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Town of Aurora
Trails and Active Transportation Committee
Meeting Agenda

Date: Friday, November 18, 2016

Time and Location: 10 a.m., Council Chambers, Aurora Town Hall

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

2. Approval of the Agenda
Recommended:

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.

3. Receipt of the Minutes

Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes of September 16,
2016

Recommended:
That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of September
16, 2016, be received for information.

4. Delegations

(a) Fausto Filipetto, Senior Policy Planner, Town of Aurora
Re: Library Square and Town Park



Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda
Friday, November 18, 2016 Page 2 of 3

(b) Klaus Wehrenberg, Resident
Re: Item 1 — Extract from Council Meeting of October 11, 2016; Re: Item
1(6), Report No. PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses
Construction

5. Matters for Consideration

1. Extract from Council Meeting of October 11, 2016
Re: Item 1(6), Report No. PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses
Construction

Recommended:

1. That the Extract from Council Meeting of October 11, 2016, regarding Iltem
1(6), Report No. PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses Construction,
and previous reports and background, be received; and

2. That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee provide comment on
the usefulness of Underpass C and whether it is needed in the Trails
Master Plan.
6. Informational Items
2. Bike Aurora Update

Recommended:

1. That the Bike Aurora Update be received for information.

3. Extract from Council Meeting of October 11, 2016
Re: Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes of
September 16, 2016

Recommended:

1. That the Extract from Council Meeting of October 11, 2016, regarding the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of
September 16, 2016, be received for information.
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7. New Business

8. Adjournment
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
Trails and Active Transportation Committee
Meeting Minutes

Date: Friday, September 16, 2016
Time and Location: 10 a.m., Council Chambers, Aurora Town Hall
Committee Members: Councillor Sandra Humfryes (Chair), Councillor Tom Mrakas

(Vice Chair), Alison Collins-Mrakas, Richard Doust (PRAC
Representative), Bill Fraser, Laura Lueloff, and Nancee
Webb (EAC Representative)

Member(s) Absent: None

Other Attendees: Jim Tree, Manager of Parks, Lawrence Kuk, Planner, Jamal
Massadeh, Traffic/Transportation Analyst, and Linda Bottos,
Council/Committee Secretary

The Chair called the meeting to order at 10:08 a.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest and general nature thereof under the
Municipal Conflict of Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda

Moved by Laura Lueloff
Seconded by Richard Doust

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services, with the following addition,
be approved:
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. Delegation (a) Eric McCartney, Resident
Re: Item 1 — Memorandum from Manager of Parks, Re: Atkinson Park Trall
Extension to St. John’s Sideroad
Carried

3. Receipt of the Minutes

Trails and Active Transportation Meeting Committee Minutes of June 17,
2016

Moved by Bill Fraser
Seconded by Nancy Webb

That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of June 17,
2016, be received for information.
Carried

4. Delegations

On a motion of Richard Doust seconded by Laura Lueloff, the Committee
consented on a two-thirds vote to waive the requirements of the Procedural By-law
to allow for the addition of Delegation (b) Angela Sciberras, Macaulay Shiomi
Howson Ltd., representing Treasure Hill Homes; Re: Trail Connections for
Proposed Plan of Subdivision, 1289 Wellington Street East.

(a) Eric McCartney, Resident
Re: Item 1 — Atkinson Park Trail Extension to St. John's Sideroad

Mr. McCartney spoke in support of the memorandum and noted the benefits of
providing a trail connection from Atkinson Park to the south side of St. John’s
Sideroad. He presented a video of the Atkinson Park Trail and noted the trail and
overpass improvements needed, and parking issues.

Moved by Nancee Webb
Seconded by Alison Collins-Mrakas

That the comments of the delegation be received for information.
Carried
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(b) Angela Sciberras, Macaulay Shiomi Howson Ltd., representing Treasure

Hill Homes
Re: Trail Connections for Proposed Plan of Subdivision, 1289
Wellington Street East

In response to a comment raised by Council at the June 29, 2016 Public Planning
meeting, Ms. Sciberras introduced the proposed draft Plan of Subdivision
application and acknowledged Council's comment with regard to a possible trall
connection from the subject property to the trail system as identified within the
Town’s Trails Master Plan. She confirmed that the trails within the Town’s Trails
Master Plan are located outside of the subject property, and acknowledged the
possibility of a trail connection, from the easterly portion of the property or along
the north side of the subject property on Wellington Street East, to the planned trall
as indicated on the Town’s Trails Master Plan. Ms. Sciberras advised that this
matter would be taken into consideration by the developer.

Moved by Nancee Webb
Seconded by Alison Collins-Mrakas

That the comments of the delegation be received for information.
Carried

5. Matters for Consideration

None

6. Informational Items

1.

Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Atkinson Park Trail Extension to St. John’s Sideroad

Staff provided an overview of the memorandum and responded to Committee
inquiries about the population served by the trail and possible flood plain
issues. The Committee suggested that further data and consultation is
needed.
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Moved by Laura Lueloff
Seconded by Alison Collins-Mrakas

1. That the memorandum regarding Atkinson Park Trail Extension to St.
John’s Sideroad be received; and

2. That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee recommend to
Council:

a) That staff be directed to investigate the cost of the proposed
Atkinson Park trail extension, consult with Lake Simcoe Region
Conservation Authority and York Region, and report back to the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee for consideration.

Carried as amended

2. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Lake to Lake Trail Update

Staff provided background to the Aurora component of the proposed Lake to
Lake Cycling Route and Walking Trail between Lake Simcoe and Lake
Ontario, and noted that the proposal was satisfactory in principle.

Moved by Councillor Mrakas
Seconded by Nancee Webb

1. That the memorandum regarding Lake to Lake Trail Update be received;
and

2. That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee recommend to
Council:

a) That the draft plan of the proposed Lake to Lake Cycling Route
and Walking Trail be publicly communicated.
Carried as amended

3. Memorandum from Mayor Dawe
Re: Conservation Ontario Council Report — Passage of Bill 100
Supporting Ontario Trails Act, 2016
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The Committee inquired about formal protection of trails in relation to current
or pending legislation. Staff advised that the Town’s Trails Master Plan, as
part of the Official Plan, offers good protection. The Committee suggested that
the memorandum be shared further on a General Committee meeting agenda.

Moved by Alison Collins-Mrakas
Seconded by Richard Doust

1. That the memorandum regarding Conservation Ontario Council Report —
Passage of Bill 100 Supporting Ontario Trails Act, 2016 be received for
information.

Carried

4. Extract from Council Meeting of July 12, 2016
Re: Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes of
June 17, 2016

Moved by Alison Collins-Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

1. That the Extract from Council Meeting of July 12, 2016, regarding the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of June 17,
2016, be received for information.

Carried

7. New Business

The Committee discussed aspects of the proposed Bike Aurora initiative, including
a possible connection to Activate Aurora. It was agreed to extend an invitation to
representatives from Activate Aurora to present at the next Trails and Active
Transportation Committee meeting. Councillor Humfryes noted that she would
formulate a Notice of Motion regarding the Bike Aurora initiative for Council’s
consideration.



Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda Minutes
Friday, November 18, 2016 Page 6 of 6

Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes
Friday, September 16, 2016 Page 6 of 6

8. Adjournment
Moved by Alison Collins-Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

That the meeting be adjourned at 10:58 a.m.
Carried

Committee recommendations are not binding on the Town unless otherwise adopted by
Council at a later meeting.
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Background (Library Square Concept)

10/31/2016
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Background (Town Park Concept)

10/31/2016
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What To Do with the Armoury?

10/31/2016
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Library?

What To Do with the Former

10/31/2016
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Seniors Centre?

What To Do with the Former

10/31/2016
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Thank you!
s Questions/Comments/Discussion

10/31/2016
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Legal and Legislative Services
905-727-3123

- ’}E'-i:':_ councilsecretariatstaff@aurora.ca
Al ] IL()RA Town of Aurora
100 John West Way, Box 1000

You'e i Good Compary Aurora, ON L4G 6J1

DELEGATION REQUEST

This Delegation Request form and any written submissions or background information for
consideration by either Council or Committees of Council must be submitted to the Clerk’s office by
the following deadline:

4:30 P.M. ON THE BUSINESS DAY PRIOR TO THE REQUESTED MEETING DATE

COUNCIL/COMMITTEE/ADVISORY COMMITTEE DATE: A0V, /8, LO/G

SUBJECT: L ESL/E (GGR. UNIERAGCLES

NAME OF SPOKESPERSON: & £/ AL (/£ HRENBERSE

NAME OF GROUP OR PERSON(S) BEING REPRESENTED (if applicable):
g

BRIEF SUMMARY OF ISSUE OR PURPOSE OF DELEGATION:

SUBrycsont EXPLAN /NG THE UTILTT ©OF
LANDERPACES | [ PARTICLIZAR  LNIER RS C T
KOUTH OF  NEL MARKE /71 RoRA  TO LN LIWE S
RESARKS RE  CAL07AL) 242770\

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING:

Have you been in contact with a Town staff or Council member
regarding your matter of interest? YES NO |:|

IF YES, WITH WHOM? /)7 TREE. DATE: A/OV. /0, /&

l acknowledge that the Procedural By-law permits five (5) minutes for Delegations.

