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Who Will Use This Road?
Current Residents

| went to Neighbourhood 3 and asked
21 people these 2 questions:

1. Whenyou drive, what percent of the
time do you go south on Biehn Drive
toward Caryndale?

2. If Biehn Drive is extended, what
percent of the time will you use it?




My Findings

% trips south
on Biehn
Study Mean 21%
ESR 20%

ESR total trips estimate is 25 times higher than people’s responses



Who Will Use This Road? Future Residents

z % g = %,
4, 2 %,
%
% %,
000/ %4,
e o . 2
Gooft Pt 4 o8 8 Bary,, Groff P
—— -1l R e
Pl & )\ 3. 5k
JAHUO o e qamuren®
yiuron R4 - .o $ o o
% £ <
& 5 &
3 &
1S B B
2 g E
S !
& ] \indy Ridge Dt Windy Ridge DF
S ]
. 2
) Carj, 3 ar
b e, z
4 Pe; 2 ,
2%m ) 5, 2 &
. Ve, & Ve,
3
] g 4
] %, i
f % /
f % p
. 2 f
\eadon D N
P & s 2
et £ o
1o . 1
2 ot J o
%, R i %,
2 ¢ %
AN § 4 Ansar
r 4 ¥
S
e’
s
o .
2 by cre
.
m
» \ EVengy
0L " Stone ¢,
DY
3 “x
% Pang, 3
P

15260

£40

N ‘e Sty
e !
AFetrie D, A Fetrie oy
qopettF qobe

Distance is the same, but the Strasburg route has faster roads.
Which route would you take?

Can you find a destination where Biehn Dr is the best route? 4



Who Will Use This Road?

Current residents say they won’t use it
Future residents don’t need it

Why does the report say that people will use it?




Transportation Impact Study

Guidelines

The City of Kitchener utilizes the Regional Municipality of Waterloo’s Transportation Impact Study (TIS)
Guidelines adopted November 2008 and can be found on the Region’s website.

The TIS is an important tool in the overall development planning process. It
assists developers and public agencies in making land use decisions, and
provides information that identifies the impacts of proposed development on the
existing streets and circulation networks and recommends mitigation measures

for the impacts identified.

Region of Waterloo 2.2 Key Issues and Constraints

Planned/Proposed Development: The extension of Biehn Drive will need to consider
any proposed plans of subdivision and the potential network of future local streets.

AS ADOPTED BY REGION OF WATERLOO COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 18, 2013 REPORT NO. P-13-088

HOUSEKEEPING EDITS APPLIED
UPDATED TC FILE VERSION 4, JuLy 22, 2014

https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf 6
https://www.kitchener.ca/en/resourcesGeneral/Documents/DSD_ENG_Development_Manual 2021.pdf



https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf
https://www.kitchener.ca/en/resourcesGeneral/Documents/DSD_ENG_Development_Manual_2021.pdf

2 Key Concepts

Trip Generation Rate: The average number Trip Distribution: How trips flow
of trips to/from an area between origins and destinations



Region of Waterloo Transportation Impact Study Guidelines

Trip Generation - Guidelines

Biehn Drive Extension Traffic Study

APPENDIX B:

FORMAT FOR TRIP GEMERATION TABLES

Land Use ITE Code Size

AM Peak Hour e

Rate/Equation In Cut

Total

Rate/Equation

B Peak Hour 0

in [ out | Total

Table 2: BTE Trip Generation Rates of Existing Neighbourhoods (2024)

X

https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf

https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=22750

Meighbourhood Approximate Number | ITE Trip Total Daily

of Dwelling Units Generation Rate | Vehicle Trips
Meighbourhood 1 (Biehn Drive 2E80 Single-Family 2452
Morth Neighbourhood) Detached Housing
Meighbourhood 2 (Marl 475 4480
Meadow Neighbourhood) 9.43 Daily Trip

Generation
Meighbourhood 3 (Biehn Drive 265 Rate/Dwelling 2490
South Neighborhood) Unit
Meighbourhood 4 (Caryndale 225 2122
Meighbourhood)
8



https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf
https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=22750

Trip Generation Comparables
Kitchener, ON (2023)

