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1 Traffic Calming Implementation Protocol 

1.1 Introduction 

1.1.1 Background 

The Town of Saugeen Shores receives several requests each year for traffic 
calming measures in neighbourhoods. Unfortunately, the Town is unable to 
accommodate all requests within current resources, nor are all locations 
suitable for traffic calming. The Town therefore wishes to define a 
transparent, fair, and standardized process for addressing all traffic calming 
requests submitted for review. 

This Traffic Calming Implementation Protocol details the Town’s: 

 Process for receiving, evaluating, and responding to traffic calming 
requests; 

 Evaluation methodology for determining if traffic calming is 
appropriate for a given street; and 

 List of applicable traffic calming measures, or “toolbox”, the Town will 
apply on local and collector roads within Saugeen Shores. 

1.1.2 Purpose 

The purpose of the Traffic Calming Implementation Protocol is to provide 
Town staff with guidance on determining eligible locations for traffic calming 
and applicable measures. This protocol is intended for use on existing and 
future streets in Saugeen Shores. 

The Traffic Calming Implementation Protocol summarizes, and supplements 
guidance contained in the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) 
Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming1 and Geometric Design Guide for 
Canadian Roads2 with considerations specific to Saugeen Shores. The policy 
also reflects applicable Provincial legislation including the Accessibility for 
Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA) and the Highway Traffic Act (HTA). 
The planning, design, and implementation of Traffic Calming Plans in 
Saugeen Shores must comply with relevant provisions of these and other 
statutes. 

 
1  Transportation Association of Canada. Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming. February 

2018. 
2  Transportation Association of Canada. Geometric Design Guide for Canadian Roads. 

June 2017. 
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1.2 Traffic Calming Overview 

1.2.1 What is Traffic Calming? 

The Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming defines traffic calming as: 

The process and measures applied by road authorities to address concerns 
about the behaviour of motor vehicle drivers travelling on streets within their 
jurisdictions.3 

Traffic calming measures are usually applied in locations experiencing 
excessive vehicle speed and/or with high volumes of shortcutting traffic. 
Traffic calming plans seek to alter the street in such a way as to reduce 
vehicle speeds, discourage shortcutting, minimize conflicts between street 
users, and improve the neighbourhood environment. The application of these 
measures is intended to restore streets to their desired function – providing 
mobility and access but in differing combinations depending on the specific 
location, role, and classification of the street. 

1.2.2 Advantages and Disadvantages of Traffic Calming 

Traffic calming forms one part of road design that the Town can use to 
ensure their streets better meet community needs. As with any measure, 
though, traffic calming presents specific advantages and disadvantages 
dependent on its application. 

Advantages of traffic calming can include: 

 Reduced motor vehicle speeds; 
 Reduced traffic volumes; 
 Discouraging short-cutting; 
 Improved neighbourhood livability; and 
 Reduced conflicts between roadway users. 

Disadvantages of traffic calming can include: 

 Increased emergency vehicle response time; 
 Reduced ingress and egress from neighbourhoods; 
 Shifting or diverting traffic volumes or speeding concerns onto another 

roadway; 
 Increased maintenance costs, including show clearing and curbside 

waste collection; and 
 Measures some may consider visually unattractive, or which may 

cause increased noise pollution. 

 
3  Transportation Association of Canada. Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming. February 

2018.  
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1.3 Application of Traffic Calming Measures 

Traffic calming will only be considered on Residential Local and Collector 
Roads in the Town of Saugeen Shores to restore these streets to their 
planned function. The Official Plan states: 

 Collector Roads are intended to service moderate traffic volumes 
between Local Roads and the Arterial Roads, while at the same time 
providing access to individual properties. Collector Roads shall have a 
minimum right-of-way width of 22.0 to 26.2 metres. 

 Local Roads generally carry light volumes of traffic at low speed and 
provide direct access to abutting land uses. Local Roads shall be 
designed to discourage through-traffic. The minimum right-of-way 
width for Local Roads shall be 20 metres. 

The Town will not consider requests for traffic calming measures on 
any Arterial Roads. 

1.4 Guidelines for Traffic Calming Plans 

Physical traffic calming measures can be costly and time-consuming to 
design, install, and maintain. The installation of traffic calming can also cause 
unintended consequences if used inappropriately. Adverse outcomes include 
an increase in traffic volumes on adjacent streets and driver frustration 
leading to undesirable behaviour like speeding. 

To ensure measures are properly considered and negative impacts are 
minimized, Traffic Calming Plans should be considered: 

 When there is a demonstrated safety, excessive speed, or 
shortcutting traffic concern and acceptable alternative measures have 
been exhausted; 

 After exploring methods to improve operation of the arterial road 
network, such as signal timing optimization; and 

 Only after education, enforcement, and traffic engineering efforts have 
failed to produce the desired results. 

Where a Traffic Calming Plan is deemed the best course of action, the plan 
should: 

 Include consideration as to whether an area-wide or street-specific 
plan is more suitable. An area-wide solution should be considered if a 
street-specific scheme would likely result in the displacement of traffic 
onto adjacent streets; and 

 Not impede non-motorized modes of transportation and be designed 
to ensure pedestrian and cyclist movement is unaffected and 
enhanced through traffic calming measures. 
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1.5 Traffic Calming Toolkit 

1.5.1 Potential Traffic Calming Measures 

The Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming identifies a broad range of traffic 
calming techniques. From this catalogue of options, the Town has 
established a shortlist of traffic calming measures for use in Saugeen Shores. 
The list summarized in Table 1.1 captures a range of different approaches to 
traffic calming, providing a description and photo of each measure. The table 
also notes whether the measures are applicable on Local or Collector Roads, 
and the potential benefits and disbenefits. This general overview will assist in 
selecting appropriate measures to address specific transportation concerns, 
and will also help to avoid undesirable impacts caused by inappropriate 
measures for a particular application. Figure 1.1 details the legend for the 
tables. 

 

 

Legend 

 Substantial Benefits 
 Minor Benefits 
 No Benefits or Limited Data Available 

 Substantial Disbenefits 
 Moderate Disbenefits 
 No Disbenefit or Limited Data Available 

$       Low Cost ($0-$10,000) 
$$     Moderate Cost ($10,000 to $100,000) 
$$$   High Cost ($100,000 +) 

Figure 1.1: 
Legend for 

Table 1.1 
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TABLE 1.1: TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES 
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Vertical Deflection 
Speed Hump/Table A raised area of a roadway, 

which deflects both the 
wheels and body of a 
traversing vehicle. A speed 
table is an elongated raised 
speed hump with a flat-
topped section that is long 
enough to raise the entire 
wheelbase of a vehicle. 

