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1.0 Introduction

The Pedestrian and Cycling Strategies (PCS) were approved by 

City Council in 2015 and provide the long-term vision for providing 

accessible, convenient and safe walking and cycling infrastructure for 

people of all ages and abilities. The PCS also assist in the prioritization 

of active transportation infrastructure projects throughout the city. A 

key direction of the PCS is to develop local bike networks for each 

neighbourhood that connect to the existing network and to the 

Downtown

���� ���	���
� ��� ������� ����� ����� �������� �	� ���������� �	� ���

important part of the network in the PCS and when completed will 

provide connections to the Omand’s Creek pathway, the protected 

bicycle lane on Assiniboine Avenue and Sherbrook Street, the bike 

lane on Maryland Street, and the planned neighbourhood greenway 

on Ruby Street. The study area runs east- west from Raglan Road 

through Wolseley Avenue/Westminster Avenue, Balmoral Street, 

and Granite Way to Osborne Street.

�����������������������	������������
�	����������	������������	������

of the project engagement (November 2018) included safety, bike 

network connections and cycling comfort. A public engagement 

report is available in documents tab of the project website. Phase      

1 feedback guided the development of preliminary design options 

which were then shared during Phase 2 of the public engagement 

(spring  2019).  Phase  2  public  engagement   strategies   included   

an online survey and several in-person engagement events (a 

stakeholder workshop, a public workshop, three pop-up events, 

and a guided walk/bike tour). Design treatments were proposed to 

�����		� �		��	� ���������� ��� ���	�� �� ���������� 	������������� ������!�

speeding, intersection and pedestrian safety, and parking for 

local businesses. Feedback documented in this report, along with 

technical analysis, was used to inform design options, that will again 

be shared for public comment in winter 2020.
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2.0 Purpose of engagement 
The purpose of Phase 2 public engagement was to gather 

perspectives on preliminary design options and treatments.  Key 

areas for feedback in this phase of engagement included: 

• Overall design options for both east and west segments of the 

project

• "������������#����������	�$�%�%�&�����������		���	��������	!�

one-way street conversions, speed humps, geometric 

improvements,curb extensions, raised intersections, crosswalk 

improvements [new painted crosswalks, crosswalk overhead 

'�	���	!����	������		���*!�������������	�#���	!����
����

��+��	���������;���������!����	��!���������������������	*<

• Parking implications

Feedback on these options was collected during public engagement 

events and through the online survey. This report describes the 

public engagement process, communication materials, public 

engagement events and key perspectives on preliminary designs.  

How major feedback themes were considered by the project team 

is available on the project website. Phase 3 of public engagement 

will take place in Winter 2020 to solicit input on the recommended 

design.

See Figure 1 for the overall project and engagement timeline.

Figure 1 - Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project Timeline
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3.0 Public engagement techniques 
Phase 2 of public  engagement  activities  occurred  between  May 

31, 2019 and June 23, 2019. Stakeholders were asked to provide their 

+�������� ��� &�����	� �&���	� ���� ������� ��� ����� ������ �����#����
�

designs to improve travel choices, accessibility, and connectivity in 

the study area. Engagement events were scheduled at various times 

�+� ���� ��
� ��� ����� ������� ���� ��������� 	�������	� ��� �����������=�

an online survey was available for those who were unable to attend 

events or wished to provide more input. 

Accessibility for all stakeholders was an important factor when 

deciding event locations. Events were held in proximity to the 

proposed project route, allowing for improved stakeholder 

accessibility through various forms of transportation (walk, cycle, 

transit, and vehicle). Recommendations from the community 

��'������� ���� ��������� ���� ��#���� �+� ������� �&���	� ��� 	�������

�#���&���	���������������		������
�$�%�%���������>���	��������������

at Balmoral Hall School, coinciding with children’s athletic events at 

?��&�
�"�����������;#����	�����*������������������+@���������Q�������

busier times of the day). Indoor events were held in a facility that 

allowed for accessibility for participants with mobility restrictions 

$���&�������><%

The City also conducted school travel planning and engagement 

(STPE) at three elementary schools in the study area: Mulvey School, 

Laura Secord School, and Wolseley School. The STPE process 

��&��&��� ��������� &��� U��	���������� ���� 	������	!� ������	!� 	���!�

and the broader school community to identify safety issues and 

barriers to active school travel, and to propose solutions on how to 

address these concerns. Members of the school community, faculty, 

and student body painted a picture of issues faced by children and 

families walking and cycling to school.

 

"��V���	���������#�#�#���	�$	����+��#�?���������������X�	������!�

Winnipeg Police Service, City of Winnipeg Transportation Division, 

Winnipeg Regional Health Authority, Winnipeg School Division, the 

principals at the three schools, as well as representatives on each 

school’s STPE working group were given the opportunity to provide 

input on the feedback and comments the project team received in 

Phase 1.

"��V���	���������#�#�#���	�$	����+��#�?���������������X�	������!�

Winnipeg Police Service, City of Winnipeg Transportation Division, 

Winnipeg Regional Health Authority, Winnipeg School Division, the 

principals at the three schools), as well as representatives on each 

school’s STPE working group were given the opportunity to provide 

input on the feedback and comments the project team received in 

Phase 1. 

Phase 2 engagement techniques for both the public and stakeholders 

are included in Table 1. See Appendix A for a stakeholder list, 

Appendix B for the workshop presentation, Appendix C Phase 2 

online survey, Appendix D for the school travel plan and engagement 

reports, and Appendix E for the school travel plan and engagement 

questionnaire.
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Date Engagement technique Interactions

November 9, 2018 – September 13, 2019
Project email address and stakeholder 

distribution list
357 stakeholders on email distribution list

April 8 – June 23, 2019
Stakeholder outreach discussions 

(phone & in-person)
Discussions with 6 key stakeholder groups

May 31 – June 23, 2019 Online survey
Accessed by a total of 2,445 people and 883 

visitors provided survey responses

June 6 & 20, 2019
City of Winnipeg public engagement 

newsletter
Over 5,000+ recipients

June 1st issue Wolseley Leaf ad Distributed to the entire project study area

Workshops

June 11, 2019
Stakeholder, St. Margaret’s Anglican Church, 

160 Ethelbert St.
6 attendees

June 11, 2019
Public, St. Margaret’s Anglican Church, 160 

Ethelbert St.
97 attendees

Pop-up events

June 12, 2019 Tall Grass Prairie, 859 Westminster Ave. 45 interactions

June 12, 2019 Balmoral Hall School, 630 Westminster Ave. 64 interactions

June 12, 2019 Mulvey School Field, 750 Wolseley Ave. 71 interactions

June 13, 2019
Guided Walk/Bike Tour, began at the corner of 

Raglan Road and Wolseley Avenue
13 attendees

School travel plan and engagement

February 26, 2019
"��V�\��������������+��������	�����=�"��V�

Phase 2 Questionnaire

STPE resource team members (10 
�����������	<=�"��V�������������	�$^_�

participants)

Table 1 - Phase 2 engagement techniques
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3.1 Stakeholder outreach discussions
Stakeholder outreach discussions were held with key stakeholders, 

schools, property management companies, and resident 

associations. Discussions were designed to elicit information on the 

priorities, interests, issues, and concerns of stakeholders in relation 

to preliminary design options within the study area. One-on-one 

discussions were conducted in-person or over the phone with the 

following stakeholders:

• Canada Life (Great West Life)

• Wolseley Residents Association

• Home Street Residents

• Houston Properties

• Onyx Properties

• Granite Curling Club

3.2 Workshops
Two workshops were held on June 11, 2019: one for the general 

public (97 participants) and another for key stakeholders (six 

participants). At the workshop, the team presented the preliminary 

designs, answered questions, and recorded in-person feedback. A 

���	��������� ��� �&������ ��	���� ������	� ���� �����#���	� ������� ���

both the general public and stakeholder workshops. As participant 

attendance was greater for the public workshop participants were 

split into smaller groups (approximately 20-25 people) to facilitate 

more detailed discussions. Each discussion group included a 

technical design expert and as well as a public engagement team 

member. Sign-in sheets were provided at the workshop entrance 

to determine the number of participants as well to record email 

addresses of anyone who would like to be added onto the project 

mailing list.
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3.3 Pop-up events
Pop-up events were held on June 12, 2019 at several locations 

������ ���� 	���
� ����!� ���������� ������ ������������ ��	���		�	� ����

easily accessible locations. Pop-up events were designed to build 

awareness of the project and provide stakeholders the opportunity 

to view and ask technical questions about the preliminary designs, 

and provide feedback directly on large map prints of each project 

design option. Participants were provided a postcard that included 

an image of the study area, link to the project webpage, and online 

survey web address to allow for additional feedback. A total of 193 

people participated in pop-up events.

3.4 Guided walk/bike tour
A guided walk/bike tour along the corridor route was used to provide 

residents an opportunity to provide real-time considerations and 

feedback on the overall design and treatment options. The goal of 

���� ����� �	� ��� �����	����� ��������� ���	�����&�	� ��� ��	���� ����

ideas/concerns.

