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The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) and the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet (KYTC) are
acutely aware of the communities’ desire to provide for an aesthetically pleasing corridor through the
Cities of Cincinnati, Ohio and Covington, Kentucky. Because ODOT and KYTC also believe that
transportation projects can be attractive as well as safe and efficient, the Brent Spence Aesthetic
Committee shall be established. The States are looking for a context sensitive solution that involves a
collaborative, interdisciplinary approach in which citizens and agencies are part of the planning and
design team. Context sensitive solutions ask questions first about the need and purpose of the
transportation project, and then address equally: safety, mobility, and preservation of scenic, aesthetic,
historic, environmental, and other community values. The Aesthetic Committee is tasked to provide
assistance to the transportation agencies and the project Advisory Committee in achieving a desirable
result.

The Aesthetic Committee shall provide assistance and input on the project corridor’s vision, and shall be
guided by the following general tenets:

. The committee shall provide to the advisory committee aesthetic guidelines and

recommendations to be incorporated into the project’'s design. Overall design decisions

for the project and design features based upon the aesthetic guidelines and
recommendations shall be made by the agencies and advisory committee.

Decisions need to be, financially feasible, and capable of being implemented.

Safety shall not be compromised.

All design standards with regards to lighting, signing, and geometry shall be followed.

Bridge structure types will be selected in accordance with current ODOT and KYTC

requirements. The Aesthetic Committee will provide input on the aesthetic treatments of

the selected alternative.

. Aesthetic treatments shall focus on pattern, color, texture, shape, lighting, and
landscaping as opposed to adding extraneous elements solely for the sake of
appearance.

. Funding considerations shall include initial costs and future maintenance costs.

. Aesthetic improvements can be achieved with minimal increases in anticipated
construction cost; typically a cost of 1% of the total construction cost is allowed for
aesthetic treatment.

. The state agencies shall have final approval and authority over inclusion of
recommended aesthetic treatments and their necessary funding. Additional sources of
funding may be identified or developed by the Aesthetic Committee to supplement the
funding provided by the state agencies. The States shall approve the use or make
stipulations in the use of these additional funding sources.

Committee Membership and Roles:

The committee shall be made up of representatives from various community groups and organizations
from both States. In addition, the Transportation agencies and the project consultant (Project Team) shall
also be represented. The size of the committee is limited to twenty-five members to facilitate productive
meetings. The membership of the committee was developed by the Project Team to insure equal
representation from each sate and to provide the necessary expertise. The membership list for this
committee is attached. The Aesthetic Committee shall be a sub-committee to the project’'s Advisory
Committee. Because of this structure, the Aesthetic Committee shall be chaired by an individual
representing one of the members of the Advisory Committee. The Project Team has selected The City of
Cincinnati Architect to chair this committee. The Advisory Committee Membership list is also attached to
this charter. The States will have final authority on decisions affecting membership of the committee.

The Aesthetic Committee Members shall be responsible for developing the vision for the project and
associated goals, developing methods to reach consensus on the aesthetic vision, provide
recommendations to the project team on aesthetic treatments, communicate decisions back to their
respective agencies/constituents, and identify project issues and community values. The Project Team
shall be responsible for developing the schedule for the project as well as determining specific points for
aesthetic committee input. The Project Team is also tasked with insuring communication between the
Aesthetic Committee and Advisory Committee is maintained. In addition, the Project Team will be
responsible for documentation of meetings, recommendations, and decisions of all issues with respect to
the committee and project.

Decision Making Process:

The Aesthetic Committee shall operate by consensus whenever possible. Consensus does not
necessarily mean agreement or active support by each member. Those not objecting are not necessarily
indicating that they favor a decision, but merely that they can “live with it.” In the absence of consensus,
a majority of two-thirds of the members present is required for approval of an action/recommendation. A
quorum of nine members is required for any decisions to be made. Participation in the aesthetic
committee is limited to its members. All meetings are open to the public, and non-members shall attend
as observers and may be invited to offer comments, if time allows. All actions and recommendations
shall be taken by the Project Team to the Advisory Committee for concurrence. Final decisions on
actions and recommendations shall be made by ODOT and KYTC.
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The aesthetic decisions for the I-75 Thru the Valley and the I-75 Mill Creek Expressway projects consist of bridges,
community identification, noise walls, lighting, landscaping and retaining walls. Final aesthetic decisions were chosen
with the assistance of the I-75 Aesthetics Committee, which consisted of local officials and organizations from the
[-75 Thru the Valley and the I-75 Mill Creek Expressway Implementation Committees. The aesthetic decisions are

listed below.

Bridges
Bridge Color.
Consensus: To be determined

Once the bridge type (steel or concrete) is determined,
a bridge color can be chosen. As bridge designs
are completed, ODOT will work with communities in
choosing colors for their communities. Sharp contrasts
in color will be avoided, while a smooth transition in

color along the corridor will be the ultimate goal.