 Local 
Roads 

 

          $-$$ 

Speed Cushion A segmented speed hump 
which allows for the 
passage of larger vehicles 
such emergency vehicles or 
buses without difficulty while 
still reducing passenger 
vehicle speeds. 

 Local 
Roads 

 

          $ 

Raised Crosswalk A marked pedestrian 
crosswalk at an intersection 
or mid-block location 
constructed at a higher 
elevation than the adjacent 
roadway. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$ 
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Raised Intersection A full intersection, including 
crosswalks, constructed at a 
higher elevation than the 
adjacent roadways. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $$-$$$ 

Horizontal Deflection 
Curb Extension A horizontal intrusion of the 

curb into the roadway 
resulting in a narrower 
roadway width. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $$-$$$ 

Curb Radius Reduction The reconstruction of an 
intersection corner using a 
smaller radius, usually in 
the 3.0 m to 5.0 m range. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$ 

Raised Median Island An island constructed on 
the centreline of a two-way 
roadway to reduce the 
overall width of the adjacent 
travel lanes. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $$-$$$ 
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Traffic Circle/Traffic 
Button/Mini-
Roundabout 

A raised island located in 
the centre of an 
intersection, which requires 
vehicles to travel through 
the intersection in a circular, 
counter-clockwise direction 
around the island. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$$ 

On-Street Parking The reduction of the 
roadway width available for 
vehicle movement by 
allowing motor vehicles to 
park adjacent and parallel to 
the curb. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$ 

Vertical Centreline 
Treatment 

The use of vertical 
treatments such as flexible 
post-mounted delineators or 
raised pavement markers to 
create a centre median with 
the purpose of giving drivers 
a perception of lane 
narrowing and creating a 
sense of constriction. 

 Local 
Roads 

 

          $ 
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Supplemental Measures 
Rumble Strips Raised buttons, bars or 

grooves closely spaced at 
regular intervals on the 
roadway that create both 
noise and vibration in a 
moving vehicle. 

 Rural 
Roads 

 

           

Sidewalk Extension/ 
Textured Crosswalk 

A sidewalk that is continued 
across a local street 
intersection at the level of 
the roadway and a textured 
and/or patterned surface 
which contrasts with the 
adjacent roadway is 
incorporated. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$ 

Driver Feedback/ 
Portable Messaging 
Signs 

Permanent or temporary 
signage utilized to advise 
drivers of excessive speeds 
or modified road conditions 
with the intent to make 
drivers aware of undesired 
behaviour and increase 
awareness. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $$ 
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Targeted Education 
Campaign 

Events, programs, or media 
campaigns to try and raise 
awareness on road safety 
issues. Education 
campaigns can address 
multiple types of driver 
awareness, including 
speeding (other types 
include impaired driving, 
distracted driving, seatbelt 
awareness, aggressive 
driving, etc.). 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$$ 

Targeted Enforcement Additional police 
enforcement in locations 
when speed, crash, citation, 
resident comments, or other 
sources of information 
suggest that the site is 
unusually hazardous due to 
illegal driving practices. 

 Local 
Roads 

 Collector 
Roads 

 

          $-$$$ 

 
 



  Town of Saugeen Shores  |  Transportation Master Plan  |  DRAFT October 2020 
 

Appendix B – Recommended Policies  
Page 10 

 

1.5.2 Use of Regulatory Signs for Traffic Calming Purposes 

All-Way Stop Control 

The Town is often requested to consider the installation of an all-way stop to 
discourage excessive speeding and/or traffic infiltration on neighbourhood 
streets, which are the most common traffic complaints received by Town 
Council and staff. While appropriate in some instances, all-way stop control is 
generally not intended for this purpose. 

Ontario Traffic Manual (OTM) Book 5 (Regulatory Signs)4 provides guidance 
on the use of regulatory traffic controls, signs, and pavement markings. OTM 
Book 5 states the purpose of a stop sign is to clearly assign right-of-way 
between vehicles approaching an intersection from different directions when 
traffic signals are not warranted or not yet installed. All-way stop control 
should not be used: 

 Where the protection of pedestrians, particularly school children, is a 
prime concern. This can usually be addressed by other means; 

 As a speed control device; and/or 
 As a means of deterring the movement of through traffic in a 

residential area. 

Using all-way stops indiscriminately can lead to increased driver delay and 
frustration, greater speeding between intersections, and/or reduced 
compliance with the all-way stop control. Even when warranted, all-way stops 
can increase the risk of certain collisions, most notably rear-end crashes. 

The Town uses warrants to determine where all-way stop control is required. 
These warrants consider vehicle and pedestrian volumes, vehicle split 
(percent of vehicles on the major street versus the minor street) as well as 
collision history. 

On this basis, the Town will not consider all-way stop control as a traffic 
calming measure within the context of this protocol. 

Speed Reduction and Movement Restriction Signs 

Regulatory signs intended to reduce vehicle speeds (i.e. speed limits, 
Community Safety Zones) or restrict movement (i.e. turn prohibitions, one-
way) often require enforcement to ensure driver compliance and 
effectiveness. For this reason, the Canadian Guide to Traffic Calming 
recommends using these signs only to supplement and reinforce desired 
driver behaviour and not as traffic calming measures on their own. 

 
4  Ministry of Transportation, Ontario. Ontario Traffic Manual Book 5: Regulatory 

Signs. March 2000.  
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On this basis, the Town will not endorse speed reduction and 
movement restriction regulatory signs as traffic calming measures in 
the context of this protocol. 

1.6 Traffic Calming Process 

1.6.1 Installation of Measures 

The following details the three-stage process for considering traffic calming 
requests in the Town of Saugeen Shores. The process involves both 
community engagement and technical evaluation tasks. 

Stage 1 – Preliminary Assessment 

Step 1 – Traffic Calming Request 

Residents with neighbourhood traffic concerns will submit their written 
request for traffic calming to the Town. Requests for traffic calming can also 
be made by Town Councillors on behalf of their constituents. 

