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Minimize river crossing time

based on an average bicycling speed of 10 mph.
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Distance from beginning of descent from path over Hayden Island to intersection of Hayden Island
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Distance from beginning of descent from path over Vancouver to Esther Short Park in downtown
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Distance from beginning of descent from path over Vancouver to Vancouver waterfront . O Option A: 1400, Option B: 1200, Option C: 1700'.
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Potential to provide way-finding and directional signage

All options would include way-finding and directional signage.

» QUALITY OF EXPERIENCE ,

Potential to provide amenities such as restrooms, benches, trash cans, info kiosks, public art, end of
trip and park & ride facilities, etc.

All options would have the potential to provide amenities. Option B would have more potential as amenities could be designed into
the infrastructure.

Minimize noise
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compared to Option A, which would be similarly reduced from Option C.

Minimize exposure to vehicle exhaust

Vehicle separation in Option B would minimize multi-use pathway users exposure to exhaust.

Protection from debris/’kick-up”/splatter

Vehicle separation in Option B would minimize multi-use pathway users exposure to debris/kick-up/splatter.

Protection from bird droppings

All options would have a similar amount of protection from bird droppings.

Wind protection

Option B provides the most wind protection because the under deck location and the top deck overhang reduce exposure to wind.

Rain protection

Option B provides the most rain protection because of the under deck location and overhang reduce exposure to rain.

Headlight glare protection

Option B provides the most headlight glare protection because it is separated from vehicle and transit traffic.

Potential for natural light, open sky crossing and sense of openness

Options A and C would be open to the sides and above. Option B would be open to the sides but not above.

Ability to “program the space” and provide activity areas

Bhettelr opportunities to 'program the space' and involve people would exist with Option B because the design affords protection from
the elements.

Provides scenic views from the bridge of: Mt. Hood, Columbia River, Hayden Island, and Downtown
Vancouver

All options would provide opportunities for scenic vistas, but Option C would have the most unrestricted views.

Potential for architectural detailing

Designic, details would more likely be incorporated into Option B due to overall lower construction costs and integration of CPTED
principles.

Potential to use quality materials in construction

All options could be built with high quality materials.

Potential to provide landscaping
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All options could provide landscaping at appropriate locations.

*QOption A is included for reference. The Project Sponsors Council recommended in March 2009 to move forward with a two bridge design.
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%l CROSSING

PBAC’s Recommendation for a Maintenance and Security Program

The Columbia River Crossing project’'s Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Committee (PBAC)
recommends a sufficient and sustainable maintenance and security program for the
project’s pedestrian and bicycle facilities.

The best and most effective method of enhancing maintenance and security is to design a
functional facility that is inviting to and well used by the general public. Design principles that
provide natural surveillance, territorial reinforcement, and natural access control will
minimize on-going maintenance and security requirements. A reliable and funded program
will be required. The program must recognize that a poorly maintained facility could
undermine the value of good design.

The maintenance and security program shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

¢ Identification of reliable funding sources and responsible parties for maintenance and
security

¢ Commitment of reliable funding sources and responsible parties for maintenance and
security

e Demand responsive and prompt facility management and maintenance

¢ Opportunities to “program the space” and support activity (e.g., kiosks, overlooks,
vendor opportunities) to provide “eyes on the pathway”

e Ensure 24 hours a day, seven days a week pedestrian and bicycle access to and
across the bridge and its connecting pathways

e Visible and regular on-site monitoring by law enforcement officers or security staff
e Security cameras monitored by law enforcement officers or security staff

e Call boxes to enable bridge users to report immediate maintenance needs and
security concerns

o Efficient, sufficient, vandal-proof, no glare and dark skies compliant clear, crisp, white
LED lighting

e Clearly posted laws and ordinances
e Advance notification and posting of maintenance closures and detours

e Citizen and volunteer participation shall be encouraged for future maintenance,
operations and programming

The above outline of maintenance and security elements shall be the basis of an agreement
between the parties responsible for the final design, construction and management of the
crossing. Both the design of the facilities and the conditions established by these elements
in said agreement are essential for the provision of a successful pedestrian and bicycle
environment. The performance of the agreement shall be regularly reviewed against
measurable metrics and assessments of user satisfaction with the security and
maintenance.
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