
Adopted by Council at its meeting held November 2,2015 1M443-20151
/AC

Windsor, Ontario November 2,2015

REPORT NO.299 of the
ENVIRONMENT, TRANSPORTATION & PUBLIC SAFETY

STANDING COMMITTEE
of its meeting held August 26, 2015

Present:

Regrets:

Councillor Fred Francis
Councillor Chris Holt
Councillor Hilary Payne (Vice Chair)
Councillor Paul Borrelli

Councillor Bill Marra

That the following recommendations of the Environment, Transporlation and Publìc Safety
Standing Committee BE APPROVED:

Moved by Councillor Francis, seconded by Councillor Holt,
That the Traffic Calming Review - Conservation Drive BE REF ERRED to the

forthcoming revised Traffic Calming Policy once adopted by Council.
Carried.

Livelink #17862, ST2015

the Policy Analyst dated August 11, 2015
Conservation Drive" ts øttøched as

Clerk's Note: The administrative report authored by
entiLled "Trffic Calming Review
background information.

NOTIFICATION:
NAMÍ" Í]ONT,{'T INÍ'ORMÀTIÔN

See notification I¡st in reDof

SUPERVISOR OF COIJNCIL SER





Item No.7

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF WINDSOR
Environment, Transportation & Public Safety Standing Committee -

Admin Report - Environment Transportation

MISSION S|ATEMENT:
"Our City is bu¡ll on relat¡ohships - bei4een c¡tizens and thefu go1¿ernment, busmesses and ptblic institutions.
ctly an¿ region - ãll interconñected, mufi¿alb sapportive, andlocused on the bri ghtest luture we can crcate
together."

To: Environment, Transportation & Public Safety Standing Committee

Subject: Traffic Calming Review - Conservation Drive

!, REGOMMENDATION: cirywide:._ ward(s):!
That report number i7862, Trffic calming Revíew - conservation Drive BE RECEIVED for
information.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: N/A

2. BACKGROUND:

CR39912010 di¡ected the City Engineer to proceed with a traffic calming study of Conservation
Drive. This report summa¡izes the results of this study..

A map ofthe study area is provided as Figure 1.
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Livelink REPORT #: 17862 ST2015 Report Date: August 11,2015
PW#s016

Author's Name: Jeff llagan Date to Standing
Committee: Aueust 26. 2015

Author's Phone: 519 255-6247 ext, 6003 Classification #:

Author's E-mail: jhagan@citywindsor.ca

Figure 1: Study Area



3. DISGUSSION:

Traffrc Calmins Warrânt Analysis
: I

conservation Drive was evaluated based on the cufient, approved traffic calming policy (city of
Windsor Trffic Calming for Residential Areas, September 2005). Each section between traffic
controls (i.e. stop signs or signals) is evaluated separately.

The current trafftc calming policy uses a scoring system that considers a number of factors
(excessive speed, excessive vehicle volume, presence of bicycle routes, collisions, pedestrian
generators, and residential frontage) to calculate an overall warrant score. This score is then
categorized among several traffrc calming levels as summarized in Table 1 .

Tâble l: Current Traflic Calming ìüarrant Levcls (Collector Roads)

The results fot the study area are summarized in Table 2. Additional details are provided in
Appendix A.

Tâble 2: Traflic Calming Review Sùmmary - Co¡¡servation Dr.

Conservation Dr. I E. C. Row Ave. to Foster Ave. I Level I - Sieadne

Based on the cur¡ent policy, Conservation Drive wilhin the study area met wanant for signage.
Identification and Installation of Sisnase

conservation Drive was reviewed to detemrine appropriate signing. A signing plan was prepared
that incorporated the following changes:

. curve waming signs were installed for the approaches to the two "S" curves in the study
aÍea.

o Tree limbs that were obscuring a "checkerboa¡d" tum waming sign on the sharp curve
nea¡ the southem limit of the study were pruned back.

These works were undertaken by Administration, since the identified measures are routine
adjustments that do not require resident approval,

Public Information Centre

A Public Information centre (PIC) was held on Tuesda¡ June 2j, 2015 'at the optimist
Communþ Centre (1075 Ypres Avenue) to present the findings of the traffic calming reviev/
and to solicit comments from residents. The notices and display panels for the PIC are provided¡

lin Appendix B.

not warra.nled

Horizontal Defl ection (mi
Horizontal Deflection or Traffic Diversion
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The PIC was held concurrently with PICs for the Traffic calming policy update and a traffic
calming study for Hall Avenue and Shepherd Street.