/ SGH NVEED A LW EXTAI AINUTES AV JHTL
NAKE A REQUEST 7o JHAT EFFECT
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e Extract from

: Council Meeting of
AURORA Tuesday, October 11, 2016

7. Adoption of Items Not Requiring Separate Discussion

Items 1 (with the exception of sub-items 3 and 11) and 2 were identified as items not requiring
separate discussion.

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That the following recommendations with respect to the matters listed as “ltems Not
Requiring Separate Discussion” be adopted as submitted to Council and staff be
authorized to take all necessary action required to give effect to same:

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 4, 2016

That the General Committee meeting report of October 4, 2016, be received and the
following recommendations carried by the Committee be approved:

(6) PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses Construction

1. That Item 6, Report No. PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses
Construction, and previous reports and background, be referred to the Trails
and Active Transportation Committee for comment on the usefulness of
Underpass C and whether it is needed in the Trails Master Plan, and that
staff report back.

Carried

Attachment 1 - Report No. PRCS16-044 and previous reports/background

Page 1 of 1
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" Attachment 1
Ve = Town of Aurora

AU@RA General Committee Report No. PRCS16-044

Subject: Leslie Street Underpasses Construction
Prepared by: Jim Tree, Manager of Parks
Department: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services

Date: October 4, 2016

Recommendation
1. That Report No. PRCS16-044 be received; and

2. That an increase in the Town of Aurora’s 50% contribution toward construction
of two (2) underpasses in the amount of $148,336 be approved; and

3. That the budget for Project No. 73177 Regionally Approved Underpasses be
increased for a total of $901,960.

Executive Summary

The Region of York Transportation Services Department has completed a Public
Tender for the reconstruction and widening of Leslie Street for the section of road
between the Town of Aurora northern limit to Wellington Street East.

There are two pedestrian underpasses approved by Council that are to be implemented
in this construction project and the Tendered costs for these underpasses exceed the
approved budget. Staff are seeking Council approval for an increase in underpass
funding.

e Additional 50% funding in the amount of $148,336 will be required based on
actual Region of York Tender Prices who indicate that the increase is a
reflection of current market value costs

e Project does not include underpass illumination or access to the surface of
Leslie Street. These features may be added at the Town’s expense in the
future if deemed necessary

e Council can decide to not proceed with the underpasses without impacting the
Region’s Tender provided this determination is made prior to the end of 2016
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e A construction and operational agreement between the Town and the Region of
York is currently under review

Background

The Region of York has scheduled the reconstruction of Leslie Street from the northern
limit of the Town of Aurora to Wellington Street commencing in 2017. As part of this
reconstruction project, Council had approved additional funding for two (2) pedestrian
underpasses at the November 3, 2015 General Committee meeting as follows:

THAT Report No. PR15-034 be received; and

THAT the construction of Underpasses C and D, as outlined in this report,
and in accordance with the Town of Aurora Trails Master Plan, be approved,;
and

THAT funding in the amount of $212,882 be approved; and

THAT 90% of the funds required to construct the underpasses be allocated
from the applicable Development Charge Reserve and that the remaining
10% funding be allocated from the applicable Parks and Recreation related
reserves; and

THAT staff be directed to enter into an Agreement with The Regional
Municipality of York to facilitate the process of construction of the Two (2)
underpasses, the associated financial arrangements, and any matters dealing
with the future operation and maintenance of these underpasses; and

THAT the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the necessary
Form of Agreement including any and all documents and ancillary
agreements required to give effect to same.

The additional funding of $212,882 was required as a result of an increase in the
construction cost estimate of the underpasses provided by the Region of York project
consultants.

Analysis

Actual Project Construction Tender Results Reflect Significant Increase in
Underpass Costs
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The Region of York Transportation Services Department has advised that their Tender
process for the reconstruction of Leslie Street has been completed. The actual bid
prices have resulted in a significant increase in the cost of the underpasses such that
the Town of Aurora share has increased by an additional $148,336. This brings the
Aurora 50% share of the two underpasses to a total of $901,960 which exceeds the
current approved budget of $753,624.

The Region of York has not offered any additional information or explanation for this
increase other than to indicate that the project prices are simply a reflection of the
current market prices based on the scope of work specified in the tender documents.

Scope of Works Does Not Include Lighting or Street Access

The underpasses have been designed and tendered without the inclusion of illumination
components or other security measures as the Region has taken the position that these
additions would not be eligible for Regional funding assistance. In addition access to
the underpasses from the road surface will not be included in the underpass
construction works as this is also viewed by the Region to be outside of the shared
costs.

In view of this situation and in the event that illumination and road access to the under
passes is desired by the Town, these features will need to be considered at a future
date. It is expected that the underpasses will not be opened until completion of the
associated Trails related works estimated to be completed within the next 4 to 5 years.
Should it be determined that illumination and road side access to the underpasses is
required, staff will provide Council with further information and cost implications in this
regard in future reports and Capital Budget submissions.

Construction and Operating Agreement Currently Undergoing Review

Pursuant to Council directive associated with PRS 2015-034, Legal Services are
currently reviewing the draft Underpass Construction and Operating Agreement. This
agreement will set out the roles and responsibilities of the Region of York and the Town
during the construction and then the operation of the underpasses. Significant terms in
the agreement include the following:

e The Town of Aurora will own and maintain the underpasses to the standards
specified for municipal trails in Aurora

e Major structural repairs or expansion will be funded equally by the Town and the
Region of York
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e Further works or improvements associated with illumination or street access to
be completed at the sole cost of the Town of Aurora

e The Agreement be automatically renewed unless any one or both parties wishes
to terminate the Agreement.

The Town Must Make the Final Decision on Proceeding with the Underpass
Construction Prior to the end of 2016

The Region of York has advised that the Tender for the reconstruction of Leslie Street
has been awarded to the contractor and work is scheduled to commence in 2017. As
such, the Region further advises that the Town of Aurora must commit to funding the
50% share of the Underpass cost prior to the end of 2016.

Should it be determined by Council not to proceed with the underpasses, the item can
be removed from the road reconstruction contract without penalty provided this occurs
prior to the end of this year.

Advisory Committee Review

This matter has not been circulated to the Trails and Active Transportation Committee
(TATC) as the Committee has previously endorsed these underpasses and the Trails
Master Plan Policy.

Financial Implications
Currently Capital Project No. has an approved budget amount of $753,624.

The Region of York Tendered price for the Towns 50% share of the construction and
contract administration is $901,960 as outlined in the Financial Table below:

ltem Total Eligible for Town of

Cost Sharing Aurora Cost

Pedestrian Underpass at Station 10+796

Roadside Protection $195,447.73

Earth Excavation for Pedestrian Tunnel $37,530.00 $37,530.00 $18,765.00

Precast Concrete Pedestrian Tunnel, 5000 mm x

3000 mm $380,721.06 $380,721.06 | $190,360.53

Waterproofing Pedestrian Tunnel $32,340.00 $32,340.00 $16,170.00

Granular Bedding for Pedestrian Tunnel $8,394.10 $8,394.10 $4,197.05
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Post-Tensioning Pedestrian Tunnel $54,146.96 $54,146.96 $27,073.48
Granular Backfill for Pedestrian Tunnel $48,975.00 $48,975.00 $24,487.50
Chain Link Fence for Pedestrian Tunnel $10,395.00 $10,395.00 $5,197.50
Geotextile for Pedestrian Tunnel $2,601.84 $2,601.84 $1,300.92
Pedestrian Underpass at Station 12+400
Roadside Protection $347,771.61
Earth Excavation for Pedestrian Tunnel $113,574.00 $113,574.00 $56,787.00
;’B%(:z:rioncrete Pedestrian Tunnel, 5000 mm x $586,507.96 $586,507.96 | $293,253.98
Waterproofing Pedestrian Tunnel $43,085.70 $43,085.70 $21,542.85
Granular Bedding for Pedestrian Tunnel $4,977.00 $4,977.00 $2,488.50
Post-Tensioning Pedestrian Tunnel $54,146.96 $54,146.96 $27,073.48
Granular Backfill for Pedestrian Tunnel $99,365.00 $99,365.00 $49,682.50
Armour Stone Retaining Walls for Pedestrian $52.370.55 $52,370.55 $26,185.28
Tunnel
Chain Link Fence for Pedestrian Tunnel $8,431.50 $8,431.50 $4,215.75
Geotextile for Pedestrian Tunnel $4,567.85 $4,567.85 $2,283.93
York Region Watermain with Temporary By-Pass at Station 10+800
138;;21 Drain Valve Chamber (VC4) at STA $68,512.50 $68,512.50 $34,256.25

Total Construction Cost to

Aurora: $805,321.49
Administration Cost (6%) $48,319.29
CA and Inspection Cost (6%) $48,319.29
Total Cost to Aurora: $901,960.07

Communications Considerations

No communication considerations at this time.

