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Results of Carlin Springs Road Bridge Design On-line Survey 

 

Total number of responses = 682 

 

Support for the Alternative Sketches’ Overall Designs: 

Sketch For Neutral Against  Net  

1. Brick 351 162 132 +219 

2. Patterned Concrete 259 183 169 +90 

3. Smooth Concrete 169 183 237 -68 

4. Stone 398 95 102 +296 

The alternatives seem to have been evaluated largely by their façade material types.  Sketch #4 

has the greatest amount of support and Sketch #3 is significantly disliked.  Sketch #4 is so well 

liked that almost all of its design elements also received the highest level of support even when 

they are exactly the same as in other sketches. Conclusion:  Use Sketch#4 as the base for the 

design.  Consider minor modifications to the design based upon responses to the questions 

(#15 and #16) about what was liked and disliked about the design.      

 

Overall Conclusions: 

• Base the final design from Sketch #4.  Be aware of the design’s “fussiness” try to 

harmonize the elements for a quieter appearance.   

• Piers and decorative elements could be downplayed yet there is interest in including 

street name in the façade.   

• Railing should be decorative but could be limited to only the bridge span. 

• Consider using stone and plants that are native to the area and include some color.   

• Use double-globe lights with dark-sky protection and situate to enhance lighting of ramp 

areas as well as bridge deck.   

• Improve the sidewalks (width and lighting) on George Mason Drive under the bridge.    
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Bridge Design Elements: 

Facade Material 

Sketch For Neutral Against  Net  

1. Brick 380 131 144 +236 

2. Patterned Concrete 246 170 222 +24 

3. Smooth Concrete 88 152 391 -303 

4. Stone 474 74 92 +382 

There is a clear preference for stone and a secondary interest in brick for the façade material.  

Patterned concrete is significantly more favored than the plainer, smooth concrete.   

Conclusion: stone façade material 

 

Profile 

Sketch For Neutral Against Net 

1. Flat 250 223 179 +71 

2. Arch 377 174 84 +293 

3. Arch 349 187 82 +267 

4. Arch 441 150 47 +394 

While there is some support for the flatter profile, the partial arch shown in sketches 2, 3 and 4 

is preferred.  Conclusion: Arched profile 

 

 

Railing 

Sketch For Neutral Against Net 

1. Simple, full length 268 251 128 +140 

2. Decorative, full length 398 125 111 +287 

3. Decorative, span only 363 143 116 +247 

4. Decorative, span only 426 127 85 +341 

The decorative railing shown in sketches 2, 3 and 4 is preferred over the simple railing in sketch 

1.  Amongst the three decorative railings there was a mixed result with the full-length railing in 

sketch 2 gaining higher approval than the shorter rail in sketch 3 but not as much support as the 

short railing in sketch 4.    Conclusion: Use a decorative railing.  It could be the full-length or not. 

 

Street Lights: 

Sketch For Neutral Against Net 

1. Double, at approaches 353 185 105 +248 

2. Single, at approaches 244 231 147 +97 

3. Double, at abutments 335 135 132 +203 

4. Double, at abutments 396 131 109 +287 

The single-globe option in Sketch #2 had considerably less support than the other double-globe 

option.  It is not clear whether lights are preferred on piers at the abutments (sketches 3 and 4) 

or at the bridge approaches (option #2)  Conclusion:  Use double-globe lights; Let spacing for 

proper lighting coverage determine placement. 
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Decorative Elements: 

Sketch For Neutral Against Net 

1. Street nameplate 383 138 132 +251 

2. Patterning 228 239 162 +66 

3. Medallions 272 178 173 +99 

4. Medallions 354 158 124 +230 

 There is significant interest in having a street nameplate on the façade. Patterns and inclusion 

of medallions on the piers had lukewarm to modest interest.  Conclusion:  Incorporate the 

street name in the façade.  Any other decorations should be low-key. 

 

Pier at abutments:   

Sketch For Neutral Against Net 

1. No piers N/A N/A N/A N/A 

2. Vertical patterning only N/A N/A N/A N/A 

3. Prominent piers 329 150 142 +187 

4. Prominent piers 387 129 118 + 269 

The question about piers was only asked of the two sketches (#3 and #4) that have them.  Both 

received significant support.  Conclusion:  There is some support for incorporating piers in the 

design. 

 

Question 15.  What is liked about the design of Sketch #4? 

Design elements: 

Stone façade = 61 

Street lights = 20 

Railing = 19 

Arch = 19 

Piers = 11 

Decorative elements = 9 

 

 

 

 

 

Descriptions: 

Elegant/graceful/grand/sophisticated/classy 

= 13 

Classic/historic/ timeless = 11 

Captures neighborhood character = 10 

 

Suggestions for design improvements: 

Add street nameplate = 5 

Use colorful local stone = 3 

Use a simpler design = 3 

Extend railings = 2 

Extend arch = 1 

 

 

Question 16.  What is disliked about the design of Sketch #4? 

Design elements: 

Too busy/ornate/fussy = 43 

Streetlights are wrong = 23 (issues of 

placement, style, dark sky compliance) 

Railing is too complicated/ornate = 13 

Decorative elements are poor = 12 (either 

unattractive or unnecessary) 

Piers are unattractive = 7 

Arch is incomplete = 2 

Descriptions: 

Out of character with neighborhood = 11 

Too expensive = 7 

Requires more maintenance = 5 

Too elaborate = 2 

 

Suggestions for design improvements: 

Provide street nameplate = 13 

Prefer colorful stone = 4 
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Question 17.  General Comments about the bridge design.  

Statements of thanks for opportunity to provide comments = 43 

Comments about provisions of wider sidewalks and bike lanes = 32 

Comments about inadequate ramps, lack of median or narrow lanes = 32 

Support for use of stone in façade = 20 

Concern about expense = 18 

Keep the final design simple and contemporary = 10 

Lighting should be dark sky compliant yet sufficient for safety = 10 

Want natural and native plantings = 6 

Railings should be kept simple and go entire length of bridge = 5 

Make design relate to other local bridges = 5 

Piers and decorative elements should be modern = 5 

Many other suggestions with 3 or fewer mentions.  

 

 

  


