Adopted by Council at its meeting held November 2, 2015 [M443-2015]
/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: Councillor Fred Francis
Councillor Chris Holt
Councillor Hilary Payne (Vice Chair)
Councillor Paul Borrelli

Regrets: Councillor Bill Marra

That the following recommendations of the Environment, Transportation and Public Safety
Standing Committee BE APPROVED:

Moved by Councillor Francis, seconded by Councillor Holt,
That the Traffic Calming Review — Conservation Drive BE REFERRED to the
forthcoming revised Traffic Calming Policy once adopted by Council.
Carried.
Livelink #17862, ST2015

Clerk’s Note: The administrative report authored by the Policy Analyst dated August 11, 2015
entitled “Traffic Calming Review — Conservation Drive” is attached as
background information.
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Item No. 7

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

Admin Report - Environment Transportation
OO ,

MISSION STATEMENT:

“Our City is built on relationships — between citizens and their government, businesses and public institutions,
city and region — all interconnected, rmutually supportive, and focused on the brightest future we can create
together.”

LiveLink REPORT #: 17862 ST2015 - llfvsgg)ﬁﬂate: August 11,2015

Date to Standing

A'f‘th-"" s Name: Jeff Hagan Committee: August 26, 2015

Author’s Phone: 519 255-6247 ext. 6003 - Classification #:

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

To: , Environmeht, Transportation & Public Safety Standing Committee

Subject: Traffic Calming Review — Conservation Drive
1. RECOMMENDATION: City Wide: Ward(s): 9

E That report number 17862, 7; raffic Calming Review — Conservation L Drive BE RECEIVED for
information.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: N/A

2. BACKGROUND:

CR399/2010 directed the Clty Engineer to proceed with a traffic calmmg study of Conservation
Drive. This report summarizes the results of this study.

A map of the study area is provided as Figure 1.

Figure 1: Study Area




3. DISCUSSION:

Traffic Calming Warrant Analvsis.

Conservatlon Drive was evaluated based on the current, approved traffic calming policy (City of
Windsor Traffic Calmmg Jor Residential Areas, September 2005). Each section between trafﬁc
~ controls (i.e. stop signs or signals) is evaluated separately.

The current traffic 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 traffic calming levels as summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Current Traffic Calming Warrant Levels (Collector Roads)

Gl Lol Wakbmied inaiic Caimne VoS

0-30 N/A Traffic calmzng not warranted
31-45 | Levell | Signing '

46 —75 Level 2 | Horizontal Deflection (minor)

76 or higher | Level 3 Horizontal Deflection (major) or Traffic Diversion

The results for the study area are summanzed in Table 2. Addmonal detalls are provided in
Appendix A. :

Table 2: Traific Calming Review Summai'y — Conservation Dr.

Conservatlon Dr | ”E "Cm Row Ave to Foster Ave. Level 1-— Slgnlngw

Based on the current policy, Conservation Drive within the study area met warrant for signage.
Identification and Installation of Signage

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

» Curve warning signs were installed for the approaches to the two “S” curves in the study
area.

¢ Tree limbs that were obscuring a “checkerboard” turn warning sign on the sharp curve
near the southern 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 Tuesday, June 23, 2015 -at the Optimist
Community Centre (1075 Ypres Avenue) to present the findings of the traffic calming review
and to solicit comments from residents. The notices and display panels for the PIC are prov1ded
in Appendix B. L /
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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 returned either at the PIC or by mail, email, or fax following the meeting.
Responses are summarized in Table 3 and Table 4.

Table 3: Comment Form Response Summary - Question 1'

| Total B
Response rate* 3.6%
* Based on 89 properties in the study area

Table 4: Comment Form Response Summary - Question 2

Speeds on e Speeds on Conservation are too high B .
Conservation * Speeds are too high ~ need stop signs or speed bumps

* There is unimpeded traffic from E. C. Row Ave to Hansen. We need
an all-way stop at Calvert Court. Kids cross here for school and the

park. : . : _
Volumes on » Traffic is too dense on Conservation. Use of it as a through street
Conservation should be discouraged. ' '
»_Open up Kamloops Drive to divert traffic from Conservation.

