WHY?

SERVING OVER 8100 PEOPLE DAILY, THE PHYSICAL STATE OF DETERIORATION OF THE 4TH STREET SW UNDERPASS IS IN
CONTRADICTION TO ITS CRITICAL MOBILITY AND GATEWAY FUNCTIONS.

= “CPR UNDERPASSES HAVE THE LOWEST RATING OF
~  ALL CENTRE CITY INFRASTRUCTURE, IN TERMS OF
. CLEANLINESS AND CITIZEN EXPECTATION.”
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INFORMATION ROAD STREET BRIDGES & INFORMATION PUBLIC ART NETWORK TRANSIT PA + MORE ON-GOING DIALOGUE WITH SPECIFIC BUSINESS
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EXISTING CITY OF CALGARY POLICIES,
SPECIFICATIONS, AND REGULATIONS: GOOD

CTICES, SPECIFIC S S G
CITY OF CALGARY POLICIES , STANDARDS & REGULATIONS PRACTIES, SPECIFIC STANDARDS & BNDING
FOR IN THE CURRENT DESIGN.

THE KEY TO A SUCCESSFUL PROJECT DELIVERY IS THE CLEAR DEFINITION OF A REGULATORY CONTEXT IN WHICH TO UNDERSTAND, EVALUATE AND ULTIMATELY INTEGRATE THE ASSET. FOR THE 4TH STREET SW UNDERPASS ENHANCEMENT, THIS CONTEXT HAS BEEN DEFINED THROUGH THREE PARALLEL STREAMS OF INFORMATION-GATHERING: SEVEN STAKEHOLDER DESIGN
MANDATES; EXISTING CITY OF CALGARY POLICIES/SPECIFICATIONS/REGULATIONS, AND AN ONGOING DIALOGUE WITH SPECIFIC BUSINESS UNITS.
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