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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 safewalking and cycling infrastructure for
peopleofallagesand abilities. The PCSalso assistin 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

The Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike project was identified as an
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.

The top three priorities identified by stakeholders through Phase 1
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
address issues identified in Phase 1 including short-cutting traffic,
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.

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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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

« Specific treatment options (e.g. vehicle access restrictions,
one-way street conversions, speed humps, geometric
improvements,curb extensions, raised intersections, crosswalk
improvements [new painted crosswalks, crosswalk overhead
flashers, raised crosswalk], parking adjustments, bicycle
infrastructure [protected, raised, or painted bike lanes])

«Parking implications

Feedbackontheseoptionswascollectedduringpublicengagement
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.
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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
feedback at various events and online to help refine preliminary
designs to improve travel choices, accessibility, and connectivity in
the study area. Engagement events were scheduled at various times
of the day to allow people with different schedules to participate;
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
influenced the location and timing of pop-up events to support
improved stakeholder accessibility (e.g. during after school pick-up
at Balmoral Hall School, coinciding with children’s athletic events at
Mulvey School field [mini soccer] and at a local café during expected
busier times of the day). Indoor events were held in a facility that
allowed for accessibility for participants with mobility restrictions
(elevator lift).

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
involved engaging via questionnaire with students, parents, staff,
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.

STPE resource team members (staff from Manitoba Public Insurance,
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.

STPE resource team members (staff from Manitoba Public Insurance,
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.

Phase2engagementtechniques for both the publicand stakeholders
are included in Table 1. See Appendix A for a stakeholder list,
Appendix B for the workshop presentation, Appendix C Phase 2
onlinesurvey, Appendix D forthe school travel plan and engagement
reports, and Appendix E for the school travel plan and engagement
questionnaire.

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report

6



Table 1 - Phase 2 engagement techniques

Date Engagement technique Interactions

Project email address and stakeholder

distribution list 357 stakeholders on email distribution list

November 9, 2018 - September 13,2019

Stakeholder outreach discussions

April 8 - June 23,2019 (phone & in-person)

Discussions with 6 key stakeholder groups

Accessed by a total of 2,445 people and 883

May 31 = June 23, 2013 Online survey visitors provided survey responses

City of Winnipeg public engagement

June 6&20,2019
newsletter

Over 5,000+ recipients

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

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

June 11,2019

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

Guided Walk/Bike Tour, began at the corner of

Raglan Road and Wolseley Avenue 13 attendees

June 13,2019

School travel plan and engagement

STPE resource team members (10
participants); STPE working groups (23
participants)

STPE Report created for each school; STPE

February 26, 2019 Phase 2 Questionnaire

7 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor



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
presentation on overall design options and treatments kicked off
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.

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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3.3 Pop-up events

Pop-up events were held on June 12, 2019 at several locations
within the study area, including local high-traffic businesses and
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.

9 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor

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
the tour was to understand different perspectives on design and
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.



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
level of support for different treatments and options and share
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
helped the project team refine the proposed design for this corridor
to improve the safety of students attending the three schools in the
area.

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report 10



=




4.0 Promotion

Engagement opportunities were promoted using several methods,
including:

« A notification promoting the online survey, workshop, and
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

«Fifteen businesses along the project corridor received postcards
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
19,2019 and on June 21, 2019 with a notification that the survey
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.

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report 12






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, 20109.

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.

2% other
50% male
GENDER OF
RESPONDENTS
AGE OF RESPONDENTS
18-24 25-34 35-44
years old years old years old
45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84
years old years old years old years old

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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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).
In contrast, respondents’ who identified as having a connection to
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.
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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.

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

Percentage of respondents

Do nothing/ Full support
leave as is

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

Percentage of respondents

22% 16% 20% 31%

Do nothing/ Full support
leave as is

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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WEST OPTION 1 - NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAYS ON
WESTMINSTER AVENUE AND WOLSELEY AVENUE

What do you LIKE about west option 1?

Reduced short-cutting traffic, volumes, traffic diversion
Speed humps

Traffic calming

Parking maintained

Improved pedestrian safety

Reduced traffic speeds

Improved cycling safety and environment

One-way traffic

Improved intersection geometry

Enhanced pedestrian realm

Number of comments

The potential reduction in traffic volumes and short-cutting was
viewed as the most favourable result of the West Option 1 (108).
Other aspects of the West Option 1 design that were generally in
favour included: speed humps (83), traffic calming (80), maintained
parking (80), improved pedestrian safety (72), reduced traffic speeds
(69), and improved cycling safety and environment (60).

17 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor

What we heard from respondents...

“This is an amazing and bold option! Currently
there is constant through traffic as an alternative
to Portage along both Westminster and Wolseley.
At rush hour | sometimes wait several minutes just
to cross Wolseley Avenue.”

“I live in the area and have been concerned for
some time about the amount of non local vehicle
traffic in the area - this looks like a way of calming
and perhaps discouraging unnecessary travel
through this area and making it safer for walkers
and cyclists.”

“I like the idea of having a neighbourhood
greenway. | think it will be safer and more
pleasant for us in the neighbourhood, especially
the children.”



What do you DISLIKE about west option 1?

Transit re-routing on Home Street

Lack of protected bicycle lanes and designated cycling infrastructure
One-way

Reduced and limited access

Speed humps

Traffic signals

Maintained parking

Greenway

Traffic diversion to side streets

Parking (safety for cycling)

Number of comments

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...

“I do not like the #10 bus re-routing. It's important that it
stays along Westminster for as much of that commercial
stretch as possible, to better serve the neighbourhood.”

“I do not like the one way feature on Wolseley. This will
disadvantage local residents who wish to access the
Maryland bridge without getting stuck in long lines on
Maryland, especially during rush hour traffic.”

“It doesn't do enough to protect cyclists and pedestrians.

With so much parking maintained, | still run the risk of
getting doored on my bike.”

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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WEST OPTION 2 - PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES ON WESTMINSTER
AVENUE, NEIGHBOURHOOD GREENWAY WOLSELEY AVENUE

What do you LIKE about west option 2?

Protected bicycle lanes and more dedicated bicycle infrastructure
No transit changes or rerouting

Speed humps

Reduced short-cutting traffic, volumes, traffic diversions

Traffic calming

Improved cycling safety and environment

No parking and parking restrictions

Reduced traffic speeds

Prioritization and encouragement of active transportation

Pedestrain safety and crossing improvements

Number of comments

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),
speed humps (39), reduced short-cutting traffic, traffic volumes and
traffic diversions (36), traffic calming (29), and improved cycling
safety and environment (28).
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What we heard from respondents...

“Fully protected bike lanes minimize conflict between
road user types and improve ease of movement for
cyclists. Cyclists are able to travel at their own pace
without having to skip to the front of the line of
vehicles at intersections and without vehicles having to
pass cyclists.”

“I really like the protected bicycle lanes - |
cycle-commute in this neighbourhood and there is a lot
of bike traffic on Westminister during the summer. Two
years ago | was hit by a car on Westminster just west of
the intersection with Maryland, and a dedicated bike
lane (with physical barriers) would have prevented this
accident.”

“The many speed humps along Wolseley will make the
neighbourhood so much more walkable and bicycle
friendly! Currently, the traffic along Wolseley is very
high!”



What do you DISLIKE about west option 2?

Removal of parking

One-way

Traffic diversion and access restrictions
Speed humps

Protected bike lanes

Inconvenience

Narrow lanes

No north-south connecting route n
Rerouting bus route u

Lack of traffic diversions B

Number of comments

Survey participants disliked the removal of parking (62), one-way
streets (19), traffic diversion and access restrictions (14), speed
humps (12), and protected bike lanes (10).

What we heard from respondents...

“I particularly dislike the loss of parking. I live on
Walnut Street. There is already nowhere near
enough parking when there is an event at
Westminster Church and it is a busy venue for
concerts, graduations, weddings and so much
more.”

“Wolseley does not need to be one way. It will cause
all sorts of traffic backlog on the surrounding major
streets.”

“I think reduced parking on Westminster will hurt

the businesses there and they are a critical
component of our neighbourhood character.”

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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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.
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EAST OPTION 1 - ONE WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC,
PROTECTED BICYCLE LANES

Percentage of respondents

23% 14% 17% 35%
Do nothing/ Full support
leave as is

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

Percentage of respondents

21% 24% 19% 15%
Do nothing/ Full support
leave as is

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

Percentage of respondents

24% 24% 16% 8%
Do nothing/ Full support
leave as is



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

What do you LIKE about east option 1?

Protected bicycle lanes

Improved cycling safety and environment

One-way traffic

Reduced short-cutting traffic, volumes, traffic diversions 44

Pedestrian safety and crossing improvements

Removal or lack of parking

Traffic calming n

Prioritization and encouragement of active transportation [

Minmal impact on traffic

Maintains parking E

Number of comments

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:
improved cycling safety and environment (69), one-way traffic (44),
and reduced short-cutting traffic (27).

What we heard from respondents...

“Love the protected bike lanes. They reduce conflict
between road user types and allow easier movement for
cyclists.”

“Great for cycling and walking. In the morning the area
is congested from Furby to Young Street. Impossible to
cycle at times and | will walk my bike on the sidewalk to
get around traffic when heading into the down town.”

“Making Balmoral a one-way will reduce intersection
conflicts and improve safety overall.”

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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What do you DISLIKE about east option 1?

One-way

Removal or lack of parking

Re-routing transit

Insufficient measures for traffic calming

Traffic diversions and access restrictions

Incconvenience

Lack of protected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure
Lack of safety and comfort for cyclists

Cost

Maintains parking H

Number of comments

The one-way traffic conversions were noted as a reason respondents
both liked (44) and disliked (61) the design. Additionally, removal or
lack of parking (26), re-routing transit (22), and insufficient measures
fortraffic calming (18) were noted as design details that were disliked.
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What we heard from respondents...

“I dislike the one way streets, they increase traffic
speed and drive traffic onto neighbouring streets
and back lanes as drivers look for alternatives. It
will have unintended consequences as drivers get
creative.”

“This area is filled with multi-person dwellings
with limited parking available. As someone who
only has the option to park on the street, | do not
want it to be any harder to find parking for my
vehicle - especially come winter time.”

“Losing the parking- streets near apartments
need parking available for people who require
cars but don't have access to garages.”



EAST OPTION 2 - TWO-WAY VEHICLE TRAFFIC,

RAISED AND PROTECTED BICYCLE PATH What we heard from respondents...
. “I really like the grading option because it's more
What do you LIKE about east option 2? sustainable than paint and cars are more likely to

Protected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure avoid the bike lane then.”

Grade-separated bicycle lanes P ) . .
Raised bike lanes are good, because painted bike

Lack of one-ways lanes disappear each year (especially winter).”

Minimal impact on traffic and access
Improvement cycling environment and safety
Maintains parking

Pedestrian safety and crossing improvements
No changes to transit

Reduced short-cutting traffic, volumes, traffic diversions

One-wav

Number of comments

East Option 2 feedback noted support for protected bicycle lanes
and designated infrastructure (89), grade-separated bicycle lanes
(53), retaining two-way traffic (49), minimal impact on traffic and
access (20), and an improvement to the cycling environment and
safety (19).

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report 24



What do you DISLIKE about east option 2?

Unsafe grade-separated bike lane

Narrow bike lanes

Cost

Lack of safety and comfort for cyclists

Removal or lack of parking

Lack of protected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure

Lack of one-ways

One-way

Insufficient measures for traffic calming and pedestrian safety n

Narrow motor vehicle lanes u

Number of comments

Survey participants disliked the grade-separated bike lane (90),
narrow bike lanes (68), cost (41), and lack of safety and comfort for
cyclists (24).
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What we heard from respondents...

“Cyclist grade changes pose a hazard to cyclist safety,
especially in winter.”

“Not being able to pass will cause a lot of
frustration/conflict for long distance commuters vs
casual cyclists and children. Faster cyclists may
choose to instead cycle on narrow roads. It could also
cause difficulties for bike trailers.”



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

What do you LIKE about east option 3?

Lack of one-ways

Cost

tected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure
tected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure
At-grade bicycle lanes

Minimal impact on traffic and access

Improved cycling safety and environment

Easier to maintain

Maintains parking

Traffic calming

Number of comments

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...

“Preserves two-way traffic on important route between
Wolseley and downtown.”

“I like this idea as the low cost allows us to implement
a safer cycling environment as soon as possible.”

“The two-way cycle track provides a very good level of
protection and comfort for people on bikes.”

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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What do you DISLIKE about east option 3?

Lack of protected bicycle lanes and designated infrastructure
Lack of safety and comfort for cyclists

Narrow bike lanes

Removal or lack of parking

At-grade bike lanes

One-ways

Insufficient measures for traffic calming

Traffic diversion and access restrictions

Lack of one-ways

Maintains parking

Number of comments

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).
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What we heard from respondents...

“Without a physical separation between vehicles and
cyclists there is no real safety in having the bike
lanes.”

“Narrow bike lanes in this area where there is
reduced visibility due to twists and turns - not as
safe.”



5.1.2 Design treatments

In Phase 1 we heard that short-cutting traffic, speeding, intersection
and pedestrian safety, and parking for local business needs were
concerns within the study. Participants were presented with
proposed treatments designed to specifically address these issues,
and were asked to provide feedback on each.

Issue 1 - Short cutting traffic

Vehicle access restrictions

Vehicle access restrictions are physical barriers that limit motor
vehicle traffic from cutting through certain areas. Access restrictions
were tested in four areas, and received a mix of high (30-37%) and
low (31-38%) support.

Respondents liked that they limited traffic volumes and short-cutting
on otherwise quiet streets (99), potential for improved cycling and
pedestrian safety (42), and reduced speed (25) but disliked reduced
access (48) and the potential forincreased traffic on other routes and
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
one-way street conversions to reduce short-cutting traffic (63) and
improve cycling safety and environment (40), many disliked the
concepts of rerouting traffic to the other side of the street (67), and
restricting access (57).
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ISSUE 1 - SHORT CUTTING TRAFFIC

Vehicle restrictions

Westminster Avenue & Arlington Street 38%
Aubrey Street & Palmerston Avenue 33%
Wolseley Avenue & Sherburn Road 32%
Wolseley Avenue & Raglan Road 31%

Percentage of respondents

11% 8% 37%

16% 11%

16% 11%

16% 10%

30%

33%

37%

Low support

High support

-

General LIKES

Limited volume of traffic and short-cutting on quiet streets

Improved safety for cyclists and pedestrians
Reduced"dPetd S¥MIBESr vehicles

Traffic calming

Residential neighbourhoods

Prioritization of active transportation
Improved stop sign compliance

Improved cyclist and pedestrian experience
Quiter streets

Reduced vehicle volumes

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Reduced access

Increased traffic on other routes and side streets
Unnecesssary

Increased traffic volumes and congestion
Inconvenient

Negative impact to businesses

Cost

Re-routing transit route

Reduced safety

Increased issues for larger vehicles

Number of comments
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ISSUE 1 - SHORT CUTTING TRAFFIC
One-way street conversions

Young/Balmoral Street eastbound/northbound only from 48%

Langside Street to Broadway Avenue
. 48%

Granite way westbound only from Osborne Street to Balmoral Street
Preston Avenue westbound only from Arlington Street to Home Street 39%
Wolseley Avenue westbound only from Walnut Street to Maryland Street 47%

Low support

Percentage of respondents

12% 8% 26%

9% 7% 30%
17% 9% 29%

12% 7% 27%

High support

General LIKES

Reduced short-cutting traffic

Improved cycling safety and environment
Wider protected bicycle lanes

Improved safety for residents

Improve traffic flow

Traffic calming

No inconvenience

Reduced vehicle speeds

Improved safety for motor vehicles

Prioritization of active transportatin

Number of comments

~

-

General DISLIKES

Rerouted traffic to other routes and side streets
Restricted access

Increased congestion

Unsafe

Difficult for drivers to navigate

Not an issue

Cost

Re-routed transit

Negative impact on businesses

Inconvenient for emergency access

Number of comments
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Issue 2 - Speeding

Speeding was another identified issue. Speed humps were proposed
to ensure vehicles travel at speeds deemed safe for pedestrians and
cyclists.

Speed humps

Speed humps rely on vertical deflection to slow motor vehicle
traffic. Study participants indicated strong support (45 percent)
for this deterrent; however, others saw them as unnecessary and
uncomfortable for cyclists.
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The online survey included a question regarding speed humps on
Wolseley Avenue, north of Westminster Avenue and east of Arlington
Street; the question was posed and described inaccurately and
therefore corresponding results have been removed from analysis.