Other issues ¢ There’s alack of parking at the City ball diamond.

* Conscrvation is used by many transport trucks with no apparent need -
to be in the area.

Next Steps

Under the current Traffic Calming Policy, Conservation Drive qualified for signage; in response,
signage has been installed by Administration. No further actions or traffic calming measures are
proposed at this time.

Traffic Calming Policy Revisions o ' -

A revised Traffic Calming Policy has been prepared and submitted for approval by the
Environment, Transportation and Publi¢ Safety Standing Committee and Council. As of the date
of this report, the revised policy has not yet been approved. :
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Conservation Drive was reviewed using the proposed criteria in the revised Traffic Calming-

Policy. In its current (unapproved) form, using the most recent speed and volume data collectec.

Conservation Drive would meet the scoring threshold for traffic calming; however, an important

element of the revised Traffic Calming Policy is carly identification of resident support through a

petition process, which has not yet been undertaken for Conservation Drive. The response rate

for the current study does not meet proposed support levels.

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

The revised Traffic Calming Policy does not rank traffic calming measures into levels; instead,

the policy would allow Administration, in ¢onsultation 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. RISK ANALYSIS:

The following risks are expected to the Corporation as a result of the recommendation:

» Resource Risk: No further action is recommended at this time. If Conservation Drive -
residents initiate & petition, the staff resources involved with preparing the petition and
-any subsequent traffic calming plan preparation would be routine activities.

* Cross Corporate Impact Risk: The Traffic Calming Policy mitigatés the risk of ‘

reactive demands for traffic enforcement. These risks are proposed to be mitigated
further by the proposed Traffic Calming Policy, which has been submitted for
approval in a separate report. :

« Community Impact Risk: If resident concerns 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 implementing a fraffic
calming plan in accordance with the current approved Traffic Calming Policy, and are
proposed to be mitigated further by the proposed Traffic Calming Policy, which has
been submitted for approval in a separate report.

« Financial Risk: No expenditures are associated with the report recommendations. It is
understood that if a resident request for traffic calming is received under the proposed
Traffic 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. CONCLUSION:

Administration has prepared and implemented a traffic calming plan in the study area that js in
accordance with the current Traffic Calming Policy. Future requests traffic calming for this
neighbourhood can be evaluated under the revised Traffic Calming Policy once adopted. '

%ﬂmjfa{ / { %&L waye Dawson U
PolicyAAnalyst . : _' Executive Director of Operations

_ interton = Hél;gf:i/ idel / -t
'City Engineer and Corporate Leader Chief Administrative Officer
- Environmental Protection and '
Transportation
JH
APPENDICES:

A —Traffic Calming Warrant Analysis (Current Policy)
B — PIC Materials '

I DEPARTMENTS/OTHERS CONSULTED:
Name: ' o :
§ Phone #: 519 © ext.

NOTIFICATION : : ‘

| Name Address Emajl Address : Telephone FAX

Counciller Payne - 1. '

Area Residents
Project Mailing List
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Appendix ‘A’ — Traffic Calming Warrant Analysis (Current Policy)

Street Conservation Dr.
ROAD Section E. C. Row Ave. to
SEGMENT Foster Ave.
| Road Classification Class 2 Collector
Annual Average Daily Traffic 3,702
(2012/2015)
Posted (km/hr) 50
Average (km/hr) 47
TRAFFIC Speed | (2012/2015)
STUDY DATA 85th Percentile 55
(km/hr) (2012/201 5)
Number of Collisions within I
Roadway Segment — 3 years
[NOTE 1] '
Excessive Speed POINTS 0
(MAX 20)
Excessive Volume POINTS 0
MAX20)
Bicycle Route POINTS 10
{MAX 10) .
TRAFFIC [ Collision POINTS 5
CALMING (MAX 15) C _
RATING Pedestrian Generator POINTS. 13
(MAX 15) . [NOTE 2]
Residential Frontage POINTS 8.3
{(MAX 10) )
TOTAL SCORE 36.3
LEVEL OF TRAFFIC CALMING 1
Notes:

1. ' Reported collisions reducible by traffic calmihg, 2009 through 2013.
2. Pedestrian generators: elementary school (5 points), park (5 points), trail entrance (3 points)

Scoring Criteria — Class 2 Collector Roads Scoring Levels — Collector
SPEED 85th Percentile >10 kmv/hr Posted Limit =10 Points "Roads
{ POINTS: : e - . Score Level | Warranted Traffic
| Every additional 1 km/hr over = 1Point _ Calming Measures

AADT = Expected Max Volume / Day = 12 Points 0-30 N/A | Traffic  calming  not

VOLUME - o - . | warranted

| 7aRESHOLD: Every 500 vehicles per day over 2 Points 3125 i Signing

Class 2 Collector - 4676 Horizontal  Deflection
Expected Max Volume / Day = 6000 VPD (miner) -

BICYCLE On-street Bicycle Lane = 10 Points 76 or 3 Horizontal ~ Deflection

ROUTES: . _ . higher (major) or Traffic
Signed Route : 10 Poinis Diversion
Number Collisions / Segment Length 6 > 1 = 5 Poinfs

COLLISION . .

POINTS: Number Collisions / Segment Length 1 >=3 = 10 Points _
Number Collisions / Segment Length > 3 = 15 Poinis ’ ]
Parks / Elementary Schools = 5 Points . .-

PEDESTRIAN Secondary School = 4 Points

GENERATORS: | Religions Building / University / Community
Centre / Library / Neighbourhood
Commercial = 3 Points




Sticy Gontact Date: Tuswcley, June 23, 2016
JultHagan, P Eng, FTOE Thom: 4100 P B bt :
Policy Anatyst Location: Optimist Cantre
(519) 255-8247 e, 6003 1075 Ypras Avenue
pagEvolywindsorca -
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on theea projacts 0 fCoD Your fsodhack.
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' TRAFFIC CALMING POLICY UPDATE o
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and the goneral puols with & simpio na tanspront (RO 1 AES6ss, oasgn,
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* Pravidling clear gukiancs for s5seesing and dasin of SOTONS, AR for
pricitizing mplotntation, :
Thioe g the afecthve IMplomeZaton of Saiit caimng e City Of Windsar
s s¥ming to: . : :
+ improva g naighbourmond envinorement;
* Minimize teor confcts; :
+ Encourage an appropnsta spaet for motatized trame In rasiientiol
PRnhoR Higots:
* Blscourage cut through orshor-cutling” frame In residontios ;
nesghbouffinoets; mnd 1
» Enhonce safaly and cofvenianca o7 3 [OAF usars.
e —— PTG CALMING STUDIES
HALL (OTTAWA TOTECUMBEH)
& SHEPHERD {FARENT TO HALL)

ecAsE! ' i
The Clty of Wingsor has received roquosts i o instatigtion of taffic calming . 3
fsalurss inthe shuly oroos ertMad, 1

BUBLIC INPOT

Consultabon with the pubic Bt roviow agancies Is an sseantial component of
ihe Clty of Windsors Tratic Caming Py, The fuipose of the PIC i 1o:

» Mol Ine Progect Team

+ Laatm about the rasuits of the neighbourhood mview

» Frovide turiher comments and inpus
.CAI.I. 311 } TTY: 1=R86-452~9311
AR ey e

Appendix ‘B’ ~ PIC Materials

Notice-of Public Information Centre

Published in Windsor Star:
e Tuesday, June 17, 2015

. Saturday, June 20, 2015

 7of14




Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

_P_ub]ic I'pformati_on_ Centre Presel_ltation Board_s___ B - o _

INDSOR

CANADA

| c1ty of 4%}

TRAFFIC CALMING STUDY

CONSERVATION |
DRIVE

| PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE |
(PIC)

WELCOME
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Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

[*21oz3s  TRAFFIC CALMING STUDY AREA
CONSERVATION DRIVE
{E C ROW AVENUE TO FOSTER AVENUE)

LEGEND - - Year of Deta Colleclion:

AADT = Annual Averags Daily Traffic {toal for buth directions) s ggg
—
Collisions = Three year reducible total {Jan, 1, 2011 - Dec, 31, 2013 i
Roadway Classfication: Level of Tra:L:: (i:::lming Warranted:
——  Local Read {threshokd volume = 3,000 vehicles/day) ¢
——  Class !l Collector (threshold volume = 6,000 vehiclesiday) ~& Stop Sign
—— Ciass| Collector {ihreshold volume = 9,000 vehiclesiday)
—— Expressway . ' == » v Traffic Caiming Study Area
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Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

“*PYfnsdn  TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES

ESTIMATED
: INSTALLATION :
Level | MEASURE | cosT2011 | FACTORSAFFECTING ..o ey -
- COST ;
Canadian : ::
: Dollars i
|Maxemum Spesd {3750 - 5300 per sign |Marier of signs reqsred o 5
Right'Left Turn F150 - 5300 per sign |Mumber of signs required - f
«  |Pronbies _ ] 0 |
o A
= Thiough Traffic {5150 - $300 per sign |MNamber of signs requred T
7] . = . 3
Famemr 5 5300 per s1gn Natrber oF Signs requted. -
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Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

Pplglic Il_lfprmation antre Presentation Boa_l_'g_is B

s Mmoson ~ TRAFFIC CALMING STUDY
FINDINGS AND ACTIONS |

CONSERVATION DRIVE

FINDINGS:
- Level 1 warranted = sygnage

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

- Trees have been trimmed to | improve
vssabmty of s:gﬂs
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~ Appendix ‘B’ - PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentati@n’ Boards

- 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 ahd the
proposed updated policy, an evaluation ispravided on
the "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 more details on the differences between the

‘current and updated Policy, pieas'a see the Traffic

Calming Policy Update area of this Public Information

Centre.

TRAFFIC CALMING POLICY

Qe

120f14




Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

Public Info_rmation. Centr_e_ Pl‘g@ntaﬁipn Bgards )

Wimps  TRAFFIC CALMING POLICY
| COMPARISON

CONSERVATION DRIVE

Road - Segment Current Traffic Proposed Traffic
Calming Policy Calming Policy
(used for this study} | {for information only)
- I H N i
Conservation | E C Row Avenue | Traffic Ca ng Traffic Calming
Driy " to Fost Warranted: Level 1 - |\ onfed [Note 1]
rive -oster Signing -
Notes:

. Under the proposed Traffic Calmmg Policy Update, traffic calming |
measures are no longer grouped into levels. Instead, measures are
selected based on cost-effectiveness, sultability to the nelghbourhood

: and eﬁect;veness for the issues identified. '
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Appendix ‘B’ — PIC Materials

Public Information Centre Presentation Boards

| ~2emazs  TRAFFIC CALMING STUDY
NEXT STEPS

CONSERVATION DRIVE

Thank you for gttendiﬁg this Public Information
Centre.

- No furtﬁar' changes in the study area are
proposed.

- We encourage your feedback. Please provide us =

with comments by completing a comment sheet
‘this evening or by sending us ycur camments by
July 10 2015.

- City staff will review all comments and prepare a
- report to City Council summarizing the technical
findings of the traffic calming study and feedback.

- If you would like to be notified 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.

R
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AUG26 2015

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 9:33 AM - ADDITIONAL ITEM NO 7

To: 311 Py
Subject: Traffic Calming Study Area for Conservation Dr IN a o P‘ MATI O N

Just a note to say | won't be attending the meeting on Aug 26th. It's clear you've
already made up your minds regarding the concerns of the Conservation Dr
residents about the traffic. According to the map you state ONE coliision between
Calvert and Azailia. | take it that must be 2 vehicles involved. | lived at 3058
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 a 5 year 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 it hit. 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 the road. The owner of one
- of the cars son's car was also hit 3 years ago from someone falling asleep at the wheel.
| know this because my wife and | were sitting on our front porch early in the morning
and watched and waited as he drifted across the road heading north. | ran to his
assistance thinking he may have suffered a heart attack. | heard later he told police he
swerved to avoid a squirrel. | think there was 2 more accidents about 25 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 trying 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. It would of been better if street parking from Hallmark to
Leafield was on the West side along the school yard and park. | 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 They choose instead to take up all the resident
curbside parking. So many more problems 1 could list but {'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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