In addition to the pop-ups, a guided walk/bike tour through the 

study area was held on June 13, 2019. The tour began at the corner  

of Raglan Road and Wolseley Avenue. Participants were invited to 

ride or walk the proposed route with the design team, discuss design 

options, and provide feedback. A total of 13 people (11 biking and 

two walking) participated.
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3.5 Online survey
An interactive online survey was available from May 31 to June 23,

2019 on the project webpage. The online survey was designed to 

determine level of support and gather feedback on preliminary 

design options. The survey asked participants to provide their overall 

��&��� �+� 	������� +��� ��������� �����#���	� ���� ������	� ���� 	�����

details about likes and dislikes. Maps illustrated design options, 

and photos described potential treatments. The survey included 

questions about respondents’ demographics to help the project 

team understand where feedback was coming from, and who was 

underrepresented in the engagement process. In total, 883 surveys 

were completed. 

3.6 School travel plan and engagement activities
Phase 2 consisted of gathering feedback from Phase 1 of the STPE 

process. Comments and conclusions were provided by 11 members 

of the STPE working groups and STPE resource team. This input 

����������������������#����������������	�����	����+������	����������

to improve the safety of students attending the three schools in the 

area.
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4.0 Promotion
Engagement opportunities were promoted using several methods, 

including:

• ̀ ����������������#�����������������	��&�
!����	���!�����

pop-up events was distributed via email to the stakeholder 

distribution list on May 31, 2019

• Posters, which included pop-up event information,  project 

website address, online survey link, and project email, were 

delivered to 12 businesses along the project corridor

• {�>������	���		�	���������������������������������&�����	�����	�

for distribution to patrons

• The City of Winnipeg issued public engagement newsletters June 

6, 2019 prior to the public engagement events and on June 20, 

2019 prior to the closure of the online survey

• Public engagement newsletters promoting public engagement 

events, online survey link, and project email were distributed to 

5,000+ email addresses on June 6 and June 20, 2019

• Reminders about the online survey closure deadline were 

distributed to the stakeholder distribution list via email on June 

�}!�^~�}�������������^�!�^~�}����������������������������	��&�
�

closure had been extended until June 23, 2019

•  The City of Winnipeg’s Facebook and Twitter platforms included 

six posts each from May 31- June 20, 2019

• There were 193 stakeholder interactions during the pop-up 

events

• Twelve signs were updated throughout the study area. A sticker 

was added to the signs to indicate design options were now 

available, directing the reader to the project website to learn 

more.

• STPE opportunities were promoted using the following methods: 

Emails sent to the STPE Resource Team (10 participants) and 

STPE working group members (23 participants) on February 26, 

2019 for feedback on STPE Report

See Appendix F for Phase 2 the materials used to promote project 

engagement.  
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5.0 What we heard
5.1 Online survey results
The following section summarizes the results of what we heard 

through the online survey. The survey received 883 responses 

between May 31, 2019 and June 23, 2019. 

Survey respondent demographics

Survey responses were split almost equally between female (48 

percent) and male (50 percent), with two percent attributed to 

other. The largest group of respondents (27 percent) included 

those between the ages of  35-44, closely followed by 25-34 year 

olds (20 percent), and 45-54 and 55-64 groupings (19 percent 

each). Respondents in the 75-84 age group only accounted for 2 

percent of all respondents along with only 3 percent representing 

the 18-24 year old age group. Phase 2 respondent percentages are 

comparable to the results from Phase 1, with the greatest change 

noted in the decrease (7 percent) in respondents in the 25-34 age 

group. Overall response volumes from participants 18 to 44 years old 

remained the same or decreased (3-7 percent) between Phase 1 and 

2. This contrasts with the increase (2-3 percent) in participation from 

respondents 45 to 84 years old.

AGE OF RESPONDENTS

3% 20% 27%

19% 19% 9% 2%

18 - 24 
years old

25 - 34 
years old

35 - 44 
years old

45 - 54 
years old

55 - 64
years old

65 - 74
years old

75 - 84
years old

GENDER OF 
RESPONDENTS

48% female

50% male

2% other
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Survey respondents self-identifying as residents in Phase 2 of 

the project (64 percent) showed an increase of  22 percent  when  

compared  to  the Phase   1   online   survey   results   (42 percent).  

X��������	�!� ��	�������	����������������	���&��������������������

the corridor because they travel through the area decreased by 9 

percent (11 percent). Of note, Phase 2 respondents included work/

business as a connection to the corridor (12 percent) which was not 

indicated as a corridor connection in Phase 1. The majority of survey 

respondents were from the R3G (353) and R3C (158) postal codes. 

As the study area falls within these two postal codes, high survey 

response from these areas was expected.

Resident

Travel through the area

Visting local residents

Work / business 

Student

Shopping

Other

Volunteering

Accessing social services

64%

12%

11%

3%

1%

1%

1%

1%

5%

2%

3%

2%

9%

9%

13%

20%

42% Phase 1 

Phase 2

12
R2R 2

R2W
5

R3E

13
R3J

15
R3N

5
R3P

353
R3G

15 
R3L

158
R3C

35
R3M

3
R3B

4
R2K

1 
R2G

3
R2C

3
R2V

7
R2J

12
R2R 2

R2W
5

R3E

13
R3J

15
R3N

5
R3P

353
R3G

15 
R3LLLLLLLLLLLL

158
R3C

35
R3M

3
R3B

4
R2K

1 
R2G

3
R2C

3
R2V

7
R2J

4
R3Y
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5.1.1 Design options
The study area was divided into two segments’ based on treatment 

options being explored and typical land use.  The west segment 

which extends from Raglan Road to Furby Street is comprised of 

predominantly single family homes, whereas the east segment, 

which extends from Furby Street to Osborne Street, is mostly multi-

family homes.

5.1.1.1 West segment
Option 2 for protected bicycle lanes on Westminster Avenue and a 

neighborhood greenway on Wolseley Avenue garnered the highest 

support in the west segment (51 percent support) versus Option 1  

(40 percent  support).  Protected bicycle lanes and dedicated bicycle 

infrastructure was viewed as the most favourable components of 

West Option 2.

Do nothing/
leave as is

Full support

WEST OPTION 1 - NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAYS ON 
WESTMINSTER AVENUE AND WOLSELEY AVENUE

WEST OPTION 2 - PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES ON WESTMINSTER 
AVENUE NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAY WOLSELEY AVENUE

Percentage of respondents

Percentage of respondents

22% 15% 23% 23% 17%

Do nothing/
leave as is

Full support

22% 12% 16% 20% 31%
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What do you LIKE about west option 1?

108 21

83

80

80

72

69

60

23

22

16

4

19

���������	
������������������
��������������������
�

������	����

�������������

������������������

����
���������������������

��������������������

����
����������������������������
�����

��� ��������

����
��������������
����
�����

!�	����������������������

WEST OPTION 1 - NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAYS ON 
WESTMINSTER AVE. AND WOLSELEY AVE

���� ���������� ���������� ��� ������� &���#�	� ���� 	������������� �	�

viewed as the most favourable result of the West Option 1 (108). 

Other aspects of the West Option 1 design that were generally in 

+�&��������������	�������#�	�$�_<!�����������#����$�~<!�#����������

��������$�~<!��#���&�������	������	�+��
�$�^<!����������������	����	��

(69),  and improved cycling safety and environment (60). 

“This is an amazing and bold option! Currently 
�����������	���	��������������������	������	������
to Portage along both Westminster and Wolseley. 
������������� ���
���
���!������������
�	�����"����
���������������������	���#

� �������	�����������	���������	���	���	��$���
��
����
�������������
��	���$�	�	���������������
�������	����������%���������&����&����!����$����
�	��
�	������������������	���		����������������
�������������������	�
�&�	�������$���$���!��&����
�	����������#

� ���&�����������$�����	����	������������
����	!���� ����	&����!���������$����	�
����
������	��$�������	�����	�����������'������������
����������	�#

What we heard from respondents...WESTMINSTER AVENUE AND WOLSELEY AVENUE

Number of comments 
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What do you DISLIKE about west option 1?

Number of comments 

�����������
������
��"
���������

#����
����
�������$��������������������������������������������������

��� ��

��������������������������

������	����

�������������

Maintained parking

&���� ��

�������������
���
��������������

��������'��������
���������(�

92

91

62

54

52

11

11

11

11

6

Disliked features of this design included transit rerouting on Home 

Street (92) and the lack of protected bicycle lanes and designated 

cycling infrastructure (91).

� ���	�����&������*+,�������%�����	��� �-���
�����	����������
���������	������
�	�����$������
�����$��������

�������
�������������������'���������������������	������������#

� ���	�����&�������	��!���$��������	����������������!����
�����	����������������	���!���!������������������
/�����	�������!������������	������&��	���	����	����	�
/�����	'���������������	������������������#

� �����	-�����	��������������������������	���������	���
��������
�������&�	��
��	���	�'� ���������	��������&��$�
�����	��������	�
����&��#

What we heard from respondents...
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��
�������$������������������
�������������$���������������������

No transit changes or rerouting

������	����

���������	
������������������
��������������������
��

�������������

����
����������������������������
�����

No parking and parking restrictions

��������������������

���
����)���
���������
����������
���������������
�����
�

������������������������
����������
�������

What do you LIKE about west option 2?