ISSUE 2 - SPEEDING
Speed humps

Wolseley Avenue from Raglan Street to Maryland Street, along Westminster Avenue 23%
(]

from Aubrey Street to Maryland Street

Percentage of respondents

14% 10% 45%

Low support

High support

General LIKES

Improved safety m

Reduced short-cutting traffic m
Improved safety for cyclists and pedestrians a
Traffic calming m
Residential area E
No changes or blocked access ﬂ
More effective than stop signs E
Cost :

Improved cycling experience :

Number of comments

~

-

General DISLIKES

Uncomfortable for cyclists
Ineffective

Winter maintenance issues

Cost m
Hazardous m

Increased congestion and traffic issues E
Obstacle for emergency access E
Noise for residents E

Re-routing of traffic E

Number of comments
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Issue 3 - Intersection safety and pedestrian safety

Safety concerns were identified at several intersections. Pedestrian
safety was an issue identified by respondents, particularly around
major intersections. Design treatments were developed to improve
intersection geometry (modified curb enhancements) and
pedestrian safety.

Geometric improvements

Geometric improvements were proposed to improve sightlines
through modified curb locations at key intersections; participants
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

Curb extensions, which narrow roadways, slow motor vehicle traffic,
and reduce crossing distance for pedestrians, were proposed for five
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,
were unnecessary, or would result in traffic congestion.
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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
treatment was unnecessary (33), costly (26), and ineffective (15).

Crosswalk improvements

Proposed crosswalk improvements included adding new painted
crosswalks, improving existing crosswalks with overhead flashers, or
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
overhead flashers (16).



ISSUE 3 - INTERSECTION SAFETY AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Geometric improvements
Balmoral Street and Granite Way
Westminster Avenue and Canora Street
Westminster Avenue and Ethelbert Street
Wolseley Avenue and Camden Place

Wolseley Avenue and Clifton Street

17%
15%
15%
16%
17%

Low support

14%

15%

16%
17%

Percentage of respondents

13% 51%
13% 51%
14% 49%

13% 47%

High support

General LIKES

Increased pedestrian and cycling safety

Improved visibility and sightlines
Improved general safety

Safer for children around schools
Reduced motor vehicle speeds
Increased motor vehicle safety
No inconvenience

Reduced volume of traffic

Traffic calming

Improved motor vehicle experience

Number of comments

~

-

General DISLIKES

Unnecessary

EX
Ineffective m
Bottleneck for traffic ﬂ
Confusing for drivers B
Negative impact for businesses a
Increased traffic on other routes a
Maintenance requirements a

Re-routed transit access I

Merged traffic I

Number of comments
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ISSUE 3 - INTERSECTION SAFETY AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Curb extensions

Balmoral Street and Granite Way

32%

Westminster Avenue and Canora Street 30%
Westminster Avenue and Ethelbert Street 30%
Wolseley Avenue and Camden Place 30%
30%

Wolseley Avenue and Clifton Street

Percentage of respondents
11% 9% 40%

12% 9% 40%

13% 10% 39%

13% 10% 38%
13% 10% 38%

Low support

High support

General LIKES

Improved pedestrian and cyclists safety _
Improved general safety _
Reduced vehicle speeds _
Reduced crossing distance “
Improved visbility and sightlines n
Improved environment for pedestrian and cyclists n
No inconvenience
Traffic calming
Reduced vehicle volume and short-cutting traffic ﬂ
[

Slower vehicles turning

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Unsafe for pedestrians and cyclists
Unecessary

Congestion

Cost

Ineffective

Confusing for drivers

Snow maintenance issues

Unsafe for drivers

Challenging for buses and large vehicles

Increased traffic on other routes

Number of comments
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ISSUE 3 - INTERSECTION SAFETY AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Raised intersections

Wolseley Avenue and Ruby Street 19%
Westminster Avenue and Ruby Street 20%
Wolseley Avenue and Raglan Street 20%

Low support

12%
13%
12%

Percentage of respondents

11% 50%
12% 48%
11% 50%

High support

General LIKES

Reduced vehicle speeds

Increased pedestrian safety and environment
Increased general safety %1

Increased visibility

Makes drivers more aware

More accessibility

Traffic calming m

Limited or no convenience for drivers n

Reduced volume and short-cutting E

Improved stop sign compliance B

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Cost
Ineffective _
Damage from snow clearing equipment E
Maintenance requirements n

Not enough to improve pedestrian safety u
Interference with cyclists E
Increased traffic on other routes E
Too gradual of a slope E

Reduced speeds of vehicles I 1

Number of comments
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ISSUE 3 - INTERSECTION SAFETY AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Crosswalk improvements

Clifton Street midblock 15%

Westminster Avenue and Walnut Street 13%
Westminster Avenue and Lenore Street 14%
Wolseley Avenue and Lenore Street 14%

Low support

Percentage of respondents

e
T

12% 54%

High support

General LIKES

Improved pedestrian safety and environment
Improved general safety

Reduced vehicle speeds

Increased visibility

Prevents vehicles from running stop signs
Reduced jay walking

Cost

Flashing lights

More accessibility

Reduced volume of vehicles

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Unnecessary

Overhead flashers

Cost

Negatively impacts travel by motor vehicle
Maintenance issues

Ineffective

Increased traffic on other routes

Not enough to improve safety

Crosswalk noise

Re-routed transit

Number of comments
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Issue 4 - Parking

Parking -West Segment

West Segment Option 2 proposed protected bicycle lanes along
Westminster Avenue. Different parking changes and features were
recommended in different options to accommodate bike lane
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 participantsindicated 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 potentialimpact 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
resultin noimpact/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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Percentage of respondents

West Option A: Protected bike lane,

parking removed B &% 29%

Low support High support

4 N [ N\
General LIKES General DISLIKES

Impact on businesses and chuches _
Lack of parking in the area for residents and visitors _
Congestion m
Unnecessary m

Reduces accessibility for mobility needs a

Cost ﬂ

Reduced traffic flow ﬁ

Protected bicycle lane

Parking on side streets during business hours
Improved cyclist safety and environment
Less car-dependent neighbourhood
Improved general safety

Limits parking of vehicles on public roads
Improve access to businesses

Improved safety for pedestrians Winter maintenance I 3

Better flow of traffic Reduced access I 2

Increased speeds of vehicles I 2
Number of comments

Number of comments
- AN J

Improved safety for motor vehicles
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West Option B: Shared use lane, parking
maintained Aubrey Street to Arlington Street

Low support

41%

Percentage of respondents

High support

General LIKES
Parking maintained in some areas _
No impact to businesses _
Improved pedestrian and cycling safety m
Some parking removed u
Protected bicycle lane from Arlington to Furby) H
Unprotected bicycle lane n
Reduced impacts to residents B
No impact to transit route I 1
Maintained vehicle access I 1

Prioritization of active transportation I 1

Number of comments

~

-

General DISLIKES

Shared use lane

Impact on businesses and churches
Removed parking

Lack of protected bicycle lane
Inconsistent with switch on Arlington
Uncomfortable for cyclists

Lack of parking

Ineffective

Lack of safety for cyclists

Unnecessary

Number of comments
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ISSUE 4 - PARKING

Residential side street parking 38%

Percentage of respondents

17% 13% 25%

Low support

High support

General LIKES

No impact/positive impact for businesses

Time-limited parking for non-residents
Parking permits for residents

Protected bicycle lanes

Parking maintained in commercial area
Offset parking issues

Reduced impact to residents and visistors
Parking removed on main streets

Prioritization of active transportation

Improved safety and environment for cycling

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Lack of parking

Lack of parking for residents and visitors
Impact on businesses

Time-limited parking

Congestion

Hard to enforce

Cost

Inconvenient

Unncessary

Difficult to navigate

Number of comments
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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.

For East Option A: One-way vehicle traffic, preserves parking, one-
way vehicle traffic and protected bicycle lanes are proposed. This
option retains eight existing parking spaces on Balmoral Street
and shifts parking to the north side of Granite Way. Twenty-four
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).

East Option B: two-way vehicle traffic and raised and protected
bicycle lanes were proposed. In this option, parking would be
removed along Young Street and Balmoral Street and shifted to the
north side of Granite Way. Survey participants indicated 22 percent
support for this design treatment. Parking removal (40), preserving
two-way traffic (21) and adding a protected bicycle lane (17) were
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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East Option A: One-way vehicle
traffic, preserves parking

48%

Low support

Percentage of respondents
11% 10% 24%

High support

General LIKES
Maintained parking
Protected bicycle lane
Improves cyclist safety and environment
Reduced cut-through and volume of traffic
Improved safety in conflict areas i
One-way E
Easier to navigate n
Prioritization of active transportation n
Parking on side streets n

Bi-directional flow for cyclists E

Number of comments

~

-

General DISLIKES

One-way

Parking maintained
Reduced access

Parking removed
Congestion

Reduced safety for cyclists
Re-routed transit

Difficult to navigate

Cost

Unnecessary m

Number of comments
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East Option B: Two-way
vehicle traffic, removes parking

40%

Percentage of respondents

16% 12% 22%

Low support

High support

N

General LIKES

Parking removed

o |
Two-way traffic preserved _
Protected Bicycle Lane
Minimal impact on parking m
Improved general safety m
Improves cyclist safety m
Maintained traffic flows m
Improved visibility and sight-lines m
Access maintained n

Easy to navigate E

Number of comments

General DISLIKES

Parking removed

No protected bike lanes
One-way

Raised, narrow bike lanes
Cost

Unnecessary

Impacts to businesses
Reduced safety for cyclists
Reduced access

Congestion
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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
to school, and vehicular traffic flow. Input collected through the
dedicated project email, stakeholder outreach, workshop, and pop-
up event discussions are summarized and presented in this section.

West Option 1

Peoplewere generally in favour of traffic calming within Wolseley. The
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

When presented with the option of a one-way traffic couplet,
residents voiced concern about accessibility. Residents were
particularly concerned about the impact one-way traffic would have
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on access to homes, school drop-off at Balmoral Hall, and traffic flow
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
traffic was mentioned as a beneficial result of this design.

East Option 2

Participants questioned whether the lesser width of the proposed
raised bicycle lane would make it difficult for cars to pass cyclists.
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
lane. Concerns were voiced regarding the City’s ability to effectively
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.



STPE key findings

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. | 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. | 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. | 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. | feel like the most important issues have been
identified in this report. Safety and bike network connections, along
with pedestrian comfort are my top priorities. | know that the ability
to cross Portage Ave. is not going to be specifically addressed in this
report but | 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 | feel that we have covered
everything well- eventually | would like the city or school division to
revisit how students safely cross Portage Avenue. | feel that all of our
concerns were addressed well. | appreciate the engagement of the
students- seeing the streets from their perspective was very helpful. |
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
Park trail system....it would be beneficial if all of the bike routes were
connected- to allow for safe cycling throughout the city.”

“I thought the report was very thorough and also very reflective of my
concerns. My biggest concern being safe crossing for children north of
Portage. | don’t think | have anything else to add at this time. Thanks
so much for your efforts.”

“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
cost effective, reasonable addition to our neighbourhood, that doesn’t
affect our neighbours with parking etc.  would also like to see support
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?”

“'m not sure where this fits, but strategies for change and
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 - |
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 | can!”
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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 | have the right term), and a turning light
(Wolseley onto Maryland) to help improve safety during/after school
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.”



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
additional locations that children may frequent (ie. before and after
school care; recreation centre; nearby businesses, etc.)?”

“Were before and after school care providers in the area consulted?
They may offer additional insights”

“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! | 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.
Maybe not so much the case for these three schools, but often | notice
thatitis parents who are creating unsafe situations for students during
pick up and drop off. Development of pick up and drop off protocols
that are reqularly 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.q., 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




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
and will focus on sharing the final design recommendation and
highlighting how public feedback influenced the design process.
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.

Before proceeding to final design, students in the older grades (4,
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
engagement to confirm and finalize the recommended design. Once
the design is finalized, it will be posted on the project website and
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

«Thom Bargen Coffee

«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

«Individuals who requested project notifications
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Appendix B: workshop presentation

City of Winnipeg

WOLSELEY TO DOWNTOWN CORRIDOR

PHASE 2 PUBLIC WORKSHOP
JUNE 11,2019
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AGENDA

1. Welcome & Introductions

2. Study Background

3. What We've Heard

4. Design and Treatments Overview
5. Part 1 Discussion: Design Options
6. Part2 Discussion: Treatments

7. Closing and Next Steps

1. INTRODUCTIONS

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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2.STUDY

BACKGROUND

STUDY BACKGROUND

= In 25, Winnipeg City Council
approved the Pedesinan and Cycling
Strategies (PCS), which provides a
wision and roadmag for the future of
walking and cycling in Winnpeg

+ This connection was identified as an
important part of the network and will
provide connections 1o the Omand's
Creak pathway, the protected bk lane
on Assiniboine Avenue and Sherbrook
Street, the bike lane on Maryland Street,
and thie planned
grearmvay on Ruby and Banning Streats.
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STUDY AREA

STUDY PURPOSE

+ To improve aast-wast connactions
batweean the Omand's Park patway and
the downtown core.

+ To identify oplions 1o improve travel
choices, accessibility and connactivity

+ To detarmine what concerns and issuas
exist with the existing facilities and
determing ihe best design options,
including alignment options and facility
salection

*+ To develop a preferred design based on
public input and techncal analysis.
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STUDY PROCESS

r!_.___"_'_ 3. WHAT WE’VE HEARD
Wile are
EEE |
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PHASE 1 ENGAGEMENT PHASE 1 ENGAGEMENT
* 4 Pop-Up Events = \Wwhat are the key design priorities for this
«  Noverriber 23 to 25, 2018 project for community members?
Thaen Bargen Cofles
sttt + What are he current uses and features of he

study anea? (a.g., loading zones, school zonas,

LA, Stesn Commimnity Canbre
major crossings, garbage collection, atc )

= Ower 600 interactions

+ On-Line Survey + What are the top transportation issues within
+  Wovember § 1o December 8, 2018 the study area? (e.g , safely, shor-cuting
v Ba% completad nesponses traffic, high traffic volimes, high traffic speeds,
* School Travel Planning Engagement )
PAC mastin
On-ling .mi’,, * What would future usage be d cycling
Hands up surveys mpFovements ware mada akong thasae

Siudent engagement worksheps comidors?
Community and school iip maps
Wakabouls

Visioning workshops

I
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PRIORITIES

Ay Fimivrerh Tunnassang

TRAVEL PATTERNS

T L ——

omy ke L e e

.
A 0l o s il
e o 2

B o et
el et B

B e M i B it B

-

gy s ol ey e

Cogmmmon Purpssss of Use Along the Cervidor....

b =
,) o o hu shaps s
L | Laal
\"\-_

Bhiraatean o

EELIHES

Lomm e e et
vy by
Frimads
Fuck e vvel viraw |
P pe—

Carneats by bl

City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor




KEY ISSUES

-
|
|
e R

~ Ea

- [

=
=

[P T
[E——
—
]
L
fos |
i=_____.]
EEEE——
e

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report 60




DESIGN OPTIONS

4. DESIGN OPTIONS
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

@ Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project e

WL on
CEmIvETnT

DESIGN OPTIONSFOR ALL AGES AND ABILITIES

Busy streels

Protected blcycle lones
Lew volumes
Quiet streets (1,500 or less)

Holghbourhood groenways Low speeds
(30 km/h}
Off-streat
bike paths
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DESIGN FEATURES - SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS
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DESIGN FEATURES - REDUCING SPEEDS
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DESIGN FEATURES - REDUCING VOLUMES
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OPTION 2 - WEST

Protected Bike Lanes = Westminster
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OPTION 2 - WEST

Option 2a - Parking Retained,
thcthIhLmD opped _

Westminster Commercial Area

Option 2b - Parking Dropped,
Pmumﬁmunas Rn'tllmd




OPTION 1 - EAST

One-Way Vehicle Traffic with Protected Bike
Lanes

2.0m profected bicycle lanes

Change to ong-way vehicle traffic operation
sastbound on Westminster Avenue east of
Langside Street, nonhbound on Young Street
from Westminster Avenua to Balmoral Streal, and
northbownd on Balmaoral Street from Young Street
o Granite Way

Change Langside Streal to one-way southbound
vehicle traffic operation from Broadway o
Westminsier

Changa Granite Way to ane-way wesibound
wehicle traffic from Osbome Street 1o Balmeral
Streat

Maintain on-siresl parking on Granita Way to the
north sice of the street

OPTION 2 - EAST

Two-Way Vehicle Traffic with Raised Bike
Lanes (Young & Balmoral), One-Way vehicle
Traffic with Protected Bike Lanes (Granite
Way)

Maintains two-way braffic cperations on
Westminster Avenue east of Langside Straat,
Young Street from Westminster Avenue to
Balmoral Street, and Balmoral Street from Young
Streat to Grarste Way.

