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Presentation Overview

» About the Presenters

* Overview of Active Transportation

 Who are the Users?

« Establishing Political Support

» Identifying the Benefits

« Identifying the Challenges

« Tailoring the Approach for Smaller Communities
» Describing the Elements

» lllustrating the Successes: Case Study Overview
— Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON
— Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON
— Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Lessons Learned
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What is Active Transportation?

-

* Use of an Active
Transportation mode
for exercise, recreation
pursuits, such as
hiking, cycling, etc.
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| ACTIVE
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» Journeys to and from
work or school or more
frequent destinations

\

[ING

~

e Trips to and from
school, shops, visiting
friends and running
errands

J

! S
AGEIVE" -
DESTINATI
ORIENTED TRIPS

ACTIVE-

'WORKPLACE
RRAVE! -

~

« Trips made during the
work day to do errands
or to attend meetings

/
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We know who the users are...

Cyclists:

Commuter
Recreational
Touring

Y

Strong & Fearless "~
<1% Enthused &
Confident
5-10%

No Way No How
30%

Interested but
Concerned
60%

Source: Roger Geller, Portland Office of Transportation
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Joggers / Runners

Pedestrians:

Walkers
Hikers

>

Utilitarian

For day to day
transportation to get
to and from work or
school or primary
destinations

Use on-road routes
year round or most
of the year

Good mobility skills
and know the rules
of the road

Recreational

» Use the network for
fitness or leisure

» Used for travel on
weekends

e Trips to and from
major destinations
or areas of
significance

* Will use secondary /
neighbourhood
connections

Touring

Used as a mode to
explore areas of
significant long
distances trips vary
from full day to
multi-day excursions
Trips are planned in
advance

Spending on
accommodation and
food




We know there is support

Canada

“The promotion of active transportation has led to special emphasis on
on-road / off-road facilities for non-motorized movements within cities.”

(Transport Canada, 2011)
I

v
v
r: Transport HEART & t W Canadian Insti _.--5-5
CANADIAN INSTITUTE | [ INSTITUT CANADIEN anadian Institute
OF PLANNERS DES URBANISTES Canada |§°.Il-, EDOATI&,E I of Transportation Engineers TRANSPORTATION ASSOCIATION
® OF CANADA OF CANADA

v
Ontario Institut des
. Professional planificateurs
Ontaﬂo Planners professionnels THE ONTARIO LA FONDATION
Institute  de I'Ontarlo Founnazson EE o CroNTARIG
MINISTRY OF TRANSPORTATION
Ontario Planners: Vision « Leadership « Great Communities
|
I
v

Significant support at the local municipal level including:
Official Plans, Active Transportation or Trails Master Plans, Transportation Master Plans, Strategic Plans

Also engage with: Health units, Tourism organizations, School boards, Local clubs and interest groups,
Retailers and businesses
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The Ontario example...

DISTRICT OF PARRY SOUND
F MANITOULIN COUNTY D REW

DISTRICT MUHIE*Y }*ﬂm x
COUNTY LIBURTON COUNTY lF K

‘ COUNTY OF HASTINGS
COUNTY OF BRUCE COUNTY OF FRONTENAC

* SOUNTY.OF PEYEREORDUGH COUNTY OF LENNOX AND ADDINGTON

* x COUNTY IMCOE
COUNTY OF * UNITED COUNTIES OF LEEDS AND

COUNTY JRDUFFERIN AL MUNICIPALITY OF DURHAM
EGIIDNAL ITY OF
COUNTY OF HURON *
v P REL COUNTY OF NORTHUMBERLAND

CGUH PERTH MUNI HALTOMN
MUNICI TERL

COUNTY ﬂ ORD

wumwmnm* * T‘“L”“”“‘"“L"*‘“‘“““ Active Transportation related

COUNTY OF LAMBTON

* plans, infrastructure and active
living / health promotion
) ¢ ki e Initiatives are being rolled out
e by small towns and large cities

across Ontario and nation-wide
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Benefits for municipalities of all sizes
(7

o/

Community Health

& Safety
» Provides opportunities for physical
activity
» Enables healthy active lifestyles
& Makes communities more liveable