174

47

39

36

29 

28

20

16

10

10

WEST OPTION 2 - PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES ON WES
AVENUE, NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAY WOLSELEY

The provision of protected bicycle lanes and dedicated bicycle 

infrastructure was viewed as the most favourable result of the West 

Option 2 (174). Other aspects of the West Option 2 design that were 

generally favoured included: no transit changes or rerouting (47), 

	�������#�	�$_}<!���������	�������������������!��������&���#�	�����

������� ��&��	���	� $_�<!� ������� ���#���� $^}<!� ���� �#���&��� �
������

safety and environment (28).

What we heard from respondents...

�0����������������&����	���
�	�
������	1�������!��	�
����������������	��
������������$�
���
�	��$���
�������������������������������������������������!	������
!�����������	������&����������$��	���$�������	���$�
�������������	���������	���	�!��������������������	�����
��������������#

� ����������&�������������������������	���%� �
�����%��

�����	������	�������������	����������������
�$���&���������	�����
�	���������	��������

�����!��
���������� �!�����������������	�����
�	�����"����!�����$�
�����	���������	�!����/�����	'��	������������&��
��	��2!���������������������3�!��������������	��������
�����	��#

�����
�	���������
������	�����������!����
�&������
	���������������
����
����!��&������	���������
$���	���������	���'��������������	�������������������
�����#

WEST OPTION 2 - PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES ON WESTMINSTER 
AVENUE, NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAY WOLSELEY AVENUE

Number of comments 
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What do you DISLIKE about west option 2?

���
����
���������

��� ��

�������������
����������������������
��

������	����

��
�������$���������

���
���������

*���
 ������

No north-south connecting route

���
������$����
���

#����
���������������
���

62

19

14

12

10

10

8

8

6

5

Number of comments

Survey participants disliked the removal of parking (62), one-way 

	�����	� $�}<!� ������� ��&��	���� ���� ����		� ��	��������	� $��<!� 	�����

humps (12), and protected bike lanes (10).

What we heard from respondents...
� ������������������&������������$����&�	��� �������	�
Walnut Street. There is already nowhere near 
�	��������&�	��!��	�����������	����	�����
����
�	�������������	����������������	���$���
��	�����'���������	�'�!��	����	����
����

����#

“Wolseley does not need to be one way. It will cause 
�����������$����������&�����	�����������	�	��
�"���
��������#

“ ����	&����������&�	���	�����
�	�����!���������
the businesses there and they are a critical 
��
��	�	���$�����	����������������������#
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5.1.1.2 East segment
Overall, East Option 1 gathered greater support (52 percent) 

compared to East Option 2 (34 percent) and East Option 3 (24 

percent). The protected bicycle lanes in East Option 1 were viewed 

as the favored treatment option for bicycle infrastructure.

EAST OPTION 1 - ONE WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, 
PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES 

Percentage of respondents

Do nothing/
leave as is

Full support

23% 10% 14% 17% 35%

EAST OPTION 2 - TWO-WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, RAISED 
AND PROTECTED BICYCLE PATH

Percentage of respondents

Do nothing/
leave as is

Full support

21% 21% 24% 19% 15%

EAST OPTION 3 - TWO-WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, 
AT-GRADE PAINTED BICYCLE LANES

Percentage of respondents

Do nothing/
leave as is

Full support

24% 16% 24% 16% 8%
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East Option 1 garnered the highest support in the  east  segment. 

The  provision  of  protected  bicycle  lanes  was  viewed  as  the most

favourable (181). Other favourable aspects of East Option 1 included:

�#���&����
������	�+��
�������&����#����$�}<!������
��������$��<!�

������������	��������������������$^�<%

��
�������$�������������

����
����������������������������
�����

��� ��������

���������	
������������������
��������������������
��

������������������������
����������
�������

���
����
�������
���������

�������������

���
����)���
���������
����������
���������������
�����
�

+�������������
��������

Maintains parking 

What do you LIKE about east option 1?

181

69

44

27

19

12

7

7

6

5

EAST OPTION 1 - ONE WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, 
PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES What we heard from respondents...

�5�������������������&����	�����������������	1����
���!��	�����������������	�����!��������
���
�	��$���
���������#

�6�����$��������	���	�!��&�	����� 	�����
��	�	�����������
�����	������$��
�0��������7��	��4������� 
������������
�����������
����	� �!����!��&�
����&���	��������!��&����
��������	�������!��	�����	���	��������!	���!	�#

�/�&�	��8��
��������	�%!���!�����������	���������	�
��	1������	��
��������$������������#

Number of comments 
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What do you DISLIKE about east option 1?

��� ��

���
����
�������
���������

Re-routing transit

���������������������
���������������

�������������
�����������������������
��

����
���������

#����
����
�������$������������������������������������������

#����
��������������
��
����
����������

Cost

Maintains parking

Number of comments

61 

26 

22

18

17

12

10

8

7

1

���������
�����������&��	���	������������	������	�����	�������	�

both liked (44) and disliked (61) the design. Additionally, removal or 

������+���������$^�<!����������������	���$^^<!�������	���������#��	���	�

+�������������#����$��<������������	���	����������	������������	�����%

“ �����&�������	��!����������'�������	�������������
������	��������������	���	���������	����������
�	����&���	����������������&�$��������	�������� ��
!����������	�	��	����	��9��	������������������
���������#

��������������:����!����
����%�����	�!����	���
!������
�������&�	������������������
��	��!���
�	����������������	�������&��	�����������'� ���	���
!�	������������	�����������:	����&�	��$���
��
��������%��������������
��!�	������
��#

�5���	���������&�	�%���������	���������
�	���
	������&�	������������$����������!�����9�����
����������	-�������������������������#

What we heard from respondents...
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��
�������$������������������������������������������

&��������������$������������

#����
��
�� ���

+��������������
������������������

����
��������������������
����������������

Maintains parking

������������������������
����������
�������

No changes to transit

���������	
������������������
��������������������
��

��� ��

What do you LIKE about east option 2?

89 

53

49

20

19

6

6

6

3

2

EAST OPTION 2 - TWO-WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, 
RAISED AND PROTECTED BICYCLE PATH

East Option 2 feedback noted support for protected bicycle lanes 

and designated infrastructure (89), grade-separated bicycle lanes 

$�_<!� ���������� ����
� ������� $�}<!� #���#��� �#����� ��� ������� ����

access (20), and an improvement to the cycling environment and 

safety (19).

What we heard from respondents...
� ����������&����������	�������	�����������-��
����
������	��������	����	���	����������
������&�������
�����������&����	�����	�#

�;�������&����	����������'������������	�����&��
��	����������������������2�����������!�	���3�#

Number of comments 
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What do you DISLIKE about east option 2?

,���������������������$��������

*���
 �$���������

Cost

#����
��������������
��
����
����������

���
����
�������
���������

#����
����
�������$������������������������������������������

#����
��
�� ���

��� ��

���������������������
��������������������������������������

*���
 ��
�
����	����������

Number of comments

90 

68 

41

24

19

17

15

11

9

8

Survey participants disliked the grade-separated bike lane (90), 

narrow bike lanes (68), cost (41), and lack of safety and comfort for 

cyclists (24).

“����������������	������������������������������$���'�
������������	�!�	����#

�<������	���������������!�����������������$�
$���������	=��	1����$�����	������	�����

���������
casual cyclists and children. Faster cyclists may 
choose to instead cycle on narrow roads. It could also 
����������������$�����&�����������#

What we heard from respondents...
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What do you LIKE about east option 3?

#����
��
�� ���

Cost

�������$������������������������������������������

�������$������������������������������������������

.�������$������������

+��������������
������������������

����
����������������������������
������

!�������
���������

Maintains parking

��������������

Number of comments

90 

68

19

11

15

17

9

8

24

41

2

3

EAST OPTION 3 - TWO-WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC, 
AT-GRADE PAINTED BICYCLE LANES

East Option 3 feedback noted support for the lack of one-way streets 

(90), the lower cost (68), dedicated bicycle infrastructure (41), and 

lack of protected bicycle lanes (24).

What we heard from respondents...
������������!�%!����������	��
�����	�����������!��	�
����������	��!	��!	�#

� ���&��������������������!����������!���������
���
�	��
����$��������	���	����	
�	��������	�������������#

������!�%!�������������&���������������������������$�
���������	��	���
$����$�����������	���&���#
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What do you DISLIKE about east option 3?

#����
����
�������$������������������������������������������

#����
��������������
��
����
����������

*���
 �$���������

���
����
�������
���������

.�������$���������

��� ���

���������������������
���������������

�������������
����������������������
��

#����
��
�� ���

Maintains parking

131

35

30

24

12

9

5

7

13

Number of comments

8

2

5

5

1

Disliked features of this design included the lack of protected bicycle 

lanes (131), lack of safety and comfort for cyclists (35), narrow bike 

lanes (30), and removal or lack of parking (24).

“����������������������������	����!��	�����������	�
������������������	���������$�����	�����	��������&��
��	���#

�<����!���&����	����	�����������!��������������
������������������������!������	����	��>�	������
��$��#

What we heard from respondents...
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5.1.2 Design treatments
X�����	�����������������	�������������������!�	�������!������	�������

and pedestrian safety, and parking for local business needs were 

concerns within the study. Participants were presented with 

�����	��������#���	���	���������	���������
������		����	���		��	!�

and were asked to provide feedback on each.

����������	
���������������

Vehicle access restrictions 
Vehicle access restrictions are physical barriers that limit motor 

&��������������+��#�����������������������������	%�`���		���	��������	�

were tested in four areas, and received a mix of high (30-37%) and 

low (31-38%) support. 