Changa Granite Way to one-way westbound for
wvehicla traffic as described in Option 1

Remove B parking spaces on Baimoral Street
batween Young Street and Granite Way to
accommuodata raised bicycla lanes

Shifts parking to the north side of Grande Way
MNarrow bicychs lanes
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OPTION 3 - EAS

Two-Way Vehicle Traffic with Painted Bike
Lanes (Young & Balmoral), One-Way vehicle
Traffic with Protected Bike Lanes (Granite
Way)

+ Maintaing two-way traffic oparations on
Wesiminster Avenue east of Langside Street,
Young Street from Westminster Avenue to
Balmoral Street, and Balmoral Street from Young
Streat to Grarste Way

= Change Granite Way to cne-way wastbound for
wvehicla traffic as described in Option 1

+ Remove B parking spaces on Balimoral Street
batween Young Street and Granite Way to
accommuodata raised bicycla lanes

+ Shifts parking to the north sade of Grande Way

« Marrow bicycle lanes with no physical protacion

6. NEXT STEPS
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City of Winnipeg

WOLSELEY TO DOWNTOWN CORRIDOR

PHASE 2 PUBLIC WORKSHOP
JUNE 11,2019
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Appendix C: Phase 2 online survey
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= Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
W tiipey Prase 2 Onkne Survy

=
2
=+

Progress |

Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project

Help shape the Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project!

The Waolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project is looking at options to improve travel choices, accessibility and connectivity
from Wolseley to Downtown. The project focuses on improving conditions for people of all ages and abilities walking and
cycling throughout the neighbourhood. Design options considered include neighbourhood greenway treatments that create
low speed and volume streets comfortable for all users and protected bicycle lanes that provide a physical separation
between people cycling and driving.

This is the second survey conducted as part of this preject and is intended to get your input on design options and
treatments being considered. We want to learn about what is important to you as we move forward with design options for
the project.

This survey will take approximately 15 minutes of your time. The survey will be collecting feedback until June 21, 2019,

~p



——_  Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
Winmipey Prase 2 Oalive Survey

Progress | 2%

The Waolseley to Downtown Walk Bike study area has been divided into two areas based on the different treatment options
being explored and the typical land use. The West Segment which extends from Raglan Road to Furby Strest is comprised of
predominantly single family homes, whereas the East Segment, which extends from Furby Street to Oshorne Street is mostly
multi-family homes.

The following survay presents the proposed designs through two levels of questioning:

+ In part one we are looking for feedback on the overall designs for both the East and West Segments.
« In part two we are looking for feedback on specific treatment options that are being considered as components of the
proposed designs.

The feedback you provide will be used to select and modify designs for both the East and West Segments.

——.  Woiseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
Witmipess Bnaso 2 0nline Survey

Progress 14%

Design Options

In Phase 1 we heard that Safety, Bike Network Connectivity, and Cycling Comfort were the top three priorities for project
design. Keeping these priorities in mind, two options have been developed for both the west and the east segments of the
study area. We want to know what you think about each option.

West Option 1 — Neighbourhood greenways on Westminster Ave. and Wolseley Ave.

L
Lugunst

Exmting Bgnals

€} Perking Marmminec — Onewiy Troatmunt ‘—

M ) Signat € Nerosesiamow () Feised wiwsetion <
[ ——— [ —
TIRAE CRITHNG 107 SHATR0 —
L Lisian Lry Plihacs aml Vishichas

eearmmsiry mpévement

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].
Key Features:

Neighbourhood greenway provides traffic calmed streets, safe and comfortable for cycling and walking

Geometric and crossing improvemants to improve pedestrian safety

Spead humps to slow down motor vehicle traffic

Traffic diversions to eliminate short cutting traffic

Strategic one-way traffic modification at Preston Avenue between Home Street and Arlington Street, and Wolseley
Avenue between Maryland Street and Walnut Street

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report 70




Asgpects: ol Duesign:

Enhanced pedestrian emdronment

Opportunity for landscaping improvements

Significantly reduced traffic valumes and speeds creates an enhanced opcing evdranment

Farking maintained throughout

Limits accessfegress for residents

#10 transit route shift from Evanson Street to Home Street requined bebween Wistminster Sverse and Walseley
Avenue

= May not improve oydist comfort and safety at Westminster Avenue and Maryland Street

Wit i your overall leveld of support Tor this oplion? Definitions and specific guestions about individuad treatments ane
presented on the following page.

D¢ Nathing / Leave as Is i ! Full Support

Wit dhor yos libors aabesul s opition?

What do you dislike about this option?

71 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor

West Option 2 - Protected bicycle lanes on Westminster Ave., neighbourhood
greenway Wolseley Ave.

Logard
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If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].

Key Features:
Maintains neighbourhood greenway along Wolseley Avenue as shown in option 1

Protected uni-directional bicycle lanes on Westminster Avenue from Sherbroak Street to Aubrey Street
‘Geometric and crossing improvements to improve pedestrian safety

Speed humps to slow down motor vehicle traffic along Wolseley Avenue and Clifton Street

Traffic diversion on Wolseley Avenue to eliminate short cutting traffic

Aspects of Design:
Fully protected cycling infrastructure on Westminster Avenue

Limits traffic diversion required

Narrowing of travel lanes will slow traffic

Transit route modification not required

Requires all parking to be removed on Westminster Avenue from Sherbrook Street to Aubrey Street
Requires traffic calming on Wolseley Avenue to connect to Raglan Road to the west




What is your overall level of support for this option? Definitions and spedfic questions about individual treatments are
presented on the following page.

Do Nothing / Leave As Is ' £ull Support

What do you like about this option?

What do you dislike about this option?

= Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
Wyitmier Prease 2 Qnkna Survey

Progress 31%
‘One-way-and two-way vehicle traffic design options respond to public feedback which prioritized pedestrian, cycling, and
vehicle safety, specifically along Balmoral Strest between Langside Street and Granite Way.

East Option 1 — One-way vehicle traffic, protected bicycle lanes

w

s
Young and Salmoral
Parking Removed

with Cyeiing Faciity

iy Tiresa brwert]
withowut Cycling Faciity L o

Parking Removed

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].
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Asgpects: ol Duesign:

Enhanced pedestrian emdronment

Opportunity for landscaping improvements

Significantly reduced traffic valumes and speeds creates an enhanced opcing evdranment

Farking maintained throughout

Limits accessfegress for residents

#10 transit route shift from Evanson Street to Home Street requined bebween Wistminster Sverse and Walseley
Avenue

= May not improve oydist comfort and safety at Westminster Avenue and Maryland Street

Wit i your overall leveld of support Tor this oplion? Definitions and specific guestions about individuad treatments ane
presented on the following page.

D¢ Nathing / Leave as Is i ! Full Support

Wit dhor yos libors aabesul s opition?

What do you dislike about this option?
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West Option 2 - Protected bicycle lanes on Westminster Ave., neighbourhood
greenway Wolseley Ave.
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If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].

Key Features:
Maintains neighbourhood greenway along Wolseley Avenue as shown in option 1

Protected uni-directional bicycle lanes on Westminster Avenue from Sherbroak Street to Aubrey Street
‘Geometric and crossing improvements to improve pedestrian safety

Speed humps to slow down motor vehicle traffic along Wolseley Avenue and Clifton Street

Traffic diversion on Wolseley Avenue to eliminate short cutting traffic

Aspects of Design:
Fully protected cycling infrastructure on Westminster Avenue

Limits traffic diversion required

Narrowing of travel lanes will slow traffic

Transit route modification not required

Requires all parking to be removed on Westminster Avenue from Sherbrook Street to Aubrey Street
Requires traffic calming on Wolseley Avenue to connect to Raglan Road to the west




What is your overall level of support for this option? Definitions and spedfic questions about individual treatments are
presented on the following page.

Do Nothing / Leave As Is i ' ull Support

What do you like about this option?

What do you dislike about this option?

= Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
Wyitmier Prease 2 Qnkna Survey

Progress 31%
‘One-way-and two-way vehicle traffic design options respond to public feedback which prioritized pedestrian, cycling, and
vehicle safety, specifically along Balmoral Strest between Langside Street and Granite Way.

East Option 1 — One-way vehicle traffic, protected bicycle lanes

w

s
Young and Salmoral
Parking Removed

with Cyeiing Faciity

iy Tiresa brwert]
withowut Cycling Faciity L o

Parking Removed

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].
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Key Features:

2.0m protected bicycle lanes allow people cycling to pass comfortably

Change to one-way vehicle traffic operation eastbound on Westminster Avenue east of Langside Street, northbound on
Young Street from Westminster Avenue to Balmoral Street, and northbound on Balmoral Street from Young Strest to
Granite Way

Change Langside Street to one-way southbound vehidle traffic operation from Broadway to Westminster

Change Granite Way to one-way westbound vehicle traffic from Osborne Street to Balmoral Strest to accommodate bi-
directional protected bicycle lanes on the south side of the strest and on-street parking

« Move on-street parking on Granite Way to the north side of the street

« Protected bicycle lanes for reduced conflict between vehicles and bikes

Aspects of Design:

Bicycle infrastructure meets minimum design criteria for width

Reduced roadway volumes

One-way operation is safer because it has fewer conflict points at intersections

Opportunity o retain eight existing parking spaces on Balmoral Street and shifts parking to the north side of Granite
Way

Protected bicycle lanes provide physical separation minimizing conflicts between bikes and motor vehicles

One-way vehicle travel (vehicle speeds could increase)

Limits access/egress for residents and businesses

#10 transit route modified to travel northbound on Balmoral Street and southbound on Langside Strest

What is your overall level of support for this option? Definitions and specific guestions about individual treatments are
presented on the following page.

Do Mothing | Leave As Is ' ) Full Support

What do you like about this option?

What do you dislike about this option?

East Option 2 — Two-way vehicle traffic, raised and protected bicycle path

Yemwring wosc B
Tows Wiy Trmatmmen

T Wiy Thisatrmsni

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].
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Aspects of Design:

Grade separated cyding infrastructure to provide vertical separation for reduced conflict between vehicles and bikes
Grade separated cycling infrastructure has a high cost and potential impacts on drainage and may have significant
implementation challenges

» Grade separated cycling infrastructura with narrow width is not wide enough for cyclists passing and may present
safety issues with the addition of vertical separation. This design may not be comfortable for all cyclists

Maintains two-way vehicle operation

Constrained street width requires narrow raised bicycle lanas and narrow vehicle travel lanes

Limited boulevard space to widen, further investigation required to determine tree root impact with widening

Mo parking or loading maintained on Westminster Avenue east of Langside Street, Young Street from Westminster
Avenue to Balmoral Street, and Balmoeral Street from Young Street to Granite Way

Raized bicycle lanes need to transition to street level at intersections and driveways increasing the chance of conflicts
Cyclists have many grade changes at driveway and intersection approaches along Westminster Avenue east of
Langside Street, Young Street from Westminster Avenue to Balmoral Street, and Balmoral Street from Young Strest fo
Granite Way

What is your overall level of support for this option? Definitions and specific questions about individual treatments are
presented on the following page.

Do Nothing / Leave as Is ) Full Support

What do you like about this option?

What do you dislike about this option?

East Option 3 — Two-way vehicle traffic, at-grade painted bicycle lanes

Yousr snd Batne
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If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].

Key Features:

= Maintains two-way traffic operations on Westminster Avenue east of Langside Street, Young Street from Westminster
fyenue to Balmoral Street, and Balmoral Street from Young Strest to Granite Way,

Change Granite Way to one-way westbound for vehicle traffic as described in option 1

Remove B parking spaces on Balmoral Street between Young Street and Granite Way to accommodate painted bicycle
lanes

= Shifts parking to the north side of Granite Way

» MNarrow bicycle lanes with no physical protaction
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Aspects of Design:

Constrained street width restricts ability to achieve desirable widths, resulting in narrow bicycle lanes and narrow
vehicle travel lanes

Established trees in the boulevard limit the ability to add pavement width, further investigation required to determine
tree root impact with widening

Painted cycling infrastructure does not provide physical separation betwesn vehicles and bikes

Painted bicycle lanes can be installed quickly and at significantly lower cost with fewer implementation challenges than
raised bicycle lanes (Optien 2)

Painted bicycle lanes are not considerad comfortable for people of all ages and abilities

Maintains two-way vehicle operation

Mo parking or loading maintained on Westminster Avenue east of Langside Street, Young Street from Westminster
Avenue to Balmoral Street, and Balmoral Street from Young Strest to Granite Way

What is your overall level of support for this option? Definitions and specific guestions about individual treatments are
presented on the following page.

Do Nothing / Leave As Is . ! Full Support

What do you like about this option?

What do you dislike about this option?
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-
—.  Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project
AWimipess Prase 2 Onkng Survey

Progress I 63%

Design Treatments

In Phase 1 we heard that short-cutting traffic, speeding, intersaction and pedestrian safety, and parking for local business
needs were concarns within the study area. To address these issues, design treatments have been proposad at locations
throughout the entire study area, We want to know what you think about each treatment.

Issue 1: Short-cutting traffic

We heard that high traffic volumes and short-cutting traffic are a concern throughout the study area, particularly during peak
periods. A number of treatments are proposed to reduce short-cutting traffic in different options.

Vehicle access restrictions involve limiting motor vehicle traflc from
making certainmovements at intersections with phyaical barriers to prevent
cut-through traffic from accessing thair destination.

Locations considered: Wolselay Ave & Ragian Ad, Wolselsy Ave & She-burm
R, Aubrey 5t & Palmarston Ave, Westminster Ave & Arlingion 5t

Please rate treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.

Wolseley Avenue & Raglan Road
Wolseley Avenue & Sherburn Road
Aubrey Street & Palmerston Avenue

Westminster Avenue & Arington Street

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.




Issue 2: Speeding

One-way sireel conversions involve modifying the traffic operations
along specified readways to only allew trafe 1o travel i1 one direction, cne-

way conversions being cansidered range in length frar one block o several
depanding on the location.

To ensure vehicles driving through the study area are traveling at safe speeds for pedestrians and cyclists speed humps are
proposed to discourage fast travel speeds, including:

Locations consicerad: Wolseley Ave from Walnut St to Maryland, Prestan
Ave from Arlingten St 1o Homea St Granite Way from Osborne 1o Balmaoral,
Young/Balmoral from Langside 5t to Broadway

Speed humps ara comman trafic calming devices that raly on vertical
deflection to slow motor vehicle trafic.

Locations considered: Wolseley Ave Trom Raglan St to Maryland 51, along
Wesatminster Ave from Aubrey to Maryland, and north of Westminsier east of

Arfingtan
Please rate each treatment with 1 {low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
Wals=ley Avenus westbound only from Walnut Strest to Maryland Strest
e Aneiie sessHiotirel opiy Rer s AR SHERk o Hosn SErect Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
Granite Way westhound only from Osborne Strest to Balmeral Street .
Waolseley Avenue from Raglan Street to Maryland Street, along Westminster Avenue from
‘Young/Balmaral Strest easthound/northbound anly from Langside Strest to Broadway Avenus

Aubrey Strest to Maryland Street

Wolseley Avenue, north of Westminster Avenue east of Arfington Street
Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.
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Issue 3: Intersections and Pedestrian Safety

& number of intersections were identified as having safety concerns. Pedestrian safety is an issue, particularly around schools
and at major intersections. Design treatments were developed to improve intersection geometry and pedestrian safety.

Geometric improvements modily the road geomelry by redesigning the
curty Incations at intersactions to improve aightlines for all voad users.

Locallons considuied: Wolseley Ava & Clilton 81, Wolseley Ave & Camdon

PI, Westminater Ave & Ethelbert St, Westminster Ave & Canom 51, Balmaral
5t & Granite Way

Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
Wolseley Avenue & Clifton Streat

Wolseley Avenue & Camden Place

Westminster Avenue & Ethelbert Street

Westminster Avenue & Canaora Street

Balmoral Street & Granite Way

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.

Curb extenslons narrow the roadway at intersections 1o siow down maotor
vehicla traffic and reduce the crossing distance for pedestrians. Curb
ustensions will be canstructed as o parl ol e geomeloic improwmen s,
Locations considered: Wolseley Ave & Clitton 5t, Wolseley fve & Camden

Pl, Westminster Ave & Ethelbart St, Wasiminster Ave & Canom 51, Balmaral
5t & Granite Way

Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
Wolseley Avenue & Clifton Street

Wolseley Avenue & Camden Placs

Westminster Avenue & Ethelbert Street

Westminster Avenue & Canora Street

Balmoral Street & Granite Way

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.
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Aaised intersections elevated the road surface to sidewalk level at
thar indersaction Lo stow down molor vehicle tafic and provide more

Crosswalk Improvements can include adding new painted crosswalks,
comlartable crossings tor pedestrians,

improving existing crosswalks with trealmenls such as overhead feshers

or a raised crosswalk thal requires motar vehicle trafiic to slow down when
passing.
Locations Considered:
sWolaeley Avenue & Raglan Streer
sWestminster Avenue & Auby Strest

Locatians Conaidored:
*Wolaeley Avenue & Ruby Strest

=Wolseley dvenue & Lenors Strest
=Westminzter Avenue & Lenore Strest
~Westminster Avenue & Walnut Streat
=Clifton Street midblock

Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.

Please rate each treatment considered with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
Wolseley Avenue & Raglan Street

Waolseley Avenue & Lenore Street

Westminster Avenue & Ruby Street
Westminster Avenue & Lenore Street
Wolseley Avenue & Ruby Strest
Westminster Avenue & Walnut Street

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.