Bridge Texture.
Consensus: Rustic Ashlar 3=

Rustic Ashlar will be used as
the bridge texture throughout the corridor and in those
areas of the City of Cincinnati which Rustic Ashlar fits
into the design of their interstate master plan.

Bridge Design.
Consensus: Geometric

Bridge Fencing.
Consensus:

Straight Fencing

Community Identification

Community Identification.

Consensus:

Community Names & Community Seals
Since Texas Rail was chosen, ODOT will work to

place community names
where possible (i.e. bridge
abutments), though some
bridges may not be able to
host a community name.

One community seal will be
chosen for each community
and spaced appropriately
along available surfaces
(i.e. noise walls, appropriate |
sized retaining walls, etc.).

Noise Walls (facing the hlghway*)
Noise Wall Type. 22 ey
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*Property side of noise walls to be determined at
seperate meetings with affected property owners.

Noise Wall Color.
Consensus: To be determined

Once the bridge type (steel or concrete) and bridge
color are determined, a noise wall color can be chosen.
ODOT will work with communities in choosing a smooth-
transition of noise wall color, along the corridor, in order
to avoid sharp contrasts.

Landscaping along Noise Walls.
Consensus: Yes

Landscaping along noise S
walls can be planted and E5&8
maintained by local entities &
if an agreement is made with §
ODOT. 8
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Lighting
Lighting Type

(At Systems Interchanges
i.e. I-74, Norwood Lateral
and SR 126).

Consensus:

High Mast Lighting

Lighting Type (In-between Interchanges and at non-
systems interchanges).

Consensus:
South of I-74/I-75: = :
Cobra Lighting N

North of I-74/I-75:
Low Mast Lighting

Decorative Lighting on Bridges.
Consensus: Yes

Decorative  lighting on T
bridges can be purchased '
and maintained by local
entities if an agreement is
made with ODOT.

Landscaping

Landscaping near Interchanges.
Consensus: Yes

Landscaping of interchanges can be purchased and
maintained by local entities if an agreement is made
with ODOT. ODOT will work with communities to provide
grading and areas for landscaping.

Planting trees near the Interstate.
Consensus: Yes

Trees near the interstate
can be planted and
maintained by local entities
if an agreement is made
with ODOT and all safety
requirements are met.

Retaining Walls
Retaining Walls.

Consensus:
Lockland Split
Retaining Walls: T L min

Canal Scene

Other Retaining
Walls:

Rustic Ashlar with
community seals

Contacts

Stefan Spinosa,

I-75 Mill Creek Expressway
Project Manager

ODOT, District 8

513-933-6639 or

800-831-2142 (ext. 9336639)
stefan.spinosa@dot.state.oh.us

Jay Hamilton,

1-75 Thru the Valley

Project Manager

ODOT, District 8
513-933-6584 or
800-831-2142 (ext. 9336584)
jay.hamilton@dot.state.oh.us

Erin Peterson,

1-75 Aesthetics Committee
Project Manager

M<E Companies, Inc.
513-942-3141 (ext. 230)
eepeterson@mecompanies.com

Project Websites:

www.thruthevalley.com

www.i75millcreekexpressway.com
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STEP 1

DEVELOP 18 PRELIMINARY
BRIDGE CONCEPTS

STEP 2

DEVELOP 6 BRIDGE
TYPE ALTERNATIVES

STEP 3

DEVELOP FINAL 3
BRIDGE ALTERNATIVES

Develop Concepts

» |dentify Key Visual and Aesthetic
Criteria

» Develop Preliminary Bridge
Concepts

PAC Meeting
to Identify Key
Criteria

o JEET

Develop Bridge Type Alternatives

» Perform Conceptual Engineering
Analysis

* Prepare Renderings and
Computer Visualizations

PAC Meeting
for Input on
Bridge Type
Alternatives

> i o

Refine Final Bridge Alternatives

+ Perform Preliminary Design

+ Prepare Final Renderings and
Computer Visualizations

PAC Meeting
for Input on
Final
Alternatives
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Develop Meeting with
Preliminary * ODOT &
Concepts

KYTC

Perform
Preliminary
Analysis on
Bridge Type
Alternatives

18 Preliminary
Bridge
| Concepts
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Meeting with |
» ODOT &
|  KYTC

Refine Final
Alternatives
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enhance economic development

Evaluation Criteria:

 The width, footprint and scale of the highway and bridge(s)

 The coverage of the footprint of the bridge, interchange and approaches
* The height of the structure

« Enhancement of connections
between neighborhoods

* Encroachment on development
areas

* Opportunity for buffer and
landscape areas

* Impact on Historic resources
and the overall environment
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Ohio

Evaluation Criteria:

Appropriate scale and visual mass

Compatibility with the surrounding bridges

Simplicity of bridge(s) configuration

Overall width and footprint over the river

Memorable and innovative Structure

Enhancement of views along
the alignment and river
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Evaluation Criteria:
» Simplicity and organization of structures and ramps configurations

The clarity of road hierarchy and way finding

The visual complexity of the ramps and interchange

The number and location of pier and other support structures

The visual quality of the underside of the structure
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