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 Walkway Over The Hudson 

Brainstorming Session 
September 26, 2007 

 

 

Meeting with NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation  
(Prelude to Walkway Brainstorming Session) 
September 25, 2007 
Peebles Island State Park 

 
• John said that this was like their recent experience with “the Highline.” With regards to fencing – 

they think it requires higher railing than the standard 54’’. 
 
• The project should maintain a simple, industrial look.  Don’t romanticize or ‘prissy it up’.  This is not 

a Victorian element (i.e. brick not appropriate material)   
 
• Concern for safety – horizontal rails too easy to climb 
 
• Comments were mixed between preservation concerns and safety concerns. 
 
• Preservation – any system that provides openness. 
 
• Consider viewing platform on bridge – raised area set back from railing – potential mitigation for a 

higher railing treatment to maintain views.  
 
• Elevator would not alter eligibility for National Register; if something is reversible, it would not alter 

the eligibility 
• In general, anything we do will not impact the historic nature of the structure due to its size. 
• Current plan is State Parks will take ownership of Walkway 
 
Lighting  (if we use it:) 

• More industrial lighting (down light/cutoff) 
 Consider surface level lights (bollard or something incorporated into the railing) 
 Hide lights from view from ground 

• Or “Significant industrial image” 
• Won’t rule out lighting up super-structure  
• Consider base lighting 
• Use cutoff so don’t create ambient light 
• Could test light on piers (e.g. Illuminate from bottom) 
• Simple, steel drop lights 
• Aesthetics should be industrial 
• An example is the bridge from Peebles Island north toward Waterford – simple steel drop lights 

 
Deck  

• Plow snow?  Where does it go? 
• Keep design simple – industrial look; the simpler the better 
• brick is not the look (Photosim) 
• “River lights” (viewing holes in deck) allow drainage for water and OK with SHPO 



 
• Consider a recycled material? 

 
Railing  

• Re-use existing posts? 
• Put steel inside? 
• All examples could work except for Option 2A.  It would add a thick horizontal element that 

would be visible. 
• Consider double system – 54” rail with sheer higher rail outside 
• Option 1E – remove middle rails – w/mesh 
• SHPO thinks a higher rail is warranted (not from a historic standpoint but from a user perception 

standpoint and to deter jumpers) – not 8’ but not just 54’’ either – maybe a compromise at 60’’. 
 
Review under SEQRA/NEPA   

• Send letter – no substantial impact under SEQRA 
• Section 106 – expect Federal Highway fund. - no effect contingent on design review 
• A Type I action but should not have any environmental impacts – should be a simple review for 

SHPO. 
 
 
 
Walkway Brainstorming Session  
 

1. Objectives: 
• September 2009 opening – Act. 
• Fast, cheap, durable 
• Bid quotes in 2 weeks for salvage.   
• Thank you certificates 
• Draft report – November 2007 
• Final report – Late January 2008 
• Bid documents – June 2, 2008 
• Floating deck?  Tie down at major joints; connect on top and bury in curb 

 
 
2. Removal and/or Salvage of Existing Components 

• Salvage: 
 Demo early  know supersizes early 
• Separate project 
• Change federal language 
• Jakobson Fencing – NYC 
• Couple more options based on issues 
• Vertical III 
• Look at bridge options 
• Mix of fencing - $100.00/ft. – pre-purchase 
• Demolition is time consuming 
• Time wise – removal first 
• Constructability – removal during 
• East approach – constructability from land – east side in 
• Less surprises later if demolition done sooner 
• Joseph Fay – additional company to consider getting quote from 
• Very roughly $2 million 
• Hinchey might reword federal funding 



 
• Coast Guard – permit for demolition – start now! 
• Demolition 

a. Separate contract in spring 
b. Momentum 
c. Helps with overall schedule 
d. Know surprises on bridge early 
e. Change language of Hinchey legislation?   
f. Impact on federal funds?  

 
3. Structural Deck Options 

• No salt 
• H10 – Ambulance UBIU 
• 100 years 
• Approach:  12-14 min. clear, 22-24 max.   
• Need deck cross slope 
• Construction Loads 

a. Compare H10 & H20 cost  deck and erection procedures 
b. Transverse panels on approaches 
c. Surface mounts for utilities 
d. Black rebar 
e. Galvanize girders 

• Separate bikes/pedestrians by surface texture or color 
• Picture ?   
• Railing 

a. Consider Jakobs (3 mm) railing (NYC) 
b. Historic at approach; cheaper over water 
c. Keep 54” for views 
d. ADA handrail? 
e. Consider pre-purchase (Lq. Quantim – 2.5 miles!) 
f. Look at vertical picket option 
g. Minimize horizontal rails – also deter sitting on top rail 
h. Review mesh/vertical picket options with SHPO 
i. Consider pre-fab railing with deck panel systems 
j. Rail system – reusing old vs. new rail + SHPO requirements 
k. SHPO – option 1F – stay industrial – simple 
l. Horizontal rail – too much opportunity to climb 
m. Vertical post – preferred; 4” spacing 
n. Costs need to be determined to rule out alternatives 
o. Railings can be pre-fabricated (pre-mounted) 
p. Railings for future emergency vehicles; trolly 
q. 54” height requirement for bikes; discourage climbing/sitting on rail 
r. Outlooks far enough away from tracks 
s. Step up lookouts 
t. Structural wind loading 
u. Less expensive on approaches $100-250/ft. 
v. Inverset 