Link to Strategic Plan

The construction of the underpasses supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting an
Exceptional Quality of Life for all through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in the following key objectives within this goal statement:

Encouraging an active and healthy lifestyle by implementing and regularly updating
the Trails Master Plan to improve connectivity.
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Alternative(s) to the Recommendation

Option 1: Council can decide not to proceed with one or both of the underpasses
however this would not be in keeping with the Trails Master Plan Policy
where grade separated crossing of major arterial highways are the
preferred method of crossing.

Conclusions

Based on the long term planning goals associated with the Trails Master Plan and the
Town’s efforts to continue to develop a high quality trails system, it can be concluded
that;

e This investment in trails underpasses will facilitate the safe passage of trail users
and result in a significant improvement in accessibility of our trails
e This is the single opportunity available to the Town to complete this project

Attachments

Attachment #1 — Trails and Underpasses C & D Location Map

Previous Reports

PR15-034 — Pedestrian Underpasses — Leslie and St. John’s Sideroad, November 3,
2015

Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Meeting review on September 15, 2016.

Departmental Approval Approved for Agenda
Allan D. Downey _) Doug Nadorozny
Director, Parks, Recreation and Cultural Chief Administrative Offlcer

Services
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sy,
L TOWN OF AURORA
Youreingood conpery  GENERAL COMMITTEE REPORT ~ No. PR15-034

SUBJECT: Pedestrian Underpasses — Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

FROM: Allan D. Downey, Director of Parks and Recreation Services
DATE: November 3, 2015
RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT Report No. PR15-034 be received; and

THAT the construction of Underpasses A, C and D, as outlined in this report, and
in accordance with the Town of Aurora Trails Master Plan, be approved; and

THAT funding in the amount of $1,962,790 be approved; and

THAT 90% of the funds required to construct the underpasses be allocated from
the applicable Development Charge Reserve and that the remaining 10% funding
be allocated from the applicable Parks and Recreation related reserves; and

THAT staff be directed to enter into an Agreement with the Regional Municipality
of York to facilitate the process of construction of the three underpasses, the
associated financial arrangements, and any matters dealing with the future
operation and maintenance of these underpasses; and

THAT the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the necessary Form of
Agreement including any and all documents and ancillary agreements required to
give effect to same.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

To obtain Council approval to construct three underpass structures as recommended in
the Trails Master Plan.

BACKGROUND

The Trails Master Plan was approved by Council on October 25, 2011 and within this

document, grade separated trail crossings are identified in a number of locations within
the municipality.
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Grade separated trail crossings are the preferred method of crossing busy arterial
roads, rail corridors and other pedestrian and motorized traffic interfaces in that they
facilitate a much safer means of crossing roads or barriers and add significantly to both
the unhindered continuity of an off-road trail and the users overall experience of a
connected municipal trail system.

This report specifically deals with three individual underpass structures being
contemplated for construction on Leslie Street. These underpasses have been the
subject of multiple reports and discussions at both Council and the Trails and Active
Transportation Committee (TATC).

For the purposes of this report the three Underpasses with be referenced as
Underpasses A, C and D.

UNDERPASSES C & D

At its August 13, 2013 meeting, Council approved Report PR13-038 St John's Sideroad
and Leslie Street Trail System Underpasses, for the construction of two Trail
Underpasses, in partnership with the Region of York, to facilitate the trails contemplated
in the 2C Development lands in the locations shown on the attached plan.

These underpasses have been included in the Region of York Transportation
Departments project design for the reconstruction and widening of Leslie Street
scheduled to commence in 2017.

Council approved Underpasses C and D on the basis of a 50% cost-sharing partnership
arrangement with the Region of York through the Municipal Partnership Program for
Cycling and Pedestrian related infrastructure projects.

The original cost estimates for the two approved underpasses were provided by the
Region of York Transportation Department in their June 12, 2013 report to the Regional
Transportation Services Committee as follows:

JUNE 12, 2013 REGION OF YORK ESTIMATE

Underpass Region of York 50% Town of Aurora 50% TOTAL PROJECT
C $200,000 $200,000 $400,000
D $275,000 $275,000 $550,000
$950,000

Region of York Transportation Services staff have recently updated their estimate for
the two underpasses as follows:



Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda

Friday, November 18, 2016

November 3, 2015 -3-

item 1
Page 11 of 96

Report No. PR15-034

REVISED AUGUST 8, 2015 REGION OF YORK ESTIMATE

Underpass Region of York 50% Town of Aurora 50% TOTAL PROJECT
c $254,624 $254,624 $509,250
D $390,425 $390,425 $780,850
12% CONSTRUCTION
ADMIN $77,406 $77,406
154,812
TOTAL 50% share $722,455.00 $722,455.00

$1,444,912.00

Staff requested a detailed explanation from the Region as to what has transpired since
2013 to inflate the original cost estimate by $494,912.00. The Region responded to our
request and provided the following information from the project engineering consultant:

Culvert at STA 10+796: The original estimate was $400,000 and the revised
estimate is $509,000. The increase in cost is due to addition of the 750mm
Concrete Pressure water main drain valve & chamber and additional water main
reinstallation that will be required now. The requirements of the water main works
were not anticipated at the time when the original cost estimate was produced
and it came to our attention during the detail design phase.

Culvert at STA 12+400: The original estimate was $550,000 and the revised
estimate is $781,000. The increase in cost is due to increased length of the
underpass. Originally it was anticipated that the culvert will be constructed
perpendicular to the road. Due to the site constraints and conflict with the existing
drainage culvert, the underpass structure is deigned parallel to the drainage
culvert that is skewed and consequently increased the length of the culvert
needed. In addition, the increased in the length added additional excavation and
backfill costs.

In addition to the aforementioned cost increase, the Region has now included a project
administration cost of 12%. In summary, the revised Town of Aurora 50% share of the
two previously approved underpasses C and D is now $722,455.00.

UNDERPASS A

To further determine more accurate costing of Underpass A, Council, at its November
12, 2013 meeting, adopted the recommendation from the October 18, 2013 Trails and
Active Transportation Committee (TATC) meeting as follows:
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THAT Council adopt the following Trails and Active Transportation Committee
recommendation from the meeting of October 18, 2013:

2. Memorandum from the Manager of Parks
Re: Leslie Street Underpass A

THAT staff be directed to develop a terms of reference and retain an engineering firm
to conduct a preliminary design and cost analysis for the underpass in consultation
with the Region of York staff provided that the cost of the design is to a maximum of
$50,000.00.

COMMENTS

Underpass A is perhaps the most significant grade separated crossing in the entire 2C
Development lands in that it connects all of the off-road trails in 2C on both the east and
west side of Leslie Street as well as to the future Wildlife Park Trails and to the Town of
Newmarket Trail system. In addition, Underpass A works in close companionship with
the proposed Overpass B which is being constructed by the Region of York, at no cost
to the Town, in conjunction with the upcoming reconstruction of St. John’s Sideroad.

Both St. John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street will be major arterial four lane roads when
reconstructed in 2017 and the likelihood of Underpass A being introduced on Leslie
Street at a future date is highly unlikely due to the many logistical constructions issues
and enormous associated costs. This is the only opportunity that Underpass A could be
implemented.