GEA Peak Hour

Land Uses (Dwelling Parameters Weekday AM Weekday PM

Low-Rise Residential Trip Ratio 24% 76% 100% 63% 37% 100%
210 units
(LUC 220) Gross Trips 21 67 88 70 41 111
Total Primary Trips 21 67 88 70 41 111

https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=16620



https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=16620

Trip Generation Comparables

Mississauga, ON (2021)

w2l —
Land Use Weekday .ﬂ.Ml_lPeak Hour Weekday PM PE‘E%HDLII’
In Out Total In Out Total
Residential Condominium | Units: 207
ITE Code 221 Distribution 26% 74% 100% 61% 39% 100%
Multifamily Housing Equation Ln(T)= 0.98Ln(X)-0.98 Ln(T)= 0.96Ln(X)-0.63
(Mid-Rise) Rate 0.09 0.25 0.34 0.26 0.17 0.43
Trips 18 52 70 54 35 89

https://www.mississauga.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/06115838/W8_2935_Traffic_Impact_Study March2022.pdf

10


https://www.mississauga.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/06115838/W8_2935_Traffic_Impact_Study_March2022.pdf

Trip Generation Comparables

Guelph, ON (2006)

Proposed Industrial WEEKDAY Eﬂl Peak Hour WEEKDAY PMM Peak Hour
Development - 1,200,000 ft* n ¥ out 2-Way In Out 2-Way
Directional Distribution 88% 12% 100% 12% 88% 100%
Trip Rate (per 1,000 ft) 0.88 0.12 1,00 0.12 0.88 1.00
Gross Trips 1055 145 1200 145 1055 1200
Net New Trips 1055 145 1200 145 1055 1200

https://guelph.ca/wp-content/uploads/Lefarge_TrafficimpactStudy.pdf



https://guelph.ca/wp-content/uploads/Lefarge_TrafficImpactStudy.pdf

Trip Generation Comparables
St. Johns, NL (2008)

Table 4 - Trip Generalion Estimates lfor Pleasantville Redevelopmant

Land Humber I\/I Trip Generation Rates” I Z1 Trip= Generated
Use! Units AM Peak PM Peak |  Bay AM Peak FM Peak Bay
In | oOut In []/] cut Zay n | out n | Out 2y
nd Uge and Trip Generation Estimates Tor Phases 1 to 4 - 2010 =
SingleFarmily 174 .13 0.58 084 0.57 B.5 33 a7 111 ad 18ES
[ITE 210} Urits
Apartment 33 .90 L4 1340 022 H-..-"Jl = 135 135 4 =2
1ITE 220} Apts
HI-RIse Apt 181 (e .22 0 .12 42| 14 40 38 5 TEO
[ITE 222} Apts
Tatal Fesldcntal 593 E1 276 E 163 4|
Prase 1: Ratal 4h IR KR e | LA 5 140 1.55 L35 x| 1B B2 HY 58S
[ITE &20} KiGLA
Phasz 13 Offices 4575 1.35 .12 025 1.24 11 £2 o 11 57 504
(ITE 710} HGFA
Plase 1b Relai ™ 1075 065 .44 1.80 1.85 4254 7 4 13 21 AE2
[ITE &20} HiGLA
Phasa 1t Offices 1075 1.35 713 [ 1.24 11M 15 ® 3 15 118
(ITE 710} HIGFA
Tedal Cormmercial 1713 113 33 115 180 149
Tatal Estimated Trips for Phases 1 to 4 164 308 8 343 7745
nd Use and Trip Generation Estlimates Tor Phases 5 and 6 - 2012
SingiaFarlky 20 [XE] .55 [ 0.57 55T + 11 13 T 151
[ITE 210} Urits
Apariment o3 .70 .41 0.A0 0.22 £.73 3 38 37 20 625
[ITE 2320} Apis
Hi-Rise Apt 161 [T 0.22 [ 014 4.21] 14 A0 38 26 TED
(ITE 227} Apts
Talal Residential 284 27 ap je] a2 15746
Fhase Ba ( 4h Helal 17.5 0.ES 0.42 1.80 1.85 423 11 T 32 34 751
IITE 820} KiELA
Phase Sa /5 Offices ™ 17.5 1.36 013 .25 1.22 111 ER 3 2 2z 153|
{ITE 710} HIGFA
Tedal Gommerclal 35 35 10 i 50 44
Total Estimated Trips for Phases 5 and 62 38 124 108 2520