Step 2 – Initial Screening 

Town staff will conduct an initial screening of the request to determine if the 
subject street satisfies the basic thresholds for a Traffic Calming Plan. Eligible 
locations will meet the following criteria: 

 Previously Requested or Removed – The Town has not received a 
request for traffic calming or removed measures on the subject street 
within the previous three years. If so, the request will be denied, and 
no further assessment will be undertaken; 

 Roadway Classification – The subject street must be designated as 
a Local Road or Collector Road on Schedule B – Transportation Plan 
with Trails of the Town of Saugeen Shores Official Plan; 

 Posted Speed Limit – The posted speed limit on the subject street 
must be 50 km/h or less; 

 Segment Length – The distance between stop-controlled 
intersections along the subject street must be at least 200 metres; 

 Grade – The roadway grade along the subject street must not exceed 
8% at any location; and 

Plus, one of: 
 Operating Speed – The 85th percentile operating speed measured on 

the subject street is above the posted speed limit by more than 5 km/h 
for Local Roads or 10 km/h for Collector Roads; or 

 Cut-Through Traffic – The volume of non-local traffic exceeds 30% 
on Local Roads. 

Requests that do not satisfy the minimum criteria will be denied. 
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After completing the initial screening, Town staff will inform the original 
requester of the findings. 

Stage 2 – Detailed Evaluation 

Step 3 – Prioritization Scoring 

Requests that satisfy the initial screening will undergo a more detailed 
evaluation to confirm the subject street qualifies for a Traffic Calming Plan 
and determine its priority among other eligible locations. The screening is 
based on the following seven criteria: 

 Collision history; 
 Operating speeds; 
 Traffic volumes; 
 Presence of pedestrian generators; 
 Presence of sidewalks; 
 Presence of cycling facilities; and 
 Percentage of adjacent residential land use. 

Scores are assigned to each evaluation criterion per the matrix in Table 1.2 
to a maximum of 60 points (for criteria other than pedestrian generators). The 
subject street must achieve a minimum score of 30 points to be considered 
for a Traffic Calming Plan. Locations not attaining the minimum score may be 
considered for more passive traffic calming measures such as enforcement. 

Step 4 – Household Survey 

If the subject street is deemed eligible for a Traffic Calming Plan, Town staff 
will confirm support from affected households through a survey. Each 
household within the study area will be provided one ballot regardless of the 
number of residents. The study area will comprise: 

 For Local Roads, all households with direct frontage onto the subject 
street; and 

 For Collector Roads, all households with driveway access onto the 
subject street plus all households on Local Roads serviced by the 
subject street. Households on surrounding roads that may be directly 
impacted by potential traffic diversion from the subject street may also 
be included. 

A minimum response rate of 25% of eligible households within the study area 
is required with a minimum of 51% of respondents in favour of implementing 
a Traffic Calming Plan. If resident support is not attained, the request will be 
denied regardless of the prioritization score. 

After completing the household survey, Town staff will inform the study area 
households of the findings.  
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TABLE 1.2: EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR TRAFFIC CALMING 

Criteria Scoring Maximum 
Points 

Collision History 5 points for each qualifying collision 20 
Operating Speeds 1 point for each 1 km/h above the posted speed limit plus 

1 point for each 1% of vehicles 15 km/h above posted speed 
limit 

25 

Traffic Volumes1 1 point for each 50 vehicles above threshold of: 
 900 vehicles per day for Local Roads 
 2,000 vehicles per day for Collector Roads 

20 

Pedestrian Generators 5 points for each school or park within the study area or with 
direct frontage onto the subject street n/a 

Pedestrian Facilities 5 points if there are no sidewalks on the subject street 5 
Bicycle Facilities 5 points if designated bicycle facilities are present on the 

subject street 5 

Adjacent Land Uses 1 point for each 20% of the subject street zoned residential 5 
Maximum Score (excluding Pedestrian Generators) 60 

 
1. Two-way average daily traffic volumes recorded over a 24-hour period 
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Stage 3 – Plan and Implementation 

Step 5 – Capital Budget Approval 

Town staff will prepare the list of implementation locations for the following 
year based on the prioritization scores and develop high-level cost estimates 
consistent with the available Capital Budget allotment for traffic calming 
installations. The list will be forwarded to Council for approval. 

Step 6 – Design, Approval, and Implementation 

Once Council endorses the projects in principle and establishes the program 
budget, Town staff will prepare preliminarily design alternatives based on the 
list of applicable measures contained in Table 1.1. The Town will engage 
residents on the design alternatives through a two-stage consultation 
process: 

 Stage One: Present the preliminary design alternative(s) to the public 
and stakeholders and invite comments; and 

 Stage Two: After incorporating feedback received, present the final 
design alternative(s) to the public and stakeholders. 

The recommended final design will be presented to Council for approval 
before being tendered, implemented, and evaluated. 

Step 7 – Evaluation and Monitoring 

Town staff will monitor the subject street(s) to determine the effectiveness of 
the Traffic Calming Plan and its impact on the surrounding road network. The 
scope of the studies carried out as part of post-installation evaluation(s) 
should be consistent with the investigations completed prior to installation. 
Such investigations may include speed surveys, determination of traffic 
diverting to adjacent streets, or overall changes in traffic volumes. 

Every attempt should be made to avoid transferring traffic from the subject 
street onto adjacent roadways. If post-installation evaluation studies indicate 
traffic volumes have increased by 15% or more (with a minimum of 
150 vehicles) on a parallel or adjacent street due to the traffic calming 
measures, the Town will explore corrective action to remedy the situation 
and/or lessen the impact. 

1.6.2 Removal of Measures 

Traffic calming measures may be removed at the request of the 
neighbourhood if majority support exists amongst those residents directly 
fronting the subject street. The Traffic Calming Plan must remain installed for 
at least three years before the removal process can be initiated. If the 
measures are removed, the Town will wait at least three years before 
considering a new request for traffic calming. 
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If the Town receives a request to remove one traffic calming measure within 
the overall Traffic Calming Plan, all measures may be considered for 
removal. While it may be possible in certain circumstances to remove only 
one measure, in most cases the entire plan will need to remain to be 
effective. 

