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ans an

apa 5 s "great streets" program and criteria presented

e why great streets are im ortant



qualities of great streets (ap
• provides orientation and connects to larger network of

streets
• balances activities - driving, walking, cycling, parkin;
e lined with interesting activities and uses

exemplary urban design and architectural features
• encourages human contact and social activities
• employs landscape and hardscape to great effec4.

Op romotes safety of pedestrians and vehicles
Glas a memorable character.
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why grat streets?
the quaiity of sleets is -3 v ta l c'tor defini ng
the character of cities

• residents and visitors form impr
based on its streEts and corridors
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what is a corridor plan?

• specific plan for defined area 	 corridor

• identify improvements so
and pedestrians can co-e,],

• accommodate and encourage tran

ansh.. bicycle,

o well-lit, shaded sidewalks to enhance. pedestrian
activity

safe easy-to-cross intersections

establish a distinct character for the corridor
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Proposed Transit Lines

ACE Boulder Highway - 2009

• US-951-10o Express Sent.- 2008

4,11/ Ahe Maryland Parkway TBD

/NA Ace Sahara Avenue -2011

ifle Ace North BM Condor - 2010
AO Max Nonn Las Vegas - 200a

▪ ACe Downtown Connector -2000
tAf Summer. Pantway HOV Express Service • TED

0 AWE 8. RR. Projects

New Downtown Transit flub 7
C-r

Proposed Corridor Plan Areas

a* 1 CHARLESTON
at,: 2 CHEYENNE

OP 3 EASTERN

etta: a FREMONT

eki, 5 GRAND TETON
aita 6 RAMPART
dtk:- 7 RANCi10

0,8 SAkkARA

Proposed Walkable Community Areas

* Waltahle Study Centel

a 102 Mie Burter or yValkatile Centers
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dards: streetscape, transit, design treatme ts

rixr '1'6 rL L L D,	 implementation priorities ,

process: public input



corridor plan implementation





• 2009: charleston, sahara

• 2010 .. rancho, altai apache cheyenne

n, grand teton

post 2011: additional co
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w. charleston corridor plan
(74....".

PROPOSED CHAR LESTON
CORRIDOR STUDY PLAN
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ME I PINTO PALOM INO RESIDENTS NA

13 TORREY PINES PRESERVATION NA

11.1 21 WESTLEIGH NA

En 22 RANCHO GARET NA 262 27 RANCHO sarn, 53-

mg 77 RANCHO SOUTH NCO
Egg 3n CHARLESTON PRESERVATION 54 10

39 MCNEIL ESTATES NA

MI 36 PALOM INO AREA PFESERVAMCN ASSOCIATION

62 MEANT/VS NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION NA

CHARLESTON CORRIDOR
M1 1rHs;,, R1,1

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS
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w. charleston: public input

• property owners, business owners

• neighborhood assoccations

• senate/assembly districts



w.• charleston: process

existing conditions -cr arch

1 st public input meeting

plan development

internal review

• 2nd public input meetin,

revisions based on input

planning commission discu-' ;on, nput

adoption by city coun


