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What will come out of this Study?

This Study

Obtain Input from
Stakeholders

Review Existing Conditions

Develop Three Concept f;l |
Design Alternatives ey

Recommend One Design
Concept

|dentify potential costs of
final design and
construction
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Project Goal & Objectives

Goal: to improve Bicycle and Pedestrian access and the user’s experience
along North Meade Street between Rosslyn and the Iwo Jima Memorial.

Objectives:

- Improving non-motorized access and user safety along corridor (RAFOM
#27, 27).

- Minimize vehicle and pedestrian conflict points (RAFOM #26).
- Improve streetscape character of corridor (RAFOM #32, 42).

- Improve bicycle, pedestrian, and motor vehicle wayfinding along
corridor (RAFOM #26).

- Maintain acceptable levels of service for all transportation modes
(Bicycle, Pedestrian, Motor Vehicles & Transit).
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Preliminary Analysis Summary
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Public Meeting #1 Feedback
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Meade Street Bridge Design Alternative Study

Design Elements

To create a safe and comfortable experience for all modes of transportation on the
Meade Street Bridge Corridor linking Downtown RossylIn and the lwo Jima Memorial. ’ y
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Meade Street Bridge Design Alternative Study

Design Materials

To create an identifiable streetscape for the Meade Street Bridge Corridor
linking Downtown Rosslyn and the Iwo Jima Memorial.
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Meade Street Bridge Design Alternative Study

Design Materials

To create an identifiable streetscape for the Meade Street Bridge Corridor
linkin Downtown Rosslyn and the Iwo Jima Memorial.
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Alternative A - (Spot Improvements
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Alternative B - Moderate
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Alternative C - Complete
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Alternatives Comparison
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Alternatives Comparison N. Meade St.
--------------------------------------------------------------- north of 14th St.N
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Alternatives Comparison

Alternatives Design Features Facilities on Bridge
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What’s Next?

Schedule: Upcoming:

« Open House (part 1) 6:30-7:00 « Apr/May - Preferred Concept
. Intro/Presentation 7:00 - 7:30 Presentation Mtg #3

. Open House (part 1) 7:30 - 9:00 » May - Jun - Final Concept Design

“Comment on the Corridor”