The Town reserves the right to remove traffic calming measures if it 
determines their installation is ineffective or unsafe, or if they have created 
unintended consequences that cannot be corrected. This may include 
diversion of traffic onto a parallel or adjacent Local or Collector Road rather 
than onto the Arterial Road network. The Town will notify affected residents 
by mail and advertise in local newspapers and its website about the decision 
to remove traffic calming measures. 
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2 Speed Limit Modification Policy 

2.1 Purpose 

This policy is intended to aid the Town in establishing consistent, 
enforceable, and safe speed limits on roads within the municipality where a 
deviation from the uniform posted speed limit is being contemplated. 
Separate guidance is provided for setting speed limits on urban and rural 
roads given their different characteristics and conditions. 

The Speed Limit Modification Policy is based on the methodology set out 
in the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) Canadian Guidelines for 
Establishing Posted Speed Limits5. The recommended practices contained in 
the guidebook should be applied with sound engineering judgment in 
determining appropriate posted speed limits. 

2.2 Background 

2.2.1 Overview 

Speed regulations aid motorists in selecting operating speeds that are safe 
for the prevailing conditions. The maximum safe speed at any location will 
vary as road geometry, traffic demands, and road environment change. 

The selection of a posted speed limit for a specific location must take into 
consideration legislative regulations, public recognition and understanding, 
ease of implementation, capital and maintenance costs, and adherence to 
recognized engineering standards and practices. In Ontario, speed 
regulations are primarily defined in the Highway Traffic Act (HTA). 
Section 128. (1) of the HTA states: 

No person shall drive a motor vehicle at a rate of speed greater than, 

(a) 50 kilometres per hour on a highway within a local municipality or 
within a built-up area; 

(b) despite clause (a), 80 kilometres per hour on a highway, not within a 
built-up area, that is within a local municipality that had the status of a 
township on December 31, 2002 and, but for the enactment of 
the Municipal Act, 2001, would have had the status of a township on 
January 1, 2003, if the municipality is prescribed by regulation; 

These provisions are commonly known as the urban and rural statutory 
speed limits, respectively. 

The provincial government amended the HTA as part of the Safer School 
Zones Act, 2017 to allow municipalities to designate an entire area with a 

 
5  Transportation Association of Canada. Canadian Guidelines for Establishing 

Posted Speed Limits. December 2009. 
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posted speed limit lower than 50 km/h in built-up areas. Prior to this 
amendment, speed limit signs had to be posted for the complete length of 
each roadway with a reduced speed limit. But now, a municipality can post 
Gateway Speed Limit Signs at all entrance and exit points to the designated 
area and all streets that fall within the posted area assume the same speed 
limit. Consistent with this provision, the Town has adopted a uniform speed 
limit in Port Elgin and Southampton of 40 km/h on residential Local and 
Collector Roads and 30 km/h on roads within school zones and character 
streets in the urban beachfront areas (Cottage Streets). 

Outside the built-up areas, the rural statutory speed limit of 80 km/h applies to 
roads without posted speed limits. The Town has implemented lower speed 
limits in select locations to address site specific concerns. 

2.2.2 Network Considerations 

The Town of Saugeen Shores Official Plan defines a road classification 
system consisting of Arterial, Collector and Local Roads. The Town is also 
responsible for several public lanes not designated on Schedule ‘B’ – 
Transportation Plan with Trails of the Official Plan. 

The classification criteria in the Official Plan have been used to categorize the 
various types of roadways by their function in terms of providing mobility and 
land access. Higher order Arterial Roads are planned to provide capacity and 
mobility (including higher operating speeds) to serve their primary function of 
traffic movement and thereby reduce the likelihood of traffic infiltration 
through lower order roads. Urban Local and Collector Roads are expected to 
operate a lower speed as their role is less on traffic movement and more on 
providing access to adjacent lands compatible with their community 
surroundings. This approach is consistent with the Town’s uniform speed limit 
policy in the built-up areas. 

2.3 Recommended Policy 

The Town should adopt and apply the Speed Limit Modification Policy in 
assessing and implementing appropriate speed limits. The Town should 
apply the TAC Canadian Guidelines for Establishing Posted Speed Limits 
when considering modifications. 

The following guidance will also apply in setting speed limits on Town roads. 
Attachment A provides a checklist supporting the policy: 

2.3.1 Urban Areas 

The Town should consider deviating from the uniform posted speed limit on 
road sections within the Settlement Areas designated on Schedule A of the 
Town of Saugeen Shores Official Plan: 

 For all Arterial Roads and the Local and Collector Roads within non-
residential areas; 
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 With unfavourable geometric characteristics contributing to road 
elements with design speeds of 60 km/h or less (e.g., sight distance, 
horizontal or vertical curvature). The speed limit shall be set at or 
below the speed indicated by the geometric restriction; 

 With unprotected shared use pathways or cycling route, where the 
Town may consider a speed limit reduction of 10 km/h. 

Transitions between one speed limit and another should be no less than 
500 m apart for Arterial Roads and 250 m apart for Local and Collector 
Roads. 

2.3.2 Rural Areas 

The Town should maintain the statutory 80 km/h speed limit on all roads 
outside the Settlement Areas designated on Schedule A of the Town of 
Saugeen Shores Official Plan. Reduced speed limits may be considered for 
road sections: 

 Adjacent to a designated school zone. The differential between speed 
limits should not exceed 20 km/h. For example, the speed limit may 
be reduced to 60 km/h in the vicinity of the school in an 80 km/h zone; 

 With unfavourable geometric characteristics contributing to road 
elements with design speeds of 90 km/h or less (e.g., sight distance, 
horizontal or vertical curvature). The speed limit shall be set at or 
below the speed indicated by the geometric restriction; and/or 

 Where Town roads are within the area of influence (1.5 km) of a 
Bruce County road with lower or higher posted speeds. The Town 
may consider increasing or decreasing the speed limit by 10 km/h on 
the Town road, bringing the posted speed closer to the County road. 

Transitions between one speed limit and another should be no less than 
1.0 km apart for Arterial Roads and 500 m for Local and Collector Roads. The 
differential between speed limits within the transition should be no greater 
than 20 km/h. 

Whenever possible, design speed should exceed the posted speed limit by 
20 km/h. 
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Attachment A 
Checklist for Setting Speed Limits 
The following checklist is to be used in conjunction with the Speed Limit Modification 
Policy when considering changes to the speed limit of a road in Saugeen Shores. 

