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Mulmer Township

Rd 19/Prince of Wales Rd. Light traffic.
River Road. Very light traffic, outstanding route.
Rd 17. Very hilly, traffic light but some vehicles travel excessive speed.

Melancthon Township

Horning’s Mills — Main Street, Hwy 124. Traffic light.
15" concession connects to 3 line.
Rd 17 and the current paved sideroads are lightly traveled.

Amaranth Township

Rd 10 and 20" sideroad very quiet.

Rd 12 lightly traveled.

Rd 11 has 18 wheeler truck traffic and excessive speed. Cyclists use this route to connect Rd 16 to
Rd 10, or to travel to Shelburne direct.

Mono-Amaranth townline is paved between Rd 16 and rd 10, quiet and lightly travelled

Mono Township

20" sideroad is used and there is no choice but to travel on hwy 10 to connect to/from Mono
Centre. Hwy 10, narrow and aggressive. Intersection at Camilla has dangerous sightlines for turning
or crossing.

Rd 8, light traffic, 80km/hr speed limit in sections seems high.

Airport Road between Rd 8 and Rd 7 (Hockley Road) is reasonable traffic in late evening hours.
Airport Road is narrow and very aggressive speed on the large hills.

3" Jine south is the only paved road to connect to the Town of Caledon municipality. Hwy 9 has to
be crossed and traveled on as no roads are straight intersections.

No north/south sideroads are paved in Mono to circumvent Hwy 10 and Airport Road.
Adjala-Tosorontio Township

Rd 1 generally quiet but narrow towards Loretto.

Mono/Adjala Townline a quiet 60km/hr route south of Hockley Village but does not connect to
other paved roads.

The current paved sideroads in Adjala are quiet and lightly traveled. As further roads are paved a lot
of routes will become available.

The paved sections of the 7" line are very quiet and safe.

The paved sections of the 5 line as well.

The paved roads north of hwy 89 that lead to Everett are generally narrow and 80km/hr.

East Luther Grand Valley.
Hwy 25 is the only paved road used to connect route. Generally quiet and safe.
Orangeville

Not many direct safe routes through the Town. Hwy 109 and Hwy 10 not recommended.
Caledon/East Garafraxa Townline used to connect to Shaws Creek or Winston Churchill Blvd.
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August 15th, 2007

Mr. Trevor D. Lewis, P.Eng. 
Director of Public Works 
County of Dufferin 
51 Zina Street 
Orangeville, ON   L9W 1E3
Dear Trevor: 

We wish to commend you for the leadership role that you are taking on behalf of the Dufferin County regarding the creation of bike lanes on County roads.  As you know, Headwaters Communities in Action shares your enthusiasm and commitment to this initiative.  Our hope is to be able to assist in building on the work done to date as we start to lay a foundation for bike lane development throughout the community.
Introduction

We know from our research to date that cycling is ranked as the 4th most popular form of physical activity in Canada and the 6th most popular in Ontario and that bicycle tourism is both a viable and growing economic activity.  In response, communities across Canada and beyond are investing monies and effort to support the development of trail systems which offer both a recreational, healthy lifestyle activity for local residents as well as economic and tourism benefits.  We believe the County appreciates these benefits and is willing to consider advice and recommendations on how to proceed here in Dufferin.  This letter will outline some recommendations on how to begin and will offer ongoing assistance in supporting the County’s efforts as it works to develop and implement a plan.

We believe that bike lanes on County roads are a necessary component of realizing our vision for a safe, interconnected network of multi-use trails and bike lanes throughout our region.  Our Working Group is currently documenting trail networks and opportunities in our community as well as researching how such work is carried out in other communities.  We hope to present a preliminary plan outlining recommendations to achieve our vision for trails later in the year.  We want to emphasize that we appreciate that our vision will be realized incrementally over a number of years, but ultimately, it would be our intent that trails development in the Headwaters Region will be seen as an essential ingredient of our communities’ infrastructure – helping to support a healthy lifestyle and economic activity – and not simply a frill.  

We offer the following recommendations to you and your public works department:
1. Dufferin should create a long-term overall plan for building and maintaining cycling routes throughout the County. The intent should be to ensure that the creation of bike routes throughout Dufferin is not ad hoc but built purposefully over time. The plan should incorporate the following:
a) Routes:

In identifying and developing the routes we encourage the County to support our vision of “a safe and interconnected network of trails”. Further the routes should be built with several considerations in mind. For instance:

· Trail routes and networks should consider the interests and needs of both the recreational and competitive rider and reflect popular and established routes
· Trail routes should connect communities, existing trails and points of interest across Dufferin County

· Attention should be given to ensuring a “comprehensive” approach through the creation of a trail system that, over time, covers all of Dufferin ensuring both north/south and east/west routes

· Routes should be created incrementally over time.  It is important to create the long term vision and then identify annual investments and projects that will build towards that longer term goal.

