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Our approach: Visioning exercise
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Visioning exercise : The design team
visioning exercise
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Our approach: Consultation
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Visioning exercise:

} We decided to focus on the following:

} 1. Conduct a stakeholder visioning exercise, as
done for the design team

1 2. Test the stakeholders sensitivity to the proposed
design vision



Consultation: Stakeholder visioning exercise
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Consultation: Comparing the design and
stakeholder visions
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Consultation: Testing the design vision
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retain local amenities
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Visioning exercise: constraints analysis
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Visioning exercise: Options analysis
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Visioning exercise: Options analysis
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Our approach: Proposal

Transport design response

Building form design response

Proposal -

Landscape and public space
design response
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Proposal: Transport networks

} User Impacts - Motorist
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Proposal.

} User Impacts - Cyclist