Clifton Street midblock

Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected these ratings.
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‘i\ Waolsaley 1o Downtown Walk Bike Project
Wirmipess  Phasa 2 Onking Sy

Progress I T6%

Issue 4: West - Parking

Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.

Option A

Please provide a c to help us und: | why you selected this rating.

‘West Segment Option 2 proposes protected bicyde lanas along Westminster Avenue, This design feature requires parking
adjustments to accommodate the bicycle lane infrastructure. Depending on the location and option, some parking changes
are proposed, including:

A. Westminster Avenue (Aubrey Street to Furby Street): Te accommodate a protected bike lane, parking would be
removed on both sides of the street

B. Westminster Avenue
» (Bubrey Street to Arlington Street): Shared use lanes that accommaodate on street parking in a low speed environment

» ([Arington Street to Furby Street): To accommodate a protected bike lane, parking would be removed on both sides of
the strest

Option A: Protected bike lane, parking removed

Iy vt
[ ST T— i o t
|tttk L

Hegnbn sl Tesreay — B8

S SIS

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].

Option B: Shared use lane, parking maintained Aubrey Street to Arlington Street

,ﬁ’

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctr] and [+].

Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.

Option B
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Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars. Please rate each treatment with 1 (low support) to 5 (high support) stars.
options P iy Rershienil side St Porkieg; |
Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected this rating. Please provide a comment to help us understand why you selected this rating.
Residential Side Street Parking:to minimize any parking changes, h »
options could be considered to allow time-limited parking on side streets
(residents exempt) to increase the availability of parking for visitors

Asniog M sk et
Hgtury Feros
e Fasrtes Emiey S—

RGN0 IO IBEIMWTY  —

If viewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].
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Issue 4; East - Parking

East Segment Options propose raised and protected bicycle paths. These design features require parking adjustments to

accommodate the bicycle lane infrastructure, Depending on the location and option, some parking changes ars proposed,
includina:

A. East Segment 1 - One-way Vehicle Traffic, Protected Bicycle Lanes, Parking Maintained: Cpportunity to retain
eight existing parking spaces on Balmoral Street and shifts parking to the north side of Granite Way

B. East Segment 2 and 3- Two-way Vehicle Traffic, Raised and Protected Bicycle Lanes, Parking Removed:
Removes parking on Balmoral Street and shifts parking to the north side of Granite Way

Option A: One-Way preserves parking

iy mined Balmornl
i Parhing Chango

Farking Maimtnast

—_—
o Parking Change —
Oy Truatmenl R

Ona-way Trasimert
withiot Gyoling Facny

Option B: Two-way removes parking

@l Bamapnal
Fuinwny Remound

Lagend
Purking b anmined I

», “ursrg Hemnoved
‘ No Pariing Crange

If wiewing on a PC zoom into the map by pressing [Ctrl] and [+].

Option B 3

Please provide a comment to help us undarstand why you selected this rating.
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—_  ‘Wolsel
'l'l||||||1||-!_l; PraER 2

ey o D

Cring Gurvey

Wialk Biloe Progj

Progres: I 557

Thank you for your input so far! Do you have any additional comments or thoughts you would like to add?

B Lt ]

- iy
Hinsbmy, Pea e Sira
Fogrs I (2%

Tall tis About Youl

Plbbia e makt & sk apmcnnl qobtiass b Bale U battir Lnderitand whe mate bianiag fram

What s your age?

& L7 vewm ar panger o SE yan wid

T T W e S

T o

O = PR L BE e ar tldes

O EAE e o

Vihan b your gendee?

o Maly Ll J'
| e

o lesas

Whatis your postal code? [first 1 digis)

What i your main mode of ressportationl

o Ear I Wealing
n ey 4 e
@ Bubls Trset

‘What m pour main cosssction to this ama?

O Amdess i WAk kel rewdeh
verk e 1 Arsaaiag sesal Maate

O Shadent W shagpeg

O Travel thisugh e wes L DR

0 Weketsaning

id you parncipane in the first phase of public engagemans for chis prapees?
& & i

W died you bear about this Progece?

OO o ag nakins Lt mgteg

[  Saghbeuchond mpan
Paitnt o M

Rk egazaast N LD

Sy i

Finasn vish tw 2roen wiliene for mare wéirTanes aboor the . B @ 00 i pster padis eapapETetE Kear. Thand
v b e e
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Appendix D: School travel plan and engagement reports

ity Sehival-Schatd Travel Plarrirg ast Engageonent Bepert Fetsuaty 2015

systems

Mhoto: Stedents, Porents. and $2aff of Muey School on e STRE wedbobout-Vewmber X018
Bubvid School Wakabout Summary
Tima: Movember 71° 2018, 8:30 am

Afteedandg: 15 roiuding
Principal and Teachen

parents, Winning Police Service School Revourse Officer, School

Mulvwy School-Schonl Traved Plasssy asd Engagrensst Repodt Feteuary 7015

systems
Exiii 5 . darty paobid s in Easveen section of Wesiminsner dvenuss for
studuriis walking 1o ssd Teom school, sthool catmmmunily strosgly reqemting pedesirios wdey
g DAt i i aiea, Vibaoks volames o Wil ind W A dl 1 b bty

Bigh, mmaking lor dficull erovisgs lor studenls dus 1o vokame of right turnisg vehicln. Pedmirian
ergiimg af Wobiebey snd Maryiand kis & high volame of velicley, i well g5 small sidiw alics and wuls

rdeiilng detanie.

and Shevirook on Westmimier

Lacation Feiur{s) Patendlal Solutions

Ilanyland and Wabssloy Werhiche: pathed done ta [saure no parking setkack b
terectiom oo [t wde of apgEuprute

iyl ) o wreed, fenilting i can baming
Frasim 2™ lame, ol seding
[pedhestitans

Bach Lo bertveees Maryland | Dl spok s ll convex mEmors at cornen

o aflow for vindility of webicles
and podesiriana, watall sigm

wrming of pedestriam crossmg
i bfind o,

Sdaryland snd Wokeley Cars lurning wesl onlo Weleley | Change angle of burm be slow
off of Marytand Avenus o speed | wehicley, install oo bump et
wrhilis puhorwiYid ane preesT i shioren crosang dalasis,

Increase eaforoement

Manylasd wnd Wokeley Cars luEning south on Margland | Lima right harss off of Wiolseley
off ol Winhadey Avenus {Eant and | Tram 75m 1o S pe very
Whest] o apsed loece siudants 1o | weekeliy.
iy o1 an North side of
‘Whadialiry

Withelig Avimiss Detwien Paspris dropesg sludents ofl Creale & seuthin] dicp off hate

Sdaryland Sarest and Walnut wt Arafic whiln doilble nas e

Sligwt on Wohalsg Avesus

Wekiphey Aviior belviss Virhichn ipeading thiough Ao Ugfg e, iped

tanyland et and Walmt wchool fone Bwarripr, Bussgn ouls

Strewt [nchonl fone)

Sichwralic an Wiest sk ol
Waryland butweey
‘Westmimier Averue and
Wakseley hvense

Ciached and bicken idiwalb
] by wallking school bnni faice
elaily, w woll an &0 sfudents
wealhing o and froen daycase &
Rirmers @ dary al W bmisate
Chvarch

Repair and mait ey ddewal in
Th sine
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Mulvey School-School Traved Plassieg and Engagemest Report Fetwuary X119

systems

Sidewalksouth of the school | Sidewalh s very poor condfition | Repaer and mamtie sidewals

o Watdrow Mlace

Banyland Sahest Bike Line Concrets b pasted bike lane in | Repen and mastes b e
[poat condition, crached asd paemment, natall phrigkcal
Ihrokin, Medquent potoke, Iadridr, chinge wogs 1o imprees

ding. Wikt resufting by drsinig

students nof riding to whasd

It erection of Manglind 58 Warrov dldewalk on Rapth Weit | Imitall curb bamp o 16 Bow

and Wohely fve cnimaer wilh deep slope, Tor wides sidewall, change angle
erowdnd at demisial Bme, very | of cuth o 1 thallower angle
liner promimity to hiavy traffic
lanes.

Mlanyland 4 gnd Sherbrook o bus shetier for students Amlall s shelers or trami

{rarseng 1o and from schood

amenities ¢ These kocatiomn
mear the schoal

Istersection of Furity Street

Wehickes not stopping a1 1bsoe

restall painted bne madkiegs.

and Weobialey Auwnue wray ShOD Inlersection
Crosawalk ab Wil Stieel snd | Crosewal location too Lar swey | Move cromswalh closei bo the
Weheley Avpeae For itsitests 1o une regulacly achoal
istoriation of Maryland S1 Criviting 100 wicks on Walseley | Inital cus b b s outs 1
and Wokeley faw s i Bor sale erosding of sharlen dosing dalince
winall childien
Whikieley and Weimingter Vinhime of wehicles too high, Riduce the amount of vehickes
A imaking for umale crotaings for | endag 1hese droets b anmeval gnd
Hudents crovaing a@d-wesd on elnarmmasl time
Wfarylama $1 gned Sepvbrook 5 e
wehickes Buim while pedetian
present dus o tralfac backup
fnastratiom
Iederaction of 'Wolseley Mo Escile paving om any curb Irntall Lactile pawing on hese
Awenue gad Maryland Sheet ity o this inlersection, making | sidews s ol intersedton

i difficult for visually smpained
Eudenis to savegaie

Mulvey School-School Traved Plassieg and Engagemest Report Fetwuary X119

systems
Sherhiook Stree snd Woksley | Cycists in bike Line ot yuelding | Sritall "yield 1o pedevtrans™
LT o pedestrlang, nunning sed Bght | vignage in Bilop lese, incroase
wedpttemead of nmning fed
ght.
Furkry SEreet and W i Mo pedesin ing- Sbeep rrall & wary wtop of raned
LT grade at curb ouly. intersection | cresewali
e by walling school bos with
0 stodenty at the school teice &
day, Tweo students have been hit
ey weehiches wili e crovsing here
i i L G yar,
Langside Sirpet and Dangerous pedestian crossing, | imal resed crosswall o
Westmimien Svenus & sbudests have Leen bil by mipeend Wgnage, egand
withicles while crossing hene, wchool rone in frost of Ralmoral
inchang crn whe sufimed all schond to diw yishickes
Srini biain damage. apgenathing croviwdli,
Mlaryland Sareet and Woodiow | Schood bus bas diffcoly teming | Move parking Lo the West from
Plaew Wit oaln Wesdiow Flace atitution

anyland Sneet Wehicles encroachisg/driving in | dreiall physecel/separated
ik Lane harrisr

Hcath West comner of Wokehsy | Vehiclks parked too close to iretall bumg out thet extends

e gnd Marykand Street croaawall, krnibeg wisibdity lndn ewbding no parking tone
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Mulvey School-School Traved Plassieg and Engagemest Report Fetwuary X119

systems systems

Elafriars:

& wlume of vehsches on Wiokieley Avenus percessd a5 & basred for cidren waliang 10 school
&  Cary modling 1Serough stops sign frecuses maoe Tor childeen and padents walling 1o schaol.

Cornmenti:

& kst volurme, especially those om Wiolieley Aveawe Turning right onto eyl Mreet wene
pertehed i Being too high, cauming issies for children coming o schoal freen the Last

& Dmly 10% of the studenis ot the schood lved o the Wt of the school premises in the Wbl
ot g b 1 Pz

& Angry andimpatiest diveert wers obnered by mary pafenty, sxpecilly |Se Deing amo
M anfland soutbboosd. They shieiaed that thess diten ollen entered the chowwall while
pibetoarm were a1l prient, Weading bo fnequent “mear e with urenat s sttt

&  Participants suggested the imstallation of a furming lght oo Westminstor Avenus To snsum
pedestrian salety. 40 nirsery snd bndergarien childen crons this inbemaction 4 times per
srhuistshy tary, amall b sl s s mises at this inhenection n partsolar

& Ol theough trafic (o the Last of Sharbrook viewed it problisnats, espacialy fod can hosding
mafth on Sherbroak tuining fghd onts Weheley Avenus, and then furning naith onle Fuily
Shies

o Lamgide strist ako viwed @ 8 Fregquent "o theough® mute, Retdins on (ks sirest iecently
witeulated § petition 1o reduce e apoed limit on this uree,

»  Extablshmant of @ formal “drop-off and pickep® one was suggested

& Pancpans iggeibed inilallation of fanied crowalls o Wektmimer dvenue and Woheley
Ayeniin 10 help sfre teude wlery, and dew 1raflic 8 1heis SamecTnm

#  Partiopants were “srongly In favor® of improvements to the crosswalk ai Langside and

Phacat; Pt tieipants af Mubety Sohood Visksoing workihop-fowrmber X8 Westmimder, incuding cosaideration of a ramed orosywalk and imgroved siprage. Consideration
My chool Visioning Workshog Action Plan o maght lnes should alss be mchuded. A student who aftendad Mubsey School was 58 and
netiously ingurnd at this cnsswall ueveral years ago.

Thrrne 5130 prw Novermitsss 167, 218 »  Participaniy shio necuestod commaderation of The kvt alltion of o pedestrian crossing a1 Fuiky
Arbercane: 12- inchuding patents, My school sdmisistration, Wissipsg School Division Staff, and Wesminsiey, o thin i 2 croming for one of the Walking School Ruses, snd & shidet was hit
i Aol Hakth ittty Hadli®y Buil Frvsnnmant specast. andd injored 84 This inbersaction biverul years igo

®  This sibe of the schosl Fonp wis veewed i being 100 xmall by the workshop attendem, and they
Goalh: Agreed with the goah o staled. wequested That the musimem sethach be installed.

®  Thecromwall fo the west of tha school on Waoheley Avenue wan comidered problematic des ta
the geamatry of this rossing. and did not serve the needs of the students 58 Mubsey School due

x inpot isto The devign process for thair community 10 i bodng 100 meters. frem the entrance 1o thi scbosl

& Papents it can wees parked Lo che fo the orossealk af Wilsut and Wolaley, obacurisg

1 Enproed Childrn’s Mests and Well-being

' TN RabRE sghtiines for drivers and pedestrians
i Incroated Lalety

3 Rehaord Transporiation Cosks

[ Cammuniy Colstion shd Consainly

T. Dl oprenn of life-long Reahhy abit
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m e

systems systems

Propeed Action Plan items!

Actian Ownenbg
erproser Bghfing on bee cage Pty Schenad Admiminbrateca W innipeg
S Dot bbosn
Imataliation of limse markings a1 siop siges to City of ‘Winnipeg/Design Team

encsiEape vehiche 10 come 10 & codmgilets
wtap at the sign itsell, and dacourage “rell
hi " sho

liscrmarne end: nt of parking visl Wirmdpeq police Services
seoundtheschool
Tatatimhment of 4 formal, vgned “dieg-all | Mubsey School Adrmantation G ity of
and EE"!E: soena st 1t 3 chacl W

Ciomviader watalation of raised croiiwalls at | City of Winnipeg/Deiagn Team
Westminsier and Woheley Avenus
Cosnsder e alation of tabed oroaiwail ot City o Winnijed/Dedgn Team
Furtry s W esiminater sivnets, a8 Ehis b g
creasing bar one of the walking schood hses.

Expansion of the reduced speed school zone | City of 'Winni Team
Prchaie Ulocks fod sludent use Miubary Schood PALS Adrmanmtigbsn

Do Muley ifadenf proviling feaback an sdadnend miue arowsd the sehool
Eudent Feedhack

Whishepy School-Movembsr 11, 2018

Boom 1§ (26 studenti)

& Sludenis ba s cla identified laga volames of vehicles oo Shedbrook Steect of Wekeley
Bvenue 5 being problemmatis, and a barrses 10 walking o biking t0 schood

& Shadents bn Hives cla sleniffied the intersection of Wolsley Avemie and Mary b Sroet a8
[being @fingh 1o crom en Foot, with imall sdewalics and many webiche ening off of Maryland
Street onto Wolieley Avenue d, often while weere presond m the orosswalle

& Shisdenty w158 clind sl sdentilied the large woleme of vehicke turning southbhound off of
Wiotusley Avesise |Both Dl snd Wsthoend] onfa Mandand wosthbound {often while thisy
erdiid aed wadie present in 1he inprisction) it & mips wlely condemn

& Students in e claw enbfied the area imemodiately In Treed of (e school on ‘Wolssleg Aveniss
srtwean bdaryland Sneet and Walnul SUeel as haviag masy vohices a arsel s damissal
fimiess, with mamy oo doubls parking to deop off shuderts
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systems

Shustenty im Vo clan hentfied 15 intersecion of Margland aad Wellminiler s biing an ares
of cancem, with high wohicles volumes and d&ficully cronaing on foot i & resull, eopsially whin
Erying to oross Murgland Street and dealing with cary turning off of ‘Westmisster Avenue.
Stusheniis im 1 clas ihenitifisd thor chiallisgins thi Dudas had in negeotiating the back lane off of
Wil Place thie 10 the tight canfines and cnembled pavwmen, o sl itadests in thi
el Tourk thip beri 00 schoal.