\�	�������	���������������
���#������������&���#�	�����	�������������

on otherwise quiet streets (99), potential for improved cycling and 

pedestrian safety (42), and reduced speed (25) but disliked reduced 

����		�$��<�������������������+���������	������������������������	�����

side streets (42), and also thought the restrictions were unnecessary 

(38).

One-way street conversions 
While 26-30 percent of survey respondents liked the idea of using 

�����
� 	������ ���&��	���	� ��� ������� 	������������� ������� $�_<� ����

improve cycling safety and environment (40), many disliked the 

�������	��+�������������������������������	�����+�����	������$��<!�����

restricting access (57).
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ISSUE 1 - SHORT CUTTING TRAFFIC
Vehicle restrictions

/�����������.������0�.������
��������

.�$�����������0���������
��.�����

/
�������.������0��	��$�����
��

/
�������.������0���������
��

Low support High support

38% 6% 11% 8% 37%

33% 10% 16% 11% 30%

32% 9% 16% 11% 33%

31% 8% 16% 10% 37%

Percentage of respondents

General DISLIKESGeneral LIKES 

#��������
�����
�������������	
����������
��1������������

����
������������
��������������������������

��������������
���
�
����	�����

�������������

����������������	$
��	

��

���
����)���
��
���������������
�����
�

����
������
��������
��������

����
����������������������������2��������

Quiter streets

����������	������
������

99

25

42

10

7

9

3

5

2

1

Reduced access

����������������
��
�	����
���������������������

,�����������

�����������������
�����������
������
�

���
��������

*����������������
�$���������

Cost

Re-routing transit route

��������������

������������������
�����������	�����

48

38

42

19

11

7

6

6

5

3

Number of comments Number of comments

Number of comments Number of comments 
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One-way street conversions
3
���45���
���������������$
���4�
��	$
����
������
��

#����������������
�5�
�� ���.�����

&������� ��� ���$
����
������
����$
������������
�5���
����������

�����
��.������ ���$
����
������
��.������
����������
�"
���������

/
�������.������ ���$
����
������
��/��������������
�+�������

Low support High support

Percentage of respondents

48% 6% 12% 8% 26%

48% 6% 9% 7% 30%

39%
7%

17% 9% 29%

47%

7%

12% 7% 27%

General DISLIKESGeneral LIKES 

���������	
���������������

����
����������������������������
�����

/�������
�������$������������

����
������������
������������

����
���������6
 

�������������

*
����
����������

����������	�����������

����
������������
���
�
����	�����

���
����)���
��
���������������
�������

63

40

13

13

9

8

6

5

5

4

Number of comments

���
������������
�
�	����
���������������������

Restricted access

Increased congestion

,�����

7��������
�����������
���������

Not an issue

Cost

Re-routed transit

*���������������
��$����������

���
����������
�������������������

67

57

34

32

27

19

9

9

6

5

Number of comments

7%

ISSUE 1 - SHORT CUTTING TRAFFIC

/
�������.������ ���$
����
������
��/��������������
�+������� ������/
�������.������ ���$
����
������
��/��������������
�+�������
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Issue 2 - Speeding

"���������	��������������������		��%�"�������#�	����������	���

to ensure vehicles travel at speeds deemed safe for pedestrians and 

cyclists.

Speed humps
"����� ��#�	� ���
� ��� &�������� ��'������� ��� 	��� #����� &�������

������%� "���
� �����������	� ���������� 	������ 	������� $��� �������<�

+��� ���	� ���������=� ���&��!� �����	� 	�� ���#� �	� ������		��
� ����

uncomfortable for cyclists.

The online survey included a question regarding speed humps on 

Wolseley Avenue, north of Westminster Avenue and east of Arlington 

"�����=� ���� U��	����� �	� ��	��� ���� ��	������� �����������
� ����

therefore corresponding results have been removed from analysis. 
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ISSUE 2 - SPEEDING
Speed humps

/
�������.��������
�����������������
�+������������������
���/�����������.������
��
��.�$������������
�+�������������� 23% 7% 14% 10% 45%

Low support High support

General DISLIKESGeneral LIKES 

���������������
���
�
����	�����

����
����������

���������	
���������������

����
������������
��������������������������

�������������

����������������

*
��	������
��$�
�����������

+
����8��������	�����
�������

Cost

����
�������������2��������

Number of comments Number of comments

128

30

21

16

10

8

7

7

4

4

,���������

,��
��
���$����
����������

���8������

/������������������������

Cost

Hazardous

�����������
������
������������������

�$��������
������������������

*
�����
�����������

���
������
��������

61

23

23

13

11

11

8

5

3

3

Percentage of respondents
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Issue 3 - Intersection safety and pedestrian safety

"�+��
��������	������������������	�&����������	������	%�����	������

	�+��
� �	� ��� �		��� ���������� �
� ��	�������	!� �����������
� �������

major intersections. Design treatments were developed to improve 

�����	������� ���#���
� $#������� ����� �������#���	<� ����

pedestrian safety.

Geometric improvements
Geometric improvements were proposed to improve sightlines 

�������� #������� ����� ��������	� ��� ��
� �����	������	=� �����������	�

indicated 47-51 percent support for this treatment. The majority of 

participants (91) liked that the improvements increased safety but 

some felt they were unnecessary (39) and costly (14).

Curb extensions 
������Q���	���	!�����������������
	!�	���#�����&�������������!�

��������������		������	������+�������	�����	!����������	���+����&��

locations within the study area. Participants indicated between 38-

40 percent support for this design treatment. Survey respondents 

liked improved pedestrian and cyclist safety (55), improved general 

safety (31), and reduced vehicle speeds (26) but some questioned 

whether extensions would be unsafe for pedestrians and cyclists, 

����������		��
!�����������	�������������������	����%

Raised intersections
Raised intersections elevate an intersection’s road surface to 

sidewalk level to slow vehicles and provide greater crossing comfort 

for pedestrians. Three raised intersections were proposed for the 

study area, all of which received general support (48-50 percent). 

Survey participants liked how the raised intersections would reduce 

vehicle speeds (36), increase pedestrian safety and environment (35), 

and increase general safety (27). Some respondents felt this design 

�����#�����	�������		��
�$__<!���	��
�$^�<!�������������&��$��<%

Crosswalk improvements 
Proposed crosswalk improvements included adding new painted 

���		���	!��#���&�����Q�	��������		���	������&�������'�	���	!����

raising crosswalks to require vehicles to slow down when passing. 

Survey respondents supported crosswalk improvements at all four

proposed locations (52-55%) and liked the associated improvement

in pedestrian safety and environment (48), improved general safety

(37), and reduced vehicle speeds (19). Those who disliked the 

treatment said it was unnecessary (28) and noted a dislike of the 

�&�������'�	���	�$��<%
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Geometric improvements
5���
���������������&�������/��

/�����������.����������9��
���������

/�����������.����������!�	��$����������

/
�������.����������9�����������

/
�������.����������9����
��������

ISSUE 3 - INTERSECTION SAFETY AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Low support High support

17% 5% 14% 13% 51%

15% 6% 15% 13% 51%

15% 6% 16% 14% 49%

16% 7% 17% 13% 47%

17% 6% 17% 13% 47%

General DISLIKESGeneral LIKES 
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����
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Curb extensions
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Raised intersections
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General DISLIKESGeneral LIKES 
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Issue 4 - Parking

Parking –West Segment 
West Segment Option 2 proposed protected bicycle lanes along 

��	�#��	���� `&����%� ��������� �������� ������	� ���� +������	� ����

����##������ ��� ��������� ������	� ��� ����##������ ����� �����

infrastructure. (Parking changes were indicated in West Option B: 

shared use lane, parking maintained Aubrey Street.) Time-limited 

residential street parking for non-residents was included in some 

options to mitigate parking impacts and increase availability of 

visitor parking.

Survey participants indicated greater support of parking adjustments 

with West Option A: Protected Bike Lane, Parking Removed (29%) 

when compared to West Option B: Shared Use Lane, Parking 

Maintained Aubrey Street to Arlington Street (14%). Further to this, 

residential side street parking solicited a limited level of support 

(25%). 

In West Option A, respondents liked the protected bicycle lane (36), 

parking on side streets during business hours (24), and the improved 

cycling safety and environment (27). 

Respondents disliked the potential impact on businesses and 

churches (119), the lack of parking in the area for residents and 

visitors (90), and congestion (20).

West Option B gathered support for maintaining parking in some 

areas (42), minimized impact on businesses (25), and improved 

pedestrian and cycling safety (8) while respondents generally 

disliked the shared-use lane (32),  the potential impact on businesses 

and churchs (26), removal of parking (25), and lack of protected bike 

lanes (22).

Respondents liked that residential side street parking would likely 

result in no impact/positive impact for businesses (18), and also liked 

the concept of introducing time-limited parking for non-residents 

(17) and adding parking permits for residents (12). Dislikes  included 

lack of parking (44), lack of parking for residents and visitors (26), 

and its impact on businesses (29).
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Low support High support
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Residential side street parking

ISSUE 4 - PARKING
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Parking – East Segment

East segment options proposed raised and protected bicycle 

lanes. Depending on the location, some parking changes were also 

proposed to accommodate the bicycle lane infrastructure.

