIGATION LF $ 16.00 390 $ 6,240.00
REFLECTORIZED PAVEMENT STRIPE - 6" SOLID (yellow) LF $ 3.00 1,425 $ 4,275.00
REFLECTORIZED PAVEMENT STRIPE - 6" SOLID (white) LF $ 3.00 200 $ 600.00
REFLECTORIZED PLASTIC ARROW - LEFT OR RIGHT EA $ 120.00 4 3 480.00
REFLECTORIZED PLASTIC WORD "ONLY" EA $ 200.00 1% 200.00
SUBTOTAL $ 52,002.90
30 % Contingency $ 67,603.77
Cost Per Foot $ 153.64

SIDEWALK: 300 feet Lentgh 12 Feet Wide Units Cost Per Unit Quanities Total
Demolistion of Existing Sidewalk SY $ 6.00 400 $ 2,400.00
Removal of Existing Curb and Gutter LF $ 5.00 600 $ 3,000.00
Concrete Sidewalk 4" - SD 2430 SY $ 40.00 800 $ 32,000.00
Concrete Pavers SF $ 12.00 1344 $ 16,128.00
Curb and Guitter - SD 2415 LF $ 15.00 600 $ 9,000.00
Historic Street Lights (inlcuding foundation, pole, luminaire & wir Each $ 12,000.00 5% 60,000.00
Landscaping Each $ 700.00 20 $ 14,000.00
Irrigation LF $ 10.00 600 $ 6,000.00
SUBTOTAL $ 142,528.00
30 % Contingency $ 185,286.40
Cost Per Foot $ 617.62

The costs in the Table were prepared based on actual 2007 bid unit prices in Albuquerque. The price for a 12-foot wide sidewalk
including all the streetscape elements is about $600.00 per liner foot. The cost of landscaped medians is approximately $153.00
per linear foot. These costs do not include the rebuilding of the road base or other road surface elements. No utility or right-
of-way costs are included since each condition changes drastically depending where it is located and what utilities are present.
These cost estimates also don’t include design, survey, testing, construction management and gross receipts taxes. They will add
another 25%-30% to the cost.
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