23 people registered as attendees; 15 of these identified themselves as interested in the
Conservation Drive traffic calming study.

5 comment sheets were reiumed either at the PIC or by mail, email, or fax following the meeting.
Responses are summarized in Table 3 and Table 4.

Next Steos

under the current Traffic calming Policy, consewation Drive qualified for signage; in response,
sìgnage has been installed by Administration. No fluther actionì or traffic calLirig measures are
proposed at this time.

Traffic Calmins Policy Revisions

A revised rraffic calming Policy has been prepared and submitted for approval by the
Environment, Transportation and Public Safety Standing Committee and Council. is of the date
of this report, the revised policy has not yet been approved.

Table 3: Commcnt Form Response Summâry - eu€stion I

* Based on 89 properties in the study area

Table 4: Comment Form Response Summary - euestion 2

Speeds on
Conservation

. Speeds on Conservation are too high

. Speeds are too high - need stop signs or speed bumps
o There is unimpeded traffic f¡om E. C. Ro\¡/ Ave to Hansen. We need

an all-way stop at Calvert Court. Kids cross here for school and the

Volumes on
Conservation

o Traffrc is too dense on Conservation. Use of it as a through streei

Drive to divert traffic from Conservation.
Other issues There's a lack ofparking at the City ball diamond.

Co¡servaiion is used by many tansport trucks with no apparent need
to be in the area.
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Conservation Drive was reviewed using the proposed cdte¡ia in the ¡evised Traffic Calminp
Policy. In its current (unapproved) form, using the most recent speed and volume data coltecteÁ
Conservation Drive would meet the scoring threshold for traffic ialming; however, an important
element of the revised Traffic Calming Policy is early identification ofrãsident support thrãugh a
petition process, which has not yet been r¡ndertaken for Conservàtion Drive. The'response rate
for the cur¡ent study does not meet proposed support levels.

Future requests traffic calming for this neighbourhood can be evaluated under the revised Trafhc
Calming Policy once adopted.

The revised Traffic Calming- Policy does not rank traffic calming measures into levels; instead,
the policy would allow Administration, in consultation with the affected residents, to choose the
most appropriate traffic calming measure(s) based on factors such as appropriateness for the
issue to be addressed, neighbourhood impact, and cost.

4. RISKANALYSIS:

The following risks are expected to the corporation as a result of the recommendatìon:

. Resource Risk: No further action is recommended at this t¡me. If conservation Drive
residents initiate d petition, the staff resources involved with preparing the petition and
any subsequent traffic calming plan preparation would be routinê activities.

.CrossCorporateImpactRisk:TheTraflicCalmingPolicymitigatestheriskof
reactive demands for traffic enforcement. These risks *" ptopos"d to be mitigated
further by the proposed r¡affic calming polic¡ which 

-has 
been submitteã for

approval in a separate report

' community Impact Risk: If resident concems regarding traffic speed and volume are
not_addressed, risks to resident quality of life and the reputation of the corporation
could occur. These risks have been mitigated by preparing and implemènting 

-a 
fiaffic

calming plan in accordance with the crüTent approved rraffic calming polic!, and are
proposed to be mitigated further by the proposed rraffic calming eólicy, which has
been submitted for approval in a separate report.

. Financial Risk: No expenditures are associated with the report recommendations. It is
understood that ifa resident request for traffic calming is rèceived under the proposed
Traffrc calming Policy, the policy's process could generate a new project wherein a
financial commitment would be required.

5. FINANCIAL MATTERS:

N/A

6. CONSULTATIONS:

N/A
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7. GONCLUSION:

Administration has prepared and implemented a traffrc calming plan in the study area that is in
accordance with the cur¡ent T¡affic calming policy. Future requests traffic álming for this
neighbourhood can be evaluated under the revised rraffrc calming eohcy o""" uaopt-"al

,á'r-/4'
þéfftÃagñ ,Z -î--æ
PolicytÃnalyst./ T

//y'
Æ*r--- - -

City Engineer and Corporate Leader
Environmental Protection and
Transportation

APPENDICES:
A - Traflic Calming Warrânt Anâlysis (Current policy)
B - PIC Materials

NOTIFICATION:
Name Address Email Address Tel FAX
Councillor Payne
Area Resìde¡fs
Project Mailing List

DEPARTMENTS/OTHERS CONSULTED :
Name:
Phone #: 519 ext.
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ROAD
SEGMENT

Street Conservatiotr Dr.