{��� V�	�� ������� `�� �����
� &������� ������!� ���	��&�	� �������!� ����

�
� &������� ������� ���� ���������� ���
���� ����	� ���� �����	��%� ���	�

option retains eight existing parking spaces on Balmoral Street 

���� 	��>	� �������� ��� ���� ������ 	���� �+� �������� ��
%� ����
�+����

percent of survey participants indicated support for this parking 

adjustment design. Survey respondents liked the maintained 

parking (41), protected bicycle lane (31), and improved cyclist safety 

and environment (17) but disliked the one-way conversion (37), 

maintained parking (28), and reduced access (23).

V�	�� ������� ��� ����
� &������� ������� ���� ���	��� ���� ����������

bicycle lanes were proposed. In this option, parking would be 

��#�&���������������"�������������#�����"����������	��>����������

north side of Granite Way. Survey participants indicated 22 percent 

support for this design treatment. Parking removal (40), preserving 

����
� ������� $^�<� ���� ������� �� ���������� ���
���� ����� $��<� ����

the top ranked. In contrast, removing parking (82), no protected 

bicycle lanes (23), and one-way conversions (22) were the most 

disliked design elements.
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5.2 Stakeholder outreach discussions, workshop, pop-up and STPE events feedback

Engagement feedback included perspectives related to safety, bike 

network connectivity, cycling comfort, accessibility, design details, 

engagement, parking and loading, pedestrian comfort, safe travel 

��� 	�����!� ���� &��������� ������� '�%� X����� ���������� �������� ����

dedicated project email, stakeholder outreach, workshop, and pop-

up event discussions are summarized and presented in this section.

West Option 1

�������������������
����+�&�����+�����������#�������������	���
%�����

conversion of Home Street to a bus route was the main concern, with 

a petition on this conversion signed by several Wolseley residents.

West Option 2

Feedback on the protected bike lane treatment was positive and 

negative. Cyclists liked the increased safety that a physical barrier 

would provide especially for children biking. The businesses in the 

area indicated the associated removal of parking along Westminster 

Avenue would be extremely detrimental to their businesses and 

were strongly opposed to parking adjustments required by the 

protected bike lane design. It was also noted that   the Westminster 

Church, Misericordia Hospital and other large businesses in the area 

heavily rely on street parking and would be negatively impacted by 

any parking loss.

East Option 1

����� ���	������ ���� ���� ������� �+� �� �����
� ������� �������!�

residents voiced concern about accessibility. Residents were 

�����������
����������������������#����������
���������������&��

�������		������#�	!�	��������������������#���������!������������'��

for delivery trucks and emergency vehicles, as well as how removing 

parking would take away from what is already a limited supply of 

on-street spaces. An increase in safety and reduction in cross-cutting 

��������	�#����������	���������������	�����+����	���	���%

East Option 2

Participants questioned whether the lesser width of the proposed 

���	��� ���
���� ����� ����� #���� ��� ��������� +��� ���	� ��� ��		� �
���	�	%��

It was also noted that the ability to be able to cycle side-by-side is 

important, which may not be possible with a smaller width bicycle 

����%��������	�����&�����������������������
�	�������
����������&��
�

maintain these bicycle paths as they were perceived as being quite 

narrow. 

East Option 3

East Option 3 received the least amount of support from cyclists. 

Without a physical barrier, cyclists commented that safety and 

cycling comfort would not be improved when sharing the road with 

vehicles. Infrastructure design shows that the painted bike lane may 

not have the same impact on vehicle speed reduction that a physical 

barrier would provide by narrowing the roads.

See Appendix G for Stakeholder outreach discussions, workshop, 

and pop-up event feedback.
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	���������������

Responses were received from a total of 11 members of the STPE 

resource team and STPE working groups, and the feedback received 

is provided below:

1. Wolseley School working group comments: 

“The report did a good job of capturing our concerns. I would like to 
see the PAC work on sidewalk games to encourage walking to school, 
and the creation of a bike train program to encourage cycling to 
school. I really appreciate that you asked the students to participate 
and enjoyed learning their perspectives.”

“I’d like to revisit the concerns around vehicle volume in school zones 
and better safety. I would also like to revisit the safety concerns of     
the parents who live North of Portage Ave. and have children who go 
to school in Wolseley. Those of us who have children who would like   
to walk or bike to school, but feel there is a very real safety concern 
with Portage Ave. I feel like the most important issues have been 
���������� ��� �	�
� ������� ������� ���� ����� ������� ��������
�� �����
with pedestrian comfort are my top priorities. I know that the ability   
����

��������������
��������������
����������������

�������	�
�
report but I feel like it should be. There is a large population of the 
parents of Wolseley School that have children that need to traverse 
Portage Ave. in order to get to and from school. That population is only 
going to increase in the coming years.”

“If we stick to the scope of the project then I feel that we have covered 
everything well- eventually I would like the city or school division to 
revisit how students safely cross Portage Avenue. I feel that all of our 
concerns were addressed well. I appreciate the engagement of the 
students- seeing the streets from their perspective was very helpful. I 
would like to continue to push the city and the province to expand this 
to include routes to Polo Park/St James and to tie in to the Assiniboine 
�����������
�
������������������������������������	�����������
������
connected- to allow for safe cycling throughout the city.”

!"��	��	���	����������
�������	���	�������
��������#������������
concerns. My biggest concern being safe crossing for children north of 
Portage. I don’t think I have anything else to add at this time. Thanks 

����	���������$��
�%

“North of Portage corridor / access to Wolseley for commuters and 
students is an issue for me. I’d also like to revisit the Wolseley bike   
lane concepts, and what is really necessary, and to make sure it is a 
�
���$�����������
�����������������������	���	����	�����
�&��
�$�����������	���
����	��������������"��������
��������
���
������
from the City / School divisions to help with Adult Crossing Guards 
for Portage Ave. But would love to hear long term/year-round ideas 
moved forward.”
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2. Laura Secord School working group comments: 

“Perhaps the notion of a reduced speed limit along the length of 
Wolseley Avenue?”

!"&�� ��� 
���� �	���� �	�
� ��
�� ���� 
��������
� ��� �	����� ����
implementation (beyond changes to the built environment and 
“enforcement”) would be useful. This has come up in subsequent 
discussions at parent council meetings. One item that came up was 
the idea of facilitating student walkabouts to attempt to change 
parent behavior through educating the kids.“

“One thing that’s come up since this process started is the 30km 
signage and it’s distance from the school on Wolseley Avenue – I 
believe that the parent council is going to be advocating for a larger 
area to be covered under the 30kmph signage.”

“I’m always happy to lend my support on making streets safer for our 
community where I can!”

3. Mulvey School working group comments:

“I’m wondering if all of the safety concerns/suggestions that were 
brought up at the Mulvey meeting will still be considered in the plan?  
In particular, there were suggestions regarding the intersections 
at Westminster/Maryland and Wolseley/Maryland including a curb 
bump-out (not sure if I have the right term), and a turning light 
*+�
����� ��� 4�������5� �� 	���� ������� 
������ ������6�7��� 
�	��
rush hour. There were two occasions that a parent/guardian was hit 
at these intersections by turning vehicles last year, so anything that 
improves safety for pedestrians would be greatly appreciated.” 
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4. School travel planning and engagement (STPE) resource 

team comments:

“Based on our existing knowledge of the community, we feel that the 
reports have captured the main issues. “

“Children travel to and from school as one of their major destinations, 
but not the only destination. Is there a way to capture travel to 
���������� ������
� �	��� �	������� ���� ���8����� *���� ������ ���� �7���
school care; recreation centre; nearby businesses, etc.)?”

!+���� ������ ���� �7��� 
�	�� ����� �������
� ��� �	�� ����� ��
�����9�
:	�������$���������������
��	�
%

“The reports were very well written and captured the main points from 
the sessions we attended.”

“The three travel planning and engagement reports provide a lot of 
great data! I really appreciate the amount of feedback you were able 
to get from the students themselves and am thrilled to see that the 
work done here will inform he design concepts for the Wolseley to 
Downtown project!”

“Educational components for parents and students would be helpful. 
4��������
����	��	����
������	�
���	����
�	�
������7���"�������
that it is parents who are creating unsafe situations for students during 
����������������$��<����������������������������$������
�
that are regularly circulated to students and parents.”

“Really enjoyed being a part of the working group and appreciated  
the diverse input from a variety of representatives.”

“Were students surveyed on mode choice? If so, it would be interesting 
to include the results at the start of the report (e.g., 60 percent walk to 
school, 20 percent are driven, 20 percent bike)”

“In future STPs, it would be good to ask working groups what are some 
things they like about their commute to and from school. Identifying 
issues is critical and this process did a great job of doing that. It would 
also be nice to identify positives and things that are already in place 
and working well. For  example,  highlighting  the  patrol  program  
and Laura Secord School would be great to include in the report as 
something that is working well. Knowing what works well at some 
schools could help us solve issues at other schools.”
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6.0 Next steps
Stakeholder feedback provided valuable insight into how the project 

team had to balance many needs and viewpoints when developing 

a recommended design. 