Location of Road:  

Date Inquiry Received:  

Date Inquiry Completed:  

Name of Reviewer:  

Road Type: Urban  Rural  
 
Urban Areas 

The following table details the justifications for modifying speed limits on roads in 
urban areas. Please check the criteria that apply to the road section being examined. 

Justifications for Modifying Speed Limits on Roads in Urban Areas 

Condition Modification Met? 
Road designated in the Official 
Plan as an Arterial Road or Local 
or Collector Road within a non-
residential area  

Consider increasing the speed 
limit to 50 km/h. Apply the TAC 
Canadian Guidelines for 
Establishing Posted Speed Limits. 

 

Geometric characteristics that 
contribute to road elements with 
design speeds of 60 km/h or less 
(e.g., sight distance, horizontal or 
vertical curvature) 

Consider reducing the speed limit 
to 40 km/h. Apply the TAC 
Canadian Guidelines for 
Establishing Posted Speed Limits. 

 

Adjacent to unprotected shared 
use pathway or cycling route 

Consider reducing the speed limit 
by 10 km/h.  

 
Transitions between one speed limit and another should be no less than 500 m apart 
for Arterial Roads and 250 m apart for Local and Collector Roads. 

If a condition(s) is met, move to the Recommended Speed Limit section below. If no 
conditions are meet, then no changes to the speed limit are justified. 

Recommended Speed Limit 

20 km/h  30 km/h  40 km/h  50 km/h  
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Rural Roads 

The following table details the justifications for modifying speed limits on roads in 
rural areas. Please check the criteria that apply to the road section being examined. 

Justifications for Modifying Speed Limits on Roads in Rural Areas 

Condition Modification Met? 
Designated school zone Consider reducing the speed limit. 

The differential between speed 
limits should not exceed 20 km/h. 

 

Geometric characteristics that 
contribute to road elements with 
design speeds of 90 km/h or less 
(e.g., sight distance, horizontal or 
vertical curvature) 

Consider reducing the speed limit 
to 60 km/h (or less). Apply the 
TAC Canadian Guidelines for 
Establishing Posted Speed Limits. 

 

Where Town roads are within the 
area of influence (1.5 km) of a 
Bruce County road with lower or 
higher posted speeds. 

Consider increasing or reducing 
the speed limit by 10 km/h on the 
Town road, bringing the posted 
speed closer to the County road. 

 

 
Transitions between one speed limit and another should be no less than 1.0 km 
apart for Arterial Roads and 500 m for Local and Collector Roads. The differential 
between speed limits within the transition should be no greater than 20 km/h. 

Whenever possible, design speed should exceed the posted speed limit by 20 km/h. 

If a condition(s) is met, move to the Recommended Speed Limit section below. If no 
conditions are meet, then no changes to the speed limit are justified. 

Recommended Speed Limit 

40 km/h  50 km/h  60 km/h  70 km/h  
80 km/h        
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3 Roundabout Feasibility Policy 

3.1 Purpose 

This policy is intended to aid the Town in assessing intersections for potential 
roundabout implementation. The guidance should be applied whenever the 
Town is reviewing or considering intersection traffic control for: 

 Existing locations where a traffic control upgrade is warranted, capital 
improvements are being considered, or safety or capacity issues have 
been identified; or 

 New development areas where a new intersection is planned on: an 
Arterial and/or Collector Road that warrants or may warrant traffic 
control signals or all-way stop control; and a local road where traffic 
calming or development staging is required. 

3.2 Background 

Roundabouts are becoming a more prominent form of intersection traffic 
control in Canada. A type of circular intersection, vehicles entering a 
roundabout must yield to traffic circulating counter clockwise around the 
central island, minimizing potential conflict points, and reducing vehicle 
speeds. The Town currently has two roundabouts on Devonshire Road at 
Bruce Street and Waterloo Street in Port Elgin. 

Roundabouts have been proven to reduce the frequency and severity of 
collisions when compared to stop controlled and signalized intersections due 
to fewer conflict points, lower entering and circulating speeds and deflection 
on entry. They also often operate with lower delays and shorter queues than 
other forms of intersection control at lower traffic volumes. 

From an access management perspective, roundabouts can be used to 
facilitate safer and more efficient turning movements at intersections and 
driveways, provided access is not permitted directly into the circulatory 
roadway. Roundabouts also provide U-turn opportunities at safer locations, 
eliminating the need for more difficult midblock left-turns and the number of 
full movement access points along a roadway corridor. 

The Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) Canadian Roundabout 
Design Guide6 provides information and guidance related to the planning, 
design, construction, operation, maintenance, and safety of roundabouts in 
Canada. The guidebook describes three basic types of roundabouts 
recommended for use in Canada: 

 Mini-Roundabouts – Small in size and characterized by a fully 
traversable central island and splitter islands to allow large vehicles to 

 
6  Transportation Association of Canada. Canadian Roundabout Design Guide. 

January 2017. 
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manoeuvre through the intersection without travelling around the 
island. Distinct from neighbourhood traffic circles because of the 
splitter islands, mini-roundabouts are commonly used in low-speed 
urban environments and locations where roadway right-of-way 
constraints cannot accommodate a typical single-lane roundabout; 

 Single Lane Roundabouts – Characterized by single lane entries 
and one circulatory lane. When compared to a mini-roundabout, the 
central island diameter is much larger and the island is non 
traversable. The overall size of the roundabout is dependent on the 
design vehicle chosen. The geometric design often includes a non-
traversable central island with a mountable truck apron (if required to 
accommodate the wheel tracking of large vehicles), raised splitter 
islands, and crosswalks; and 

 Multilane Roundabouts – Characterized by at least one entry with 
two or more lanes and in some case the roundabouts may have a 
different number of lanes on one or more approaches. The circulatory 
roadway is wider to accommodate vehicles operating side-by-side and 
may have higher entry, circulating and exit speeds. The geometric 
design typically includes a non-traversable central island with 
mountable truck apron if required, raised splitter islands, and 
crosswalks. 

Since each intersection presents unique opportunities and challenges, it is 
important to understand the perceived advantages and disadvantages of 
roundabouts when considering implementation. Table 3.1 summarizes the 
advantages and disadvantages of roundabouts. 