CONNECTIVITY OF THE 2C TRAIL SYSTEM

The 2C Development is somewhat unique in that 2C was planned and develop in the
broader context with the involvement of the majority of property owners in the overall
functionality of the roads, trails and parks in the entire development block. This
presented an opportunity to provide a superior network of trails that would serve as the
best example to date of a well planned and executed system of trails that would provide
excellent recreational, utilitarian and non-motorized transportation corridors all aimed at
making 2C a more walkable community. These attributes are all identified in the
Council approved policies contained in the Trails Master Plan.

On the surface, the proposed trails underpasses that were identified in the Trails Master
Plan and in particular the 2C area, may appear as somewhat extravagant luxuries that
provide a limited benefit to the overall community. The fact remains that the trail system
in Aurora is highly popular with our residents such that it was revealed in the public
survey conducted during the formulation of the Trails Master Plan, that the Town’s trail
system was the single most popular recreational activity in Aurora and that the public
supported further investment in expanding and improving the system.
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It is important to note that development of the existing trail system in Aurora has taken
more than 40 years to implement and implementation and much of the system was
developed incrementally when land became available and was conveyed to the
municipality through the private land development industry bit by bit. In the case of 2C
much of the land required for the trail system has already been transferred to the
municipality or will be transferred through the orderly process of the overall 2C
development area in accordance with all of the Town policies and plans.

We have attached a map which provides clarity on the Trails proposed within 2C and
the status on the ownership of these lands. With this information it is clear that all of the
lands required to facilitate the trails and underpasses in 2C either are in place or, as
with the other trails in Aurora, will be available in the fullness of time.

An alternative to Underpass A was included in the preliminary design exercise. The
alternative includes ramps that traverse the slopes on both the east and west side of the
Leslie Street road embankments.

These lengthy ramps would extend from the trail in the valley floor to the intersection of
St. John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street and be benched into the road embankments;
however, on the east side of Leslie Street the ramps cannot be constructed entirely
within the Regional road right-of-way due to the severity of the grades in this particular
location. As such, the Town would need to acquire a portion of the lands from the
neighbouring property owner at some point in the future in order to construct the ramps.
The estimated cost to construct these ramps is $375,000.00 and the Region of York has
committed to providing $50,000.00 in funding assistance toward the at-grade crossing
and ramps. Regional staff has indicated that a further contribution at the request of the
Town may require a Regional Council approval.

Unlike Underpasses C and D, Underpass A was not supported by the Region of York
for inclusion in the Municipal Partnership funding program due to the fact that there is
no requirement to replace or alter existing culverts or infrastructure in this location and
as such it is not necessary for the Region to excavate through the entire width of the
road base.

Following direction from Council at its November 12, 2013 meeting, staff completed the
Terms of Reference and retained an engineering consulting firm to complete a
preliminary design and cost estimate for Underpass A. This work has been ongoing
since 2013 and has just recently been completed. The preliminary design has taken
into consideration all aspects of the underpass including the structural elements and
any complications or conflicts with existing services that will be encountered should the
project be implemented.

As a result, it has been determined that the project is feasible; however, it will be
necessary to incorporate a number of engineering solutions to mitigate conflicts with
existing water and sewer mains in the location of the underpass.
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The Region of York Transportation Services staff have reviewed and approved, in
principal, the Underpass A preliminary design and are prepared to include this project in
the Leslie Street reconstruction project tender should Council support funding this
underpass. The estimated cost of Underpass A is $1,749,907.50.

Upon assumption of the underpasses, the Town will be required to maintain the trail
surfaces and the illumination components within the structures, although these costs
have not been identified at this time. It is expected that the costs will be nhominal and
included in annual Parks and Recreation operating budgets. The Region of York would
continue to own and maintain the major structural components.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

The construction of the underpasses supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting an
Exceptional Quality of Life for all through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in the following key objectives within this goal statement:

Encouraging an active and healthy lifestyle by implementing and regularly updating
the Trails Master Plan to improve connectivity.

ALTERNATIVE(S) TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS

1. To defer the construction of Underpass A and direct staff to request 100% funding
from The Region of York for the optional at-grade crossing and ramp system to be
fully implemented at a future date when sufficient lands required to build the
ramps on the east side of Leslie Street have been secured through the land
development process.

2. To defer construction on one or both Underpass C and D and reallocate funding for
these underpasses to Underpass A.

3. To defer construction of Underpass A and the at-grade crossing at this time.

4. Further options as required.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Currently Underpasses C and D are partially funded and approved in Capital Project
Account; however, as a result of the revised cost estimate provided by the Region of
York Transportation Department, an additional Aurora contribution of $212,882.00 will
be required in order to match the Region's 50% contribution to these underpasses.
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UNDERPASSES C and D
UNDERPASS | TOTAL COST | AURORA SHARE50% | APPROVED 2016 | SHORTFALL
FUNDING
c $509,250.00 $254,624.00 $254,533 $91.00
D $780.850.00 $390,325.00 $254,533 $135,791
Contract $158,000 $77,000 $0 $77,000
admin ' ’ ,
Total Shortfall $212,882.00

Currently Underpass A is unfunded and not included in the 10-year Capital Forecast as
it was removed following the initial Council directive to not construct this underpass.

UNDERPASS A
UNDERPASS | TOTAL COST | AURORA SHARE 100 % APPROVED FUNDING
A $1,749.907.50 $1,749,907.50 $0

Summary of funding requirements

UNDERPASSES C and D $212,882.00
UNDERPASSES A $1,749.907.50
TOTAL $1,962,789.50

This project is eligible for 90% development charges funding as a growth related
recreation infrastructure as follows:

DC 90% $1,766,510.50
Parks & Recreation Reserves 10% $196,279.00

CONCLUSIONS

That Council approve Underpasses A, C and D as outlined in this report and that the
projects be funded through the Development Charges and Parks and Recreation
Reserve accounts.
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Staff be directed to enter an Agreement with the Regional Municipality of York for the
purposes of facilitating the underpass construction projects in conjunction with the
Leslie Street reconstruction project in 2017.

PREVIOUS REPORTS

PR13-038- Leslie Street Underpasses August 13, 2013

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment #1 — Staff Report No. PR13-038 St John's Sideroad and Leslie Street Trail
System Underpasses — August 13, 2013

Attachment #2 — Proposed Trails Map for 2C Development Area

PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW

Executive Leadership Team Meeting, Wednesday, October 21, 2015.

Prepared by: Jim Tree, Parks Manager- Ext. 3222

T N

1 § = L +
Allan D. Downey . Patrick Moyle
Director of Parks and Recreation Interim Chi »f dministrative Officer
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TOWN OF AURORA
COUNCIL REPORT No. PR13-038

SUBJECT: St John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street Trail System Underpasses

FROM: Allan D. Downey, Director of Parks and Recreation Services
DATE: August 13, 2013
RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT report PR13-038 be received for information;, and

THAT the two (2) underpasses noted in Attachment #1 of this report as
Underpass “C” and “D” be approved as recommended in report PR13-035; and

THAT Council provide direction with regards to Underpass “A” and that the
Region of York be requested to prepare a design specification for this underpass
and include the underpass in the Regional Tender for the reconstruction of Leslie
Street if funding is approved; and

THAT the underpass shown at the Marsh Creek Crossing noted in Attachment #1
of this report as Underpass “E” not be constructed.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

To provide Council with additional information on the matter of Grade Separated Trail
Underpasses as directed by Council at the July 16, 2013 Council meeting.

BACKGROUND

In report PR13-035, which was presented at the July 16, 2013 Council meeting, staff
recommended that Council approve the construction of two Grade Separated
Underpasses to facilitate future trail development in accordance with Trails Master Plan.

These underpasses had received Regional approval and the Region has agreed in
principal to partner with the Town of Aurora and share in 50% of the cost to build this
infrastructure, subject to final budget approval.
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In addition to these underpasses there was reference to two additional underpasses.
One underpass is in the vicinity of St John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street while the other
is in the vicinity of St John’s and Mavrinac Boulevard.

Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad Underpass (Underpass “A”)

This crossing had been requested by the Town and is included in the Trails Master Plan
at a location 130 meters south of St John’s Sideroad (see attached Fig.1). This
crossing is not supported by the Region of York as noted in the below excerpt from the
Region of York Transportation Services Committee June 12, 2013 Report of the
Commissioner of Transportation and Community Planning:

The proposed active transportation underpass trail crossing on Leslie
Street, south of St. John’s Sideroad would require a dedicated independent
underpass as the existing drainage culvert does not require replacement
The existing 55 metre long culvert on Leslie Street south of St. John’s Sideroad
is in good condition and requires only a 4 metre extension to accommodate the
new width of Leslie Street. As such, an active transportation underpass trail
crossing at this location would require a dedicated independent underpass. The
cost to install an underpass at this location is approximately $1,200,000 as
previously indicated in the February 17, 2011 Council Report.