Section E. C- Row Ave. to
Foster Ave

Road Classilication Class 2 Collector

TRAFFIC
STUDY DATA

Annual Average Daily Traffic
o0I2/20tst

3,702

Speed

Posted llan/hr) 50

Averâge (km/hr)
(20r2/2015)

47

85th Percentile
(kmthr) (2012/201s)

55

Number of Collisions within
Roådrvay S€gment-3 years
INOTE 1ì

TRAFFIC
CALMING
RÀTING

Excessive Speed POINTS
lMÄx 20ì

0

Excessive Volume POINTS
IlvIAX 20ì

0

Bicycle Route POINTS
IMAX 10)

l0

Collision POINTS
IM.AX 1s)

5

Pedestriân Generator POINTS
rMAX 11

l3
INOTE 2

Residential Frontage POINTS
(MAX 101

8.3

TOTALSCORE 36.3
LEVEL OF' TRAFFIC CALMING I

Appendix 'A' - Traffic Calming Warrânt Analysis (Current policy)

i\
\..,-'

Notes:
I
2

Reported collisions rcducible by trafûc calming 2009 through 2013.
Pedeshian gene¡ators: elem€ntary school (5 points), park (5 points), trail ent ance (3 points)

Scoring Criteria - Clâss 2 Collecfor Rna¡ls
SPEED
POINîS:

85lh Perc€ntile >10 krn/hr Posted l-¡mit = to pñ¡ñrc

Everv additional 1 km/hr over = r Þ^inr

YOLUME
TERESHOLD:

AADT - Expected Mâx Volume /Dav = t2 points

Every 500 vehicl€s per day ove¡ = 2 poinrs

Class 2 Collector -
Expecled Max l/ohme / Dav = 6oonvPrl

BICYCLE
ROUTES:

On-slrcel Bicltcle Lane - lO po¡nLs

liwd Rùûè

COLLßION
POINTS:

Nùmber Collisions / Sesment Lensth 0 > I = 5 Po¡nr-¡

Nuúber Collisions / Segrnent Length I >= 3 = l0 points

Number Collisions / Setf¡tent Lensth > 3 : I5 poinrc

PEDESTRIAN
GENERATORSI

Parks / Elementary Schools : 5 p^inrc

Secondâ¡y School = 4po¡nrs
Religious Building / University / Commùnity
CeDae / Library / Neighbouúood
Commercial

Scoring Levels - Collector
Roads

Scor€ Level Warranted Traffic
l-rlmino MÞâ.n'¡!

-30 N/À TraÍìc calming not

1t -45 srqntne
46,76 2 tloÍrzontat Ltetlectton

76 or
higher (major) or Trafüc
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Appendix 'B' - PIC Materials

Notice of Public Information Centre

Published in Windsor Star:
¡ Tuesday , Jume 77 ,2015. Satuday, June 20,2015

m |"'''-"*"-""'
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Appendix .B' - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards .

ctrY oF

'llrD5O
r50R
CA'UA DA

TRAFFIC CALhIIING STU DY

CONSERVATION
DRIVE

PUBLIC INFORMATION CËNTRE
(Ptc)

WËLCOME
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Appendix .B' - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards
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Appendix 'B' - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

":ry TRAFFIc cALMtNc MEAsuRES

FACTORS AFFECTING
cosT

i)

i.. .]
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Appendix .B' - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

."* 44æ^" TRAFFIC CåLMING STUDY
FINDINGS AND ACTIGNS

CONSËRVATION DRIVE

FINDINGS:
- l-evel 1 warranted = signage

ACTIONS:
- Curve warning signs have been installed
at both curves

- Trees have been trimmed to improve
visibility of signs
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Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

TRAFFIC CALMING POLICY
COMPARISON

CONSERVATION DRIVE

Based on Council direction (Council resolution CR

399/2010), this project was reviewed using the current

City of Windsor Traffic Calming policy. To provide a

comparison between the current policy and the
proposed updated policy, an evaluation is provided on

tl':e "Comparison" board using the prioritization scores

from the proposed updated Policy.

