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Project Overview
Urban Forest Park Vision and Pedestrian Access Corridors Project aimed to

develop alternatives to improve connectivity to the trail systems in the U-
MED area. It focused on creating an "Urban Forest Park" (UFP) for
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recreational and educational purposes. Our primary objectives were to 'y s e Alternative 3 LE GEND 5
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introduce our findings; presenting a “menu’’ of options for our client and
guiding them to the solution that best fits their needs.

RRFE Denali Consulting offers the client multiple customizable design options to

introduce various designs.
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offers extensive connectivity at a higher financial and environmental cost.
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Denali Consulting used Design Criteria Manual and Preconstruction Manual — e . | o Lastly, the Multi-Way Alternative maximizes connectivity but presents

to design the project with safety, accessibility, and user experience in mind. @ significant environmental, utility and financial considerations. The analysis
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