nd Wee and Trip Generation Estimatas for Full Development

Total Reskdental ET 03 565 arz2 215 272
Todal Gommercial Tl 144 43 161 26 EEEE |
Total Estimated Trips for Full Developmment 264 LN L] 451 1|.um|

https://www.stjohns.ca/en/streets-parking/resources/Documents/Traffic-Studies/TrafficimpactStudyPleasantvilleRedevelopment_1.pdf


https://www.stjohns.ca/en/streets-parking/resources/Documents/Traffic-Studies/TrafficImpactStudyPleasantvilleRedevelopment_1.pdf

Trip Generation Comparables
Penetanguishene, ON (2023)

WEEKDAY WEEKDAY
RATE/ VARIABLE/ AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
CAND USE ESTIMATE SIZE
Out Total Out Total
single family rate units 0.18 0.52 0.70 0.59 0.35 0.94
detached (ITE
210) estimate 29 5 15 20 17 10 27

https://www.connectpenetanguishene.ca/42138/widgets/178216/documents/129261
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https://www.connectpenetanguishene.ca/42138/widgets/178216/documents/129261

Trip Generation Comparables

Wellington, ON (2023)

AM Tri PM Tri
ITE Code np> - rps ;
Avg Rate | % Enter ¥ % Exit Avg Rate | % Enter % Exit
210 — Single-Family
Detached 0.76 26 74 1.00 64 36
220 - M”::;::"""’ (Low-1 556 28 72 0.67 59 41

https://www.thecounty.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Traffic-Impact-Study.pdf

14


https://www.thecounty.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Traffic-Impact-Study.pdf

Trip Generation Comparables

Kitchener, ON (2024)

Table 2: BTE Trip Generation Rates of Existing Neighbourhoods (2024)

Neighbourhood)

Neighbourhood Approximate Number | ITE Trip Total Daily

of Dwelling Units Generation Rate | Vehicle Trips
Neighbourhood 1 (Biehn Drive 260 Single-Family 2452
North Neighbourhood) Detached Housing
Neighbourhood 2 (Marl 475 4480
Meadow Neighbourhood) 9.43 Daily Trip

Generation

Neighbourhood 3 (Biehn Drive 265 Rate/Dwelling 2490
South Neighborhood) Unit
Neighbourhood 4 (Caryndale 225 2122

https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Document|ld=22832
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https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=22832

Trip Distribution - Guidelines

Region of Waterloo Transportation Impact Study Guidelines

Biehn Drive Extension Traffic Study

APPENDIX C:
FORMAT FOR TRIP DISTRIEUTION TAELES

| Crigin / Destination Percent Distribution

AM Peak Hour e PM Peak Hour
To [ From the North: In g::iut Im Chut
Via \ia Street A

Via  \ia Street B
Via ViaStreetC efe..

trip distribution are attached as Appendices C and D. The trip distribution table

Table 3: BTE Trip Distribution and Assignment (2024)

should be accompanied by a trip distribution map.

Scenario Origin / Destination Distribution Mumber of
Melghbourhood Vehicle Trips
Scenario 1 - Meighbourhood 2 Trips to/from the
| Ewtension of (Mar! Meadow south via Robert 5% 224
Blehn Drive Meighbourhood) Ferrie Drive
Meighbourhood 3 Trips to/from the
[Location — (Biehn Drive South south Robert Ferrie S0 2,258
Current Biehn | Meighborhood) Drive
Drive
Total= 2,482
16

1 https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf

2 https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=22750



https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf
https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=22750

Trip Distribution Comparables
Kitchener, ON (2023)

Site generated traffic for the residential development was distributed mainly based on a review of the existing travel
patterns and confirmed with the 2016 Transportation Tomorrow Survey (TTS) data for residential trips for the study

Table 2 Directional Trip Distribution of Site Traffic (Residential

North South East West
Peak Period Direction (Robert Ferrie) (Reichert) (New Dundee) (New Dundee)

0, 0,
Inbound 5% 10% 45% 40%
Qutbound ™l 5% 10% 60% 25%
Inbound 5% 10% 60% 43%
Outbound 5% 10% 25% 42%
Robert Ferrie Drive Vi
/N\
(4)

] « |
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https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=16620



https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=16620

Trip Distribution Comparables
Mississauga, ON (2021)

Site trips for the proposed development (residential uses) were distributed to / from the site and the
boundary roadways using 2016 TTS data and existing travel patterns. Details are provided in Appendix C.