Phase 3 of public engagement is planned to begin in early 2020 

���� ���� +���	� ��� 	������� ���� ����� ��	���� ����##��������� ����

������������� ��� ������� +�������� ��'������� ���� ��	���� �����		%�

Phase 3 engagement will include opportunities for residents to 

provide feedback through an open house, online survey and 

stakeholder meetings.

The STPE facilitator will meet with the Parent Advisory Councils  

(PACs) of each of the three study schools, share the results of 

each school’s family and classroom surveys, and present the 

recommended design for review. 

��+���� ����������� ��� ����� ��	���!� 	������	� ��� ���� ������ �����	� $�!�

5 and 6) will be given the opportunity to review the recommended 

design and solutions to make sure we accurately heard their needs 

and wants.

The engagement program is expected to conclude in February 2020, 

at which point the project team will use feedback from all phases of 

������#������������#���������������������##��������	���%������

������	�����	���������!� ������������	���������������������	��������

presented to Council for budget consideration prior to construction.
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Appendix A: stakeholder list

• Bike Winnipeg

• Manitoba Cycling Association

• The WRENCH

• Green Action Centre

• Winnipeg Trails Association

• Faculty of Kinesiology and Recreation Management – University 

of Manitoba

• City of Winnipeg Access Advisory Committee

• Government of Manitoba - Indigenous and Municipal Relations

• Injury Prevention/Recreational Trails Healthy Living and Healthy 

Populations Branch, Manitoba Health, Seniors and Active Living

• Wolseley Residents Association

• Misericordia Health Centre

• West Broadway BIZ

• Laura Secord School

• Mulvey School

• Wolseley School

• ���#�������������

• Verde Juice Bar

• Tall Grass Prairie

• Food Fare

• R.A. Steen Community Centre

• Balmoral Hall School 

• Broadway Neighbourhood Centre

• West Broadway Community Organization

• Cornish Library

• Canada Life (Great-West Life)

• Korner Stop Grocery Store

• Westgate Mennonite Collegiate   

• City Councillor– Cindy Gilroy, Daniel McIntyre Ward

• City Councillor– Sherri Rollins, Fort Rouge-East Fort Garry Ward

• McClure United Church

• Korean Full Gospel

• Saint Margaret’s Anglican Church

• Westminster United Church

• Saint Peter’s Lutheran Church

• St. Demetrios Romanian Orthodox Church

• United Church Halfway House

• Transportation Options for Seniors -TONS

• Wolseley Family Place

• Flaming Cheetahs

• Wolseley Wheels - A Kids of Mud Cycling Club

• Young Food Mart

• Helen Grocery

• Chestnut Grocery

• Best Way Foods

• The Shoe Doctor 

• Tall Grass Prairie

• Granite Curling Club

• Barchet’s Grocery

• The Nook

• Organic Planet Worker Co-op

• Urban Massage Therapy

• Yoga North

• Spence Neighbourhood Association

• Balmoral-Spence Residents Association

• Tamarack Recovery Centre

• Houston Properties

• Onyx Properties

• X���&�����	������U��	�����������������������	�
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Appendix B: workshop presentation
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Appendix C: Phase 2 online survey
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Appendix D: School travel plan and engagement reports
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Appendix E: School travel plan and 
engagement questionnaire
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Appendix F: Phase 2 Promotion Material

Poster used to promote Phase 2 Postcard used for Phase 2
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Signs throughout the project study area June 1, 2019 – The Wolseley Leaf newspaper
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June 6, 2019 - City of Winnipeg public engagement newsletter 
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June 20, 2019 - City of Winnipeg public engagement newsletter
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Appendix G: Stakeholder outreach discussion, workshop and pop-up event feedback

Stakeholder outreach discussion and pop-up event feedback 

The following comments were recorded by the project team during 

stakeholder discussions, the public workshop, and pop-up events 

during Phase 2 Public Engagement. Information has been organized 

into general project related themes. Comments are not verbatim but 

���������������
����
���������������
����������#�#���	��+�����

project team. The comments, in addition to those received online, 

�����	����
����������������#��������������	���������		������'����

the concerns and perspectives of Winnipeggers.

Safety:
• The East Option 2 design creates unsafe situations

• Suggestion for a protected intersection entering Sherbook

• �����������	��������������+�������
�������

• All the streets are safe during the day but unsafe morning and 

evening

• The protected barrier on Sherbook at Westminster is too far from 

the intersection

• Interested in reducing speed throughout the West neighbourhood 

and calming measures through design (not necessarily 

diversions)

• There is a need for a safe bike crossing from Balmoral to Young 

north (currently not actually permitted to go straight)

• Unless you have a protected bike lane, it won’t have speeds 

conducive for children. Kids cycle at less than 20km/hr, there 

is no vehicle speed that works to share the roads with small 

children. The physical barrier of the West Option 2 is preferred.

• Wolseley doesn’t need any calming, already a safe street

• In favour of speed reduction

• Feels that walking and cycling conditions are already safe

• Would like to see vehicle speeds reduced in the neighborhood

• {���	�	������������	������������!��������#�������		���	!�������

reduction in crossing distances rather than diversions

• Noted that several stakeholder perspectives changed when

• X�+��#����+�����	�+��
�������	�+�������������	��	����������������

��+��	����������������������������������������	��������~��

reduction in deaths for all road users

Bike Network Connectivity:
• A reduction in cross-cutting requires better bike access. If you 

walk/bus up Raglan Road you cannot cross Portage Avenue 

easily.

• Consider a bicycle pathway on the Assiniboine side of the curling 

club, noted that slope sensors have not shown any instability in 

the slope

• Connections to and from bike infrastructure on Maryland and 

Sherbrook need to be well thought out

Cycling Comfort:
• ����������������������������#�����������	��������

infrastructure was wide enough to allow for passing

• Physical protective cycling infrastructure is more comfortable for 

cyclist when compared to painted lanes

• ����V�	���������^���	����������	���	
	��#��+�������������������

pass people

• Social aspect of biking is important, including the ability to bike 

beside another cyclist (side-by-side)

• Painted bike lanes are less comfortable. Street will feel wider so 

people may drive faster. Any sort of physical separation is better.
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• Is it as wide as Assiniboine two-way raised bike path (which is not 

very wide, but can still pass)?

• Needs to be a safe way for cyclists to continue north on Young (at 

Balmoral intersection). Currently there is “do not enter” signage.

• Many attempts have been made to request a cross-walk at this 

location. A stop sign may be needed at this location.

• Painted bike lanes are less safe. Raised bike lanes are a deterrent 

to drivers if they hit it, whereas it’s not a big deal driving over 

paint.

• Bike infrastructure need to include protected through the middle 

segment of the study area

• Concerns were raised about the ability to seasonally maintain the 

bike lanes (snow and leaf removal)

• Safety concern regarding vehicle passenger doors opening into 

bike lane. Normally when the passenger opens the door, they   

are right at the curb. With a bike lane this isn’t the case, the door 

opens into the bike lane and can hit cyclists.

• Protected bike lane on Wolseley would determine right-of-way

• On Wolseley near Chestnut and Walnut, there is a little hill. 

`�
�����	������������
�������	����	�������Q���#��
������%

• If there was a protected bike lane, more children would be biking

• People should be allowed to ride their bike on sidewalks

• Speed bumps are not great for cyclists unless they can go around 

them

• Many comments on how the narrow, raised bike lanes in East 

Option 2 will be hard to maintain and winter snow clearing and 

fall leaf clearing is already a challenge

• Many people wanted the most protected and comfortable cycling 

infrastructure

• A father noted that he sees many small children biking with their 

parents and that separated bike infrastructure would allow more 

people to feel comfortable

• Love the idea of bike paths

• An 8-year-old biking to soccer said, “the road is really busy”

• Supportive of improved cycling infrastructure

Accessibility:
•  Concerns regarding accessibility to the Granite Curling Club if 

Granite Way is converted to a one-way

• Closure at Arlington and Westminster would impact a heavily 

used bus route

• ��&�����	������������������������	���		�	!��+�	�#������	���#����

������	���
�+�����	���������	���		!����
�������#����������		

• East one-way conversion: Access to the daycare parking lot on 

the corner of Balmoral and Granite Way would be challenging for 

people that live in the neighborhood and would require a reroute 

up to Broadway

•  The Granite Curling Club would be okay with Granite Way being 

�����
��+��������	�����		�����	������"�����

•  Many questions were asked about the type of access restrictions 

that would be designed for each location

•  Concerns regarding emergency vehicle response times 

considering vehicle access restrictions

•  Several residents that live on Langside, south of Westminster, 

were concerned with East Option 1 that changes many of the 

streets to one-way. They noted that it is already challenging to 

access their homes.

• ������	�������	���������������������������������	�#��	��������

Wolseley at peak hours

•  Some pointed questions about the vehicle access restrictions 

and their impact on local egress, however general support for the 

greenway and protected bike lanes were high

Design:
• Member of the Wolseley Residents Association was very 

	�������&���+�����������#���!��Q���		���������������	�+�������

�#���&�#���	����	�#�
������������##����
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• Did not support East Option 3 as they felt it did not improve the 

comfort and safety of residents

• Suggestion to promote Young Street for cycling

• ���������&�����	���������������
����������

• Suggestion to turn Preston to a one-way street

• What about advisory bike lanes on Westminster? Would this keep 

parking on one side?

