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West End Irails

Overview

e About 5km of trails to be upgraded or developed linking Terwillegar Park Footbridge with existing trail system

e Approximately 2.7km of 3m wide paved (asphalt surface) trail

- Connect Fort Edmonton Footbridge with Terwillegar Park parking lot

e Approximately 2.7km of 3m wide gravel trail

- Connect Terwillegar Park parking lot to Anthony Henday Drive pedestrian river crossing

e $3 million approved budget

e Terwillegar Park Concept Plan identifies a formal trail
network that includes trails for walkers to mountain bikers
and cross country sKiers

- Some trails require a paved surface to increase access to park
by users with all levels of ability

- Commitment to retain majority of existing single track trails
as enhanced mountain bike trials

- Community supports concept of a regional trail system
that connects river valley

Project Timeline

e Detailed design completion—February 2014

e Preliminary site preparation—Winter 2013/2014
e Anticipated construction start—May 2014

e Construction completion—June 2015

Geotechnical Assessments

e September 16-20 and 26-27
e Trail closures for 24-48 hours

e Notification signs minimum 5 days
in advance at trail entrance

TERWILLEGAR PARK
FOOT BRIDGE AND TRAILS

North Trail
Concept Options

JULY 2013

LEGEND

== Payed Trail Option 1

mm Paved Trail Option 2 (Recommended)

Potential Viewpoints

Bridge/Culvert Location

NOTES

— Contour Interval 0.5m

7 ff OPTION 3 —¢" |
- I 1 | ﬂ:‘
a’f’( ;) ’
if f |
/ L=
/ K
' o
IiI.'.."'I | b | ,"II
| o
Ir."f."“ I‘J| I.-‘“
* | f !
o N / l} % .l'f
' A
R !. ! o L’
! o
q ¥ I a -
) = _4— == e i
N \ a RPN, i
s v Bt f I - &
OFF-LEASH AREA N G e g o
e~ 2 . 8 H
ARl 0_A . TGHEUJ'D‘
- PROPOSED BRIDGE —= P
CROSSING LOCATION NORTH g =

e

.+*"""1 “APPROVED

TERUWILLECEARTIARK
ExISTING PARKING /

ALIGNHENT .

 STANTEC CONSULTING

Paved Trail

- ot : I A ST 40
"“:-'1.12. ‘?‘ KEGWE“DEQ\ ON I—EASH AREA --.?'z./l \.._ L=
| e f

> e ISHE
\-‘ i -'"’""'____._;____m__._.. L= =T \T"_r | - P
AN ~ct) L LI CELRE2 S B
RANUL AR TRAILS S eV B AT MY A Y 'i FEF R AN ottt S T X
SEE DRAIlNG 2 £% ; |_ ! |'_ :"J-—E:_'_ ) :. - _:_ = _' = 'I...-. ',-’f ""_,I'-"'.yf'-._" |

' S o e A ol S o B A I.I.| (L L s ek

i e s el g I'_..'_-'-— e K

PR RS SGS AR e L) EREA TSR b

) f‘l-._\ :'-:‘ L-_ 1-‘-“. -../"" F.-!II.!--'LTII I

CETRELL] e el KRS bk

OFF-LEASH AREA TERUILLEGAR PARRN_
EXISTING PARKING

RECOMMENDED 7
> ALIGNMENT —L Jt,

mag o

P g =)

. :?-t.- i';:i"r-‘:"?:'““"el-:'llf.\ﬁ.ll I_l
' 5 » &£ . CEE pRAY I}

: ; APPROVED 1
—

5 1= OFTION| ON-LEASH AREA =

l"-l—. GFT|W 2 . A,_"f:{?.’.'i::---"'.'

OFTION 2 ety

a = [ ; .___'I "'. =]
PROPOSED AL = T 2w j_r F

NN SRS

(AT e £ o
[ = - L
\ E A5
; 'f-.\ '..:_:-_.