Fioom 30 (24 students)

Stuents b tis class ibentified Sheebrood Saneet and Wokeley Avonoe a3 beieg a buvy and
problematic istersection, with high welicls velumes, and turning velicies perdag & challengn
whin wadiing or biking 1o schoal.

Shpdents i {he class dentified Maryand Street and Wobeley Avenuse o being a harsrdon
mtprsection, with high mumbens of velacey sad dilfsouy crovsng on fool due 1o the lage
wndies ol hurning velbicles.

Students im e clavi dentied e sidewall on Thi north b of Woheley Avenue between
Walmit Sreet and Chiitaut Stivel as being is poor sbupe, and difficslt tn aevigate on foal.
Shpdents im thes class exguessed their desive for ble lanes to be imdalied on Furby Street
between Westminstor Avenue and Wokseley Avenue, a5 many of them By in ihe Wesa
Broadway commmuniy, and would e to be able 10 bike 1o school slong 1his street.

Room 17 Q7 students)

-

Shudenty m e clind kentffied e crodiwalh o1 Langiice Stidel and Wisitmamer Avanue 4
ting particularky hagsrdous for them, with poor sghtlines, and vehickes scorlerating off of the
womer af Young Street and Westmisater Avenue
Blary students in the clares on Morth of Braadway A, sad mpressed challesges s safely
roning this street duss 1o o Rick of crosawalis

dents im Uy clins e d & strong gl o v & ik lane ingtalbed on Furky Street,
i this would connect dieeetly bo Woheley R, s allow them 10 ride (her Bl b0 Mulvey
Schoal
Students i vha clres abo mpressed & dsiie Tor a selar crowsing a1 (e intersection of Wolsey
Aoveniin S Fatbyy Sttt i thist mpeiencs his been the thene & & laign sesmbed of wehicles
ah this streel cutting through ofl of Sheriosh Street, and crossng Bave Las be frlky due to the
walumir of wehicles
The sichew sl on the Eant sede of Farby street South of Wokeley Avesse was identiliod o being
m poor coadition, with cracked and broden pasemest. Many studests lve in (he sgariments.
and Manitoha hoaming buildags on the street.
Bany af these ety accised 1he Carnnd libiary, snd requiited & wler crmiing fod
pedsatikam b scoma the library, particularky feom 1he Weit Digadway seagh bouibeod
This class sl identilied 18eir desine lor sparated bike lases on the Marglasd Bridge, a5 many
of them cross this bridge to visit friends on the other aide, 5 well a3 atiend River Fsphts jasios
igh amd Kedvin School ligh school upoen graduaiien from Mubey Scheol. Studests aha
dentfied 3y need for sepanated bike Lines on the Sherteook Bridge 1o coseect To The parking
pratectsd bibi Linim on Wivlitook stieel.

89 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor
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& Thacrached ddewall on Wobdiow plate was dlentfied o an e Fod Shudents o 15 clai,

®  This class whie regueiting bike lanis on Wokeley Avenue in from of (e el wo that ey
could ride right 1o school swery day, and be soparated feom the high velums of vehicle on thy
.

#  The wmall sidewa on the Sooth wde of ‘Wobelsy Svenue between Marglasd Street and the
school was abeo identified a5 an issue for these students.

#  Lathy, stidenits in this cliss faft that thare should be ke lanm on otk Wohebey and
WDt Aveniiel, But ot on The iesidentisl sbieen, o these wide Taitly guim slisatdy

Pk Shega
Ingaat Trosem Thee school wallabout, viveonisg worksbop, slustent feediack wirkshaps, and d

witlh school $all will be wsed alongside tochnical information and breader public eegagemment findings
o iedorim the development of proposed dievign concepls for 8 Wolseley t0 Dowsiown ‘Walk Bike
Project. Far more infermmation sad updates on this process, plese register Tor emall updiates on Ehis
page

s of the Wolebey to [x pli Fngage iogras i s pected 1o Begi in the spring of
kG, This s will grovide memben of 18 public and olker ssoa W sinholden (he appoiunity 1o
ieveew and provide feediack on 1B preliminaty desipn optiom and alt et 1t will bt g ]

at this time,

T biarn g aluin this pregect and otbes City of Winnipeg Wik Bie peojecti, pleass aiil
Bt e, W e v o b i el

systems




Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

systems

Pt Parveai, Seudenen, Srafl soad STRE Spiouror Teatm Wby of Lo Secord Soiwond Wallatau!

Litszrs Second School Wiekishout Summany
Vit Decerndaer 4™ JOLH, 830 am-10 am

Arterciasge: 20 members of e school community, isduding parents, Liusa Secord school
adminiration ssd teaching stalf, oty trasspedtation siafl, Lesra Secord studenis, Winnipeg Regional
Heahth Suthaiiby Heally Builll Emaronment speclalin, Read Salety siall freen Mastoba Public
nsutance, Transgariation saf from the Wesaipeg School Davelion, Building s1ef] Irom [he Wissigey
School Diviuien

Executie Surmmany: Vehick volemes, pariisg and shoppiag in unsale or prohibfied aness, pedesinan
safety and comion, diver compliance rates 3 s1ops signs, hesdicapped loading areas, and mainienasce
of walking and cycling Lacilities are the main bases of concern Eor this sclseal, Lingety focused os the ares
i front of the school on Wesseliy Svormie. The waliaboul group noied masy near msses atd dangesos
ditwing behaviors, anid 1he high velums of studeats waliing to school (hat bad Iregueent by interaction
wiithy 18 high vohemne of veblches in the fone surrounding thi skl

Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

Location

[betmeen Losoie and Miky
Shreists

iarth dloki of Wokial iy Avisan

Can paking in “no stoppng
cone m lront of thi school,

encrosthang o marked
eromvaalk

systems

| Vsl castly s gt o1 Lenore

eroiwall doad petend to edgi of
“no Mopping” fose bo The West,
shofening crousisg distance for
wludents and narrowing the
road

Houth sice of Woltel oy Avesoe
Ibefween Lesone and Rubsy
et

Carysitting idling s *na
shopping rone™ for s long a5
73 minutrs

brextall "wa kiling™ sigms arcend
ihe school

(Rwtry SEreset, Lenore Shivet, asd

Shudamis being dropped off

irestall cwthy bump cests on

are] parents (el

Wolseley Avenae while stopped at stopsignson | Lenone and Rty sireets to
by, Lenore, and Wekeley shoren orossng destasce and
ANEnUE disaide shudent deop ofl whils
in trafic
Wolsobiy Avesus and Lenote Wehiches rolling theough ooss Ragad crosswalk on Wokeley
Straet walk af Lenore while students | Avemae a1 Lenone Siroeet 10 tow

(raTic and ncenise visibiiny of

rowwali

Lz SEreet and Wesiminsiee
E T

Squdenls crossing at Lenore 51
andl Wokelivy &veniE aiu
cheeed Libaors af Weshminer
A wehise Tharw is n
pedesirias crowaalk or eraffie
g

Irstall peechesivian crossing at
Lenore and Wistmisster ta line
iy ith thee ceosvwalk 1o the
sowilh &1 Lenoie and Wik ey

Earst nicher of Mgk SEreet, South
of Wishlig Aveinss

Gaibage piek ip sdea an Riby
wie ined o Viadent diop olf
fong

irmall Bardier to desiiade

[t ents fron uning girbage lase
A tudan drapall

Saulhs wida o ‘Wiakiliry Ay eoge
between Ruly and Lencre
Shres

Studients being dispped ol
direckly in Frosd of the school ea
sonilh vide of Wolssloy Avesce
m bandicapped drop off fone
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Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

systems
Wutry SEreet douth of Wohsley | Schoo! lukes diop off on Ruby | Imiall Bursg out on R by Stieet
LT Mret-cary allemplmg 10 1iein 8 South Waest camner of Raly
dhirwn sk 3ol hbound hach up | s Westminater, Comider
onta Wolseley Avenue inin irestalling ma right funee fross
imersection & a resuit. 7530 am 10 9:30 am off of
‘Wiohaeley onba Rk Shioet
south.
lleyaray betwees Lenore Sudent drop off in alley Increased esdorcemest of
Shreed and Evanson Srest on [ Lenore and ", arred drivng behavior,
Hoath side of Wolteley Avesoe | dropped off and thes reverned
i bralfi

Lemoa e Street south of Wolkeley

Parents using Linode &5 a

Irrstall "me drop off™ sigss on

e shedpni drop off fose. Lenore soulh of Woleley
A
Soulh s of Wokaley Avesss | Hasdicapoed diop ol wolicke | Communicate with support st
between Rulty Street and panieed in front of schoel Tor 33 | the need Lo deop off elfficestly
Lende Soret mimiles in foss of school in
el appod rone
Wekaley Avenoe betwiss U-tutm in middie of school sone | Deiver sdocabion, snlorcement
ey SEiewt amil Lenpne of dasgercan denoing behavaour

wich a u-Turm in @ schosd sone

Ty SEreal, Wolshey Svanus, | Cam roling throagh slop g | Nanad croings a1 Wohatey,

Wit rtmler Avenue, anid an Rulry, Wohaley, Wiy, and Lesore Stisits. Mop

Upnare Stiwet. Migh traffe Wastrmingled, sad Lpnohe i aikings on Kaith/South

wealiking roasis for studenty srevis whreeiy

Wby Ayenge Wolyrme of vehicle oo kigh Heghbourbaod tralfic calming
[martin| cagtam feedhack] T redhaoe vakeme of vehbicies.
rmeaking & ough fod patrok bo pariaing by school, Clese road in
salely crona students Troumt of schoed duling momisg

andd aftesnoon nnk hours.

Wokeley Avenws, part kulary Cars soppeng in udewalk Tebea markings on North side of

o norih side of et crossimg pones, forcing Wolhieley Avenue ai Rubsy and
pedestrians to detous Lenone stiests

Wkl Avenae Sadeswaliy In poot condition Repa videwalha near schoal

Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

systems
Eat dnd Wit Sk of Schoal Wik rachs mot compatible far limital] Bal rachs thit sflow Foi
Piaperty proped locking of bk Tocking of Both frant snd ros
tires

South side of Woksley Avesse | Huden] Deop off & no Comider designating BA Steen
[betaeen Ml Hreef and pat kg steppeng rone In aa a shudent deop off 2one
Lenve Shreet front of schoad
Soulh side of Wobeley Avesse | Hasdeapped student drop off i | Comsider designating areaon
betaeen Mulry SEreet and currently bocafed oo south shde | Lenore Street 2 s bandicapped
[Lewsse Shivet of Wolseley Mvenue, dredly in | drop off moee.

Trant of thi school, resalting in

shadents baing usioaded mto

traffi, and caes having to

T argund parked

handiapged van.
Futry Sereet South of Wolsebey | Tadl swing of Buses turning Consider no parking wetback for

Avesie nofhbound off of Fulry onle | Cars pated on Ruby Sties
W irkrbeny A s o wimath ol Woheley Avemid 1o
e Wlruch parkid can near iy Bor burk Vail vwng
crivwalk on Bulry and
Worherley intersaction

‘Wokeley and Wmiminshes S chearing i curbilo ool | Impnove setw cladring on Thise

e reasEing in marrow Crma sty 10 sccommodabe bath
sectian, dillicult for oyclints and | cpcinti and driven
cars bo share

Wakeley hyense S chparing ocourrisg whaen Clear roads a8 might when snow
cars are present, resulting in reatn parking ban i in plaoe
puartlally clewred roads
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systems systems

& Goak ol Inted were sgreed upon, bul groop wanted to sdd Childoen s indéperidance o anathie
iy goal of the STPL process

Bairianic

& Time a constraint fof iy padents, Lebed o eavied 1o drive and diog off kids at schesl
Percepiion of rak iemains, both for abductions s well as geiting hit by vehickes on by streets

o B thaft m @ real concens fof many, espolaly dinee thene hire Do bile Solen wieg R
grinders af this whaol

»  OF% intervenkion and imsestigation of schood aged children walking to school alone ov with
@i i acondern for Bhis group due to the recent CFS investigatian of childeen wealking to the
siore akono in Wokaley.

& WINDer Seatos i ol 6 bairie, eipeciilly o dewalk mantnnesoe in § lessly mannern
peertehiad o lacking

& Peak traffes i the monniegs s aftemoons i guits pronounced, and meats w e often chastic
wtuation s lront of The schood due 10 high vebsde wolumes, and Cas doulHe paiking/doppng
ol children whils in traff

s Wiablity of chidrpn wallking, eupedcially 5 weter due 1o bigh snewBanks on sides of roach was
ahar ciled o @ barrier

& Condftiom of ioats viewsd &8 barier, i oycin encotner (regueat pothole, and haeve io
iy Bl Coins whn LN o8 comenunTy Mhady

®  Standing waier on Wobeley Averee neat Mulery School cted & groblem for opclints

®  Gradustes of Laurs Secord whs atend Aver Heights school Rand Marghand b idge dilfiu® 1o
orass o ke

Comnments:

W-turns o side reets st diop off Gime wins nobesd @ 2 problesn
& Double parking wan nobed on &l (Réee @isety arsasd the wehool
Parking right wp to the comes of infemedions was sted @ 2 problam
andicapgued drop-off 1oas was contideted harardun by mary. Dess is tight s front of the

-

Wit Rovembsr 39°°, J18 i pm

Atterclasse: 17 membors of (ke school community, inckding parents, school sttt city irasqedtation schiool 0o the south side of Wikisloy Avars, biocking witboun traffie, often for long periods

atal, diadents, child care providers. o B0 00 iRl i Phirur sladents aen wnbsaded, wemitites b2n thi 1raflic e |due 16 tam

STPE Goals: atud g Iramponed i one vshicle], Praposd sohation was 10 80l s handickygns diop-
oflon Lencae Sneet.

L Emproved (Rildron's Health and Well-baing »  Cars procewded twe at @ lime through the stop signs at Ruby imeredion

x gt bato thee design process for thelr community " mqH'I.lmwl-lnrlw\rllmlrrlﬂ!-Mdnhﬂl#ﬂ#ﬁﬂ:lﬂwﬁw!rﬂﬁcwmd

L Environmaental Benefits ® By stop at Canors and Westrisster noted o havieg very low compliance rate for vobicies,

5 bncreased walety & Provdng crowing 4 Walnd asd Wedmingle sopgested, as i connects 1o crmadlk ol Walnut
anil Wokaliry Awiriiai 10 th woith

S Redoord Transporiation Cosky & Hmimrnmmulnmmrlmnmhmmmwmmmnmn

particubarly whore sparirsent lbSngs are locsed of bec Lines,
w  Thesahew sl om Rubsy Street toulh of Liurs Seosrd School win neted ai beeng in poor condition
T Derlopretnr of ife-flong Raalihy Rabits = Spoediag cws, pariatary on Woleley and Wesirsinsier svenues was nobed

L Cammunily Collssion sl Connecialy

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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systems

®  TheSchool Foss wiark nobed i being too small-stams 13 meters fBom the edpe of the bl
ropey on Ll side, 10 meton rom edge of school progedy on the West dlde, Cutren
segulatioas alow for the school cone §o be espanded up to 1590 meters from the edge of the
schoad propesty.

®  This Chaie of this Wiekaley Riesidents A at e, e indicaed that th WRA kas
piinvizunly regeritnd that (he speed limit alang e patine length of Wby Ay be
ecuced 1o 30 km/hi, Discussion of enpact of traflic llow on Westminstes snd reudential iret
eyt sbould (hem st be HE brhe aoweell o o i ?

=  Fartiopants felt that fime restrictioon oa school rones were inoons i with times that
chiidren wne paygrounds and access the schoolyard

= Oy of Winnipeg stall noted that matallaticn of traflic calming messiwres wauld be peoblematic #
sl Levals winre mibintsised @ 50 oy, Saggeited That tee detign 1eam may want to
conider Thr smtaflation of speed tabies. These stw curiently being ploted on collector rosth in
the City of Winnipeg,

#®  Curly extessions and ramed crosswalks requested at orossings in front of school

= Cundoor school growg that plays in 1he neghbourhood osly orosses. sireets a1 slogs sips due 1o
wohiche speeds snd volumes,

& Parests at wurkshop spressed a desne for protected Sile |ane 20 ihat childres in community
ook safely ride 1o and Brosm achonsl

=  Disomsion cestened aroeed oresting & culture of walking ssd opcling at the school. Partopants
expreated 3 deong desire fod & commemmnily tht realdents could safely walk and opcle in,

® & ghiniee To cullifvabe connections among The Thie scbask in The ars s spiisied, perhaps
anmmmunity witds willisg esd cycling sornts in Galfuint e fpeing ¥

& B Lines desired by participants on the East-West corridors

®  Pariicipants sbod the detign team 10 "Thenk Big” and design & comidor tha peieeitizm studst
nalety and beahth o ket whook

& Some paeents and students lved soross Margdand and Shertreolie sfreets, and sksd for

wtion o be given 1o imps i these crossings ol Wesaminster and Wolseley Avenues.
v Workibeg participaats sho abed thet the didagn Team impreve scomibility for sena s D

cammunity

& Partiopants wanted more ruli- modal phions fo e desedh rmayvhe secure
e parking at bus sings in meighhourhood for commet e fom olker area?