• Suggestion to convert Westminster into a one-way and Wolseley 

into a one-way in the opposite direction to create a couplet 

system like East Option 1

• General appreciation for speed bumps. Speed bumps are 

������&����������#�������		�����������		������
%�X�������#����

	�������#�	����\���������"����������%�+������		���������������%

• ��
��	�����������������	������\������\��������������`&���

��������
������������������>%

• "����	�����+����������������	�������	���
�������	�#��	���������

Maryland during busy times. How would a driver get to the South 

end of the City though?

• X#���#�������������������	�������������	�+�������������+�����

Drive would bring consistency to the city regarding road design

• ���
�	�������&���+���������������#����������	���
�`&�

• Suggestion to put up a sign for no access to Maryland Bridge

• East Option 1 couplet is not an option

• Supportive of two-way raised and painted bike lanes

• Not opposed to two-way treatment on Young and Balmoral but 

should maintain through Granite Way. Doesn’t think Granite Way 

is currently a problem. Would rather see parking removed on 

Balmoral for safety of cyclists.

• What will be done at the intersection at Granite Way and 

Balmoral?

• Preference for Granite Way to be one-way eastbound

• ���	����������������������������>������+��#��	�����������������

Way

• Consider making a part of Granite Way two-way

• East Option 1 would improve the safety at Westminster and 

������"�����!���������	�������������	������������
�#��
��	�

being dangerous for all modes of transportation

• East Option 3 painted bike lanes might lead to faster travel 

speeds due to no physical road narrowing

• Arlington would be preferred for both northbound and 

southbound transit

• West Option 1 should consider making Preston a one-way 

westbound from Arlington to Walnut

• Concerns were raised with the speed bumps shown in the design 

options for Wolseley. Are they needed? It is already hard to drive 

quickly.

• Overall most were okay with the access restrictions proposed

• Many people were interested in Wolseley having a 30km/hr speed 

limit

• Most people were supportive of a one-way conversion of Granite 

Way. Questions about preference for west-bound one-way. 

��	�����+������
���������#���������	�����������	��������
%�

Asked about residents on Langside and if they have been 

consulted on potential for a bus rerouting?

• Treatments should be consistent with rest of city, sited Waterfront 

Drive as an example

• Suggestion to put speed humps on Telfer

• Major concern with the rerouting of a bus on Home Street

• Support for maintaining existing bus route

• Concern about property value and a threat of legal action if bus 

route moves to Home Street

• Suggestion to switch bus route from Westminster to Wolseley at 

Maryland?

• Suggestion for North/South bus route on Arlington

• Suggestion that Arlington could be the bus route street and move 

������V&��	��
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• Does not mind buses on Balmoral

• Very concerned about East one-way option, especially from 

Langside to Broadway. Parking is a big issue and local residents 

use street parking dispersed throughout neighbourhood.

• Most of the residents in attendance were supportive of the 

greenway concept

• Many wondered why Wolseley Avenue was not being considered 

for protected infrastructure instead, as it has the three schools 

along its length and only one business

• Some felt a better option was to build the protected bike 

lanes along Wolseley Avenue, and connect to Furby and then 

Westminster. This option would make use of the increased street 

width of Furby and would also lower vehicle volumes.

• Both options in the West segment sound good

• Suggestion to make Arlington a one-way northbound (between 

Westminster and Wolseley), and Evanson one-way southbound 

(between Westminster and Wolseley)

• ����	���	���������������������#���

• Likes crosswalk improvement on Walnut and Westminster

• Suggestion to add more garbage bins in the area

• Convert a sidewalk on one side of the street for cyclists

• Does not like the physical vehicle diversions impacting 

accessibility for residents

• There is a paved path behind Granite Way already, why not use 

this?

• Suggestion for Granite Way: add speed bumps and switch to 

eastbound so Osborne St can be accessed

• �����
	������������V�	�������������������������������������		�

	�������������������

• West Option 1 is better than West Option 2

• Not in favour of one-way conversions on any of the eastern 

portion

• Very opposed to one-way on Westminster/Young/Balmoral

• Does not like the one-way on Langside

• ���	�����������������������&��	���	���������	�����������+�

implementing speed humps

• These design options are attempting to cure a problem that 

doesn’t exist. All options propose a lot of changes that are not 

necessary.

• Supportive of dramatic changes

• Does not like one-ways and parking removal

• Receptive to Wolseley being made one-way

• Suggestion to consider carpool lanes

• Resident likes to run on roads on winter mornings when it’s dark 

and is not in favour of speed humps

• Suggestion to consider one-ways on side streets

• Request for stop by stop transit boarding/unboarding information 

for the #10 bus route between Osborne and Aubrey. Information 

would be helpful and relevant in the discussion around potential 

rerouting of the #10.

• Bike Winnipeg shared a recommendation document regarding 

the Preliminary Designs for the Wolseley to Downtown Walk/ 

�����"���
%�����#��������##���	���#�������&��	�����+�V�	��

Segment Option 1 and West Option 2, adjusting the rerouting of 

the #10 bus from Langside to Furby, ideas to provide protected 

bike lanes between Maryland and Langside,  and  suggestions 

+���	�����������#���&�#�������������"�������������������&����

improved access to the Broadway Neighbourhood Centre and 

Park and the University of Winnipeg.

• Would like the Cornish Path along the Assiniboine between 

Cornish and Granite Way to be considered. Upgrading this path 

making it usable for cyclists would not require any change to   

	�������������������	��������
!������
����������+�������������

new one-way conduits, and it would upgrade a bike route that 

many of cyclists already use despite its unmaintained condition. 

Its design could easily follow the upper part of the Cornish Path 
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�����	�����������������+�������$����������
!��+��&���'���	����

that height), continue past Spence, and seamlessly meet at the 

greenspace near to where Granite Way meets Balmoral. It would 

��	��	��&���������������	����������������������������������������

�������>�������#�����������
���	�	�����&��������������+�����������
%�

No need to reroute the #10 Bus and it would keep cyclists and 

#��������������������������	�+�%

• Not supportive of turning Langside into a one-way street and 

reroute the #10 bus down its two blocks. The street is narrow, 

residential, and populated by many children and families. 

Suggestion is to redirect the #10 to Maryland and then south on 

Maryland to Westminster. Balmoral, Sherbrook, and Maryland are 

presently used by numerous motorized vehicles, including buses, 

as they are the only streets in West Broadway that can reasonably 

accommodate a bus route.

• This project needs to be better planned with acknowledgement    

of both the width of the streets and the fragile residential nature   

of Spence, Langside and Furby Streets. Neighbourhood has 

struggled for decades to create and maintain a safe, welcoming, 

residential neighbourhood and sending a bus down two blocks of 

����	�����>������������������	���������&������	���	��	����+��!�

intrusive, lazy urban planning, and done with no insight or 

understanding of the neighbourhood. Request to abandon this 

design component.

• East Option 2, considering the narrow street width, would be 

challenging for passing. How would maintenance work? However 

narrow lanes would help decrease travel speed.

Engagement:
• X���	�������&���	���������	�	��&�
��	���������������������	��

survey in the fall

• Subject line on email was not strong enough, use “Bike Path, 

����������#�������%�

• Was not consulted, ever, regarding this project

• It was noted that the West Broadway community was 

underrepresented

• Several participants thanked the project team for the work 

required to facilitate the in-person sessions

• {���	�����	��������������	���	!���������������������##����������

to be sent out via mail (hard copy)

• "�&�������������	����������&�������������+��#������'
��	������

were independently distributed throughout the East segment 

neighbourhood. Many people noted that the information on the 

'
����	������������������
���������������������+������	�

proposed.

• Residents thanked the project team and the City for doing a great 

job at describing the thought behind the design

• \�	������	���������������#�	��+��#������$'
��	�����	���<�

distributed throughout the East segment neighbourhood and 

����������������������	����������	����������
�������	��������

accurate information

• Make sure to consult with daycare (Granite Way and Balmoral 

St) and Granite Curling Club, they have parking and loading 

demands

• V&��
���������&�	�������	������	���������������������������

by change should be considered a “stakeholder”, talked with 

neighbours and many didn’t know about this engagement

• Attended pop-up as was told that parking was going to be 

removed from Langside if converted to one-way—doesn’t want 

the parking to be removed

• ���
�����������&���+���������������
	�������������������������

to the community and that we accommodated children on the 

walk/ bike tour

• Thanked the whole project team and the City for their hard work 

on the project so far. Mentioned that they could see a lot of 

thought had gone into what was being presented.

• Concern expressed regarding the engagement process, as they 

+���������	�������������	����������������
����������+���������������
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changes

• Noted that casual conversation with pedestrians in the study area 

are feeling very aware of the project, and very happy with the 

process to date feeling extremely engaged with and heard

• Many have commented that there is no way you could have 

missed being aware of this project due to all the signage and 

social media coverage

• The Public Engagement team was thanked for facilitating the 

project workshop. Home Street community was surprised and 

concerned when they learned a week prior that one of the design 

options called for moving a bus route to their block. This was new 

information to them despite many of them being engaged with  

the project from the start.

• ¡����������	�������������	������	��������
��>���+�������

communicate with the folks who actually live in the area. Would 

like to see a commitment to inform the directly impacted 

residents who live along Balmoral, Spence, and Langside, as they 

have concerns about the considered designs. Would prefer door- 

���������������+�������	���������	�����	���	��	�����	��������

likely become one-way corridors and a new transit route.