-

(1)
g )

Asset Management

Provides a means to appreciate and
assist in protecting natural and

cultural heritage resources

()

o/

Transportation

-

choice of mode options
* Reduces dependence on travel by
\ personal auto

(M)
=/

Environment

\

Energy efficient and non-polluting
Resource conservation and large
energy savings

1% shift reduces fuel consumption/

A

()
\Z/

Economic & Tourism

-

* Reduced health care costs

» Supports local tourism

* Increases in jobs and local
\ investment

j v @ Toronto-Niagara Bike Train /

=/

Community Building

\

Brings communities together
Builds community spirit
Fosters stewardship
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What are some of the challenges?

Momentum &
Outreach

Physical Political
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A tailored approach is needed

Use a Complete Build on
Streets Existing Design
Approach Guidelines

ldentify Respond to
Champions Public Demand

V)
4

{;f? Consider Designated
& Cyeling Operating Space
f et e

Provide on-
going
Promotion &
Education

ldentify Context Leverage Coordinate with
Sensitive Economies of other Capital
Solutions Works Projects

W —_ a <oa e

g 3 [ S
EPT SKETCH OF SOME POSSIBLE DESIGN ELEMENTS £ ;
3

T E e —— ] ——d
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How can you...

ldentify
Champions

Respond to
Public Demand

v

(Engage individuals from

N

external agencies (e.g. Health
Units, Tourism organizations
etc.)

Seek buy-in from the public as
well as municipal Council early
in the process

Facilitate ongoing commitment

KConsuItation with a wide range
of users groups (cyclists,
pedestrians, in-line skaters)

 Promote at local destinations
and meeting points

» Target all sectors of the
population including youth,
seniors, etc.

/

\_ /
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How can you...

-
( Review existing \
municipal
standards and
guidelines

o Compare with
existing standards
(OTM Book 18,
OTM Book 15, TAC
Bikeway Control
Guidelines)

o Stay informed on
best practices

Build on
Existing Design
Guidelines

Guide lor tha Bevelopmen ol
Bicycle Focilities

21 + Faarth Edllies

- /

Innovative
Bicycle
Bikeway Traffic Control Treat m e n ts
Guidelines for Canada A Nrfaational Regat
- »
Second Edition 7
Ontarie Tnf: Council
OTM BOOK 18:
BICYCLE FACILITIES

P — e

By Jumana Nabti, Matthew Ridgway
and the ITE Pedestrian and Bicycle Council

&= 1nstitute of Transportation Engineers

February 2012
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HOw can you... ErENGraeaiess

Sensitive
Solutions

‘f

( Undertake \

detailed field
investigation

 Assess and
document
unique | -
characteristics e T Tou| e

40-45m exn'ee.:;I

Travel

Splash |Bm:| | | 30-40m I
Lane 1

k) | Shared Use Path | Tismd

Mioem?  30-40m oy

 Engage design
specialists and
research design
best practices
and alternatives

\ / — DEDICATED SEPARATED
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How can you... Use a Complete
Streets

Approach

- Complete Streets in Grey and Bruce
4 County

\ Source: Complete Streets For Canada
 Balance the wants _ T o
and needs of c S

cyclists, motorists,
pedestrians, etc.

A

. ol
>
» 1 i A i
. gﬁ_ & et Lo

e Com}@@ﬁteets
' by Design

Toronto streets redesigned for all ages and abilities

 Ensure
accessibility for
people of all ages

and abilities 2l Hamte ElIPR

h _9 oane R I

* Engage /
transportation,

municipal and land “In many rural areas, single-industry community economies are
use planners in the weakening, young people are migrating out to larger urban areas,

\ design process / and rural areas are greying...there is a need to develop
alternatives to the car” - (http://rewnewcanada.net/2012/transit-free-zone)
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Provide on-
going