1. Top connection is preferred 
2. Bolt through rivets and welded together (difficult to get below deck?) 
3. Transverse between 2 girders approach 
4. Longitudinal between on main approach 

w. Exodemic 
1. Can all be done from the top 
2. Closer ports/clamps 
3. Precast with rail mounted 
4. Studs/foam (power strips)/rubber & closer pour (pumped) 



 
5. Approach transverse 
6. Main – additional stringers needed for full width 

x. Precast concrete 
1. Post tension 
2. Clamps? 
3. Transverse – approach 
4. Additional stringers – main – post tension/connection 
5. Voided slab – no steel needed 

• Rivet heads 
a. Bolsters 
b. Grout beds 
c. Steel shims, leveling bolts, closure pours 
d. Pop out rives with bolts to anchor shims 
e. Try to avoid welding 

• How much do you save by going H10 vs. H20? 
• Construction loads 
• 100 years; surface meant for utilize 
• Galvanized girders 

 
 

4. Constructability 
• Big Bang 
• Connectivity from the top; Molly bolt (?) 
• Floating deck panels – don’t anchor each one 
• Pre-purchasing  

a. Structural steel railings 
b. 3-4 months lead time for steel 
c. Structural steel plates 
d. Railings 

• More lead time – better price 
• Pre-purchase billing 
• Delivery Date 
• 4-5 months for erection 
• Deck & railing should be pre-purchased 
• 3-4 months lead time on steel 
• Pre-purchase – contractor needs to know date and amount of delivery of pre-purchase 

orders 
• Truck, not barge 
• Panels could be ready Fall 2008 

 
 

 











United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

New York Field Office   Long Island Field Office 

3817 Luker Road, Cortland, NY  13045   3 Old Barto Rd., Brookhaven, NY  11719 

Phone: (607) 753-9334     Phone: (631) 776-1401 

Fax: (607) 753-9699    Fax: (631) 776-1405 

Endangered Species Act List Request Response Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is provided in response to a search of our website* for information regarding the 

potential presence of species under jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) within a 

proposed project area.

Attached is a copy of the New York State County List of Threatened, Endangered, and Candidate 

Species for the appropriate county(ies).  The database that we use to respond to list requests was 

developed primarily to assist Federal agencies that are consulting with us under Section 7(a)(2) of the 

Endangered Species Act (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).  Our lists include all 

Federally-listed, proposed, and candidate species known to occur, as well as those likely to occur, in 

specific counties. 

The attached information is designed to assist project sponsors or applicants through the process of 

determining whether a Federally-listed, proposed, or candidate species and/or “critical habitat” may 

occur within their proposed project area and when it is appropriate to contact our offices for additional 

coordination or consultation.  You may be aware that our offices have provided much of this 

information in the past in project-specific letters.  However, due to increasing project review workloads 

and decreasing staff, we are now providing as much information as possible through our website. We 

encourage anyone requesting species list information to print out all materials used in any analyses of 

effects on listed, proposed, or candidate species. 

The Service routinely updates this database as species are proposed, listed, and delisted, or as we obtain 

new biological information or specific presence/absence information for listed species.  If project 

proponents coordinate with the Service to address proposed and candidate species in early stages of 

planning, this should not be a problem if these species are eventually listed.  However, we recommend 

that both project proponents and reviewing agencies retrieve from our online database an updated list 

every 90 days to append to this document to ensure that listed species presence/absence information for 

the proposed project is current.

Reminder:  Section 9 of the ESA prohibits unauthorized taking** of listed species and applies to 

Federal and non-Federal activities.  For projects not authorized, funded, or carried out by a Federal 

agency, consultation with the Service pursuant to Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA is not required.  However,

no person is authorized to “take**” any listed species without appropriate authorizations from the 

Service.  Therefore, we provide technical assistance to individuals and agencies to assist with project 

planning to avoid the potential for “take**,” or when appropriate, to provide assistance with their 

application for an incidental take permit pursuant to Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA. 



Additionally, endangered species and their habitats are protected by Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA, which 

requires Federal agencies, in consultation with the Service, to ensure that any action it authorizes, funds, 

or carries out is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or result in the 

destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat.  An assessment of the potential direct, indirect, 

and cumulative impacts is required for all Federal actions that may affect listed species. 