TERWILLEGAR PARK
FOOT BRIDGE AND TRAILS

South Trail

Concept Options

JULY 2013

LEGEND

wm= Pgved Troil (Recommended Alignm
Gravel Trail (Recommended Alignment
Option 1 (<8% Slope)
Option 2 (11% Slope)

| 1 Slope
== Option 2a (11% Slope w/ Rest Area)
—— Existing Trail To Be Removed

Potential Viewpoints
— Potential Retaining Wall
Bridge/Large Culvert Location

ST NG
=

LGRS SN — Contour Interval 0.5m

mf /
/

( T e
| . o A
: : ¥ S
i o e
S ; : f_;“ 1?,;
i | X Sk g
==, (= TN
e ] el o e A A -h."-.‘,'
L N Y
i A el e R
\-._\ Y ‘w.;'- ﬁ R = -'Iil I'-'I.-:: -:IQI
“ R S g 1Y
\ = N T
4 ’ — iR 2 s
\-. 7 | P ': Fd 'i.'_':’--' i
_ N A - | A T
o o e i -\""n'._\__‘.' ST S o | o
ot ExISTING AEFHA}E’:T :@%}-—m\ - h | (s b~ 1 [%

: S I = X 1h He e
RAIL LW . (i
Oy 3 sl | M |
ﬁ/. \‘Q{‘ - - A R :,-__H__. 'I_I:l_.'\'_..l. -J ol |
¥ = '-1.\_‘. ._.—'-- e = . LN = [ I,
; pE \.v W :_-l_:_;.'-. Sl | ]
£ 7 7 N el el J

7 TOMANTHONY HENDAN fe s T /AN e e ¢ =1
- DRIVE BRIDGE //— 3 P ) =g
S — ==

"~ STANTEC CONSULTING

Gravel Trail

¢dmo

nfon




North Tratl (Paved): River Valley Oleskiw
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e North of river—River Valley Oleskiw lands
e Paved surface

e Three routes considered
e Uption #2 recommended (green)

- Slope meets acceptable standard

- Three viewpoints
- Varying user experience

- Two drainage course crossing options are being considered—

pedestrian bridge or culvert
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South Tratl (Gravel): Terwillegar Park
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e South of river

e Gravel surface
LEGEND
== Paved Trail (Recommended Alignment) ® 2. 7km 3m Wide

== Gravel Trail (Recommended Alignment)
~ = Option 1 (<8% Slope)

a= ko 2 1K S sk e e Three route options are being considered for slope

it it grade/accessibility: between 8 and 11% —all meet acceptable
- Potential Retaining Wall y

 Bridge/Large Culvert Location Cl ty Standard

e e Two drainage course crossing options are being considered—

-~ Contour nterval 0.5m pedestrian bridge or culvert

e Viewpoint access
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South Trail Slope

SEEkiﬂg Your \nput Grade/Accessibility

Tell us which option you prefer and why.

Three slope grade/accessibility options are being considered on the south trail.

LEGEND

= m Paved Trail (Recommended Alignment)
== Granular Trail (Recommended Alignment)
Option 1 (<8% Slope)

~ = Option 2 (11% Slope)

== Option 2a (11% Slope w/ Rest Area)

N OT Z S The existing access road

to Terwillegar Park is 5-6% slope.
— Contour Interval 0.5m 2 p

Access ramps to buildings
are usually between 5-8% slope

for handicap accessibility.

~ OPTION 2

4 Gl )

The existing trail has 11% slope.

2m Iom20m &e2m 122m

Option 1: Less than 8% slope Option 2: 11% maximum slope
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Public input will be considered along with budget, schedule, and other parameters in decision-making.



Drainage Course

Seeking Your Input

Tell us which option you prefer and why.

Crossing Options

e A drainage course crossing is required at one location on each the north and south trail
e Either a pedestrian bridge or a culvert could be used. The same option will be used on both trails

e o o
"'4 C&

6 Eotprgiee § é "
- ‘ -\

- ;i 1%

- 7 P o B o8 LR | ; —r
P, Al R - & > o
. » -  » e, 4 -
- % o -
- . - . - - b =
L a - L A 0\, =
y > = . y "
v A 4 J
- | “"“ ’.,-‘1 -
A LR e e
- £ t '
L L Sle _
e v e it
. - J_
- - e \
- U - \ —

oL

Small Pedestrian Bridge Culvert Crossing

PROS PROS

e Provides destination area e Fits into natural environment
e Usable as lookout e Lower cost

e Aesthetically appealing CONS

CONS e Less aesthetically appealing
e Higher cost e Higher maintenance

e Potential for blockage
e Requires more grading

Public input will be considered along with budget, schedule, and other parameters in decision-making.
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