How can you... Leverage Coordinate with

(Work with other \
municipalities and the

province and federal
government

o Establish funding
partnerships

* Explore federal and
provincial grant
programs, and
partnerships with
other organizations
(e.g. local service

Economies of other Capital

Scale Works Projects

clubs)

/Strategic phasing arm

implementation
strategies

Communication and
collaboration between
internal departments

Update capital works
budgets annually
based on master plan
priorities

5%

Promotion &
Education

/
/

4
(In addition to \

Infrastructure
promote the benefits
of active
transportation

 Educate users about
how to safely use
facilities

« Target people of all
ages and abilities

* Implement simple but
effective initiatives

\(e .g. bike parking) /
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

“Create and improve opportunities throughout the County for active
recreation and active transportation .”

Study Initiation: December 2011
Study Completion: September 2012

Study Objectives:

e Examine current conditions and recommend
network of AT facilities.

« Recommend education and promotion
programs and identifying costs and priorities as
part of a phased action plan.

Wellington Count
Key Considerations: T s ACTIVE
« Active Transportation steering committee helped TRANSPORTATION
to prepare the master plan PLAN

* Active Transportation Plan also included a trails
master plan for one of the local municipalities

Executive Summary - Final | September 2012
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

-

The County
includes 7
municipalities plus

~N

kthe City of Guelphj

|
\
|

Minto

(23

-

\ | The County has an
area of 2,660 km?

\_

~N

— _,?

Palmerston
S

£

4 County is bordered by Huron,
Grey, Perth and Dufferin County
and Waterloo Region, Hamilton,

\ Halton Region and Peel Region Y

Caledon
Forks of the Credit

~
o B
v *,

b
. £

™

£

oL
Belwood Lake,

Provincial Park

k

~

Trail tourism plays a
large role in the County —
they developed the
Wellington Walks Trail
Guide as well as a

=
-

The County’s
municipal
populations range
from 7,029 to
26,693

\- J

7 %

number of visitor maps)

£ (e] Area
=

/i Drayton aed

Fergus

W
i L) - Elara
= b
. Conestogo Lake s
Cons_&ervalnon Area f
.t |

.I o

"
b . ™

WaTI‘ehsEln Elmira

1

5t. Jacobs [

-

\

The County has a number of
conservation areas and existing trail
systems along natural heritage

areas

Conservation ™

g

/
£

City of Guelph is
geographically part
of the County but is
a separate political
and administrative

body /

R
v

fad £ —

4 The County initiated their )

Green Legacy Programme in

2004 and is committed to
sustainability

J
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

What were the challenges?

Physical

4 )

How to develop a
network at a broad
scale

o /

Political

4 )

Getting buy-in from
County and Local
staff and Council

- /

Promotion &

Outreach

4 )

Understand where
you are at and build
upon it

N\ /
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

How did the study...

Leverage Economies

of Scale

Collaborate with
other Capital Works
Projects

Identify Champions

Commitment from the County to help support the R
development of local municipal initiatives

Received partnership funding from provincial sources
through Wellington-Dufferin-Guelph Public Health

J

Worked collaboratively with the engineering and )
community services departments to review capital works
budgets and timelines

Coordinated proposed phasing with proposed County and
Local Municipal priorities )

Engaged local municipal and County staff as well as IocaD
stakeholders through an AT Advisory Committee
Key coordination and lead role by Wellington-Dufferin-

Guelph in motion
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

How did the study...