Given the close proximity (130 metres) of the proposed trail to the existing
signalized intersection of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad; that the Town of
Aurora’s Draft Trail Route Network and Aurora 2c¢ Secondary plan both include a
trail connection from the proposed culvert to the traffic control signals at St.
John’s Sideroad; and that the ramp required to get from water level to road level
IS approximately 120m in length, a standalone culvert is not a cost effective
solution and Region staff would not recommend any cost sharing under the
Municipal Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership Policy for this project.

In view of the Region’s position on this underpass, the Town of Aurora would be
required to fund the project 100%. As indicated by the Region, the cost for this crossing
is currently estimated at $1,200,000.00.

The Region has indicated that their Tendering Policy will not permit an unfunded project
to be included in a Regional Tender and, as such, it will not be possible to carry this
item in the Region’s Tender unless the Town of Aurora commits to funding the
underpass project.

As an alternative to the underpass, the Region has committed to constructing the
walkways and ramps required to facilitate pedestrians and cyclist access from the trail,
up the slopes to the controlled intersection for the safe crossing of Leslie Street.



Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda
Friday, November 18, 2016

item 1
Page 19 of 96

August 13, 2013 -3- Report No. PR13-038

St. John’s Sideroad and Mavrinac Boulevard Underpass (Underpass “E”)

This crossing is not identified as a Grade Separated Underpass in the Trails Master
Plan; rather, it is shown as an at-grade crossing. The request for a Grade Separated
Crossing was recommended by the former Trails Sub- Committee following final
approval of the Trails Master Plan.

In response to this request, the Region of York Transportation Department has recently
provided staff with some technical information and preliminary costing for this
underpass.

COMMENTS

For clarity purposes Attachment #1 being the Trails Master Plan mapping has identified
all of the relevant crossings being contemplated at this time which involve both the
Town of Aurora and the Region of York. The following table describes each of the
crossings and its current status in terms of design and funding:

UNDERPASS REGION OF YORK OVERALL COST & COST TOWN OF
MAP LOCATION POSITION SHARING AURORA
COST
Region of York does not $1,200,000.00 $1,200,000
A support Underpass “A”
Region supports Underpass Unknown cost $0
B “B” with clear span bridge Region funded 100%
Region supports Underpass | $550,000 Region & Town $275,000
C “‘C” to share 50%
Region supports Underpass $400,000 Region and $200,000
D “D” Town to share 50%
Region will permit the $1,300.000 current $1,300.000
E revision from an at grade estimate, Region has not (estimate)
crossing as per Trails Master | committed to cost sharing
Plan to Underpass

St. John'’s Sideroad and Mavrinac Boulevard Underpass

The underpass labelled “E” on the attached Trails Map was specified as an at-grade
crossing at a controlled intersection. The Region has indicated that the addition of an
underpass at this location presents a number of complications that will impact on the
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Marsh Creek water course crossing that is included in the proposed reconstruction of
St. John’s Sideroad.

The Region indicates that in the event the underpass is approved, it would be a
standalone crossing moved further west of the water course and as such it will be
necessary to raise the entire road bed considerably in this stretch of road.

As a result the Marsh Creek water course crossing would need to be increased in size
to accommodate a major storm event. This will add significantly to the project costs.

The road width will need to be widened and additional lands may need to be obtained
from the land owners affected. At this time it is not entirely clear in terms of the quantity
of additional land needs; however, there is sufficient information to suggest that the road
will need to be widened to accommodate an underpass.

Council will recall the delegate who represented Mattamy Homes at the July 16, 2013
Council Meeting where the delegate voiced concerns regarding an underpass in the
proposed location. Mattamy Homes has since forwarded correspondence to staff
outlining their concerns and staff has included this correspondence for information as
Attachment #2.

In view of the preceding information and the fact that this underpass was not included or
approved in the Trails Master Plan staff do not support constructing this underpass.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

The construction of the Leslie Street underpasses supports the Strategic Plan goal of
Supporting an Exceptional Quality of Life for all through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in the following key objectives within this goal statement:

Encouraging an active and healthy lifestyle by implementing and regularly updating the
Trails Master Plan to improve connectivity.

ALTERNATIVE(S) TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Option 1 abandon the planned underpasses and request the Region of York to
provide at grade trail crossings at the appropriate controlled intersections.

2. Provide funding in the amount of $1,200,000.00 to complete Underpass “A” as
indicated in the Trails Master Plan.

3. Further Options as required.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

As outlined in staff report PR13-035, the Region has suggested that the Town of Aurora
share of the cost for the two Underpasses “C” & “D” will be 50% or $475, 000.00. The
remaining $475,000.00 will be in the form of a Regional Grant under their Pedestrian
and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program.

In the recently completed 10 Year Capital Investment Plan Capital Project 73177
identifies three underpasses on Leslie Street to be constructed in 2015 at a cost of
$900,000.00 and two underpasses on St. John's Sideroad in 2016 at a cost of
$600,000.00 which would bring the Town’s total estimated expenditure to
$1,500.000.00.

The revised cost estimate for the recommended underpasses that are recommended in
the Trails Master Plan is now $1,675,000.00.

CONCLUSIONS

That Council approve the underpasses as recommended in this report and formally
endorse an application to the Region of York under the Regional Pedestrian and
Cycling Municipal Partnership Program Grant for 50% funding of the two (2) grade
separated underpass crossings identified as crossings C & D. Also that Council provide
direction regarding Underpass “A” at an estimated cost to the Town of Aurora of
$1,200,000 and that the Region of York be requested to design the Underpass and
include this item in the Leslie Street road reconstruction project if funding is approved.

PREVIOUS REPORTS

IES11-055 November 8, 2011 Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad Pedestrian Trail
Crossings
PR13-035 July 16, 2013 Leslie Street Underpasses

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment #1 - Trails Master Plan section Map showing proposed underpasses
Attachment #2 - Correspondence for Mattamy Homes

Attachment #3 - Fig. 1 Aerial photograph showing location of Underpass “A” and Fig.2
Aerial photograph showing location of Underpass “E”



Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda item 1
Friday, November 18, 2016 Page 22 of 96

August 13, 2013 -6 - Report No. PR13-038

PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW
Executive Leadership Team Meeting, Thursday, August 1, 2013.

Prepared by: Jim Tree, Parks Manager- Ext.3222

AV | Mo
Allan D. Downey) ¢eNeil Garbe ~ __ )

Director of Parks & Recreation Services Chief Administrative Officer
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TOWN OF AURORA
COUNCIL REPORT No. PR13-035

SUBJECT: Region of York Municipal Partnership Grant Application and
Approval of Two Grade-Separated Underpasses

FROM: Allan D. Downey, Director of Parks and Recreation Services

DATE: July 16, 2013

RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT report PR13-035 be received; and

THAT Council formally endorse an application to the Region of York for 50%
funding of two (2) grade-separated underpass crossings of Leslie Street; and

THAT Council approve, in principle, a partnership with the Region of York in
constructing these underpasses in conjunction with the re-construction and
widening of Leslie Street currently scheduled for 2015 at an estimated cost of
$475,000.00.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

To request Council approval for the construction of two grade-separated crossings of
Leslie Street, as specified in the Trails Master Plan, and for authority to apply for a
Municipal Partnership Grant from the Region of York for 50% of the costs of the
underpasses.

BACKGROUND

The issue of barrier free trail crossings of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad has
been an ongoing matter since plans were announced by the Region of York's
Transportation Department that both Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad were in the
planning stages for re-construction.

This was of interest to the former Trails Sub-Committee and the current Trails and
Active Transportation Advisory Committee (TATC) as grade-separated, barrier-free road
crossings are supported by the Trails Master Plan. A chronological background
outlining all aspects on the history of this matter was presented to Council on November
8, 2011 via report IES11-055 where Council subsequently endorsed the following
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recommendations:

THAT Council support Option 2- Underpasses just below grade as a reasonable
solution to pedestrian access; and

THAT Council approve the principle of a 50/50 funding arrangement with York
Region based on an estimate of $1.2M per underpass and subject to Regional
approval; and

THAT Council approve a 2012 budget of $50,000 per crossing to accommodate
50 percent of the design costs to be completed and funded through York Region.