3.3 Recommended Policy 

The Town should adopt and apply this Roundabout Feasibility Policy when 
considering locations for potential roundabout implementation. The 
Roundabout Screening Tool in Attachment B should be applied when 
assessing the feasibility of implementing a roundabout at a specific 
intersection in comparison to other appropriate forms of traffic control or road 
improvements, including auxiliary lanes, traffic control signals, all-way stop, 
etc. This tool is intended to assist the Town in deciding whether to undertake 
a more detailed Intersection Control Study to confirm the merit of a 
roundabout installation. Use of the screening tool should be supplemented 
with the criteria and guidance provided in the TAC Canadian Roundabout 
Design Guide. 
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TABLE 3.1: ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES OF ROUNDABOUTS 

Criteria Consideration 
Advantages 
Safety  Reduces frequency and severity of collisions when compared to stop 

controlled and signalized intersections due to a reduction in: 

• Conflict Points – All vehicles travel in the same direction, eliminating 
right-angle and left-turn conflicts, thus decreasing probability of 
collision. 

• Entering and Circulating Speed – Geometric design requires vehicles 
to enter at lower speeds, thus lowering collision severity. 

• Angle of Impact – Angle of entry into a roundabout is deflected, thus 
decreasing angle of impact and reducing or eliminating more severe 
right-angle and head-on collisions. 

Operational  Operates with lower delays and shorter queues than other forms of 
intersection control. 

 Low vehicle speeds also facilitate improved gap acceptance resulting in 
higher operational capacity. 

Traffic 
Management 

 Geometric design influences the driver to moderate vehicle speeds in a 
more natural way compared to abrupt stopping and starting caused by 
other traffic control devices.  

 Effective as gateway treatments, as they convey a change in environment 
between rural and urban areas and encourage traffic to slow down.  

Access  Facilitates safer and more efficient turning movements at intersections and 
driveways, provided access is not permitted directly into the circulatory 
roadway.  

 Provides U-turn opportunities at safer locations, eliminating the need for 
more difficult midblock left-turns and the number of full movement access 
points along a roadway corridor. 

Environmental 
Sustainability 

 Reduces fuel consumption and vehicle emissions by reducing delays and 
idling time.  

 Consumes less energy than traffic signals and require little maintenance. 
 Overall minimizes carbon footprint, enhances sustainability, and reduces 

life-cycle costs of operation. 

Aesthetics  Provides the potential for landscaping opportunities within the centre island 
to create a sense of place within the community or as a gateway feature to 
enhance and define a community. 

Economic  Requires less maintenance than traffic control signals, offers time and fuel 
savings to users, provides societal cost savings through less severe and 
fewer collisions, and alleviates the need for auxiliary turn lanes. 
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TABLE 3.1: ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES OF ROUNDABOUTS 

Criteria Consideration 
Disadvantages 
Spatial 
Requirements 

 Requires more property beyond the limits of a typical road allowance 
(because of their shape) compared to a conventional stop-controlled or 
signalized intersection.  

Construction 
Costs 

 Higher initial construction costs due to a larger intersection footprint, 
complexity in traffic management, the need to build the ultimate 
configuration, greater property acquisition and degree of landscaping.  

Constructability  Retrofitting to install a roundabout may require a longer construction period 
and present greater complexity for traffic management and construction 
staging. 

Operational  Approach volumes and traffic patterns may adversely influence roundabout 
capacity. There may be operational challenges for roundabouts with 
unequal approach volumes. 

 Increased delays when located along a corridor with traffic signal 
progression as they interrupt flow and coordinated timing. 

Accessibility  May be more challenging to accommodate pedestrians with vision 
impairment or mobility challenges. 

 Large roundabouts can create discomfort for cyclists while in the 
circulatory roadway or significant delay if they are directed to a multi-use 
path around the circumference. 

Public Education  In communities where roundabouts are not a comment form of intersection 
control, new installations may require public education and outreach prior 
to implementation. 
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Attachment B 
Roundabout Screening Tool 
The Roundabout Screening Tool can be applied when assessing the feasibility of 
implementing a roundabout at a specific intersection in comparison to other 
appropriate forms of traffic control or road improvements, including auxiliary lanes, 
traffic control signals, all-way stop, etc. This tool, based on the Region of Waterloo 
Roundabout Feasibility Initial Screening Process, is intended to assist the Town in 
deciding whether to undertake a more detailed Intersection Control Study to confirm 
the merit of a roundabout installation. 

1. Project Name/File Number 

 

 

2. Intersection Location – Street/road names, distances from major intersections, 
etc. 

 

 

 

 

3. Brief Description of Intersection – Number of legs, lanes on each leg, total 
AADT, AADT on each road, etc. Attach or sketch diagram showing existing and 
horizon year turning movements. 

 

 

 

 

4. Are there any operational problems currently being experienced at this 
location? 

 

 

 

 



  Town of Saugeen Shores  |  Transportation Master Plan  |  DRAFT October 2020 
 

Appendix B – Recommended Policies  
Page 26 

 

5. Is it a new intersection or is it a retrofit of an existing intersection? If 
existing, what is the existing traffic control? 

 

 

 

6. Is the intersection in the vicinity of a railroad crossing or another 
intersection? If so, how close and what type of traffic control exists at the 
adjacent intersection? Will queues be a problem if they form? 

 

 

 

7. Is the intersection located within a corridor that is scheduled for 
improvements in the Capital Program? What are the ultimate cross-
sections of the approach roads? 

 

 

 

 

 

8. If existing, what is the collision history of the intersection over the past five 
years? Is there a collision problem that needs to be addressed? 

 

 

 

 

9. Are persons with disabilities frequent users of this intersection? 
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10. What traditional road improvements are proposed for this intersection? – 
(e.g. traffic signals, all-way stop, auxiliary lanes, etc.). Please attach a sketch of 
the traditional road improvements. 