We recommend that the County create a long term plan for bike lanes and routes that takes into consideration the above noted considerations. Developing routes as recommended is a complex undertaking and one which our group is willing to assist in developing.  As a starting point to this work, we have attached to this letter a listing of popular routes currently being used by a local cycling club as well as some suggested routes that could serve as a starting point to connect the communities of the County.
b) Standards:

Our research has revealed that the development of standards for bike lanes is an important undertaking that takes into consideration a variety of variables such as:

· Traffic volume

· Traffic speed

· Location (Urban or Country)

· Road construction

We recommend that the County consider adhering to established standards to ensure that our bike lane construction and development is safe and can be recognized, endorsed and promoted outside our area by provincial, national and international organizations .  Please find attached examples of existing standards.
c) Maintenance:

Once a bike lane or route is developed there is a need for maintenance provisions to be put in place to ensure that the route is kept safe and accessible. We recommend that the County develop standards and practices for bike lane maintenance that will ensure the lanes remain viable and safe over time.
2. We recommend that the County take a leadership role in building a plan that can be supported by the “lower tier” municipalities.  This will help ensure that consistent standards are applied and that the appropriate mix of County and Municipal roads is incorporated into the plan in order to ensure the development of the most optimal trail network.  It will also help ensure the “connectedness of trails developed in all jurisdictions.
3. As part of its overall cycling plan, we recommend that the County explore the conversion of County-owned rail lines to trails for cycling as well as for hiking and equestrian use

Our research from other jurisdictions suggests that many popular cycling and hiking trails have been created by redeveloping abandoned rail lines.  The Elora Cataract Trailway and the Trans Canada Trail through Caledon are very popular local examples of this.  
In closing, we want to emphasize our willingness to work with the County to explore and evaluate options and engage community groups in undertaking this important work. 
We look forward to your response.

Sincerely, 

Bob Baynham
Bob Baynham

Chair 
Trails Working Group






Attachment #1 – Standards for Trail Development

The Cycle Ontario Alliance offers the following guidelines as minimum requirements for proposed bikeways:

In urban areas: 

· Speed < 30 km/h and AADT (average daily traffic/lane) < 3000 vehicles per day – use a shared lane

· Speed < 50 km/h and any AADT – use a wide curb lane with minimum width of 4.3 m and max width of 4.5 m 

· Speed > 70 km/h and any AADT – use a bicycle lane minimum width 1.5 m and a desirable width of 1.8 m 

In rural areas: 

· Speed < 70 km/h and AADT (average daily traffic/lane) < 400 vpd (vehicles per day) – use a shared lane (paved shoulder beyond crest curve)

· Speed < 70 km/h and AADT < 1000 vpd – use a wide curb lane with minimum width of 4.3 m and max width of 4.5 m (paved shoulder beyond crest curve)

· Speed > 70 km/h and any AADT – use paved shoulder

The width of the paved shoulder should be:

· Speed < 70 km/h use 1.5 m

· Speed > 70 km/h use 1.8 m, 2.0 m desirable

Where such shoulder widths cannot be achieved, a partially paved shoulder of 1.0 m may be temporary accepted provided that:

· The graveled part of the shoulder is flush without a lip

· The route is not signed

· The paved portion is free of obstacles such as catch basins and driveway curbs

Where bike lanes are incorporated into established trail systems the recommended guidelines are:

· Width of 3.0 m

· Minimum curve radius of 30 m

· Vertical clearance of 3.0 m

· Maximum grade of 5%

Bicycle trails standards compiled by Trent University:

	Reference
	Tread Width (m)
	Cleared Width (m)
	Grade
	Height (m)

	Parks Canada
	desirable 2.5

min. 1.2
	2.5
	desirable 0-3%

max. 10%
	2.5

	MTRCA rural/low use
	3.0
	min. 4
	desirable 0-5%

max. 10%
	min. 3.0

	MTRCA urban/high use
	3.0
	min. 7
	desirable 0-3%

max. 6%
	min. 3.0

	Flink et al.
	rural 1.2

urban 1.5
	--
	desirable 3%

max. 8%
	3.0

	Ntnl. Rec. and Park Ass.
	desirable 2.4

min. 1.5
	--
	max. 8%
	2.1


Attachment #2 – Preferred Cycling Routes of HBCC Cycling Club

Attachment #3 – Possible Priority Routes for Recreational/Family Users 

This listing uses the "Dufferin County Rural Addressing System" map and focuses on trying to connect Orangeville, Shelburne, G.V. & Honeywood – while ensuring that Riverview, Waldemar, Corbetton  and other smaller villages are not too far off the routes.
 

· Route #1:  Orangeville Trailways lead to Warriors Way N. to Cty Rd. 10. West on Cty Rd. 10 to Laurel. Either North on Cty Rd. 12 to Hwy 89 or West to Cty Rd. 25 and South to G.V. You can continue through G.V. to Cty rd. 109 then West to Cty Rd. 5 which leads to Belwood Lake area where you can connect to the Elora/Cataract Trail.
· Route #2:  If you got to Hwy 89 from Laurel, you can cross to Melancthon 2nd Line which is paved and take it north to Cty Rd.s 17 or 21. 17 west leads back to Hwy 89 which then connects with Cty. Rd 25 south to G.V. or Cty Rd. 10. 
· Route #3: Cty Rd. 17 east across Hwy 10 and Cty Rd. 124 to the Prince of Wales Rd. which you can take south to Primrose. From there you can cycle to Shelburne and back to Cty Rd. 11 or 12.
· Route #4: Take the second line to Cty Rd. 21 if you go west you can reach Riverview. The road south is paved and again leads to Cty Rd. 17 or Hwy 89.
· Route #5:  East on 21 takes you through Corbetton and across 10 and 124 to Honeywood. The only paved rd. south from that area is Airport Rd. You could cut south on Mulmur's 2nd line to Terra Nova and then on River Rd. west to Prince of Wales road and again south to Primrose.
· Route #6: If one stayed on Melancthon second line past Cty rd. 21 you get to Dundalk. This is the route I see as a possible link to Owen Sound in future.  
East of Hwy 10 south of Hwy 89 presents the biggest challenge as there are very few paved Cty or Township roads as yet.  Unused rail lines and/or hydro corridors also offer the County further options for trail development that should be considered.
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