Overview of Proposed Concepts

Presented in Phase 2
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CONCEPT 1 - MAINTAIN EXISTING
SCALE 1:100
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CONCEPT 2 - SHARED LANES
SCALE 1:100
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CONCEPT 3 - BIKE LANES ON BOTH SIDES
SCALE 1:100
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CONCEPT 4 - PATHWAY ON SOUTH SIDE
SCALE 1:100




What We Heard in Phases 1 & 2

In Phase 1 we asked participants to identify the current issues and
concerns they have with 50 Avenue S.W. and how they would like to
participate in the corridor study. This is what we heard.

'i‘ 'i‘ 'i‘ 'i‘ ’i‘ 689 participants & w 850 concerns and ideas shared

Community Priorities:

e Pedestrian accommodation

 Urban character (enhancements that make the corridor more
visually appealing)

* Bicycle accommodation
» Traffic safety
* Traffic calming

In Phase 2 we presented the preliminary design concepts to participants
for evaluation. Feedback in this phase was used in the development of the
preferred design concept. This is what we heard.

w 278 concerns & ideas shared

’i"i"i"i"i‘ 045 participants &

Community Concerns:

* Improve the safety of people walking and biking
* Reduce speeding, traffic volumes and shortcutting

* Make the intersection crossings safer for pedestrians

* Limitthe amount of parking near intersections




Phase 2 - Open House & Online
Feedback on Concepts

How well does each concept address the community
priorities identified in Phase 1 of this project?

CONCEPT 1 — MAINTAIN EXISTING CONCEPT 2 - SHARED LANES

Does not Meet Does not Meet

CONCEPT 3 — BIKE LANES ON BOTH SIDES CONCEPT 4 - PATHWAY ON SOUTH SIDE

Does not Meet




Phase 3 - How the Preferred Concept was Selected

Community priorities identified in Phase 1
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/City Policies A /Public Input A /Technical Analysis A /Adjacent Projects A
- Calgary Transportation . Phase 1: public open « Pedestrian « Crowchild Trail/Flanders
Plan house, online feedback, & Accommodation Avenue Interchange
- Municipal Development 3 pop up events - Bike accommodation « Glenmore Athletic Park
Plan - Phase 2: public open - Traffic calming Redevelopment
- Complete Streets Guide house & online feedback . Parkway characteristics » 20 Street S.W. Bikeway
- Pathway & Bikeway Plan . Cost - River Park, Sandy Beach,

Britannia Slopes
Redevelopment
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Phase 3:
Preferred Concept






