Active Transportation Rail to River Corridor

Community Meeting - Segment A
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Tonight’s Agenda

Purpose: Update you on Segment A & get your feedback
on design concepts & options

e Welcome

e What We’ve Heard

* Design Concepts

e Question & Answer

* |nput at Presentation Boards

@ Metro
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Active Transportation Rail to River Corridor Map

Segment A
Segment B

@ Metro
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Active Transportation Rail to River Corridor Map

Segment A

Segment B

> June 2016 - July 2017

> Environmental Analysis
> 30% Design

> Technical Report

@ Metro

> June 2016 — March 2017

> Alternative Analysis

> Evaluate four routes/alternatives
identified through feasibility study

> Selection of Preferred Alternative

High

A high score indicates the alternative highly supports
and satisfies the criterion, or has a low potential for
impact.

-

Medium

A medium score indicates the alternative moderately
supports the criterion, or has a moderate potential for
impact.

O

Low

Low scores indicates that an alternative does not
support or conflicts with the criterion, or has a high
potential for impact.
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Segment A - Work to Date

 Analyzed corridor

e Met with Community Advisory Committee
(CAC)

e Environmental analysis started

e Connection to Fairview Heights studied

e Conceptual design to 15% level

e Costs and funding evaluated

@ Metro
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What We’ve Heard - Community Advisory Committee

e Beautiful and safe

e Multi-use desired (walking, exercise & recreation are as
important as cycling)

e Family-friendly, clean & maintenance over time

e |nterest in tree species & drought-tolerant landscaping

e Security & intersection crossings

e Discourage encampments through corridor design

e Lighting, fencing, seating & amenities

 Future art opportunities

e Suggested renaming project

e Study walk/bike path locations & width

@ Metro
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What We’ve Heard - Community Survey

Information as of January 26, 2017

e Conducted Sept - Oct 2016

e Distributed at community events
Sabor de Mexico
Taste of Soul
TRUST South LA Block Party 1. Activities Most Interested In

e CAC members distributed **
e 366 surveys collected
 Frequency of use

* Main concerns

e Design vision for ATC

e Summary results available

@ Metro

290

Number of Resposes




What We’ve Heard — Technical Advisors

* |nput from Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

* |nterviews with Metro Departments

Security, Engineering/Construction, Facilities Maintenance,
Access/ADA, Real Estate, Joint Development, Environmental,
Signage, Metro Art, Fire / Life Safety, Other Metro Projects

 Meetings with City of LA

Transportation, Engineering, Water & Power, Sanitation

e Meeting with City of Inglewood
Planning, Public Works

@ Metro
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Segment A — Active Transportation Facility Example

@ Metro

Information as of January 26, 2017



Information as of January 26, 2017

10



Design Criteria for Walk/Bike Paths

o Safety
Lighting, “eyes on the street”, ADA

 Minimizing conflicts
Access to bus stops, intersections, mixing zones

e Comfort
Compatible adjacent use, shade, width

* Engineering

@ Metro
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Opportunity Sites Map
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Lighting

 Comply with National, Metro and City of LA
Standards

* High-efficiency light emitting diode (LED) lamps

* Elevated light levels for increased visibility

e Balance safety and excessive brightness

e 110 Fwy underpass illuminated 24-hours/day

e Ability to integrate security phones, cameras

@ Metro
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Augustus F. Hawkins Nature Park Frontage

View of Augustus F. Hawkins Nature Park frontage

Looking west toward Augustus F. Hawkins Nature Park Elements from Augusts F. Hawkins Nature Park
can influence the look and feel of the new path
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Segment B — Work to Date

e 2 TAC, 2 CAC and 4 Community Meetings held

e Technical Meetings with Stakeholders (cities of Bell,
Maywood, Huntington Park, Metro Staff, LA County, LA
City)

e Established Alternatives Evaluation Methodology

e Conducted Alternatives Analysis Evaluation

e Developed Rough Order of Magnitude Capital Cost

 Randolph Street Alternative ranks highest

@ Metro
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Input at Presentation Boards

Typical Concepts
Mixing Zones

Opportunity Sites — West Half

. Opportunity Sites — East Half
. Lighting & 110 Fwy Underpass
®Metrn'
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Questionnaire
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