On May 11, 2012 a letter was forwarded to the Regional Clerk from our Director of
Customer and Legislative Services formally notifying the Region of the above- noted
recommendations. In response to this request staff met with senior staff from the
Region’s Traffic Management Branch to discuss this matter on April 2, 2013.

At the April 2, 2013 meeting, Region staff indicated that they had completed further
review of the requested trail underpasses and had determined that the costs to provide
these crossings is lower than the costs previously estimated. As such, the Region
advised that a report would be submitted to the Regional Transportation Services
Committee recommending proceeding with two underpasses on Leslie Street in the
locations specified on the attached location map.

A Regional Committee report entitled ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION UNDERPASS
TRAIL CROSSINGS OF LESLIE STREET AND ST. JOHN'S SIDE ROAD (attached)
was tabled at the June 12, 2013 Region Transportation Service Committee meeting and
received unanimous endorsement by the Transportation Committee.

COMMENTS

In addition to the above noted underpasses, the Town had requested that the project
include an additional underpass at the intersection of Leslie Street and St. John’s
Sideroad. As indicated in the Regional Transportation report, this underpass is not
supported by the Region as the existing infrastructure in this location does not require
upgrading to facilitate the road reconstruction project. As such, the costs to construct
this underpass would be approximately $1,200,000.00 and far too expensive to warrant
this expenditure in the opinion of the Region.

Staff would support the Region’s position in this regard as it is possible to achieve a
functional trail system by utilizing the proposed underpasses which will be connected to
the future trail grid proposed for the 2C development area. The Region will also provide
access to the trails in this location with an at-grade crossing at the signalized
intersection of St. John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street with approach ramps connecting to
the trails in the valley at no cost to the Town.
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It has also been determined by the Region that the grade-separated crossing
recommended in the Trails Master Plan just west of Leslie Street on St. John’s Sideroad
will not be required as it will be necessary for the Region to construct a bridge in this
location and, as such, the Region has committed to ensuring that the bridge structure is
of sufficient length and will include the necessary trail surfacing to accommodate the
trail below the bridge with no additional cost to the Town.

In addition to these two underpasses, staff are currently working with the Region of York
Transportation Project Manager on the details associated with a proposed underpass
further west on St. John’s Sideroad in the vicinity of Mavrinac Avenue and Marsh Creek.
This is also shown as a proposed trail crossing in the Trails Master Plan; however,
preliminary cost estimates indicate that the crossing would be in the area of
$3,200,000.00.

At this time staff is not recommending to advance further discussions with the Region
on this crossing until all aspects of the project can be reviewed and presented formally
to TATC at an upcoming meeting for their input and recommendations.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

The construction of the Leslie Street underpasses supports the Strategic Plan goal of
Supporting an Exceptional Quality of Life for all through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in the following key objectives within this goal statement:

Encouraging an active and healthy lifestyle by implementing and regularly updating the
Trails Master Plan to improve connectivity.

ALTERNATIVE(S) TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Abandon the planned underpasses and request the Region of York to provide at
grade trail crossings at the appropriate controlled intersection.
2. Further Options as required.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Funding for the two underpasses has been identified in previous reports to Council and
was based on preliminary estimates of $1,200,00.00 per underpass. It has now been
determined by the Region, through a more detailed review of all relevant information
that the costs for the two proposed underpasses will be in the range of $950,000.00
each.
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The Region has suggested that the Town of Aurora share of the cost will be 50% or
$475, 000.00. The remaining $475,000.00 will be in the form of a Regional Grant under
their Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program.

In the recently completed 10 Year Capital Investment Plan Capital Project 73177
identifies three underpasses on Leslie Street to be constructed in 2015 at a cost of
$900,000.00 and two underpasses on St. Johns Sideroad in 2016 at a cost of
$600,000.00 bringing the Town’'s total estimated expenditure to $1,500.000.00.
Funding for the underpasses is planned to be from Development Charges, with 10%
funded from the Growth & New Capital reserve.

In view of the time guidelines associated with the Regional Pedestrian and Cycling
Municipal Partnership Program Grant, staff has submitted a preliminary grant
application as a place holder until Council has provided their position on the matter. In
the event Council elects to defer support for the project, the Grant will be withdrawn.

Underpass Trail Crossing Cost Summary

Incremental Construction Cost
Crossing Region1 Auroraz Total Comment

Leslie Street — 260 $200,000 $200,000 $400,000 Proceed with twin

metres north of State box culvert tunnel

Farm Way for future trail
connection by
Aurora

Leslie Street — 380 275,000 275,000 550,000 Proceed with twin

metres north of St. tunnel for future

John’s Sideroad trail connection by
Aurora

St. John's Sideroad — 0 0 0 Proceed with

325 metres west of modified bridge

Leslie Street design for future
trail connection by
Aurora

Leslie Street — 130 0 0 0 Not recommended

metres south of St.

John’s Sideroad

TOTAL $475,000 $475,000 $950,000

'Funded through Municipal Partnership Program
2. — _ .
“Not eligible for additional Partnership Program Funds
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CONCLUSIONS

That Council formally endorse an application to the Region of York under the Regional
Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program Grant for 50% funding of two (2)
grade separated underpass crossings of Leslie Street and approve in principal, a
partnership with the Region of York in constructing these underpasses in conjunction
with the reconstruction and widening of Leslie Street currently scheduled for 2015 at an
estimated cost to the Town of Aurora of $475,000.00 being 50% of the overall project
cost. .

PREVIOUS REPORTS

1ES11-055 November 8, 2011 Leslie Street and St. John's Sideroad Pedestrian Trail
Crossings

ATTACHMENTS

~Attachment #1 - Regional Committee report entited ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
UNDERPASS TRAIL CROSSINGS OF LESLIE STREET AND ST, JOHN'S SIDEROAD

PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW
Executive Leadership Team Meeting, Wednesday, July 3, 2013.

Prepared by: Jim Tree, Parks Manager- Ext.3222

Mo 7128

Allan D. Downey _ Neil Garbe
Director of Parks & Recreation Services Chief Administrative Officer
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THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF YORK

Transportation Services Committee
June 12, 2013

Report of the
Commissioner of Transportation and Community Planning

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION UNDERPASS TRAIL CROSSINGS OF
LESLIE STREET AND ST. JOHN'S SIDEROAD

1. RECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that:

1. Council approve the principle of a 50/50 cost sharing arrangement, with the Town of
Aurora, for the incremental cost of adding provisions for active transportation trail
crossings at the following locations:

a) Leslie Street — 260 metres north of State Farm Way
b) Leslie Street — 380 metres north of St. John’s Sideroad
c) St.John’s Sideroad — 325 metres west of Leslie Street

2. Staff include an additional $475,000 of funding for the Pedestrian and Cycling
Municipal Partnership Program for consideration as part of the 2014 capital budget to
fund the Region’s share of the incremental costs of adding provisions for the three
underpasses.

2. PURPOSE

This report provides information and recommendations to Council related to the Town of
Aurora’s request for a 50/50 funding arrangement with York Region for the design and
construction of active transportation trail crossings of Leslie Street in the vicinity of St.
John’s Sideroad and of St. John’s Sideroad, west of Leslie Street.

3. BACKGROUND

The Town of Aurora has requested that York Region partially fund, design
and construct active transportation underpass trail crossings as part of the
Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad projects

In August 2009, the Town of Aurora submitted a letter requesting that York Region
consider including pedestrian underpasses in the ongoing Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) for Leslie Street and the ongoing detailed design for St. John’s
Sideroad.

Transportation Services Committee 1
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

An active transportation underpass trail crossing is typically a culvert or bridge structure
constructed below the elevation of the pavement. The structure facilitates pedestrian and
cyclist movements from one side of the right-of-way to the other without having to walk
across the travelled portion of the roadway.

Four underpass trails were requested by the Town of Aurora located as follows:
Leslie Street approximately 260 m north of State Farm Way

Leslie Street approximately 130 m south of St. John’s Sideroad

Leslie Street approximately 380 m north of St. John’s Sideroad

St. John’s Sideroad approximately 325 m west of Leslie Street

A map illustrating the location of each crossing is appended to this report (see Attachment
1).

York Region has two infrastructure projects underway in the vicinity of
Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

The detailed design of Leslie Street between Wellington Street and Mulock Drive was
initiated in October 2011 and the design has progressed to the 60% design level. The
construction of this segment of Leslie Street is scheduled for 2015 in the current 10 Year
Roads Construction Program.

