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124TH CROSS SECTION ALTERNATIVES

EAST
| |
L TOTAL SECTION WIDTH J
[ | 126' "
EXCL PROP CL
| | :
I I ' I I
PROPOSED ROW NEEDS EXISTING ROW e PROPOSED ROW NEEDS N
< 408 »e 60’ 0 255" >
| / >< \\ | |
TURN LANE/ LANDSCAPE/
LS'DEWA'-K +WALL | LANDSCAPE| SCL LATTICE TOWER LANDSCAPE] LANE + CURB LANE LANDSCAPE MEDIAN LANE LANE + CURB EN  SIDEWALK
F g+’ T 12 T / 30° T4' T 12+ 8 T 1w T 12 T ' T 12+ 5 3 ] W

PROS:
- SIDEWALK SAVES RIGHT-OF-WAY TO THE WEST

LN

CONS:

- RIGHT-OF-WAY NEEDS FROM EASTERN PROPERTIES

- LATTICE TOWER IS AN EYESORE THROUGH THE CORRIDOR

- RIGHT-OF-WAY NEEDS FROM WESTERN PROPERTIES

- NO BIKE CONNECTION FROM WEST TRIBUTARY TRAIL TO THE
MULTI-PURPOSE PATH PLANNED FOR 15TH/16TH
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PROS:
- MULTIPURPOSE PATH INCREASES CONNECTIVITY
BETWEEN LOCAL TRAILS AND PARKS

ALTERNATIVE: LATTICE TOWER AND MULTIPURPbSE PATH

CONS:

- RIGHT-OF-WAY NEEDS FROM EASTERN PROPERTIES
- LATTICE TOWER IS AN EYESORE THROUGH THE CORRIDOR

- RIGHT-OF-WAY NEEDS FROM WESTERN PROPERTIES




124TH CROSS

SECTION ALTERNATIVES

- SIDEWALK SAVES RIGHT-OF-WAY TO THE WEST

- SMALLEST TOTAL FOOTPRINT OF ALL ALTERNATIVES

- NEW MONOPOLE STRUCTURE DOESN'T DOMINATE
THE SKYLINE THROUGH THE CORRIDOR
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ALTERNATIVE: MONOPOLE AND SIDEWALK AN N
PROS:

CONS:

- NO BIKE CONNECTION FROM WEST TRIBUTARY TRAIL TO THE
MULTI-PURPOSE PATH PLANNED FOR 15TH/16TH

- MINIMAL LANDSCAPED AREA TO THE WEST TO USE FOR NDP
- COST TO CONSTRUCT THE MONOPOLE
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ALTERNATIVE: MONOPOLE AND MULTIPURPOSE PATH
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PROS:

- MULTIPURPOSE PATH INCREASES CONNECTIVITY
BETWEEN LOCAL TRAILS AND PARKS

- NEW MONOPOLE STRUCTURE DOESN'T DOMINATE
THE SKYLINE THROUGH THE CORRIDOR

CONS:
- COST TO CONSTRUCT THE MONOPOLE
- RIGHT-OF-WAY NEEDS FROM THE WESTERN PROPERTIES
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