Identify Context
Sensitive Solutions

a8 Identified key locations throughout the County where A
additional design consideration was required
» Undertook review of best practices for projects of a
similar scope and scale y

Respond to Public
Demand

Undertook two Public Information Centres at local events\
Held a number of stakeholder workshops and working
group sessions

Prepared and distributed an online and hard copy
guestionnaire (given to youth, seniors, etc.) )

Provide on-going
Promotion &
Education

Established a communication strategy based on existing\
efforts

Review best practices for Ontario municipalities of a
similar scope and scale for successful initiatives
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

Overcoming the Physical Challenges:

Develop a e T\ A
Consistent Set of AT . e W
Route Selection R L B e

Criteria
* Visible

e Connected / Linked

e Integrated

e Attractive and
Interesting

e Diverse
° C O m fO rt & S afety Do you agree with the routes and facility
B types selected for the Draft Network?
° AcceSSI b I e Whllch routes should be the top priority for
e implementation?
‘ C O nteXt- S e n S Itlve Ple:se write your comments directly on the
« Sustainable s

%
\ / ~FOOM w— VW, .5 - s
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

Overcoming the Political Challenges:

Strategically
engage and
collaborate
with County
and Local

Session #1 — Developing Session #2 — Establishing
the Network Priorities

decision
makers and
designers

through
workshop
sessions

Additional Strategy to Consider: Develop and undertake a training
session to educate staff who will be implementing the plan
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Case Study #1: Wellington County, ON

Overcoming the Promotion & Outreach Challenges:

Collect Baseline
Establish a set of Information for Trail Invest in technology

performance and Active to help gather
measures Transportation additional data

Facilities
ﬁ)tal of 27 \

performance

measures suggested :

e Number of
kilometres of built
AT infrastructure

e Number of users on
the trail and cycling
network

 Number of people
within 2.5km radius
of a trailhead

o Et. )

Source: ww.ivantechnologies.com
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Case Study #2: Elgin-St. Thomas, ON

“To create and improve active transportation and active recreation
opportunities throughout Elgin-St. Thomas for residents and visitors of all

ages and abilities.”

Study Initiation: May 2012

Study Completion: December 2012 #a AN Hencony W\

ST. THOMAS

Study Objectives:

 Develop a connected network of AT facilities

* ldentify potential opportunities and implementation
priorities

* Provide opportunities to engage in AT throughout
Elgin-St. Thomas

Key Considerations:

o Collaboratively led by Elgin — St. Thomas Public
Health and an active transportation advisory
committee

 Used a range of engagement tools such as an
online questionnaire

 Prepared AT strategy
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LGIN | DUTTON/DUNWICH | MALAHIDE | SOUTHWOLD | ST. THOMAS | WEST ELG

LGIN 5T. THOMAS
PUBLIC HEALTH

Elgin-St. Thomas:
Active Transportation
Initiative

FINAL REPORT
DECEMBER 2012
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Case Study #2: Elgin - St. Thomas, ON

" The County Y 4 ) .
includes 6 w\\ The County has an County IS bordered by Chatham-
municipalities plus “ areas of 1.880 km? |——" Kent, Middlesex County, Oxford
the City of St. oy ) County and Norfolk County
\_ Thomas Yy, / e !
3] == ) Tillsonburg
g | o ™ Courtlan
s N
4 Tourism plays a large 4 )
role in the promotion of St Thomas B AN The City of St.
trails, hiking and cycling i Thomas is
(€.g. Elgin arts trail and e physically part of
_ Savour Elgin) y B e Q the County but has
7 A _portStanley-———_____ ¥ | its own government
= i _ ﬂ, ff"rﬂ po;'gm K )
bt /7 — Brovinglal Rark Provincial Park 1
[Local municipalities ,ﬂﬂﬂf&fﬁfﬁf’ﬁ
in the County have 4 (" Located on Lake Erie )
populations that | 4 (90 + km of coastline), County has direct access to 3
range from 3,876 to | some communities have major highways 401, 403 and
12,743 seasonal population 402
J \_ fluctuations Y.
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Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

What were the challenges?

Physical

4 )

Determining what to
implement first

Political

4 )

ldentifying a
champion to lead
the development of
the AT Initiative

N\ /

N\ /

Promotion &

Outreach

4 N

Maintaining
momentum gained
during the
development of the
AT Initiative

. _/
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Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

How did the study...