The detailed design of St. John’s Sideroad between Bayview Avenue and Highway 404
was initiated in December 2012 and the design is at the 30% design level. The
construction of this segment of St. John’s Sideroad is scheduled for 2016 in the current
10 Year Roads Construction Program.

Consultation with Town of Aurora staff regarding the proposed active
transportation underpass trail crossings has been ongoing

Discussions with Town of Aurora staff have been ongoing since September 2009 with
formal responses submitted to Town of Aurora staff on June 28, 2010 and August 30,
2010. The response letters suggested a number of potential underpass trail crossing
options, identified other elements that should be considered when determining the
appropriate underpass concept, and the approximate construction cost of each underpass.
This information is discussed in greater detail in the following sections.

At their meeting on September 13, 2010, the Council of the Town of Aurora adopted
General Committee Report No. IES10-043 recommending construction of the
underpasses.

Senior Regional staff attended the September 13, 2010, meeting of the Council of the
Town of Aurora. During this meeting staff agreed to defer the completion of the Leslie
Street Class EA Study until York Region’s Transportation Services Committee had an
opportunity to consider the Town of Aurora’s request.

2 Transportation Services Committee
June 12, 2013
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Council approved at-grade crossings as the preferred alternative

On February 17, 2011, Council adopted Transportation Services Committee, Clause 5 of
Report No. 2, recommending the approval of at-grade pedestrian/cyclist crossings at
Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad as the preferred alternative for accommodating
pedestrian and cyclist movements across the Regional corridors in this area.

Town of Aurora requested reconsideration of the Council approved
recommendation if a 50/50 funding arrangement could be reached

Transportation Services Committee, at its meeting on June 13, 2012, received and

referred to staff, a May 11, 2012 communication from the Town of Aurora referencing

the following resolutions:

e THAT staff investigate funding alternatives and partnerships THAT Council receive
Report | EST 1-055; and

e THAT Council support Option 2 - Underpasses just below grade as a reasonable
solution to pedestrian access; and

e THAT Council approve the principle of a 50/50 funding arrangement with York
Region based on an estimate of $1.2M per underpass and subject to Regional
approval; and

e THAT Council approve a 2012 budget of $50,000 per crossing to accommodate
50 percent of the design costs to be completed and funded through York Region;
and

The May 11, 2012 communication from the Town of Aurora is appended to this report
(see Attachment 2).

This report is in response to the June 13, 2012 Transportation Services Committee
referral of this communication from Town of Aurora to staff.

4. ANALYSIS AND OPTIONS

Grade separated crossings of Regional roads provide operational benefits
to trail users

Active transportation underpass trail crossings provide improvements for both motorists
and pedestrians/cyclists. Pedestrians and cyclists are able to cross the Regional right of
way without delay or conflict with motor vehicles and are not required to ascend and
descend the lengthy connecting ramps required to get them from the valley floor to road
level.

Motorists will experience less delay with the elimination of mid-block at-grade crossings
and reduced conflicts as the number of pedestrians/cyclists using the existing
intersections will be reduced. These trails will provide a safe and efficient connection

Transportation Services Committee 3
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

between a residential development of approximately 8000 people and employment lands
with approximately 5000 potential jobs.

Active transportation underpass trail crossings of Regional roads can be
provided through existing or proposed bridge structures, dedicated
independent underpasses or by adding an active transportation culvert
adjacent to a proposed drainage culvert

Generally speaking, there are three options for providing active transportation underpass
trail crossings. Boardwalks can be installed under existing bridge structures, as was done
most recently at the Tom Taylor trail crossing of Mulock Drive (Figure 1).
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Figur 1 - Mulock Drive at

Dedicated, independent underpasses (Figure 2) are also possible but are very costly to
construct as a stand-alone project. The third option is to provide twinned culverts when
an existing watercourse crossing is being replaced to provide an active transportation
facility adjacent to the water crossing (Figure 3). The incremental cost of providing an
additional culvert is substantially less than an independent culvert.

Figure 2 — Dedicated Grade Separated Pedestrian and Figure 3 — Twinned Culvert/Pedestrian
Cyclist Crossing and Cyclist Crossing

4 Transportation Services Committee
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

The previous cost estimates provided to the Town of Aurora which helped to support the
recommendations of at-grade crossings as the preferred alternative for accommodating
pedestrians were based on an estimated cost of approximately $1,200,000 each for a
dedicated independent underpass trail crossing. Further detail design work has revealed
that the underpass trail crossings can be constructed for considerably less by using
twinned culvert and/or modified bridge structure designs where existing culverts are
being replaced.

The proposed active transportation underpass trail crossing on St. John’s
Sideroad west of Leslie Street can be accommodated by modifying the
proposed bridge structure at minimal costs

As part of the detailed design for St. John’s Sideroad it has been determined that the
existing culvert, approximately 325 metres west of Leslie Street, will be replaced with a
bridge structure in order to accommodate Lake Simcoe Regional Conservation Authority
(LSRCA) requirements.

As part of the ongoing detailed design and construction process, York Region staff will
ensure that the new structure is positioned to provide adequate head room for a future
boardwalk (similar to Mulock Drive) to be installed above the high water line. The design
will include minor adjustments that will help to facilitate the installation of the boardwalk
in the future.

The proposed active transportation underpass trail crossing on Leslie
Street, south of St. John’s Sideroad would require a dedicated independent
underpass as the existing drainage culvert does not require replacement

The existing 55 metre long culvert on Leslie Street south of St. John’s Sideroad is in
good condition and requires only a 4 metre extension to accommodate the new width of
Leslie Street. As such, an active transportation underpass trail crossing at this location
would require a dedicated independent underpass. The cost to install an underpass at this
location is approximately $1,200,000 as previously indicated in the February 17, 2011
Council Report.

Given the close proximity (130 metres) of the proposed trail to the existing signalized
intersection of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad; that the Town of Aurora’s Draft
Trail Route Network and Aurora 2¢ Secondary plan both include a trail connection from
the proposed culvert to the traffic control signals at St. John’s Sideroad; and that the ramp
required to get from water level to road level is approximately 120m in length, a stand
alone culvert is not a cost effective solution and Region staff would not recommend any
cost sharing under the Municipal Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership Policy for this
project.

Transportation Services Committee 5
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

The proposed active transportation underpass trail crossing on Leslie
Street, north of St. John’s Sideroad and on Leslie Street north of State
Farm Way can be accommodated during the replacement of the existing
drainage culverts for a similar cost of providing new at grade crossings

Active transportation underpass trail crossing on Leslie Street, approximately 380 metres
north of St. John’s Sideroad and 260 metres north of State Farm Way can be
accommodated during the replacement of the existing culvert crossings. Our detailed
design consultant has prepared cost estimates to determine the incremental costs of
adding an additional culvert to accommodate the active transportation trail. The total
estimated cost for both crossings is $950,000. If the culverts are not installed during this
project and it is determined in the future that these crossings are required, the cost of
installing dedicated independent underpasses at these locations will be approximately
$2,200,000.

As previously reported in the February 17, 2011 Council Report, the Regional costs for at
grade crossings was estimated to be $300,000. Not included in this estimate was the
Town of Aurora’s cost to bring the trail from the elevation of the water to the elevation of
the road, a change of as much as 9m, which will require ramps up to 180 metres long.
The estimated cost to the Town of Aurora for these ramps is $350,000.

Link to key Council-approved plans

The 2011 to 2015 Strategic Plan identifies continuing to deliver and sustain critical
infrastructure as a Strategic Priority Area. One of the indicators of success for this
objective is to increase non-automotive travel across the Region. The design and
construction of the proposed active transportation underpasses will link a key residential
development with commercial and employment lands in the Town of Aurora. These
linkages are critical to promoting walking and cycling as viable transportation options for
the community.

5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The total incremental cost to provide two active transportation underpass
trail crossings on Leslie Street and provisions for a future active
transportation underpass on St. John’s Sideroad is $950,000

The incremental cost for an additional culvert on Leslie Street north of State Farm Way is
$400,000. The incremental cost for an additional culvert on Leslie Street north of St.
John’s Sideroad is $550,000. Assuming a 50/50 cost sharing agreement, the Region and
Town of Aurora would each pay $475,000 to construct both active transportation
underpasses. Table 1 summarizes the design and incremental construction cost estimates
for each crossing. The Municipal Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership Program is funded
90 per cent from development charges and 10 per cent from the tax levy.

