WELCOME

3 Avenue South Reconstruction

OPEN HOUSE
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e Show us where you live with a green dot.
e Show us where you work with ared dot. e

LETHBRIDGE



Background

PRATS built on the vision, ideas and
concepts for Downtown development
expressed In the 2007 Heart of Our City
Master Plan (HOCMP)
City Of Lethbridge
The study examined the facllity
requirements for public realm
Improvements, alternative and
accessible transportation modes,
freight, vehicles, and parking In the
Downtown area

The study recommended iImprovements
to 3 Avenue S
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Public Realm and Transportation Study (PRATS), 2011
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4™ STREET SOUTH

Public Realm and Transportation Study (PRATS), 2011

Public Realm Zones
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Public Realm and Transportation Study (PRATS), 2011

Site Furniture and Urban Design
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Past (PRATS) Public Consultation

Listening

Session Charrette
June, 2011

Satisfied with the Design Approach and Concept Plans? Reduction of lanes on 3rd Avenue?

m60%Yes ®WMO0%No m40% Mostly m 80% In Favour m 20% Not in Favour
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Background

 The Downtown Area Redevelopment Plan
(Bylaw 5807, the DARP) Is a statutory plan
authorized by the Municipal Government
Act.

e [t provides a planning framework and
supporting policies that will guide the next
10 years of development in the Downtown

* [tisIntended to create a vibrantand
walkable downtown and a more positive
downtown experience for all downtown
users.

e [trecommended the 3 Avenue S
streetscape improvements identified by the
PRATS

¥ P e T .
5 "._l E F_n'. .... r i i
e i -
RN ™ T T
R el e
e g 1
[ ) e . ""..
T AP L e
o LOe L
") P A .
R e

T I. & -FI i § -
I-'|'.|'r . 3 — .. .|
] i . o # )
." ¥ '.'r: | - ";II Tu
1!I | L A - I'-_'\ _h
" ; x 2
. o, “ll.' i 1 e
I - ’ ; -|_ ';. 5
e
. M E 5 b
3 L o
2 ;
¥
by

‘: - & . l"‘;.r"' i = II
] ik -k ¥ i
B r = H 1
S ¥ p— .' = 4
E ¥
r ™
L]
- S p—

G Rty A
‘M' ; )
'-. % i
|
.
5
-

.

[
-'.'.. -h.- :
| ¢

Area Redevg *

ey o

Lothbridge LETHBRIDGE




Background

 The DARP recommended that “the urban design of the public realm be of a
more contemporary character featuring wide ‘promenade’ sidewalks and a
high level of pageantry” and “where It Is evident that historic design
elements would be more complementary to existing features, those should
be used Instead of contemporary design elements

e |t notes that the PRATS recommendations are being incorporated into the
design of 3 Avenue S In several ways including:

Three travel lanes with a middle turning bay and rolled curb between travel lanes and parking

Parking raised to sidewalk level, allowing flexibility of use for both pedestrian and vehicle use

Angled parking on the north side of the street in front of Galt Gardens and the CASA

Parallel parking on the south side between 8 St S and 5 St S, and parallel parking on both sides of the street west
of 5 Street S

. Street trees on both sides and pedestrian lighting

. Wider sidewalks on both sides that will improve both pedestrian movement and the space in front of existing

businesses
OO <+

. A wider promenade sidewalk on the north, adjacent to Galt Gardens between 5 and 8 Street S
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Project Goals

Successfully design the first streetscaped roadway
In Lethbridge

Include green initiatives and sustainable design
principles where appropriate

Update any aging underground and surface
Infrastructure to avoid intrusive and costly repairs
for the next 25 years

Maintain an effective communications strategy with
stakeholders & the public

(010 ]15S
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Project ODbjectives

Build upon the
conceptual design
from PRATS

e Three travel lanes: one in each direction, and a dual left center turn lane
e Curb extensions, wide sidewalks, raised parking

Rehab I I itate e Storm, sewer, and water mains (some from the early 1900s)
U nderg rou nd Utl | itieS  Building services will be replaced where required

INCO 'po rate = Improve the pedestrian experience
Streetscape deSig N » Decorative benches, light poles, etc.

e Sustainable design & landscaping

pri nCi pleS  Provide space for public art

Safe Solutions e Access management

100
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Access Management

- ™ the number and type of conflicts between vehicles,
- .| vehicles and pedestrians, and vehicles and bicyclists.
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Project Significance

w8 T8 Will directly impact Galt Gardens Park, the
4 =~ %sympolic “Heart of the Downtown”

LemsMEes |mportant link between Scenic Drive and
sEulENg Stafford Drive, and to Mayor Magrath Drive

100+
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Construction

The following two boards identify some
advantages and disadvantages of
different methods and timing of
construction that need to be considered

Ultimately, the preferred construction
method and sequencing of the work will
need to be determined during the
detailed design phase with input and
feedback from adjacent property
owners, business owners and residents.
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Timing of Construction (from PRATS)
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Space for Construction (From PRATS)

Method of
Construction  Advantages Disadvantages
Block * shorter duration 'r1|:}-£1¢_1 on businesses * greater impact on surrou Hr’”ilﬁg businesses
Construction * higher number ot on street parking spaces * limited pedestricn accessibili
available during construction + vehicle detours required
* shorter distance tor pedestrians to access
businesses
* construction equipment and noise limited to o
smaller area
One Side * lower impact on surrounding businesses * longer duration impact on businesses
at a Time * consfruction equipment and noise limitegto a * limitea pedestrian accessibility
smaller area * removes on-street parking J:u ig a portion of
* minor vehicle detours required with movement the corridor for the duration of construction
maintained along entire corridor * |less secure work environment — increased
public movement in and around the
construction zone
* higher construction costs
. \::.-war WOorker -::l-;'.c'.id-:n’r rates * |limited pedestrian accessibility
* more secure work environment - reduced * vehicle detours Ei‘gui'EL
public movement in and around the * increased noise, dust and air pollution from
s |, ~ ot : - _ . :
lower construction costs * removes on-street parking along the corridor

tor the duration of construction

* increased distance tor pedestrians to access

100K
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Construction

100

Please also add your comments to your comment sheet or the online comment sheet at www.lethbridge.ca. ‘ﬂ,{;ﬁ;&w LETH BRI DG E




Project Timeline

PRATS, 2011

Downtown Area Redevelopment Plan (DARP) Bylaw 5807, 2013

Design Consultant Engaged, 2016

Construction funding approved by Council in new CIP, June 2017

95% Preliminary Design Complete, June 2017
We are

here

‘ Open House #1, June 21 2017

Value engineering workshop, July 2017

Detaliled design completion expected in Fall 2017

Open House #2, Fall 2017

Start construction in 2019

100K+
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