 

 

 

 

 

11. If traffic control signals are being considered, are warrants met for the 
horizon year? 

 

 

 

 

 

12. What size of roundabout should be considered for this intersection? 
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Estimate the 20-Year Life Cycle Cost: 

10-Year AADT:  

Injury Collision Cost (ICC)1:  

Discount Rate (i):  

 
20-Year Life Cycle Cost Comparison: 

Cost Item Other Traffic Control Roundabout 

Implementation Cost2 $ $ 

Injury Collision Cost 
(Present Value)3 $ $ 

Total Life Cycle Cost $ $ 

 
Notes: 
 
1. Follow the procedures documented in the Highway Safety Manual to estimate the 

ICC. 
2. Implementation Cost = Sum of costs for construction, property, utility relocations, 

illumination, engineering (20%), contingency (20%) and maintenance (5%) 
3. Present Value of 20 Year Injury Collision Cost = Expected annual collision 

frequency x ICC ((1 + i) 20-1) / i(1+i) 20 
 

Conclusions and Recommendations 
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4 Sidewalk Prioritization Policy 

4.1 Purpose 

This policy is intended to aid the Town in prioritizing upgrades and 
improvements to sidewalks in existing and potential future settlement areas. 

4.2 Background 

4.2.1 Overview 

The Town of Saugeen Shores Official Plan encourages walking as a 
sustainable, energy efficient, affordable, and accessible form of travel, and 
provides actions to achieve this goal. Unfortunately, many roads within the 
Town lack pedestrian facilities on one or both sides, creating pedestrian 
connectivity issues. As well, in some locations, existing sidewalks do not 
meet accessibility and mobility needs of residents. 

The Town has limited funds available for construction of sidewalk upgrades 
and improvements in most years. A policy is needed to identify and prioritize 
improvements so funding can be allocated accordingly. 

4.2.2 Review of Current and Best Practice 

The Town does not currently have a policy for prioritizing existing sidewalk 
upgrades and improvements. 

Sidewalk prioritization policies from other North American municipalities and 
applicable reference documents were reviewed to assess current best 
practice and identify relevant features to include in the Town’s guidance. The 
research indicated other jurisdictions tend to prioritize future sidewalk 
development based on the following criteria, plus the overall objective of 
addressing small gaps in the sidewalk network: 

 Roadway classification (i.e. arterial, collector, local) – Arterial and 
collector roads should have sidewalks on both sides, while local 
roadways should have sidewalks on at least one side; 

 Length of road; 
 Traffic volumes; 
 Speed limit; 
 Number of dwellings served; and 
 Proximity to schools, parks, churches, and recreational and 

commercial establishments. 



  Town of Saugeen Shores  |  Transportation Master Plan  |  DRAFT October 2020 
 

Appendix B – Recommended Policies  
Page 30 

 

4.3 Recommended Policy 

The Town should consider providing an annual budget to dedicated to filling 
in gaps and expanding the pedestrian network on a continual basis. This 
Sidewalk Prioritization Policy is intended to aid the municipality in selecting 
and ordering identified rehabilitation, infill, and new sidewalk construction 
projects within available funding. The recommended policy aligns with the 
objectives identified in the Transportation Master Plan and the Town of 
Saugeen Shores Official Plan and relies on readily available data. 

The prioritization method involves assigning a point score to the criteria 
outlined in Table 4.1, generally grouped into the following categories: 

 Existing sidewalk condition; 
 Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA) requirements; 
 Conformity with the Transportation Master Plan; 
 Land use and connectivity; 
 Road characteristics; 
 Public support; and 
 Constructability and cost. 

The total score for each sidewalk segment, calculated by summing the 
individual criteria points, provides the basis for ranking, with projects 
exhibiting the highest scores given top priority. Pedestrian safety and 
accessibility are given higher weights in the evaluation matrix. 

Table 4.2 summaries the criteria and point scoring system for prioritizing 
existing sidewalk upgrades and improvements. The table also indicates the 
anticipated source of data for the assessment. 

The maximum score based on this methodology is 105. In the event of a tied 
score between initiatives, priority should be given to the lower cost project as 
it would create more benefit per dollar spent. When project costs are similar, 
priority should be given to the segment that best serves more vulnerable 
users such as seniors and children. 

The Town should incorporate the recommendations of the prioritization 
process into its long-range capital plan. 

The Town should maintain a consistent schedule of assessing sidewalks for 
upgrades and improvements. This assessment can be undertaken completed 
by mid-June each year in preparation for annual budgeting. 
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TABLE 4.1: PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Guidelines 
Existing 
Sidewalk 
Condition 

Surface, Curb, and 
Boulevard Condition 

 Examine existing sidewalk for cracks and 
uneven surface and consider whether it could 
impede pedestrian movement. 

 Unmaintained or narrow boulevard could impact 
the comfort and safety of all road users. 

AODA 
Requirements 

Sidewalk Width  1.5 metre minimum, 1.8 metre recommended 

Slope  Should not exceed the running slope of the 
adjacent roadway, nor should the sidewalks 
cross-slope exceed 1:20. 

Curb Ramps or 
Depressions 

 1.2 metre minimum clear width and 1:8 
maximum running slope for curb ramps. 

 Depressed curbs should algin with the direction 
or travel and have a maximum running slope of 
1:20. 

Transportation 
Master Plan 
Conformity 

Conformity to Plan 
Recommendations and 
Actions 

 Review for conformance with to the Town of 
Saugeen Shores Transportation Master Plan 
(2020) Map 5 – Proposed Pedestrian Network. 

Land Use and 
Connectivity 

Proximity to Pedestrian 
Trip Generators 

 Priority to locations with greater pedestrian trip 
generation. 

 Proximity to trip generators is generally 
considered 400 to 1500 metres. 

Provides Connection to 
One or More Public 
Facilities or School 
Zones 

 In school zones, consider designated walking 
zones, number of walkers and impact on bus 
needs in consultation with the school boards and 
transportation providers. 

Provides Connection to 
Transit Facility 

 Consider roads that are bus routes and/or 
proximity to stops/stations. 

Connectivity to the 
Sidewalk/Trail Network 

 Consider proximity to existing trails or sidewalks. 
 Priority to roads without sidewalks on either side 

of the road. 

Evidence of Pedestrian 
Use 
 

 

 

 Beaten paths along roads can identify existing 
pedestrian demand. 
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TABLE 4.1: PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Guidelines 
Road 
Characteristics 

Road Classification  Priority to arterial roads with four or more lanes 
compared to smaller arterial, collector or local 
roads. 

Posted Speed Limit  Priority to roads with higher posted speeds. 

Average Annual Daily 
Traffic (AADT) 

 Priority to roads with higher AADT. 

Public Support Public Support  Priority based on the number of resident 
requests for sidewalk improvements within the 
preceding year. 

