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Northeast Stoney Crossing Study:
80 Avenue N.E. & 64 Avenue N.E.
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Benefits

&

Concerns

S

What We Heard

In March 2020, The City of Calgary held two pop up engagement events and online engagement to
gather feedback from Calgarians on the flyovers at 80 Avenue N.E. and 64 Avenue N.E. The following
table summarizes‘What We Heard" and the full What We Heard Report can be found HERE.

80 Avenue N.E. All-Modes Crossing
« increased access and connectivity to adjacent
communities
- better access to amenities; access for all modes

- improved connectivity for essential services

increased travel time and noise
« reduced comfort for pedestrians and cyclists

« not consistent with the existing character and
function of the road

« increased safety risks for all modes

« negative impacts to property values

64 Avenue N.E. All-Modes Crossing

reduction of traffic congestion on other nearby
roads

« better access to amenities; access for all modes

more consistent with the existing character and
function of the road

increased travel time, noise, and greenhouse gas
emissions

high taxpayer cost

misconception that there would be direct access
to Stoney Trail

impacts to community amenities (dog park and
Manmeet Singh Park)
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Project Priorities

Based on ‘What We Heard'through the initial public engagement phase in March 2020, a number of
community priorities have been identified. These priorities, along with The City’s policy framework and
technical guidelines, will be used to assess the relative merits and trade-offs of each proposed option.

Project Priorities

minimize congestion
EFFICIENT TRAFFIC OPERATIONS i
reduce travel times

reduce actual or perceived safety concerns

SAFETY
reduce potential for vehicle-pedestrian conflicts

COMMUNITY.IMPACTS minimize impact to access and property values
reduce traffic volumes and noise impacts

increase multi-modal access to amenities

COMMUNITY CONNECT! provide preferred routes for vehicles, pedestrians,
cyclists

total cost of engineering, construction and
maintenance
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What We Did - Concept Development

Since the last engagement event, the Project Team has been developing and assessing flyover concepts at
both 80 Avenue N.E. and 64 Avenue N.E.

DESIGN CRITERIA  The design for these flyovers needs to meet several design criteria, including those set by:

Alberta Transportation [Bridge Design)

City of Calgary [Road, Pedestrian, and Cycle Route Design]
Calgary Fire Department

Calgary Transit

STEP 1 The first step was to assess what options were feasible in meeting all the above requirements. Three
different crossing concepts were developed.

STEP 2 Next, a transportation model was developed to assess how much traffic would use each crossing and the
associated change in traffic volumes in the surrounding area.
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Calgary

What We Did - Concept Development

Three (3) different crossing concepts were developed. Note that a flyover at 80 Avenue N.E. is required in all
concepts to accommodate fire and emergency services.

A summary of the concepts is as follows:

80 Avenue N.E. All Modes Flyover @ @ @ @ @

64 Avenue N.E. No Flyover

80 Avenue N.E. All Modes Flyover @ @ @ @ @
Concept 2
64 Avenue N.E. All Modes Flyover Q @ @ @ @

80 Avenue N.E. Fire, EMS, Transit, Pedestrian + Cyclists Flyover @ @ @ @

Concept 3
64 Avenue N.E. All Modes Flyover @ @ @ @ @

Concept 1

The next phase of the study will be to evaluate these concepts based on the Project Priorities (Traffic
Operations, Safety, Community Impacts, Community Connectivity, and Cost). We are seeking your feedback
on the concepts that follow.

This feedback will assist us in the evaluation process.
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Crossing Scenario 1

80 Avenue N.E. - All Modes Flyover
64 Avenue N.E. - No Flyover

80 AVENUE N.E. 64 AVENUE N.E.

Two lane crossing serving: No crossing

+ Public Traffic Existing land reserved
Fire, EMS Access for crossing could be

«  Transit
«  Pedestrians + Cyclists

reallocated for other uses.

This concept has a two lane crossing
on 80 Avenue N.E.thatwould service
Fire, EMS, Transit, active modes, and
be open to public traffic. With this
option, a crossing on 64 Avenue N.E.
would not be constructed and all
traffic would be directed to the 80
Avenue N.E. crossing.
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Crossing Scenario 1
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Crossing Scenario 1

BENEFITS TRADE-OFFS
PRELIMINARY Improved auto network connectivity between Additional traffic on 80 Avenue N.E. and at the
ASSESSMENT the communities close to 80 Avenue N.E. east intersections adjacent to the flyover.

and west of Stoney Trail.

Less expensive ($) crossing scenario because
only one flyover would be built.

Without a flyover on 64 Avenue N.E,, there

are no impacts to the existing dog park and
Manmeet Singh Bhullar Park Park.

Lands, currently reserved for a future flyover at
64 Avenue N.E., may become available for other

uses.

No additional traffic on 64 Avenue N.E.

