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Each of these alternatives share a continuous median along the full corridor, restricting left-turn access, lowering potential conflicts
between vehicles and pedestrians. ALT G offers a vertical element with landscape opportunities, similar to the description provided in the
University-sponsored 2009 Pedestrian Traffic Study, though there are significant long-term maintenance costs associated with this
option. ALT E provides a pedestrian haven in the center-turn lane, improving safety but reducing pedestrian behavior change .
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