Parking and loading:
• Concern regarding loading bay access for Canada Life and 

parking lot access for Granite Curling Club

• Parking along Westminster is important/ Strongly opposed to 

parking removal on Westminster

• Strong opposition from some local businesses along Westminster 

to any loss of parking along Westminster Avenue

• Businesses along Westminster wondered if accessible parking for 

clients would be considered in design options

• Suggestion for time restricted parking around businesses

• Removing parking between Westminster Church and the Wolseley 

Westminster businesses is not a good idea

• Suggests angled parking around businesses on Westminster

• Concern regarding lack of parking along Sherbrook and 

Westminster/Maryland (at any time)

• Current lack of parking around East segment residential buildings 

�	���	�����������		��

• ���������	��������	����#�!���	��	��&����	�	

• Parking with time restrictions could be an option to replace the 

parking lost with protected bike lanes

• Would residents always have the ability to park on time restricted 

streets?

• Additional accessible parking is desired in the commercial area of 

Westminster

• Many perspectives shared that the church and businesses in the 

commercial area would not be in support of parking removal

• Parking should not be allowed on Westminster between Maryland 

and Sherbrook

• Parking is an issue, many people park on the street (Home St)

• Street parking is not necessary on Young/Balmoral

• Concerns about protected infrastructure along Westminster as 

would like to ensure local businesses still had parking available in 

close proximity to their location

• ���	����������V�	������������	����������	���������
�����������������

and challenging for visitors

• X+���������������������	���#�&����������V�	��	��#���!��������

parking would be impossible

• ����������������V�	����������������������������+�����	���������

������	���������������

• \�	���������	�������	��>	��������	���������������
�����������	�

they cannot get parking permits on Langside

• \�#�&�������������������V�	�������#�������#����#�������������

�������	���	%���	������
����������	�������������%

• Suggestion to remove parking on Broadway to give four lanes to 

	�������������������������������������
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• Noted that the limited amount of on-street parking in the 

neighborhood makes all parking spots very valuable

• �������	��������������#����������"��������	#�		���&��������������

(vehicles waiting/parked on Westminster near Balmoral Hall). Will 

the design accommodate for these parked vehicles?

• Neighbourhood on-street restricted parking creates a challenge 

for people that live on Balmoral and do not have on-street 

parking

• Not supportive of parking removal on Westminster, noted change 

in usage in recent years (yoga studio and knitting class) taking up 

many parking spots for longer periods of time

• Parking is an issue on Canora due to many parking spots being 

�������
��#���
��	����������������	������������`&����%�

Removing parking from Westminster would make it worse.

• Parking is required along Westminster as this is a destination that 

people come to from River Heights

• Noted how heavily parking is used in the area, especially by the 

church

• \�	�����	����������������	�������
������+������	�	����������������

(West segment)

Pedestrian Comfort:
• Improve intersections at Maryland and Sherbrook

• "���������������	����������������������#���������	����#����#����

dangerous as a pedestrian in the area than as a cyclist

• Perception that cyclists do not obey rules of the road

• If a crosswalk is added at Walnut and Westminster it should be a 

'�	��������		���!��	����������		���	��������������������������

begin ignored

• Liked the improvements for accessibility at raised intersections 

and raised crossings (no curb lips for wheelchairs/walkers/etc. to 

get stuck)

• Liked several of the geometry improvements at intersections 

(especially Westminster at Canora) as they noted that there are 

currently issues at this location

• Would like to see improvements for crossing Westminster as they 

�������������&���#�	�����������������
��������������������#�����

cross at uncontrolled spots

• Liked the proposed crossing improvements on Westminster at 

Walnut and Chestnut in particular

Safe travel to school:
• Agreed that designs promote safety around schools

• School in support of improving alternative modes of 

transportation

• ����	���	������������	���������	����&
��������	��������������

school

• Concern regarding the safety of school kids crossing the road in 

front of Balmoral Hall School (witnessed near misses in the past). 

`����		�������������	��	������	�����������#���������#���	�����

needed. Many school kids cross at this point on Westminster to 

access the Helen Grocery – unsafe section of road.

• Suggestion to make the speed limit 30km/hr all through the 

Wolseley neighbourhood as there are kids everywhere, not just in 

school zones

@�	����������$���#�:

• Daycare at corner of Balmoral and Granite Way creates an issue 

+���������	����������������������	%�X+�	��#�����	����&�����������

one-way, they would be required to circle in and out of the area.

• �����
�#�
�������&��������#��������������	����������������	�

at Balmoral Hall School

• �����������	����������������	������	�	�#�	����		�¢�������	�

challenge for narrow street

• X+����&��	���#��������������������#������	���������������!�	�����

bumps are not enough
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• "����	��������#������>�����������?��
�����+��#���	�#��	�������

Wolseley

• People coming up Academy cannot turn onto Wellington, so they 

��#�����"��������!��������>!�����������?��
�������������������

turn right on Wellington

• ����������{���
��	���������
����������		���+���������%���������

should be removed throughout this segment. Including all 4 

points, Sherbrook, Maryland, Wolseley and Westminster.

• On Westminster heading East people bunch up into a single lane. 

Signage needed to let drivers know it is two lanes.

• Has the project studied the number of vehicles at each street 

turning onto Wolseley/Westminster for cross-cutting?

• One-way on Granite would create issues as the majority of school 

children are driven to school along Furby or Langside

• Concern regarding access for Granite Curling Club members living 

South of the Assiniboine River. People driving north on Osborne 

would need to do a loop into the West Broadway community to 

return southbound on Osborne to access Granite Way.

• Support for Wolseley changed to one-way from Maryland to 

Walnut

• No right turn on red restrictions were suggested for Westminster 

and Maryland

• �����	����
�����������	�����������������	������������`&������	�

brought forward as a less expensive and easier solution to short-

��������������%�V�+����#�����+����	��
����+�	��������	�������

as being virtually impossible. Potential to be a cheap interim 

solution.

• �������	����������������������������������������������		�+��#�

Wolseley being restricted. Currently many people are already 

cutting down Dundurn to get to the Maryland. Can Dundurn be 

changed to a one-way westbound (from Maryland) to prevent 

	���������������������?�	����	�����	�����		�&���?��
�����������

����
%�\�	�����	������������������������������������������������

of Wolseley Avenue to turn down their street to access Maryland, 

consider turning restrictions, or a one-way option.

• ���������������#���������#���	�������������	������#������������

bus routes on the same streets as now but reduce cut through 

�������

• Prefers two-way on Granite Way so residents can leave without 

��&�������������������
%����	��+������������������#��������������

Westgate Schools. One-way would compound issue.

• Cyclist would like to see reduced vehicle volumes

• Concern that the one-way on Granite Way would create 

�����	��������������
������������	�������#��������������

Wolseley

• �����
��������������
��	�������#�����+�����������������������+�

children at the daycare

• ¡������������	�������	���
������?��
����!����	������
�����	����

������%���
�����#�������	���		�����

• �����
	����V�	����������������#����������������������������

���	������	�������#����������"��������������

• Important to remember there are many people that are older 

who would like to drive on more scenic routes that main streets 

(example of Wellington, that you are unable to drive on Sundays)

• £��	����	������	����������������	���������������������������

Way to maintain two-way travel

• ¡��������#����������"���������������	��������������

• Concerned about Broadway vehicle back up if Granite Way is one-

way

• The four-way stop sign means a lot of people cut down Canora

• One-way on Wolseley will impact residents, it’s a small street with 

lots of kids

• Maryland and Sherbrook need to be redesigned as they are a 

bottleneck

• ̀ �
��#������+�������������������������������#�������������	��

cycling is excellent
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• Conversations with neighbours and parents of children at Laura 

"������"������&�����������	�������+�������������#���

• Acceptance that it will slightly inconvenience locals due to 

indirect routes

• �������������������������'�����	��������#�&���¤����&��
������	�

or emergency vehicles on Balmoral. Worried that alternate routes, 

�����������������������������������#�������	���������������

will increase near the skate park.

• Dominion Street residents are concerned with both speed and 

&���#���+�����������������	�����!������������
�����������+��#�

Westminster to Portage. The proposed design options do not 

have speed humps continued onto Dominion Street, north of 

Westminster. The residents of this block have already  agreed 

��������
�����������������#�	%�V&����+��������'���	�	����������
�

diverted from the neighbourhood (which is a GREAT plan, 

thanks!), it won’t stop people from speeding to make the green 

light at the end of Dominion Street as they turn from Westminster. 

������������'��������&�����	��	������	��&���#�����������&��

���	����!��	����������������		�����#�������������������%�"�����

humps would help dramatically.

• Requesting the design option limit the use of Dominion Street 

�����	��	�����������+����+�����##�����������!�����������	���������

����������>����������	�

• In favour of West Option 1: Could we add the extra 3 speed humps 

on Wolseley which are shown on West Option 2 (between Lenore   

& Evanson, Evanson & Home, Ethelbert & Canora)? On these last 

few streets before Palmerston ends there is a lot of speeding. 

Resolving this concern helps with active transportation at the 

	�#����#���	����	��	����������������>����������������������

practice on bikes etc. This will also assist them in strengthening 

habits for long term active transport with a lot less danger and 

possibility of major accidents to loss of life.



www.urbansystems.ca