Figure 6: Future Background Traffic Volumes, Weekday AM and PM Peak Hours Cross Tabulation Query Form - Trip - 2016 v1.1
Row: Planning district of destination - pd_dest North
- Column: 2006 GTA zone of origin - gtaD6_orig 31%
' ‘ Table: Primary travel mode of trip - mode_prime West 19% 37% East
~ ‘ ’ Filters: 14%
(2006 GTA zone of origin - gtaDE_orig In 3650 South
Primary travel mode of trip - mode_prime In D
Start time of trip - start_time In 600-800)
= ™ o™ 63 415 City of from City of | Location
o Destination Zone Missi: Missi to
= L 4 ¥
58 8 |« 891 2006 GTA Zone | 2006 GTA Zone | site
ARS0 AR50
< + |—> I v ¥ Dundas Street West PD 1 of Toronto 171 50/ E
PD 2 of Toronto 10 0% E
28 32 4 b + - [FG 3 of Toronto 10 0% C
N ™ PD 4 of Toronto 20 1% E
1328 1661 —m B ¥ 8 PD 6 of Toronto 15 1% E
59 59 © = PD 8 of Toronto 217 9% E
1 2 5 8 |PD @ of Toranto 85 4% E
PD 10 of Toronto 30 1% E
- PD 13 of Toronto 5 0% E
3 [PD 16 of Toronto 45 2% E
i -
o Vaughan 58 2% E
= Caledon 7 0% N
% N 56 2% N
= 136) 141 6% E
137 341 14% S
e . 138 33 1% E
3 oo 139) 94 4% E
9 o 140)| 38 16% N
= Proposed 141 61 3% N
v L v U Site Access 142) 44 2% N
________________ 143 491| - Internal
f ™ 144 165 7% N
- 148| 15 1% N
=] LEGEND Halton Hills 7 0% N
- T Oakville 283 12% W
T ° l Traffic Signal Burlington 60 2% W
Hamilton 94 4% W
NX XX AM / PM Peak Hour Cambridgs 6 % W
Schematic; Not To Scale Total 2417 100%

https://www.mississauga.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/06115838/W8_2935_Traffic_Impact_Study March2022.pdf



https://www.mississauga.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/06115838/W8_2935_Traffic_Impact_Study_March2022.pdf

Trip Distribution Comparables
Guelph, ON (2006)
hypothetical primary market area with a radius of approximately 5 kilometres (which translates into

the entire City of Guelph) was established, and trips were assigned to routes based on population
distributions. Non-home-based distributions were based on traffic patterns on the surrounding road

Edinburgh Road 5.
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https://guelph.ca/wp-content/uploads/Lefarge_TrafficlmpactStudy.pdf
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https://guelph.ca/wp-content/uploads/Lefarge_TrafficImpactStudy.pdf

Trip Distribution Comparables
St. Johns, NL (2008)

Distribution of Site The City of St. John’s QRS II Transportation Planning Model and local
Geserited Trps knowledge of the Study Area were used to determine the following
distribution for site generated trips:

>z
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=]

B
& |om=
HP £l 2o
=1 The Boulevard The Boulevard | AL
Lo Ls
285 —a0 [z80] —235 (3% —160
es = [ 104
233:; 705 (2 30— [55] | [280] 180—
New Cove I [ = T2 ! The Boulevard
o g8 | £ # |1
S E‘Q 750] [120] |0 ©
o A
] §3L Lake Avenue
“é | Lis
]
=
“|gsg ke
298
JdlL Empire Avenus
Liso
—115
315t L
By
Empire Avenue
Uy,
8% |53
o
2 NOT T0 SCALE
=
yio Road & Traffic Management Traffic [nlpact Study - Pleasantville Development Fi B-1A
& St. John's, NL 1aure
Watfic Enginesring Specialsts 2007 AM Peak Hour without Site Development December 2007

https://www.stjohns.ca/en/streets-parking/resources/Documents/Traffic-Studies/TrafficimpactStudyPleasantvilleRedevelopment_1.pdf