Build on Existing

Design Guidelines

Respond to Public
Demand

Provide on-going
Promotion &
Education

Consolidated and reviewed existing design guidelines R
and standards

Assessed existing design best practices

Updated standards to be consistent with OTM Book 18,
OTM Book 15 and TAC Bikeway Control Manual

J

Undertook two PICs at local events )
Posted promotional materials on local buses and
engaged local media

Handed out hard copy questionnaires at schools,
cinemas and homeless shelters

J

Established an education, encouragement, evaluation )
and communication strategy

Documented and promoted active transportation benefits
to the public

/
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Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

How did the study...

Use a Complete
Streets Approach

ldentify Champions

Took into consideration all user groups (cyclists,
pedestrians, hikers, inline skaters, etc.)

Designed for both urban and rural areas throughout the
County

~N

_/

Engaged with local staff, the development community,
citizens at large and county staff through an advisory
committee

Actively led by Elgin — St. Thomas Public Health
Received local support

~
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Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

Overcoming the Physical Challenges:

Using Share the Road Sighage to

Increase awareness and connect key
linkages

* Previously implemented Share the Road
Signs on one key route (connection
between St. Thomas and Port Stanley)

* Interest in extending Share the Road
Signage to several other key routes
(e.g. Lake Erie Waterfront Trail Route)

* Low cost to implement

* Interest in taking next steps to initiate
further implementation of the network
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Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

Overcoming the Political Challenges:

Identify a key partner
such as Public Health to
lead the development and

monitoring of the AT ELGIN ST. THOMAS
strategy and to help PUBLIC HEALTH

coordinate efforts from
local and county staff

|
|
|
v

- E
e
/ Elgin

Progressive by Nature

A
o

Proud Heritage. Bright Future.

ob ol

ST. THOMAS

Implementing Active Transportation (AT) Plans and Facilities in Small Communities | MMM Group Limited




Case Study #2: Elgin — St. Thomas, ON

Overcoming the Promotion & Outreach Challenges:

ACTIVE ELGIN
B RS

. ELGIN - ST. THOMAS
Leveraged consultation and

outreach undertaken as part of
the study to establish ongoing
programs and initiatives

Cye noon, Uiz f'f////y
TRA". MA

Being physically EB Guide Book
active and less
sedentary has huge
health benefits for all
age groups.

Prefer to browse thr

ough the pages of
s, Recreation &

Whether you join a sports team, take
dance lessons or be creative in an art

Developed a central hub

for AT information
www.activeelgin.ca

| raCk CITIZENS

initiative & Ml

continued Té“} |

local | &
engagement ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

“The County of Essex and its municipal partners are undertaking a feasibility
design study to confirm the aligned and facility type for the proposed active
transportation facility along Country Road 20 in Leamington.”

Study Initiation: August 2013
Study Completion: October 2013
(anticipated)

Study Objectives:

 To complete a feasibility design study for a
segment of County Road 20

* Need for context sensitive solution to
accommodate pedestrians and cyclists

Key Considerations:

« Constrained corridor — insufficient space for
both cycling and sidewalk infrastructure

» Design to have little to no impact on
existing utilities, hydro poles, etc.

Study Approach:
* Review Existing Characteristics
Develop Design Alternatives
* Visual Field Investigations
« Evaluation of Design Alternatives
* Functional Design of Preferred Alternative
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

CWATS NETWO RK|

|COUNTY WIDE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION

STUDY (CWATS)

FIGURE EX-1:
CWATS NETWORK
WITH FACILITY TYPES

LEGEND
CWATS FACILITY TYPES

EXISTING PROPOSED
Bike Lane

Signed Route

B
— == == = Paved Shoulder
— - mm W Multi-Use Trail / Pathway

N/A = = w Multi-Use Trail / Pathway

wi Bike Lane
Multi-Use Trail / Pathway
WA e wi Signed Route
N/A = mm = Context Sensitive Solution

OTHER CWATS INFORMATION

Chrysler Canada Greenway
(Trans-Canada Trail)

Key Active

Connections through the
City of Windsor (as identified
in the Windsor BUMP - 2001)

