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Each of these alternatives offers mid-block crosswalks. ALT D provides no median, allowing all current left-turn movements, though the
ability of vehicles in the center-turn lane to drive through the pedestrian crosswalks is not a preferred option. Due to the proximity of
Wilson Street to the north pedestrian crossing, the median for ALT F is proposed to eliminate the left-turn at Wilson, though it may be

possible to maintain a left-turn out for vehicles traveling south on College Avenue.
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