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Topics

* Kits Beach Park Bike Route — Park Board Discussion
* Kits Beach Park Bike Route — Van Map Survey Data

* Reference map of CoV 5 Year Cycling Network

Additions & Upgrade
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DRAFT: Kitsilano Beach Park Bike Path - Options Discussed
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DRAFT: Kitsilano Beach Park Bike Path - Staff Recommended Alignment A
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Draft Park Board Decision Matrix

DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION

Seaside Greenway: Kitsilano Beach Park

Design Decision Matrix
December 20, 2017

Inset 1: Southern Parking Lot

Inset 2: Northern Greenspace

Option -1 Option - 2 Option - 3 Option - 4 ption -5 Option - 6
Pedestrian Conflict Potential High High Low High Low Low
ehicle Conflict Potential Medium High Low Low Low High
of Parking Spots Lost 0 50 10 0 0 0
Loss of Greenspace 702m2 240m2 50im2 744m2 429m2 0
Park-like User Experience Yes No Yes Yes Yes No
Intuitive Wayfinding Less Less More Less More Less
Distance to Beach 20m 50m 85m 25m 65m 65m
Impact to Boathouse Service Entrance Yes No No No No No
ost Medium High Medium High Medium Low

Total=|3-G; 2-Y; 4-R (2-G; 1-Y; 6-R |5~G; 3-Y; 1-R I |S-G; 4-R
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HUB Draft of Park Board Matrix

‘Inset 1: Southern Parking Lot

'Inset 2: Northern Greenspace

Pedestrian Conflict
Potential (-)

Vehicle Conflict
Potential (-)

Parking Spots Lost (-)
Loss of Greenspace (-)
Park-like User
Experience (+)
Intuitive Wayfinding (+)
Distance to Beach (-)
Impact to Boathouse
Service Entrance (-)
Cost (-)

Total

Weight is the relative

importance of the factor.
Use 1, 2, or 3 where 3 is very
important and 1 is least

important

Option 1

10

10

5
5.3

Option 2

Option 3

Option 4

Option 5 Option 6

10
10

10

10
6.8

The option scoring is based on a scale of 1 to 10 where 1 is "bad" and 10 is "excellent" in
context of the factor. So a 10 in "Pedestrian Conflict Potential" would be no potential at all, but
a 10 in "Park-like User Experience" is an awesome park-like experience.

Scoring rubric

"Negative" (-) factors

"Positive" (+) factors

High 2 High 8
Medium 5 Medium 5
Low 8 Low 2
Yes 1 Yes 10
No 10 No 1




Draft HUB Cycling Decision Matrix

‘Inset 1: Southern Parking Lot

'Inset 2: Northern Greenspace

Pedestrian Conflict
Potential (-)

Vehicle Conflict
Potential (-)

Parking Spots Lost (-)
Loss of Greenspace (-)
Park-like User
Experience (+)
Intuitive Wayfinding (+)
Distance to Beach (-)
Impact to Boathouse
Service Entrance (-)
Cost (-)

Total

Weight is the relative

importance of the factor.
Use 1, 2, or 3 where 3 is very
important and 1 is least

important

Option 1

10

10

5
5.7

Option 2

10

Option 3

Option 4

Option 5 Option 6

10
10

10

10
6.2

The option scoring is based on a scale of 1 to 10 where 1 is "bad" and 10 is "excellent" in
context of the factor. So a 10 in "Pedestrian Conflict Potential" would be no potential at all, but
a 10 in "Park-like User Experience" is an awesome park-like experience.

Scoring rubric

"Negative" (-) factors "Positive" (+) factors

High 2 High 8
Medium 5 Medium 5
Low 8 Low 2
Yes 1 Yes 10
No 10 No 1
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S_Year Cycling Network: Additions & Upgrades Detailed aliénmmt and timing subject to change. ‘ ‘
201 8‘2022 Add ed N OV 2017 ;haeyansgr;tx?ar;:tzenae::‘&?gls;:ir::x:‘t:at:;:’Srr;des is All Ages & Abilities (AAA). However, this

Upgrades can range from a series of small spot improvements to more significant changes.

Planned Routes @» Planned Route
1 Park Lane* Some projects fall on land outside City jurisdiction (e.g. Port, Park Board) and are subject to
= the =ARe HIR0INR  Planned Upgrade outside approval
L8l Drake G AAA Network Not shown: minor additions and improvements through redevelopment and road work
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Kent

Commercial

Blanca

14th Ave

St. George Rainway

Duchess-Wales*

Helmcken

King Edward

Pandora-Semlin

Prince Edward

Quebec

Cambie

Stainsbury
Planned Upgrades

Smithe

Nelson

Cambie Bridge

Highbury

Cypress

5th Ave

Ontario

Adanac

BC Parkway

10th Ave

Richards

Cambie

Georgia

Ist Ave

Kent

* Park Board jurisdiction

** Port Authority jurisdiction
Number/Letter sequence does not
imply priority
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