Please note that the Traffic Calming policy update

has not yet been presented to Council for approval.

This comparison is for informational purposes only.

For rnore details on the differences between the

curent and updated Policy, please see the Traffic

Calming Policy Update area of this public lnformation

Centre.

Appendix 'B' - PIC Materials

ll
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Appendix .B' - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

*=7ñãR TRAFFIC CÁLMING POLICY
COMPARISON

CONSËRVATION DRIVË

Nofes.'

1. Under the proposed Trafüc Calming policy Update, trafic calming
measures are no longer grouped into levels. lnstead, meàsurês are
selected based on cost-effect¡veness, suitaÞility to the neþhbourhood
and effecl¡veness for the issues identified.

Road Segment Gu¡rent Tr¡fiic
Calm¡ng Fol¡cy

{Hsêd for this study)

Proposed Traffic
Calrning Poliey

fior information only)

3onservation
l¡ive

E C Row Avenue
tÐ Foster

Traffic Calming
Warranted: Level 1

Siqninq

Traffic Calming
Waranted [Note 1]



:ffiÃ TRAFFIC GALMING STUÐY
NEXT STEPS

CONSERVATION DRIVH

Thank you for attending this Public lnformation
Centre-

- No further chenges ín the study area âre
proposed.

- We encourage your feedback. Flease provide us
with comments by carnpleting a comment sheet
this evening or by cending Hs yCIur comments by
July 10, 2015.

- City staff will review all comments and prepare a
report to City Council summarizing the technical
findings of the traff,c calrning study and feedback.

- lf you would like to be nofified before the Council
meeting when the report is presented, please
provide your name and address at the registration
table to be added to the project mailing list.

Appendix 'B' - PIC Materials

Public Informafion Centre Presentation Boards
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AUG 2fr 2015
From: David Labonte

?:I',1'**'Ausust2s'2o1se:33AM ^P8åTl?ifrlnrU ru0. 7Subject: Traffic Calming Study Area for Conservation Dl. INi

.Just a note to say I won't be attending the meeting on Aug 26th. lt,s clear you've
already made up your minds regarding the concerns of the Conservation Di
residents about the traffic. According to the map you state oNE collision between
Calvert and Azailia. I take it that must be 2 vehicles involúed, I lived at 30Sg
conservation going on 29 years and their have been at least 6 one car accidents
between Hallmark and Leafield . There are 4 street lights between Hallmark and Leafied
Park. 3 of those 4 lights were knocked down within 

"-s 
y""r period from cars. The one

at Leafield Park was caused by failure to negotiate the " s " bend which on your map
looks almost like a straight.line. once a car ran into a parked car in front of my house
sliding the hood of the car under the trunk of the car ¡t h¡t. Across from Leafield Park not
once but twice, one just last year A car hit a parked car pushing it into another parked
car where the driver then fled leaving his car in the middle of thè road. The owner of one
of the cars son's car was also hit 3 years ago from someone falling asleep at the wheel.
I know this because my wife and I were sitting on our front porch early in the morning
and watched and waited as he drifted across the road heading north. I ran to his
assistance thinking he may have suffered a heart attack. I heard later he told police he
swerved to avoid a squirrel. I think there was 2 more accidents about 2s years ago. As
for the recorded speed you say from the sign you put up last month that is a joke. As
soon as people saw this sign whether entering or leaving the area they were smart
enough to lower their'speed since the sign was visible a few hundred feet in either
direction. After the sign was removed the speed returned to the normal 60 plus km/hr,
Their is also a blind spot when try¡ng to get out of our driveway caused by cars heading
north entering the bend just after Leafield as they are shielded by the parked cars on
the east side of the street. lt would of been better if street parking from Hallmark to
Leafield was on the west side along the school yard and park. I can't help but think of
Ypres / Memorial Dr, which has no schools, separate lanes for East and west bound
traffic separated by a Blvd. and multiple ALL way stop signs. conservation has oNE
almost a full kilometer from E.c. Rowe to calderwood. Before that the stop sign was at
woodward. As I've mentioned in previous e-mails the Leafield baseball diamond
patrons never ever park at the school rhey choose instead to take up all the resident
curbside parking. so many more problems I could list but I've learned over the years
residents don't have a say in anything in their neighborhood. once subdivisions are
completed they're left to deteriorate just like Forest Glade and every other subdivision
before and after.
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