LI - i ] ahail a “sign Tarm® dlong Wielseley and Wistminiter

Aniwniiirs 1l & prodected bike line similar to the MoDenmotBannayne Bike Lt was disigned,
MAight b an pmgpleaiant vissl esgerience slong 8 Des bned nesidential street.

Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

systems

Propeed Action Plan items!
Action Sumantey.

Coanader diop-off ronn oa Lenare Street City of Winnipeg
imatll burm ol on Rarth sade of Woheley City of Winsigeg/Detign Tosm
Mvenue from crosswall o edge of no
AnpgEng 2o 1o 1he Wi
Cary procesding bwo 8t 8 teme theough sop Winnipeg Police Services.
sgns
Comnsder adalation of crovswal/traffic City of Winsipeg! Design Team
cosirnl m @l Lenore anil Wastmimier
Enfoscement of stop signs at Caneda anid Winnipeg Police Senaces
lmadal crosweralk t Walnut and Westmiseder | City of Wienipeg/Design Team
Install mirrors at blind comens City of Tosn
Ruir udewalk vouth of schesl on RBuby City of Winngeg
Streel
(Erferc spaed limity on Wobisley st Winmipeg Poloe e
‘Westminster Avenues
Exgrandd school rone on sther side of schonl | City of 'WinsipepTesign Team
Fitiuste Sperd limil along benglh ol Wotieley | City of Wiasegog/Desigs Toam
HAverum e 5 km/hr

Exgloen croation of & forenal or infarmal
walking school tsn gragram

Laura Secerd Pasnnt Scvrsory CounclSckeal
Adminntration

Cufbvate Conneret bt solods

PACE anid Schaed Admasistration o Liiva

Sard, Wby, anad Wahadey Sthoak
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systems

Pt Srodents ol Lewrr Seonnd Seheol ereating ther "My covarmanty and sl IHp map™ on pat of
e vl wockifog s

Room 116 [26 students}

®  Fedvy vehscke vohames wers noted on Wolieley Averue immesdistoly i fiont of the school.
wpecially froen K05 aim- 8 am, a4 well 23 200 pm-14% pm

& Private vehicle drop off lcations were soted on Lenors Street nsr the intersscion with
Wiolsaley Avenie, Rty Street sear The intemection with Woleley Ssomn, i weell o Wolesley
Awwniis in fonk of the schoaol,

®  This claa prefered bo see bike facil®ie located on Woleley Avesee from Omand's Park to
Furbry Sreet

&  This class ke vrees on their Sig1e andd fneem sobsol, the many bus Bops. &6 well @& whes thise
i b wohibebe i Ve GO ML by,

Frole Liwta Secord SChaol-STRE Repon February 2009

systems

R D0E [26 soudents)

This class wantee imyprowed Wi, with mons regular b, 58 seorsl of 1hem 1o transit 1o
achosl

“more burses, move bikes, more walien, s an®

Thery aiw hoping vht th Cy of Winnipey purchiies mone Electfe buses 1o help ingaoe ai
qaality

Protecied bike lanes for sbadents on theirway Bo and Trom school, wilh the prefered route
bR on \Wokeksy Avenie.

“Weis Cars o0 Winhaley Avnue”

More rosd closures ke on Sundays, encept mors often

Thin élin soule friefes 1o wew ben cats in She sammunity ceetall

Parent drop off locatioss wose noted in front of the school on Wokeley Avwesus, s well 2.on
Fuibry SErwet naar thae intersection with Wokeley Avenues

DM deman 18 wialll 0f Cyele woern Aot alang the lsngih of Weaminuee Avos, i well i
ain \ahiey dvenun tedr Muthory School

My trafic wolumes were noted immaediately in front of the schoot on Wobisley Avenue, o
wiell @ sear Mubsey Sobool. They were noted on Weirminsbes Averse from Canora 5t Eo
Mandand Sreet, as woll 2 on Afinglon Sireet south of Potage Avense

This ilasd s wanbesd to few imlernoction Thal Raroed can bo come 1o & complete flop, while
wpeiivs weme allmeed 16 il {Idaho Wop)

This cless propesed @ 5 block limit for cartravel on Wobseley Avenus, in an offor te lime the
anspuni of out thiough fraffic

Laathy, 1hid class wantid to ses the imtallicen of crosswialis ot all thive schooh slong M
anividai

oo 110 [28 studesiz)

-

-

"l g poog, b s, et ke
Bore bransit to travel from home Eo downtosn

ot @ cvosewalk, and reduce thi membes of o af the nbemection of Gresmwood Plare amd
i ey Ay

Mare bines, bevs can [Fahe (he prsce of pevate vehicles|

Eleciric i

Shywalk to wibocd

Cheaper sleciric vhickes, highes wices for g cas

Proticted bite Line on Waliley Awnue

Mare rosd closures in winter monibs, shmiles o the Susdsy road chosuses from May leag-
Thanksgiving. This would albow Tor strest hockey games, obogganing, and wintee oycing.
Specific ights for cyclngs thal sliow them fo proceed beloce vehicke.

L trash s he commumity

Bamed twbe Lanem g0 Wohaoley Suenup

Move cars away from Wolseley Avenun whire the theoe scheoly sre locatod

Srogn fas can, allow cyeliils 15 grocoad wilkeut MopgEng
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systems

Grade 4 French imenersion (26 studens]

- @ & & @ & @

Raaecit o wes pct Bor parte ol by pescspde i e hickes was noted iy the patrols in s ds
Short jeamey fo school wis noted by those walking

Thery like vesing bt don't like wesing car

Theey don't like seeisg people on thelr phones while teey are deiving vehicles.

el nanming #00ss the road, s the percohned lack of sepervision was @ nobed concem
Lits of car pollution when crousisg Pofage Avense

Lons iof portfades an COMmun ity roads wik seled

iffsoa Rty nobed walkisg an ‘Westmimier Averue from Dominion Streed to Aty Sreet
High vishiche velumes noled on beth Westminsler and Wolkeley Avenue

B Lanim o Both Wakielry and Wediminstied Avrosin

Room 105 (26 studesnts |

-

-

s noded The “sidisaall esh™ gn ot Subey Seeel and Westmisler Saehue, eoslifed by
a5 shdewall coMinues on south side of Westminsier Avenue

Lots of cary noted lhh‘ length ﬂmh—-, Hulry Siroet bieide the schoal, Cancrs
Shiwet b y and A %, and Arlington Stive stk of Portige
L

Chass wanited o oe bike lanes along the length of Welkialey Avinus

[Lyus Tell that the dowmown blie Lnes wore “scary” where Elvey were oaly painted

Boom D04-sltemocn (16 sudents)

Sagnary Kindergaiton ciss, 10 walied 1o school, while § were driven,
mmml#dl&ﬂmﬂlgmlrnm b, leases, sk,
b, b apal Beoanes md fhe T-11 on their journey to school
Mmmmlmﬁhmﬂﬂl-mmtﬁﬁlmmﬂi
Ebrasios, and made leachng b asie

Boom 101-Grade (X7 students)

wWant bile lanes on Portage Avenos

Want bike lases slong 1he lesgth of Walseley Avenue

High weliie vehames noled on the treets sround the schoal, including os Lenore Steeet {norh
anid wouth of Woheley Avenus], Ruby Street {norh esd south of Wolseley Avenue] , Woleley
Aneaiis biwees Liples Sreet and Beation Shieel

Mimsing sidewai om south and north sides. of Palmenton Avenue noted

Walking challonging at the intersecton of Lenone STreet and Wesiminsbes Avetue, Azlington
Strewt mndd Frovios Avenun

Biking challenging on Wokelmy snd Wentmambes Awrnes, 81 their infenactions with Manylisd
Ay

95 City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor
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systems

Room 201 (29 students)

®  This class weakd 1 10 s bike (aciizies along e inngrh of Wolssley Aveaus

& Lach of sbility to side your bike safely on Potage Avenss a nobed problem, s B Erying bo bike
acrnas TR Wanglssd Bridge

® ik of Badke g, and 150 many Cary” s commmnily wir noled

= Shudents descyibed the trip bo school a5 besag not too far |3 good walk) ; that they Teel sale =
ther ¢ iy, and thal s sidevalin need to be fied.

FRoom MG [28 students)

#  Shutents Bl the fiesh sir co thiss walk 10 and from schessd, pettng to walk with friends, when
Bhiste b et 1os mich Balli, whes iU guist, being oul 0 aetule, s geiting 15 we gty and
animah

#  This class suggested that a bike lane be irstalied on Wesiminsier Asemse 1o conaect 1
Shertwooke Avenun en the East e, Fun slong Wisstmisste Avenue past the Business aoos to
Lonme Soreet, thes g0 south on Lensre Street 1o Weksley Avrnue, and from e Bead West
o Dimasets Park along Winlssley Aveads.

& Alernastely, ihin cles suggested that 3 béle Line be installed on Wekeley Avenoe from Farby
Shieet to Raglan Road

@ e ol adialis o saitasss of Palimernton Avemsus weie o

*  large numbers of parents dropping off shodents were noted on Lenore and Ry Sreets sear
Ahe school, @ well i on Wolseley Avenue s [ront of the sclaol,

& Same Sidenis in Thi class I sorth of Partage Aenus, od acidd like 1o wee & betler cionaing
al Patag e Avenie and fuby Sreet

®  This class would e 1o see more orosswalks on Wobeley and ‘Westminster Avenues, mone
patrol siatsons further sway trom the school, and some wished they bsed dhoser Lo that they
oould walk or bilie to schoal,

Ingaat from thie school wallkabeut, vivienisg workslop, siadent fredsack wiikshops, and dacussiim
with school 11all will e used shongside technical information and breader pubilic ssgapsment findisgs
10 isform the develogrment of proposied disign concepts for ile Wolasbey 1o Dowstown Walk Bike
Peaject. Fat mare infomation s updabs on this proces, pleae registes for smail updatey on this

Phase 3 of this VWolaebey 1o Dowrown jailibs 5 o Bsagess in the spring of
2089, muwﬂmmdmmmm:-- staknholdens the opportunity 1o
vt anil fEovidn Teedback an 1he preliminay desigm optons and alternaives 1AL will be g ooned
At this thme,

To bearn muore about his profect and ot City of Winnipeg Wak Blke projects, please vish
il Wirsigen cpfwiahiepraischy
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systems

Phwntn; Paveai, Seaff, and STIF Resoudcd Tearm Manmibees oo Wolkelvy Sohood Wislbabost

Wolpekey Schocd Walkpbout Summary
Tirrtt Wovembser 23 3118, 2:%) pen

Artared 11 peecgle, inchusking Winnipog Repecsal Heahh AUthonry Healihy Buill Favimasnent stall,
‘Wl aarhey Sehool Admenigton on, Webisloy 5o parents, City of Wissipeg Trasagedtabion shaff,
Winnipeg Soheal Division Trasagsrtation Mesager, Wisspeg School Diveuan Buildegs Masagor, Urban
Syt 5 TP Qaan ms by

Engriihen Surnemnany: Schosl b o emaller catotemest snd only M0 studsnis ot preuest, et & grosng
{up roen 120- 140 range & few yean agoj, and & sesing more shalenty bisg north of Portage A
abtend the school. Majse muoe inchude vahick volomes on Wbl st being viewed o foo bigh
for @ schpal located in & residential aes, dives bahavios s (sted @ @ concem due 1o non-complisnce o
“roil ihrough® at stop signs arnund school, panenes view Portage Avenos ot & major berrier sl will not
Bt sbuschowis Crovs W sobe dud fo perceplion of ke Wids intersochioss sround (i whool sho pose
ehallenges o lamifles, o & the percehved lach of sale cyeling routes Bor families ot 1k schaol, Ciked
Eiue inphute sohoel bt stiiking vehiche, wbicks iarked in 5o thopping Sone, and winiss
naintenance al videwalin

‘Walsaling Sehool-School Tewesl Planning and Engagemes Aspon Febnaary 2019

Issun(s)

Potential fobations

systems

Wikuley Ayee

Wehiche Valarmis petonied b
b high for & residential sroa

ey valume af nan-reidest
traffic

[P p—p——
Place

AgEresalve divssrs sheroacing
an patich @ croviealks

Pabed cioduwalh B0 docoalage
Ehing Fight-al-wy 1o
pedeitriain

Pedrage Avenie 52 Erin Stree

Portage Avenus 2 Valous Rosd

Tirriissg of ponderiRran crorsings
R Twen loxalices
coiaidered 153 short by
walkabout participant.
Increging numtsens of sudenty
at 1hia school v north ool
Portage dyenue

Addaiamant of timing of
pedeitriin crossing, ahd
adpriting as fequined th
accormmodatn chiddrea’s
walking spead

Iedmintify criresg i @ Thadard
eroasing™ and hiid sdull efgasing
puasid for thess locathens

CPon Stieet ol schaal bk
lane

Sehaal Buses [51-58 lem lasg)
teining Lond B0 back lass
bertving the schood hawe struck
cary parkisd oa CHlton dee 1o
Latge tad waing (10,5 . il
wwong)

Fapariion of s (lojgisg fans
o eronwalk furtBer Roath ta
e no further vehicle
damige Giours.,

Caemaden Place and 'Wolsoley
dwenie {Norheas! corn)

Sghtines locking st are
blocked by parked wehicles,
farcing southbound vehicles to
v forwaed mip pedestian
TS ing

Instail ;o-_p:l'rhng g on Naith
wide off Wolehey Avenise nas
Intersection with Camden Place
Ehat praven parked vehicles back
o Cair g

tune, encroaching onto
crossaalk, blocking sghtines

Wobleley Avenwe o Camdes Erosvwalk scross Wobaley Pebore Crosswal furihier bo the

Flace Ay placis sfudons in 3 Wirt, irmtall shdewalk sonees
e drivisay brulevard

Carmchss Maos ot 'Wobsley Wehicles encroaching on patrok | Install 3 way s2op or rased

e and studests crovsing Camden | oossall bo decourage
Plass encroadiment

Chftan Sorew Parents roaducting student o enforcement by WPS
pickusp doubde parking

Chfton Street Car parking in so stopjsing Install curks bump mits 1o

prohibi pasking s the existng

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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systems

ormsing delance

“na ﬂwpl'nl rome and \Borlen

school Pasking Lot

Parents parking in 5lal parking
ot 0 omeiart stuschend diog ol

Install mone signage, haww
Sehonl Besource Dfficer enforoe

Sicewalis sinmpunding scheed

Wirder mainenance Lcking:
sidewilin often iy and seow
coveted lor diys alter &
e all

Timehy chparag of shive on
wilewalis asound school

Polowasg a showdsl

Sidwaralls on sebessl propeery

Qprp grace ol udewall 1o The
soith of The school

Ralucs grade, improve sasding
and chparing in wisier

Postage Avenue sad Enn Sineet

Wil Lane of traffic cas tam
ledt o righd, making it diffioos
i anTa R Wl sale b o
Mol i Pight lanis can Tuen
rght an ned

Install no righd furn o red
sipmage, make il middbe lane
lieft burm only, make the Hight
T Lasss rght turs only,

Cifton Street and Woksley
Aweniue Ll eraeclicn

Caraden Mace

ack Lmer of Carmiden Flace
Ieadering school property

Viory wie imlpraection desgn
L i very lage chsAing
ditance for studess (19

e tres o G fewt fo crind
Clivon at Woksbey)

| Car tuim e Canden Place

fenrh beith satbound Poiags
Aymrnie an el i Southboyed
Erin Sreet, Eo out Hhrough
Commmumdty st acoess
Marytand Street Southbound

| Eorner of bk Line an seth

side of kane near st parkieg
lort. har Eigh® furwisg radirs,
ol commae

Marow cioss section of Clifton,
il cuiihs patemion, change
anghe al 1rn 1 hedace ypbicke
gl

it whichs stpid oiitn
Camdan Mace by inallisg sa
Fight birs agn, csib bump-ood
at Portage pnivance

e
oweney tia allow for weder Turning
angle

City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor

Welsebey School-School Teavel Planning and Engagemest Aspon Febnaary 2019

B o0 "%

0 0.0 000,
r. .0"".- .’ ok -'!"' gf ','I

systems

Timae: i gon, Novesmber 13" 2008

Artendands: 13- Including paients, school sdemamtiatiss, City of Winnipeg Trampartates 9, Caty ol
Winnipeg Offce of Public [agagement itafl, Winnipeg School Division Staf

Goals:

1 mproseed Children’s Heais and Wel -being

2 gt ko ihe deiign procesd for thair communily
3 Environmental Bonefits

4 Ercreased walety

5. Bwedheted Tranipariations Costy

LY Community Colsesion and Connecdiity

T vl opremnt of hle-king Realihy Babit

®  Paniopants sgreed to the STRE poaki s (nled



School- | Tearewl i
Welsebey Sehoa Planning and Engagemest Aspor § ry 219 Syﬁtem_s

®  Drosaing at Postage and Erin/Wall S1roets magsd hasred, o i1 hi T umeng Lanas that can tum
sight on fed, Middle lane can aboturm ight of lelt, srsubting in diffiodty in anlicipating vehicle

L
#*  Freguency of crovsngs o Portage ofted s hasmes. Only crossings af present neas ihe school are
at Walour Roed [cbed as having pedestrian ight timing that b « s for smalker child

parents pis hisg stmliens ], and Eris 51 (see above-bwo Lines of cars eming oato portage svesee
s pedesirans coang, inclsding 3 middle lane that can tem right or lef), a dstanoe of 300
T bertveeim this coossings.