For instance, work in certain waters of the United States, including wetlands and streams, may require a 
permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps).  If a permit is required, in reviewing the 
application pursuant to the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended;16 U.S.C. 661 
et seq.), the Service may concur, with or without recommending additional permit conditions, or 
recommend denial of the permit depending upon potential adverse impacts on fish and wildlife resources 
associated with project construction or implementation.  The need for a Corps permit may be determined 
by contacting the appropriate Corps office(s).* 

For additional information on fish and wildlife resources or State-listed species, we suggest contacting 
the appropriate New York State Department of Environmental Conservation regional office(s) and the 
New York Natural Heritage Program Information Services.* 

Since wetlands, ponds, streams, or open or sheltered coastal waters may be present in the project area, it 
may be helpful to utilize the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps as an initial screening tool.  
However, they may or may not be available for the project area.  Please note that while the NWI maps 
are reasonably accurate, they should not be used in lieu of field surveys for determining the presence of 
wetlands or delineating wetland boundaries for Federal regulatory purposes.  Online information on the 
NWI program and digital data can be downloaded from Wetlands Mapper, 
http://wetlands.fws.gov/mapper_tool.htm. 

Project construction or implementation should not commence until all requirements of the ESA have 

been fulfilled.  After reviewing our website and following the steps outlined, we encourage both project 

proponents and reviewing agencies to contact our office to determine whether an accurate determination 

of species impacts has been made.  If there are any questions about our county lists or agency or project 

proponent responsibilities under the ESA, please contact the New York or Long Island Field Office 

Endangered Species Program at the numbers listed above. 

Attachment (county list of species) 

*Additional information referred to above may be found on our website at: 
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

** Under the Act and regulations, it is illegal for any person subject to the jurisdiction of the United States to take (includes harass, harm, 

pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect; or to attempt any of these), import or export, ship in interstate or foreign 

commerce in the course of commercial activity, or sell or offer for sale in interstate or foreign commerce any endangered fish or wildlife 

species and most threatened fish and wildlife species. It is also illegal to possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or ship any such wildlife that 

has been taken illegally. “Harm” includes any act which actually kills or injures fish or wildlife, and case law has clarified that such acts 

may include significant habitat modification or degradation that significantly impairs essential behavioral patterns of fish or wildlife. 



  

 

Dutchess County  

Federally Listed Endangered and Threatened Species and Candidate Species 

1 
The bald eagle was delisted on August 8, 2007. While there are no ESA requirements for bald eagles after this date, the 

eagles continue to receive protection under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). Please follow the Service's 
May 2007 Bald Eagle Management Guidelines to determine whether you can avoid impacts under the BGEPA for your 

projects. If you have any questions, please contact the endangered species branch in our office. 

2
Primarily occurs in Hudson River. Principal responsibility for this species is vested with the National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration/Fisheries.  

Information current as of: 10/21/2007  

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed 
and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.  

Status Codes: E=Endangered     T=Threatened     P=Proposed     C=Candidate     D=Delisted 

W=Winter   S=Summer 

Common Name 

Atlantic Sturgeon2

 

Bald eagle1

 

Bog turtle 

Dwarf wedgemussel (Housatonic 
River drainage) 

Indiana bat (S) 

New England cottontail 

Shortnose sturgeon2

 

Scientific Name 

Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus 

Haliaeetus leucocephalus 

Clemmys muhlenbergii 

Alasmidonta heterodon 

Myotis sodalis 

Sylvilagus transitionalis 

Acipenser brevirostrum 

Status 

C 

D 

T 

E 

E 

C 

E 

Page 1 of 1Dutchess County

10/21/2007http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/CountyLists/DutchessDec2006.htm



  

 

Ulster County  

Federally Listed Endangered and Threatened Species and Candidate Species 

1 
The bald eagle was delisted on August 8, 2007. While there are no ESA requirements for bald eagles after this date, the 

eagles continue to receive protection under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). Please follow the Service's 
May 2007 Bald Eagle Management Guidelines to determine whether you can avoid impacts under the BGEPA for your 

projects. If you have any questions, please contact the endangered species branch in our office. 

2
Primarily occurs in Hudson River. Principal responsibility for this species is vested with the National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration/Fisheries.  

Information current as of: 10/21/2007  

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed 
and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.  

Status Codes: E=Endangered     T=Threatened     P=Proposed     C=Candidate     D=Delisted 

W=Winter   S=Summer 

Common Name 

Bald eagle1

 

Bog turtle 

Indiana bat (W/S) 

Northern wild monkshood 

Shortnose sturgeon2

 

Small whorled pogonia (Historic) 

Scientific Name 

Haliaeetus leucocephalus 

Clemmys muhlenbergii 

Myotis sodalis 

Aconitum noveboracense 

Acipenser brevirostrum 

Isotria medeoloides 

Status 

D 

T 

E 

T 

E 

T 

Page 1 of 1Ulster County

10/21/2007http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/CountyLists/UlsterDec2006.htm
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