20


https://www.stjohns.ca/en/streets-parking/resources/Documents/Traffic-Studies/TrafficImpactStudyPleasantvilleRedevelopment_1.pdf

Trip Distribution Comparables
Penetanguishene, ON (2023)

The distribution of the new trips generated by the site has been developed based on distribution
data provided in the 2016 Transportation Tomorrow Survey (TTS). The TTS is a comprehensive

travel survey conducted in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Area once every five years. As per the

Peak Hour Diagram

& i . - Specified Period One Hour Peak
Ontarlo TrafficInc. . v Fom 0800:00
Traffic Monitoring » Services & Products 1. 10:00:00 To: 09:00:00
Intersection: Church 5t & O'Reilley St
Site Code: 2308200001 Weather Clear
conditions:
Count Date: Apr 13,2023
** Unsignalized Intersection ** Major Road: Church Struns N/S
North Approach Church St East Approach
out| InTotal o 0 0 0 Out| In Total
@ 13 1 A n 1 0 0 a 9 5 U
b 1 1 2 =] 12 1 0 b 1 3 4
& 0 0 0 Totals| B 1 0 s 1 0 1
14 12) 26 1 ] J " 8 19
Peds: 0 .
0'Reilley 5t
! Totals| @ o &

Peds: 0
=
L :spad

0 0 0
3 2 2 0 0
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9 7 1 1

Peds: 0
n South Approach
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ARl EEYEE
® s 01
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https://www.connectpenetanguishene.ca/42138/widgets/178216/documents/129261
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Trip Distribution Comparables
Wellington, ON (2023)

The new vehicle trips generated by the proposed residential development were assigned and
distributed to the surrounding road network according to the existing travel patterns which
reflect various “trip productions and attractions” in the study environs. The vehicular trip

distribution assumes inbound/outbound trip distribution based on the following:

Table 4-3: AM/PM Trip Distribution

AM Out AM In PM Out PM In
To/From East 29% 26% 88% 91%
To/From West 11% 14% 12% 9%

Figure C-1: 2022 Counts
Kaitlin Loyalist Parkway - Wellington, ON

JEWELL Andrew Rosenthal, EIT

June 2023

109 (82)

AM (PR}

69 (80)
Prince Edward Dr

12 (10)
0(0)
97(72)

CR33 (Loyalist Pkwy / Wellington Main St)

it
Ay
- 59(73)
30 (36) 1 78 (26)
50 (36) = o (o) 30 (36) <F L o (o) 137 (159)
} W W |
98 [35) 38 (95) =<k > 98 (35) 10(7) 185 (160)

(o) = ! 23 (88)
0(0)

o (o)
o o)
0 (o)
00}
0 {0}

0{o)
o{o) .
Private
_0i0)
o{o)

Proposed Site Access

https://www.thecounty.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Traffic-Impact-Study.pdf
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Trip Distribution Comparables

Kitchener, ON (2024)

The trip distribution and assignment of traffic to Biehn Drive under Scenario 1 and Caryndale
Drive under Scenario 2 are summarized in Table 3. The projected trip distribution is based on
future travel patterns based on proposed improvements to the road network (i.e. Robert Ferrie

“Our professional opinion”

Erik Riek, Dec 6 2024

&-L%I

" 4

=

ofy

14 Trip distribution o

ITE trip distribution IN/OUT split

Regional travel demand

Population and employment distribution
Market analysis of catchment area

Other...

Table 3: BTE Trip Distribution and Assignment (2024)
Scenario Origin / Destination Distribution Number of

Neighbourhood Vehicle Trips
Scenario 1 - Neighbourhood 2 Trips to/from the
Extension of (Marl Meadow south via Robert 5% 224
Biehn Drive Neighbourhood) Ferrie Drive

Neighbourhood 3 Trips to/from the

(Location — (Biehn Drive South south Robert Ferrie 90% 2,258
Current Biehn | Neighborhood) Drive
Drive |
Terminus) Total= 2,482

https://pub-kitchener.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Document|ld=22832
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Review Process

“The independent consultant review [Associated Engineering] was of the over all EA process,
not the transportation study specifically.”