#  Seversl mathers wha live sorth of Partage indicated 1hat the perceied Lick of “wafe” crossings,
as el | i percwived shond timing of pedevtiian signah nesults inBen not allowng the dhilden
tirwal 1o school.

ot

= Heed betber support of winber cychag im comeranity. Sugpesied supports iscloded closring of
Ranes from dery 1o curh to aBiow Eor wisder cycling, Tevter dearance of snow on skdewslio would
Belp encourage walling 1o school i wester seaos. Chearing snow oo Wolseley Avenue o migh
wihon saew toute parking ban & in place ssggested.

#  Bind cornon @ bk alley T sbreety inbehactiom nobed is problematic. imtallation of parabolic
mitror uigiehed.

#®  Bped lor Befone asd atter school child cane nobed s basmse-oflen parents do sot hawe the tme
o ik children te school due bo mesd ta be ot work ot school serval oF damdsal. Before sad
after scosd child casp would help address This kuae.

®  Whsrhes “rollng throsgh™ slop ugin oted a4 8 hatard for children walking to schissl.

®  Wokume of "o 1htough” teatlic, paricdarly slong Welisliny A, was peceivid 1o b 1o
Bigh Tur children ani parents walking or oytieg 10 schol.

= Participants suggested no right tums be allowed Trom West mimer and Wolseley Avemses obto
Manyland duning prak fravel temes, o they Teh this would proatly redece Ehe wolume of "o
through™ trafficin the commmmity.

*  Wehithe ipeads alohg Wohddey Aviiie perceneed 55 boing 162 high betwesh the thise schoal
Jode

= Parests mdicated that They would not oyche with thes children through the east side of the
comidor pesd Sherbiooke street, & it was Tl thet wohicle volemes were too high, eed the rosdy
f00 narrow to alow for the safe parsage of lenles on biopdes.

= The preferred oycling facility far this group win the i allation of fully protected bike lee sith
i prhyvical harrsr, Participants Tell (8t this would dllow for them o ssfely ide 1o sthool in the
areawith thisr childres, or childres to opcle 1o school slone of with friends. There win sume
ahoeim e preaed ancumd sl lee Tor pedestram punt parked vehickes # parking protscted
i B, weene it alled,

& Snow cloaring thiough Cmants park was viswed & insdeguite, Thi 5 & comies roube led
students in the dred whe attend Bhar Hetghis linior High 1o the Soath.

School- | Tearewl i
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= Derenr Behavior arsmind the school was ciled i 3 concern, W-harm, docble pading, parking i no.
HOpRIng Jones camman Rl

Proposed Action Plan Items:

e, ikl

Weiiagad naffas spsbeds far Widests biking to Loty ol Winnipeg Desiges Team
whool  evpecially in winter
ke Trabs Program at school Woheley Shonl PAL/ ichool Admnali sl
Expiodn nasibiley of osdanmg for 3 ek ‘Weskaley Srhool PAL
s ldwary at the schood
Timaliee temaval of 4how on setewalis City of Winnipeg
armun school

4 sy of eing | Chyol ]
imberuection gl Crin $reet to croo Partage
B
Exploni the mataBation of perabobs marom | Ciy of Winnipeg
at blind comeny of hack alfys onta streets

Tmpiaen the oreation of belare and affer ‘Wohalmy Schood PAL, Wolseley Schaal
schood child cane at Wolley School Aderanistration
Ticket wrhicle roling through stegn signy ‘Wirmipey Police ferices.

| Rt amount of "ot s ough® tratfic CMdeTﬁm

Address dangesous dibver bebayiod sounid ‘Wirsipeg Folice ServiceSchool
e schoolbey having 0ne-0n-oss Aderenisiration 1o Tlag
comversatioen wih diven. Double paiking. u
turm in school pone cited @ concenm.
el AT poifihve dignage og. “you'rd é & ity of Winnijeg Teign Team/PAC
rrrimatis walk from Wiolialey Scheal™
Inatalation of “sidewalk games™ (2 pliy on ‘Wotiilay PALSCiY of Winnipeg
Hha way 10 6 from schadl bo provide
m«dmmummmw
Bascunring segmend s Wolseley Leal abond Wakeley PAL
oycling and walking ta schaed in the
| serigghboniepted
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Witlsebey Seheel-Sehenl Trae Mlanning and Engagemert fepart Felmaary 2019 URBAN

systems

Bhato: Walseley studen s and porents crossing Ciften Sreef ofter stodent feedbock sesciomt

Wity Schesad Stesunt Frsdback Movembr 337, 2018
Room 10 [I7 students)

& Shedents im this class wasted their parenty workplasces ko be clossr io their homaa, so that they
't have b b driven bo school when their parents wet 1o werk.

®  This sdasdiers preferresd route was for @ bl lane 1o be placed along tha engilh ol Wobeley
Avarug

& They lelt that ihe iisrsection of Caseea Seeet wnd Wisstminier Avenue wal "oo buvy™, with
mrany drivery rat siopping.

‘Walsaling Sehool-School Tewesl Planning and Engagemes Aspon Febnaary 2019

-

Seirwer il shadenty m 1R clind had B 16 Copenhagen, sed waatisd Winmpeg ba Be mans [Tke
this oty

Thesa ttudesiis wanled 10 w6e moie biking conneotions 1o Sergeant Pail, w thet iley coald ride
b bk T BTival bk Ehisr,

Theese students wanted more s reets fo be budt for the (iTke kidu ot their kool

Room 2 {21 students)

This s a grade § K 3 sphit chsroom, ssd Thisy had some Bun clservations.

Stundeney im i clans sagueaaed  Oeie 10 200 crotwalin BT Cheine el W el mansies Avsies,
i o nhisim B nasar hisre and wanted 10 be alde to walk 10 158 Sde,

Stusdents i this claws swpressed the desirs o e § oosswall at the intersectos of Greeswond
Place and Woheley Avenue

These ifudents wanbed Bo dee 13 irilallatisn of biks lises. on Weksley Ariee, 30 thal they
et e wbibe 1 rFiche Do beins £0 achon | with thair fasmiies,

Room 17 (11 Stodela]

Thin class wanted a blke lane to be placed alang 1he legih of ‘Wobieley Avenoe

Stedenty i v clams Bad Tamily is Chailrmwond, and wanted moe Bk Lises 20 1ha sy winild
o i 1 riche therer Dsliirs 0 winit thers

Theme students noted a Bigh volume of vehlcles on Waobseley Averue

Boom 8 (27 students |

-

This class wanted mace patha in Wolseley cverall, o oy boved riding their Bley on (e

They ah wastsd 1o e s SLATSM movnd away fiom wchook, i Uiy wols portmresd & beisg
“inirrpy aded S ly™

They wanbed lews can near the schoal

Thiey saigebed an oder e for podearians to ey Parage Aeemis tn this Wisst End, frsm @
lecation pmat 1k schoaol

This class wantesd bo sew detours provided lor propie walking and cyching when thene i
cormtnuctss blockesg sidewalics and ke Lines

This elina wianbed meds Wop T, i i raflie noas thei schasl

Their prefened roube was to see 3 bike lese placed on Wokseley Avenue

They st masaw Ciodaings 10r sudents walking 10w hool, speially os Poriage Meenue, with
BaegT CRORAIng Lifmi

& good bike route froem Demand's gark to 5. Jemes wars a desine of thés class so that they could
vide Eo Assiniboine Park
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Welsebey School-School Teavel Planning and Engagemest Aspon Febnaary 2019

systems

Room 9 (26 students)

-

Stundents brh that the deivers of vahickes in thi ares wide “sbways m a nush” , and did nog sstice
tht chilfern vwslking shd briieg 1o schoal.

Shudents im i class requested that parking on Wolseley 81 Camiden be pushed Back to sflow for
betier sghthines at the orosswalk at this infersaction.

Thin eless wanbed madee sfop g 1o shiry Tralfis an Wohaley Svdnue-mperislly nodd Lo
Sacond wksol, mare cautio driven, mode sidawialin, and mode Wi 1 gt 18 whaed an fool o
oy i,

This class observed a lasge volene of vehicles on Wolseley Svenue, as well @y deable parkisg of
woliiclkes png off studesss on Vg Aeprane | Camden Place and Ciifres Sreet
Thin idass noted the laige nusnber of wehickes n front of Laurs Secoed school an Ehie walk 1o
whool,

This class Teft that the crossing time for pedestrias at the intersection of Ern asd Portage
Avenue was 100 short. They would |ove to see & crosswalk at the Intersaction of Clittos Sirest
and Paltage Reetse.

Thin classes. preferred route option was for @ bike lane usning the kengih of Woheley Avenue,

Foom 1 (20 students)

This clasa had a few commeents oo wallang and biking fo school: they found it e, they et fresh
alr, thaey Wid Bhe view and Tlowers on Sheir wall, the scbway of frees in Wolseley, snd foysd
béing 1o schaol 1o be tun and excibing.

This class wanbed bo wee the community have "o froe” days, wisens cirs wete lell 3t hones, s
woriyann wlled o drove o ickasl.

This class wanhed bike lses “verywhene™ when asked, & they wanted ta ride their bies
mode, bt wene lmited by the lack of safe opcling routes noas thair homes.

High members of vehicle wee noted on Wobieley Avenue near the school,

This class was esciied 1o see D Rully gresmvay become a reality, and ached whien i was going
o happen.

The pedeitidan crowisy & the corser af Naghan Roud and Wolieley Avivnee was Magged as imky
ki clsasnonm,

This was a young class wha indicated that they would B to see mone inberacivity on 1he way
o schook idess inchuded swings, i lines, and play struciunes slong the way.

Lanthy, This class wanted more doect sidewalks 12 schosl, with rcds crovswalia Tor thesm to walk
waithy ey Qirmiiens.

Boom 13 (17 studants)

Stpdents im 14 class moted bgh volumes of wehices on Westminster Avesse

This tlass Magged the eetrance from Omasds Creek park to Wielislsg Avenss o Deing
grablematic lor them

This class requested the installation of & crossealk at the intersection of Pomage Avesoe and
C8f5on Street, o many of thém Beed norh of Portage Avenue, and fell 15t the crossing af Lrin

Welsebey School-School Teavel Planning and Engagemest Aspon Febnaary 2019

systems

Street wars dasgenous for childnen due 1o vehicles Being allmsed 10 urn & siher drocken from
it ke Line, and hat this righ T Lani wers piimETed 1o luin fght o vd,
This tlass engoped walking to school @ 2 way (o enjoy sabene,

Eoom 3 {25 students)

This class askied Tor longer Cromsing 1inues when crowsing Porlage Avesue on loot

Wany vudenty in (5n clavs were patrob, and stted 1hat they obnenee many detiscted drven
wahven o patrol and walkisg 10 asd from school, They dii d el L]
eillrackesd driving. They aha fe® that there ware (oo many vehicles peding by the schaol on
Winlsrbey Avesas wvery day, with many them nol Wapping 81 1he stop sigm or crostwalis,
Some ol 1hese students [ved in the West End, and sdacted that they ded not fesl sals ridisg in
ihie ke lane on 51, Matthea's sree.

Ay many o her students snd panests o This wchool iy clas e i L
Erying to omss Portage Avenoe at Crin Street. They relayed that they had many sear e af
this intersection due 1o right furnisg car from the centre Line. The students in this clns
equessed & desire for @ longer crossing time at this intersection.

This class had alder stutents wha ween looking shead 1o stending River Hsights school ne
s, dnd wanhed & Befler foute 10 ke 10 e schoal wia Omand’s paek, most actabiy 3 sk
path on Ui pedeisianoycing bridge, sd s ik ev Wellinglos Crmomt 1o that 1By can
arcns T dlieat salely,

Theey sl exgeesed 3 sirong peelereade to we a walkng/oyckeg beidge a1 1he ond of ArSiagion
Street thal would consect Wolssley to Bier Hegghts, and Geban High School whes they
wvrtlally vent B e,

This clans Telt that the bile ko o the Mandand bridge was (90 nanow, and wi & bames for
them riding to Mever Hegghts and Kelvin schoak

The Lick of & sidewal on Uhe south sde of Palmeriion Avenue near the BLA. 53 Comemmity
Cesire was abo Magged a5 being a bamier for these kids whien they walked to the community
e

Arfmgton Mreet was seen 408 Bamier fod Pheme students, with some mdcating that their parents
Fohacke them Trom crosaieg This wineel due b the beavy 1rallic volumes. &3 & iesll, Thesi
udents maprevied a desine for @ bike lane on Arlinglon Strect, ssd lew frafic entering Wobeley
a5 @ whole

The fedetiuan croiaing af this maenection of Rudry $reet and Portage Avetaie win ket ilied 2
meding improeement, with loager timing and cyclnd sgnah neat (b roadway,

Aggreake drivers were 3 concern for these shadends, with many of Ehem relaying stones of
being boadied at by aggress ive divess.
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Inguat from the school walabout, visioning workabop, student feedback workshops, and disoussioms
wiith school #all will be used alongside tochnical information and breader public eegagesnent findngs.
0 inform the developrment of proposed design concepts for the Wolseley to Dowsiown Walk Bike
Project. For more infermsation asd updates on thes process, plese register Tor emall updaies on this
page:

Phase 7 of the Wokebey fo Dowrri pabic eng [program is expected 1o begis in the sping of
20089, This phase will proviske members of the public and otfer srpa stabeholdess the opportunity 1o

reveew anid previde feedisack on 18e preliminaey desigs opbies. and alternatives that will be presented
at thiy time.

To bearn mgne sboud thin progect and ot City of Winnipeg Wk Bike projechi, plesss Wil
i s Wineswg do'val i epnmeds
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Appendix E: School travel plan and

engagement questionnaire

School Travel Planning & Engagement Working Groups & STPE Resource Team Input

Thank you for taking the time to participate in the School Travel Planning and Engagement (STPE)
process and providing valuable feedback on the STPE Report. The attached STPE report summarizes the
results from the three STPE activities that occurred at each of the schools in the fall and winter of 2018-
student workshops, school community visioning workshops, and school walkabouts. The questions
below are meant to provide an opportunity for feedback on the results from the fall School Travel
Planning and Engagement activities and the STPE report, but please feel free to add additional
comments beyond those listed below.

1) Are their any items arising from this report that you'd like to revisit in future meetings of the
STPE School Working Groups? If yes, what items would you like to revisit and why?

2

Are there any major issues related to active school travel at these schools that are missing or
not sufficiently captured in this report?

3

Do you feel that your questions, concerns, and prior feedback have been adequately addressed
and included in the school travel planning and engagement process so far? If not, what areas
would you like to see expanded upon?

4) Are there any other comments or input that you'd like to provide on the results of the school
walkabout, visioning workshop, or student feedback? Please elaborate as much as possible.

5) Are there any Action Plan items arising from the Visioning workshop that you are interested in
supporting moving forward?

6) Are there any additional comments or questions beyond those listed above that you would like
to share?