Constructability 
and Cost 

Constructability  Factors include available right-of-way, existing 
curb and gutter, utility relocation and impact to 
sensitive environmental features. 

Cost  Priority based on estimated cost. 
 Consider factors such as need/complexity of the 

design and availability of third-party funding. 
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TABLE 4.2: PRIORITIZATION RANKING FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Description Point Allocation 
(105 maximum) Data 

Existing 
Sidewalk 
Condition 
(30 points) 

Surface, Curb and 
Boulevard 
Condition 

Assign points based on 
the overall condition of 
the sidewalk surface and 
curb. Sidewalks in worse 
condition will receive 
higher points. 

Good New or recently 
constructed, 
occasional cracks but 
no significant decay. 
No missing or broken 
bays, trip ledges, 
spalling, heaving, and 
stepping, presence of 
ponding, or damage by 
tree roots. Wide 
boulevard width. 

0 Site visit and survey 

Fair Some cracks and 
weathering, uneven in 
places. Some 
presence of broken 
bays, trip ledges, 
spalling, heaving, and 
stepping, ponding, and 
damage by tree roots. 
Sufficient boulevard 
width. 

15 

Poor Heavily cracked and 
uneven. Considerable 
presence of broken 
bays, trip ledges, 
spalling, heaving, and 
stepping, ponding, and 
damage by tree roots. 
Insufficient or no 
boulevard width. 

30 

Sidewalk Width Width < 1.5 m 10 
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TABLE 4.2: PRIORITIZATION RANKING FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Description Point Allocation 
(105 maximum) Data 

AODA 
Requirements 
(20 points) 

Assign points to 
sidewalks that are less 
than 1.8 metres wide. An 
even greater number of 
points if the width is less 
than 1.5 metres. 

1.5 m < Width < 1.8 m 5 GIS mapping, aerial 
photography, site visit Width ≥ 1.8 m 0 

Slope AODA requirements 
state the slope of a 
sidewalk should not 
exceed that of the 
adjacent roadway. And 
that the cross-slope 
should not exceed 1:20. 
Assign points if the 
sidewalk does not meet 
AODO requirements. 

5 points Topographical survey, site 
visit, AODA Design of 
Public Spaces Standards 

Curb Ramps or 
Depressions 

Assign points if sidewalk 
does not have curb 
ramps or depressions 
that meet AODA 
standards. Assign points 
if Tactile Walking 
Surface Indicators are 
not present. 

Curb ramps or depressions do 
not meet AODA standards 

3 Aerial photography, site 
visit, AODA Design of 
Public Spaces Standards No Tactile Walking Surface 

Indicators 
2 

Transportation 
Master Plan 
Conformity 
(10 points) 

Conformity to Plan 
Recommendations 
and Actions 

Assign points if the 
sidewalk is identified as 
a candidate for 
improvement in the plan. 

10 points 2020 TMP 

Assign points for each 
facility based on the walk 

Walk Score > 50 5 www.walkscore.com 
Walk Score between 0 and 50 3 
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TABLE 4.2: PRIORITIZATION RANKING FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Description Point Allocation 
(105 maximum) Data 

Land Use and 
Connectivity 
(15 points) 

Proximity to 
Pedestrian Trip 
Generators 

score measurement. The 
website analyzes 
proximity to certain 
amenities within walking 
distance. 

Walk Score n/a 0 

Located Within a 
Future Residential 
or Commercial 
Area 

Assign points if the 
sidewalk is within a 
potential future 
residential or commercial 
area as defined in the 
OP. 

5 points Town Official Plan Land 
Use Designations Schedule 

Located Close to 
Vulnerable Users, 
Such as School 
Zones, Hospitals, 
and Retirement 
Homes 

Assign points if the 
sidewalk is within the 
designed walking zone 
of an elementary or 
secondary school as 
identified by the school 
board and within 400 
metres of a hospital or 
senior’s centre. 

5 points School board student 
transportation information, 
location of hospital and 
senior’s centres 

Road 
Characteristics 
(10 points) 

No Sidewalks on 
Either Side of 
Road 

Assign points if there is 
currently a sidewalk on 
only one side of the road 
or no sidewalk. 

3 points GIS mapping 

Number of Lanes Assign points based on 
the number of travel 
lanes. More points 
awarded to wider roads. 

4 Lanes or greater 2 GIS mapping 
2 lanes 1 

Cul-de-sac/dead end 0 

Posted Speed 
Limit 

Assign points based on 
the posted speed limit. 

70 km/h or higher 3 GIS mapping 
60 km/h 2 
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TABLE 4.2: PRIORITIZATION RANKING FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Description Point Allocation 
(105 maximum) Data 

More points awarded to 
roads with higher posted 
speed limits. 

50 km/h 1 

Less than 50 km/h 0 

Average Annual 
Daily Traffic 
(AADT) 

Assign points to roads 
with greater AADT. 

Greater than 4,000 2 Traffic counts 
2,000 – 4,000 1 
Less than 2,000 0 

Public Support 
(10 points) 

Number of 
Requests 

Assign points based on 
the number of requests 
received from the public 
in the preceding year. 

More than 10 requests 10 Town public comments 
5 – 10 requests 5 
1 – 5 requests 3 

Constructabilit
y and Cost 
(10 points) 

Available Right-of-
way 

Assign points if there is 
sufficient right-of-way or 
road platform to widen 
the sidewalk to 1.8 
metres without additional 
property or significant 
changes to the road 
cross-section. 

3 points GIS mapping 

Utility Impacts Assign points if there are 
no impacts to existing 
utilities that would need 
to be relocated for 
sidewalk improvements. 

2 points GIS mapping, aerial 
photography, site visit 

Impacts to 
Sensitive 
Environmental 
Features 

Assign points if there are 
no impacts to sensitive 
environmental features. 

3 points GIS mapping, aerial 
photography, site visit 

Other Municipal 
Road/Service 
Improvements 

Assign points if the 
sidewalk upgrades can 
be incorporated into 

2 points Town/County Capital 
Works Plan 
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TABLE 4.2: PRIORITIZATION RANKING FOR SIDEWALKS 

Criteria Sub-Criteria Description Point Allocation 
(105 maximum) Data 

another planned 
road/service project. 

Cost Consider cost in the 
priority table for problem 
selection and budgeting 
purposes 

Not applicable Cost estimate based on 
length, typical width and 
other features needed 
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