Chris Spere, Dec 52024

Associated Engineering did not reply:

“Could you confirm that AE has reviewed the methodology and findings of this traffic study, and that AE stands behind its
results and conclusions?”

Ray Angod, Dec 9 2024

“I'm following up on my request from Dec 9th. Could you confirm that AE has reviewed the methodology and findings of
this traffic study, and that AE stands behind its results and conclusions?”

Ray Angod, Dec 11 2024

24




Review Process

Transportation Impact Study — Process

Review Application to Determine Need for TIS — ROW and other reviewing agencies
Determine the need for Transportation Impact Study and notify applicant.

v

Pre-Study Conference Preparation - Applicant ‘
- Schedule pre-study conference

- Obtain the Pre-Study Conference Form

- Prepare estimate of trip generation and trip distribution

- Gather historical traffic counts, prepare preliminary growth PrEI | m | nary Repﬂrt Review
Transportation Model N ] . . . . .
- Propose study area based on anticipated impact - A preliminary review of TIS after receipt to ensure basic format and

- Submit the Pre-Study Conference form with the required inf|

contents follows the standard outlined in the guidelines.
Pre-Study Conference - Applicant, ROW and oth : : . . .
- Review procsss, policies, procedures, and approvals || = INON-conforming reports will be returned immediately for correction.

- Discuss characteristics of proposed development and dg
- Discuss public meeting requirement, if applicable

v
Preliminary Review - Applicant Prg *
- Prepare/update minutes of pre-study conference ‘R
- Submit/resubmit preliminary analysis to Region of R
Waterioo : Formal Report Review — ROW and other reviewing agencies
Data Collection - Applicant S = :
- Gollet and assemble requred data and concictred | = R@VIEW final report and prepare comments
- Prepare tp generation and trp distrbfon - Approve when TIS satisfies the requirements of the Region of
L 4 ' o .
Report - Applicant Waterloo (and other reviewing agencies)
- Prepare analysis of future background and future tota
- Prepare analyses of scenarios with and without systen

- Prepare scenarios with remedial measures
- Prepare roundabout feasibility analysis

- Prepare non-auto mode assessment

- Prepare safety analysis

- Prepare site access and g

v

Report Review - Applicant

- Submit three paper copies of
report, and one electronic copy of all
computer analyses on CD or DVD to
the Region of Waterloo

- Submit required copies to other *
reviewing agencies

- Document all revisions,

of Waterloo will approve this traffic study?

Prelin"llinary Report Review
- A preliminary review of TIS after receipt to ensure basic format and
contents follows the standard outlined in the guidelines.
- Non-conforming reports will be returned immediately for correction|.

Formal Report Review — ROW and other reviewing agencies
supplemental analyses - Review final report and prepare comments

- Submit consolidated final report - Approve when TIS satisfies the requirements of the Region of
Waterloo (and other reviewing agencies)

https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf


https://www.regionofwaterloo.ca/en/living-here/resources/Design-Standards/Transportation-Impact-Study-Guidelines.pdf

Rejection Implications

“If we reject the staff report, could this be appealed by anybody?”
CouncillorJason Deneault, Dec 2 2024

“l think the answer to your question is likely legal advice which | would recommend obtaining in-camera pursuant to
Section 239(f) of the Municipal Act”

Katherine Hughes, Dec 2 2024

Acceptance Implications

* Liability for negligence?

* Breach of duty?

* Class action?

* Impact oninsurance?

* Impact on funding?

* Impact on bond ratings?

* PPP challenges?

* Precedent for future cases? 2




Conclusion

In summary, this traffic study:

Does not match empirical data

Does not adhere to municipal guidelines

Is not consistent with other municipal traffic studies

May not have been reviewed before submitted to City Council
Calls into question the validity of the entire ESR

Approving the ESR may involve risks that outweigh those associated with rejecting it.
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