Phase 2 Public Engagement Report
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Appendix F: Phase 2 Promotion Material

Poster used to promote Phase 2 Postcard used for Phase 2

vy /TRAN ity /TR

Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project

It Canl-Wesl Connsshons belwesan Ruglan Road 1o Oslkgrmg Steal

WOLSELEY TO DOWNTOWN WALK BIKE

The City of Winnipeg is looking for ways to improve travel choices, accessibility, and

View the proposed designs. Cantinus the convarsation, connectivity from Wolseley to Downtown. The proposed corridor would provide improved
Thay Clly o Wirsrupo i Dok o) 108 wityl b i Ony i | Crosces, scoeihily. and conmessLy iioem Womey o connections to the Omand'’s Creek pathway, Assiniboine Avenue, Sherbrook Street
[lewerimem. 1 (ropoed Do sl [ Owde imp oved connecions b the Omand s Crees parweny, Amsindéins )

Aymtiar. Srwtwood Steet pebecieg Bee anes Margang Soet bae sow. and the pramed nelghiouthison protected bike lanas, Maryland Street bike lane, and the planned neighbourhood

ey o R

! St Wi skt mngagsmind oo s proec o st fal 2008 and i Pow oakng for feedbars greenway on Ruby Street. We started engagement on this project in late fall 2018 and are
S prapaonn e

Do, (oo tmeed on e gaihered frine s of P pruliic . . .
now presenting design options based on what we heard from stakeholders.

g

Farticipats Onhine
Fill gt @ sy and learn mam onfing ot winnipey. co 'walkbikepojects

Join o In-Parsan Event

hraugh an or

e By vansa sy S winnipeg.ca/walkbikep
0 Epbwsibese? SI g \J' { r
dp.m mdpm

Wpwr UGN GODONG, RSN Wil mamEend of M promct WMarm, and priaade TeedhDack Promentiion
Inowed by Bmal g o) discussion

o oF by pi

Pop-up - Drogetry format [coms and go) | Wednasday Jusa 12, 20010

Tt Cranm Prves, H59 Wischnamder dve,, 10 mm; «noon

Beilrirorad Mal Schoal (oot gales il the corner of Weadrienter due. and Yourg 51, 630 Wetfiries e
Avé, X Mpm - 530 am

vy Setvody Finkr, PO ivodssis Avs 5.0 s — F 300 M

Wt e (s i, Sapseals sl et ol Thee (et e, @il presade heschaes

Guidod Walk/Biko Tour - Thisrsdey June 13, 2008
Hiur bayyir &t the odemer oF Magien Foad and Wk Asr of 8 0 and poes wnbl 8 oom

Pl o wisls (1 [ opmecd hoduse walh Bhe design isa, (e design olion, and proeides fesd e

ASVP by Jusma T, 2010 by ampil gl salayDownio
wt {204 942 -0654. In cose of poor wanlher, e S

attermalive date

Fanr inopanes o o Tt wins fegile all WA o inewiuson 0 orden jo sarbonale. pleess ooinfar
wlsstrydowrdownBwiergroun oa or 204- 540 (05

WOLSELEY TO DOWNTOWN WALKBIKE PROJECT
winnipeg.ca/walkbikeprojecis
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Signs throughout the project study area June 1, 2019 - The Wolseley Leaf newspaper

BEAUTIFUL OUTDOORS

e Downtown Walk Bike 2019's Second Annual Whole family can
Winnipeg Project Fam Jam: West Broadway- get involved in
- Wolseley Family saving trees!

©), Wolseley to

T I WRA to host
Bike & Wheel Jam! Troe Town Hall
et o e e (W ST e o s g powilasiey s Wi ey ) b e
ey ezl fmmid o o o el el B Bt fl e cedanil g
'I“ﬂ:“-“ - R ‘u:“h ey e g P Lo TI‘“T_I_
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For more information, contact: _ =
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June 6,2019 - City of Winnipeg public engagement newsletter

L
Whiniipes

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT NEWS

New Opportunities for
Engagement

Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project

Phase 2 has begun. We are looking for your parspectives on praliminary
deskgn options and treatments. Praliminary design options have taken
Phase 1 stakehalder priorities into consideration induding safety, bike
network connections, and cycling comfort,

Share your ingut on design options and Alternatives through an onling
suryay (available wntil June 21) or in-parsan at a pop-up, guided walk/bike
tour or warkshap svant,

More information available at winnipeg cafwalkbikeprolects

Ongoing Opportunities for
Engagement

!'I|.1|I1I|r1r_;| Pubilic Fl:lfj.!l;urll:urlﬂ

‘Why do we angage? How do we angage? The draft Engage Winnipeg Policy s an
early step in answering those questions as & result of your candid feedback

provided over the past sevaral years.

Thank you to those who attended the workshop on May 30. If you were
unable to attend, provide your input onkine throwgh a survey or giscussion
board to continwe to buid a strong foundation for engagement and build
engagement for all Winnipaggers, Tha survey will be open untll June 9,

What's next?

City of Winnipeg | Wolseley to Downtown Corridor

After we gather your feadback, we will recommend a policy for Council approval
and develop & plan for an engagement framework,

Laumch and

Frarmawark

Dol egrition o

More information available at winnigeg ca/publicengagemant,

Revue des services en francais (English to foilow)
Contribuez & fagonnar ‘avenir des services an frangals & Winnipeg.

Mercl & toutes |as personnes qui ont participé & Uatelier du 29 mai. 5 vous
n‘aver pas pu participer, veulller nous faire part de vos expériences sur
l'utilisation des services municipaux en francais et faites-nous savoir
carmment nous pouvans améliorer e services en répandant b un sondane
&0 ligne, ou procurer-vows uné carte pause-café et discuter des services
en frangais avac votre famille at des amis, Rédpondaz au sondage au plus
tard le 12 juin.

Pour &n savole Iﬂﬂ\'!l‘l[ﬂ.gﬂ‘. weuiller cansulter be site
web winnipeq,calrevysst.

French L.'|.|||:_4|.r.:|_|'ﬂ Services Review
Help shape the future of French language services in Winnipeg.

Thark you to those whao attended the workshop an May 29. If you were
unable to attend, please participate online thraugh a survey or pick up ar



print a coffee chat card and discuss French language services with your
family and friends. Submit feedback until June 12.

For more information, please visit winnipeg.ca/flsreview.

Engagement Updates
A Better Bridge for Arlington recommended design

The_public engagement report and summary for A Better Bridge for
Arlington project are now available under the documents tab,
Feedback gathered through the public engagement process was considered
within the project design. The results were considered and an
administrative report with recommendations were submitted for review at
a meeting of the Standing Policy Committee on Infrastructure Renewal and
Public Works (SPC-IRPW) on May 28, 2019, An executive summary of the
roject report, design drawinas.and report on property requirements are
now available.

Visit winnipeg.ca/betterarlington for more infarmation.

Chief Peguis Trail Extension West recommended design

An administrative report outlining recommendations for the Chief Peguis
Trail Extension West has been developed. The report was presented at a
meeting of the Standing Policy Committee on Infrastructure Renewal and
Public Works (SPC-IRPW) on May 28, 2019. An executive summary of the
project report, updated desian drawings.and report on_property
reguirements are now available.

Visit winnipeg.ca/chiefpeauistrail for more information.

This newsletter is sent out every other Thursday.
We strive to promote events at least two weeks
ahead through other such as pap
ads, social media, and direct mail.

Connect with us
Follow us on Facebook: facebook. com/CityofWinnipeg
Follow us on Twitter: twitter.com/CityofWinnipeg

B This Py, T pi s e b kg o o epprapriene sk I D

Related Unsubscribe Privacy
Statement
Qo of Public D A el s Sy
Erszpgemen) N e Dty of Werripmg sabons
w"rllm i B v il
Puiss da wet reply o the T st el
Chupt o il pey amall. Thiy o-modl was jant  iFfommaton sath Berd
e Eaamadas i
:  wad an pour
HIAINCED.CA ririmto i i o e PRl
Erpagurert ravyalinr o 8
Cy svert, or da oflersd on
Mg miliiopid . Oy o 4 o
Wiy, 410 Main St ::""“"‘ SO
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June 20, 2019 - City of Winnipeg public engagement newsletter

Stadium Station decorative panels -
Southwest Transitway

Winnipeg Transit plans to install six large panels with
graphics to decorate Stadium Station, located beside
Investors Group Field at the University of Manitoba, as
part of the Southwest Transitway project.

We want you to vote for your favorite theme. The
decorative panels will be designed based on the winning
theme. The winning theme will be announced this
summer, and the decorative panels are anticipated to be
installed in the fall. Voting closes July 19, 2019,

More information at winnipeg.ca/stadiumstation.

Ongoing Opportunities
for Engagement

Wolseley to Downtown Walk Bike Project

We are looking for your perspectives on preliminary
design options and treatments. Preliminary design
options have taken Phase 1 stakeholder priorities into
consideration including safety, bike network connections,

and cycling comfort. View the design options and provide
feedback online until June 21.

More information available at
winnipeg.ca/walkbikeprojects.

Revue des services en
fra n(_:ais (English to follow)

Contribuez 4 fagonner |'avenir des services en frangais &
Winnipeg.

La date limite pour répondre au sondage en ligne a été
repoussée au 24 juin 2019, Pour en savoir davantage,
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weuillez consulter le site Web winnipen.cafreyyas,

French Language Services Review

Help shape the future of French language services in
Winnipag,

The deadiine to provide feedback through the gnling
suryay has been extended until Juna 24, 2019, For more

Infarmation, please visit gonnipep.calflsreview.
This newsletter is sent out every other Thursday,
We strive to promote events at least two wecks

ahead through other means such as newspa par
ads, social media, and direct mail,

Connect with us
Foltow s on Facebook: [acebool corny Dol ilnieg
Folbow s on Twitber: Lailler oo CityolVinn o)
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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
appear in the way they were recorded by different members of the
project team. The comments, in addition to those received online,
were used by the project team during the design process to reflect
the concerns and perspectives of Winnipeggers.

Safety:

«The East Option 2 design creates unsafe situations

«Suggestion for a protected intersection entering Sherbook

« Traffic rules need to be enforced by police

«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

«Focus should be on slowing traffic, adding more crossings, and a
reduction in crossing distances rather than diversions

«Noted that several stakeholder perspectives changed when

«Informed of the safety benefits for all road users that protected
infrastructure offered - 44% reduction in deaths and a 50%
reduction in deaths for all road users

Bike Network Connectivity:

«Areduction 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:

+Bike Winnipeg wanted to confirm that proposed bike
infrastructure was wide enough to allow for passing

«Physical protective cycling infrastructure is more comfortable for
cyclist when compared to painted lanes

«The East Option 2 design creates a system of being difficult to
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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«Isit 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.
Anyone using a hand cycle finds this hill extremely tough.

«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
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«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

«Diverters would not affect local businesses, if someone is coming
to Wolseley for a specific business, they will come regardless

«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
one-way if there was access off Osborne Street

«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.

« Thinks there should be no right hand turn off Westminster and
Wolseley at peak hours

«Some pointed questions about the vehicle access restrictions
and theirimpact on local egress, however general support for the
greenway and protected bike lanes were high

Design:
«Member of the Wolseley Residents Association was very
supportive of traffic calming, expressing great thanks for the
improvements this may offer the community



«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

« Traffic diverters would be greatly beneficial

«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
effective and will make cross-cutting less likely. Include more
speed bumps on Raglan to Sprague etc. for cross-cutting traffic.

«Why is there no traffic signal Raglan Rd and Portage Ave?
Currently unable to turn left.

«Suggestion for no right turns off Wolseley and Westminster onto
Maryland during busy times. How would a driver get to the South
end of the City though?

«Implementing traffic tables like the ones found on Waterfront
Drive would bring consistency to the city regarding road design

«Very supportive of the traffic calming on Wolseley Ave

«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

«Consider adding a north bound left turn from Osborne to Granite
Way

«Consider making a part of Granite Way two-way

«East Option 1 would improve the safety at Westminster and
Young Street, an intersection that was identified by many as
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.
Unsure of one-way traffic implications through West Broadway.
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
it off Evanson
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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 West Option 1 traffic calming

« 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

«One-ways couplet in East Option 1 would be beneficial to address
short cutting traffic

«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
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«Does not like the one-way on Langside

«Does not like the traffic diversions but likes the idea of
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/
Bike Study. Document recommends a modified version of East
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
for significant improvement to Young Street that would provide
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
street parking in West Broadway, or any reroute of traffic onto
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



nearest the chain link fencing (which rarely, if ever floods at

that height), continue past Spence, and seamlessly meet at the
greenspace near to where Granite Way meets Balmoral. It would
also solve the current ‘stranded at the corner’ traffic wanting to
turn left at Balmoral once cyclists arrive at the end of Granite Way.
No need to reroute the #10 Bus and it would keep cyclists and
motorized traffic apart and safe.

«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
Langside after all their efforts would be viewed as disrespectful,
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:
«It was not obvious that this survey was different than the first
survey in the fall
«Subject line on email was not strong enough, use “Bike Path,
Traffic Calming etc.”
+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

«For streets affected in designs, would like project communication
to be sent out via mail (hard copy)

«Several attendees had received project information flyers that
were independently distributed throughout the East segment
neighbourhood. Many people noted that the information on the
flyer was incorrect and they wanted clarification of what was
proposed.

«Residents thanked the project team and the City for doing a great
job at describing the thought behind the design

«Resident showed up due to misinformation (flyers and sign)
distributed throughout the East segment neighbourhood and
wanted to find out what was going on so that they can distribute
accurate information

«Make sure to consult with daycare (Granite Way and Balmoral
St) and Granite Curling Club, they have parking and loading
demands

«Everyone who lives or works on a street that would be affected
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

«Very appreciative of the different ways that we are reaching out
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
felt that senior citizens were not properly notified of the potential
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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.

«Noted that social agencies in West Broadway often fail to
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-
to-door notice for the specific residents whose streets will now
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
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«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
is a significant issue

«Parking is on a first come, first serve basis

« 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

«Does not like East Option 1 as parking is currently difficult to find
and challenging for visitors

«If additional parking is removed in the East segment, finding
parking would be impossible

« Perception that East Option 1 would be difficult for residential
tenants to find parking

«Resident works night shifts and finds parking already difficult as
they cannot get parking permits on Langside

«Removing parking in the East would make it much more difficult
to find spots. Losing any parking is unacceptable.

«Suggestion to remove parking on Broadway to give four lanes to
speed up traffic and reduce cut through



+Noted that the limited amount of on-street parking in the
neighborhood makes all parking spots very valuable

«Concerns regarding Balmoral Hall School dismissal vehicle traffic
(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
taken by employees working in offices on Portage Avenue.
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

«Residents noted that it is already hard for guests to find parking
(West segment)

Pedestrian Comfort:

«Improve intersections at Maryland and Sherbrook

«Stakeholder rides their bike all the time and finds it much more
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
flashing crosswalk, as other crosswalks in the neighbourhood are
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
noted traffic volumes can be high and you can wait a long time to
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

«Likes West Option 1 as traffic is heavy when kids are going to
school

«Concern regarding the safety of school kids crossing the road in
front of Balmoral Hall School (witnessed near misses in the past).
A crosswalk with lights as well as traffic calming treatments are
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

Vehicular traffic flow:

«Daycare at corner of Balmoral and Granite Way creates an issue
for parents dropping off their kids. If segment was converted to a
one-way, they would be required to circle in and out of the area.

«One-way may not have huge impact on parents dropping off kids
at Balmoral Hall School

«When parents pull off to the side buses must pass - creates
challenge for narrow street

«If drivers come down Canora to attempt to short cut traffic, speed
bumps are not enough
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«Suggestion to make left turn onto Maryland from Westminster or
Wolseley

«People coming up Academy cannot turn onto Wellington, so they
come up Sherbrook, turn left, and go to Maryland to be able to
turn right on Wellington

«Walnut to Furby is currently a large issue for traffic. Parking
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

«Locals only right turns during peak hours off Portage Avenue was
brought forward as a less expensive and easier solution to short-
cutting traffic. Enforcement of this type of signage was noted
as being virtually impossible. Potential to be a cheap interim
solution.

«Concerns about traffic rerouting to Dundurn due to egress from
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
short-cutting traffic? Most residents access via Maryland or an
alley. Residents on Dundurn do not want the redirected traffic off
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of Wolseley Avenue to turn down their street to access Maryland,
consider turning restrictions, or a one-way option.

«What traffic calming treatments can be proposed to maintain the
bus routes on the same streets as now but reduce cut through
traffic?

« Prefers two-way on Granite Way so residents can leave without
having to go to Broadway. Lots of traffic due to Balmoral Hall and
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
congestion on Broadway and then result in more traffic on
Wolseley

«One-way on Granite Way is problematic for drop-off and pickup of
children at the daycare

«No right turns off Wolseley onto Maryland, this really backs up
traffic. Why not make this possible?

«One-ways in East Option 1 would make dropping off and picking
up students at Balmoral Hall School difficult

«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)

+Questions were asked about an off-street option along Granite
Way to maintain two-way travel

«Noted Balmoral Hall School turn off is a big back up

«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

«Any amount of traffic reduction and encouragement to increase
cycling is excellent



- Conversations with neighbours and parents of children at Laura
Secord School voice broad support for traffic calming

« Acceptance that it will slightly inconvenience locals due to
indirect routes

«Concern regarding traffic flow considering moving/delivery trucks
or emergency vehicles on Balmoral. Worried that alternate routes,
including the back lane will now become congested and traffic
will increase near the skate park.

«Dominion Street residents are concerned with both speed and
volume of traffic on their street, particularly the block from
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
that they would like the humps. Even if traffic flow is significantly
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.
Lower traffic flow will give those speeders even more incentive
to speed, as there will be less oncoming traffic to dodge. Speed
humps would help dramatically.

«Requesting the design option limit the use of Dominion Street
lights as a thoroughfare for commuter traffic, through restricting
turning left to head west

«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
same time as this is where children often begin to learn and
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.
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