Potential Connection to Adjacent
Muncipialities

®
o

LOCAL/ ERCA ROUTES
Proposed
== = Local On-Road Cycling Routes
Local Multi-Use Tralls / Pathways

Network Intersection with Highway
| Freeway

Existing

= ==  ERCA Trails

OTHER
Highway / Freeway
Caunty Road
Local Road
Schools
Wineries

Parks / Open Space
/ Recreation Areas

Conservation Area

Woodlots / Natural
Environments

Rivers and Creeks
Railway

B
RS

Populated Area (Refer to
Figures 5-7B and 5-7C for
Cycling and Trail Routing
in Urban Areas)

@ TransActive Solutions <>

/ 'A\\\ MMM GROUP

Figure EX-1 the active network within the County of Essex. The thicker dashed and solid
lines re the various on and off road facility types of the County Wide Active Transportation Network. The thinner
solid and dashed lines represent local municipal cycling and trail systems.

The data used to assemble this map was taken from GIS information provided to the Study Team by the County of Essex,
ERCA, and all local municipalities.

Please refer to Figures EX-2 and EX-3 for CWATS Network Routing in Urban Areas.

Pleasae refer to the Windsor BUMP (2001
for additional Active Transportation
Connections to Windsor.

Stoney Point - See EX-2 Lighthouse Cove - See EX-2

‘.w-:_ o Puce, Emeryville, Belle River - See EX-2 ' ‘:vln'r.., i D_E o w
e N e o I S ¢ - : 2 i
T BN s N e B ,Z},
i g o)

Town of
b cnre Lakeshore
BYRMEOALE RD TREPANIER RD

Please refer to the
Chatham-Kent Trails
Master Plan (2009) for
additional information|

\
CWATS

Network
Facility Type
Map
J

4 )
Leamington
Area:
261.9km?

Population:

28,400
g J
4 )

Leamington
Is on of the
primary
settlement
areas in
Essex
County

s
s g
a
Potential Connections in Leamington MERSEA, regarding potential
2 - and Kingsville Populated Areas to 3 = ? g m:l:mﬂ"
N Pelee Island are via Ferry. b, ERsea s
N EWLL Pt Chatham Kent.
Colchester - See EX-3
W E Point Pelee
A National Park
5 NOVEMBER 2012
Klometres Pelee Island
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

What were the challenges?

Momentum &

Physical Political

Outreach

/Constrained corrid(h / \ / \

- need to improve Facilitate buy-in for

conditions for both Need to obtain local .
: - . the Preferred Design
cyclists and municipal council :

. . by the Public and
pedestrians while support and proceed iy
. . : Local Municipal

minimizing the costs to implementation

to modify the existing Council

K infrastructure / \ / K /
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Addressing the Physical Challenges:

Segment: Leam-11C
County Rd. 20 (Branton
Dr. - Leamington
Settlement Boundary)

Develop an understanding of key

roadway characteristics

Segment Length: 2.0 km

Segment: Leam-11B
County Rd. 20 (0.6 km
east of County Rd. 31 -
Leamington Settlement
Boundary)

( Located on the edge of the urban area\
in Leamington

e Mix of agriculture uses and single family
homes on large lots

« Established cycling traffic - large
proportion of migrant workers

* Will be part of Lake Erie Waterfront Trail

* 5% percent of truck traffic

& Speed limit varies (60-80km/hr.) /

Segment Length: 0.6 km

Segment: Leam-11A

County Rd. 20 (County Rd. 31
- 0.6 km east of County Rd.
31)

Segment Length: 0.6 km
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Addressing the Physical Challenges: Establish a set of context-sensitive

design alternatives which incorporate

Alternative 1 walking and cycling facilities

AT Facility with Existing Mountable Curb

[- Existing travel lane 3.75m and mountable curb )
0.75m width
» AT Facility would be installed behind the existing
mountable curb
*  The width of the AT Facility 1.5m (minimum 1.2m)
\" A clear zone of 0.3 - 0.5m )