No flyover on 64 Avenue N.E. reduces the
number of transit, emergency services, walking
and cycling crossings of Stoney Trail.
Will attract the highest volume of additional
traffic onto 80 Avenue N.E.:
Traffic volumes estimated to double by the
year 2048.

Increased travel time, noise and greenhouse
gas emissions.

Reduced comfort for pedestrians and cyclists.

Not consistent with the existing character
and function of the road.

Larger flyover structure (visual impact).

Requires the most changes to currently
approved City of Calgary plans.
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Crossing Scenario 2

80 Avenue N.E. - All Modes Flyover
64 Avenue N.E. - All Modes Flyover

80 AVENUE N.E. 64 AVENUE N.E.

Two lane crossing serving: Four lane crossing serving:
+  Public Traffic +  Public Traffic

«  Fire, EMS Access «  Fire, EMS Access

«  Transit «  Transit

«  Pedestrians + Cyclists +  Pedestrians + Cyclists

This concept has a two lane crossing
on 80 Avenue N.E.thatwould service
Fire, EMS, Transit, active modes and
be open to public traffic. A four
lane crossing is also proposed for
64 Avenue N.E. and traffic would be
divided between the two crossings
as drivers choose their preferred
route.
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Crossing Scenario 2

80 Avenue N.E.

Plan View @ Two Lane Fiyover Cross-Section

64 Avenue N.E.
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PRELIMINARY
ASSESSMENT

Crossing Scenario 2

BENEFITS

Optimal auto network connectivity between
communities east and west of Stoney Trail.

Improved connectivity and route options for

transit, emergency services, walking and cycling.

Opportunity for staging and building network
connections as and when required.

O oL ggl M ()l

TRADE-OFFS

Most expensive crossing scenario with two full
access flyovers.

Impacts to the existing dog park and Manmeet
Singh Bhullar Park Park.

Additional traffic on 80 Avenue N.E. and at the
intersections adjacent to the flyover.

Will still attract a high volume of additional
traffic onto 80 Avenue:

Traffic volumes estimated to almost double by
the year 2048.

Increased travel time, noise and greenhouse
gas emissions.

Reduced comfort for pedestrians and cyclists.

Not consistent with the existing character and
function of the road.

Larger flyover structure (visual impact).

Requires some changes to currently approved
City of Calgary plans.
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Crossing Scenario 3

80 Avenue N.E. - Fire | Transit Lane + Active Modes Crossing Only
64 Avenue N.E. - All Modes Crossing

80 AVENUE N.E. 64 AVENUE N.E.
Single lane crossing serving: Four lane crossing serving:
+  Fire, EMS Access +  PublicTraffic

+  Transit Fire, EMS Access

Transit
Pedestrians + Cyclists

«  Pedestrians + Cyclists

This concept has a single lane
crossing on 80 Avenue N.E. that
would service Fire, EMS, Transit; an
adjacent pathway accommodates
active modes. The operation of this
facility would be similar to bus-only
crossing arrangements in Calgary.

There would also be a four lane
crossing on 64 Avenue N.E. serving
all modes; all public traffic would
be directed to the 64 Avenue N.E.
crossing.
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Crossing Scenario 3

80 Avenue N.E.

PlanView m Single Lane Flyover Cross-Section

64 Avenue N.E.
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PRELIMINARY
ASSESSMENT

Crossing Scenario 3

BENEFITS

Improved connectivity and route options for

transit, emergency services, walking and cycling.

With the exception of transit, no additional

TRADE-OFFS

64 Avenue N.E. is a lower demand automobile
connection compared to 80 Avenue N.E.

High cost scenario with two flyovers.

traffic on 80 Avenue N.E. Impacts to the existing dog park and Manmeet

Maintains the existing character and function of Singh Bhullar Park Park.

80 Avenue N.E. as a local road.

Fewest impacts to community/properties
adjacent to 80 Avenue N.E.

Smaller flyover structure (visual impact).

Opportunity to build 64 Avenue N.E. in stages if
and when traffic demand increases.

Aligns with currently approved City of Calgary
plans.
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Next Steps

ENGAGEMENT A’What We Heard' report will be prepared and made available at https://engage.calgary.ca/
NEstoneycrossing for this phase of engagement. This report will include a summary of feedback
from:

General public
Adjacent property owners
Local developers

Community Associations

TECHNICAL + Conduct an independent road safety review and audit of the three feasible concepts. Audit
EVALUATION + DESIGN recommendations will be reviewed, concepts will be updated as required, and findings used to
establish safety criteria for concept evaluation.

Evaluate the three feasible concepts based on qualitative and quantitative analyses.

Select preferred short-term and ultimate concept, based on stakeholder feedback and concept
evaluation.

FUTURE PROJECT «  Once a preferred option has been selected, the crossing concept will be shared with stakeholders
PHASES and the public.

Further design development and refinement.
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