Alternative 2

AT Facility with New Mountable Curb in Existing
Location

( Existing travel lane 3.75m and mountable curb \
0.75m width

*  Mountable curb would be replaced in its existing
location

e AT Facility would be installed behind the new
mountable curb

e  The width of the AT Facility 1.5m (minimum 1.2m)

il | AT Fei
& A clear zone of 0.3 - 0.5m / ¢2F£m1l \1L TI‘%\_{%L;”B 1l Tr%\.%l-r?e 1L / 1L1.5-2.0 rtyn1L/
Clear Zone Mountable Curb Mountable Curb Clear Zone
05m 075m 075m 05m
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Addressing the Physical Challenges Cont'd.: i U

Alternative 3
AT Facility with New Mountable Curb in New Location

( Mountable curb is replaced and moved toward the\
centre of the road by 250mm
* Travel lane would be reduced to 3.5m
* AT Facility would be installed behind the new
mountable curb

*  The width of the AT Facility 1.5m (minimum 1.2m) | ATFacity | Travel Lane “Trevellane \ |/ Tevellane | Travel Lane | | ATFecily |,
\1 15-20m \" T 350m 350m 1/ T 15-20m "f
\: Aclear zone 0f 0.3 - 0.5m -/ bW Mouniable Girb Mounieble Curb s
05m 0.75m 075m 05m

Alternative 4

AT Facility with Barrier Curb and Side Inlets

( Existing travel lane 3.75m width \
* Mountable Curb (0.75m) is replaced with a Barrier
Curb (0.6m) in the existing location
* AT Facility would be installed behind the new
barrier curb
*  The width of the AT Facility 1.5m (minimum 1.2m)

e Aclear zone 0of 0.3 - 0.5m j AT Faciy | - = ST
15-20m 1’ 375m T 375m ’]’ 15-20m

Clear Zone Barrier Curb Barmier Curb Clear Zarte
05m 06m 06m 05m
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Addressing the Physical Challenges: Reviewing the alternative design

solutions based on key roadway
characteristics / considerations

The spatial and/or physical separation between motor )
vehicles and pedestrians or cyclists

Cyclists and Pedestrians prefer to travel further away and
with some form of separation from the motor vehicle travel

lane )

BleEEinG CloEEE Seek to provide a minimum of 1.2m operating space for
P g =P pedestrians and cyclists
: __ _ 1+ Minimize impacts to drainage of the roadway and the
Drainage boulevard due to changes to accommodate the AT facility

Separation from
Motor Vehicles
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Addressing the Physical Challenges Cont’'d.:

(. Active transportation facility should be located within the )
public right-of-way

Land Requirement « Minimize the need for land acquisition or the need for an
easement from adjacent land owners

" Any impacts to adjacent vegetation, signs, or utilities )

» Level of effort required to install/construct
Constructability = =*+« The impact of modifying the existing road right-of-way to
implement the preferred design alternative

: » Cost to accommodate active transportation facility within
Construction Cost - - corridor (incl. design and contingency allowances) —
based on local market unit/tender prices of similar projects
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Case Study #3: Leamington, ON

Overcoming the Promotion & Outreach Challenges:

Confirm the a8 Complete evaluation of )
Alternatives alternatives using the six
Evaluation evaluation criteria
* Preliminary assessment
suggests Alternative 1 or 2
\§ J

Complete a functional design
of the preferred alternative

Prepare a
Functional Design
Concept

J

Engage with Hold an open house with )
Members of the stakeholders and members
Public & of the public to present and

Stakeholders gather input on the

preferred alternative )
Tender Project S

Sample of Preferred
Design concept in
Leamington, ON

Bring the project to tender
May required some detailed
. design )
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Lessons Learned

Seek Partnerships

Build the Business Case

Leverage Investment

Apply Complete Streets
Approach

Keep the Public Engaged

Prepare Implementation
Tools (e.g. Identify annual
priorities)

ldentify a Champion

Establish on-going
Promotion & Outreach
activities
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Thank you

Questions?
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