6 Transportation Services Committee
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

Table 1
Underpass Trail Crossing Cost Summary
Crossing Incremental Construction Cost | Comment
Region' | Aurora® | Total

Leslie Street — 260 $200,000 | $200,000 | $400,000 | Proceed with twin
metres north of State tunnel for future trail
Farm Way connection by Aurora
Leslie Street — 380 275,000 | 275,000 | 550,000 | Proceed with twin

tunnel for future trail
connection by Aurora
Proceed with modified

metres north of St.
John’s Sideroad
St. John’s Sideroad — 0 0 0

325 metres west of bridge design for
Leslie Street future trail connection
by Aurora

Leslie Street — 130 0 0 0 Not recommended
metres south of St.

John’s Sideroad
TOTAL

$475,000 | $475,000 | $950,000

'Funded through Municipal Partnership Program
*Not eligible for additional Partnership Program Funds

Staff recommend that additional funding for the Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal
Partnership Program be included for consideration as part of the 2014 Capital Budget
submission to cover the Regional portion of these costs.

6. LOCAL MUNICIPAL IMPACT

The Town of Aurora Council resolution from its November 1, 2011 approved the
principle of a 50/50 cost sharing arrangement with York Region based on an estimate of
$1,200,000 per crossing. Town of Aurora has been requested to submit an application
under the Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program which requires a
funding commitment from Aurora Council for 50% of the costs of both crossings or
$475,000.

The recommended active transportation underpass trail crossings and connecting trials
are included in Aurora’s Trails Master plan and all connecting trails are included in the
Ontario Municipal Board (OMB) approved Secondary plan for the Aurora 2C lands.

Transportation Services Committee 7
June 12, 2013
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Active Transportation Underpass Trail Crossings
of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

7. CONCLUSION
Based on the relatively low incremental costs and expected improvements in safety and
efficiency, grade separated active transportation crossings have been identified as the
preferred solution for trail crossings of Regional roadways.
For more information on this report, please contact Steven Kemp, Director, Traffic
Management and ITS at Ext. 5226.

The Senior Management Group has reviewed this report.

Recommended by: Approved for Submission:
Kathleen Llewellyn-Thomas, P. Eng. Bruce Macgregor
Commissioner of Transportation and Chief Administrative Officer

Community Planning
June 12, 2013

Attachments (2)

8 Transportation Services Committee
June 12, 2013
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COUNCIL ATTACHMENT 2

%‘% Office of the Clerk

RK John D. Leach

A R A 0O Director of Customer and
U——u—————m REG‘E?QE‘ SOé:F ::(ICE Legislative Services/Town Clerk
Yowre in Goods Company CL B05-727-3123 ext. 4771
No. = P l-’ 6 |leach@aurora.ca

FILE No. Town of Aurora

100 John West Way, Box 1000
Aurora, ON L4G 6J1

May 11, 2012 C03-C11-32

Denis Kelly, Regional Clerk
Corporate Services Department
York Region Administration Building
17250 Yonge Street, 4th Floor
Newmarket, ON L3Y 6Z1

Dear Mr. Kelly:

Re: |ES11-055 — Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad Pedestrian Trail
Crossings

Please be advised that this matter was considered by Council at its meeting held on
November 8, 2011. In this regard, Council adopted the following resolution:

THAT Council receive report IES11-055; and

THAT Council support Option 2 - Underpasses just below grade as a reasonable
solution to pedestrian access; and

THAT Council approve the principle of a 50/50 funding arrangement with York
Region based on an estimate of $1.2M per underpass and subject to Regional
approval; and

THAT Council approve a 2012 budget of $50,000 per crossing to accommodate
50 percent of the design costs to be completed and funded through York Region;
and

THAT staff investigate funding alternatives and partnerships.

Community
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Enclosed is the staff report pertaining to this matter. Through inadvertence this was not
formally communicated at the time.

. Leach
or of Customer and
islative Services/Town Clerk

JDL/pt

Copy: Director of Infrastructure and Environmental Services
Director of Parks and Recreation Services

Page 2 of 2
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=% TOWN OF AURORA
AURORA GENERAL COMMITTEE REPORT No. IES11-055

SUBJECT: Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad Pedestrian Trail Crossings

FROM: I Si:ﬁanovskis, Director of Infrastructure & Environmental Services
DATE: November 1, 2011
. RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT Council receive report IES11-055; and

- THAT Council support Option 2- Underpasses just below grade as a reasonable
solution to pedestrian access; and

THAT Council approve the principle of a 50/50 funding arrangement with York
Region based on an estimate of $1.2M per underpass and subject to Regional
approval; and

. That Council approve a 2012 budget of $50,000 per crossing to accommodate 50
percent of the design costs to be completed and funded through York Region.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

This report provides further mformatlon on activities related to the St. John's Sideroad
" and Leslie Street underpasses

- BACKGROUND

At its meeting of April 14, 2009, Council adopted the following recofnmendation from the
Town of Aurora Leisure Services Advisory Committee meeting of March 23, 2009 and.
its associated Trails Sub-Committee:

“That Staff be directed to complete the following recommendations:

THAT the Leisure Services Advisory Committee recommends fo Council
that all of the information concerning grade separated trail crossings that
are being contemplated by the Trails Sub-Committee associated with the
St. John's Sideroad/ Leslie Streef Corridor be forwarded to the appropriate
Town or Region of York Staff for their comments and mclusron inthe ™
redesign of these roads; and
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THAT separated multi-use bike routes be set further into the boulevard and
separated from the curb by a grass strip and that St. John’s Sideroad,
Bayview Avenue and Leslie Streef reconstruction projects respect that
standard and include physically separated multi-use trails; The Town has
been supporting the developing of a Trails Master Plan that is being
developed through the Leisure Service Advisory Committee (LSAC) and
the Trail Sub-Committee. Proposed frails mapping has been submitted to
LSAC in 2009 and the infent is that this mapping form the basis for the
future Trails Master Plan.”

At its meeting on November 10, 2009, Council adopted the following recommendations
from the Leisure Services Advisory Committee meeting held on October 15, 2009.

“THAT the Leisure Services Advisory Committee receive the mformatron
being presented on the Town of Aurora Trails Map; and :

THAT the Trails Sub-Committee recommends fo Council and is supported
by the Leisure Services Advisory Committee that the proposed trails as
recommended by the Trails Sub-Commitlee in the 2C Secondary Planning
Area be adopted; and

THAT Public Works Staff be directed to continue to work with the Regidn
- of York to construct three grade separations as indicated on the mapping
af the St. John’s Sideroad and Leslie Street locations; and

THAT Staff be requested to invéstigate the process required in. order fo
obtain level and grade separated railway crossings; and

THAT this resolution be referred to the 2C Secohdary Planning Committee
for implementation.”

Town staff supported by a representative of the Trails Sub Committee met with
- Regional staff on July 20, 2009 and provided correspondence to the Region on August
13, 2009 regarding consideration of underpasses as follows ,

o Appreciating that an early request is desired, what is the timing envelop for
requesting that the underpasses be considered for both projects, and would
an addendum to the ESR be required if the request is submitted after the
studies are completed?

o What funding opportunities exist through the Region to support pedestrian trafl
improvements?

» Could an estimate for underpass construction be provided in advance of fown
design criteria?



l
\
|
\

Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda item 1
Friday, November 18, 2016 Page 44 of 96

November 1, 2011 -3- ‘ Report No. IES11-055

A formal response was received by the Region on June 29, 2010 for Leslie Street and
August 30, 2010 for St: John’s Sideroad recommending against underpasses.

A report was prepared for the Town Council meeting of September 14, 2010 (aftached
as Appendix “A”) and the following recommendations were carried:

“THAT York Region be requested fo include a description and identify the
potential underpasses along St. John's Sideroad and Leslie Street within
their current environmental studies where possible; and

THAT York Region be requested to include funding for this project in their
2011 capital program as the project supports the Regional initiatives of
‘Healthy Communities’, ‘Walkable Communities’, and ‘Linked Green
Spaces’, and are of regional significance; and

THAT a copy of this report be provided to the York Region Clerk’s Office.”

In addition, the Commissioner of Transportation from York Region delegated at the
September 14, 2010 meeting on the matter with the following comments being recorded
in the minutes as follows:

| (b) Kathleen Llewellyn- -Thomas, Region of York
Re: Item 1(6) — IES10-043 — Leslie Street and St. John S
Slderoad

Pedestrian Trail Crossings -
Kathleen Llewellyn-Thomas, Commissioner of Transportation
Services for the Region of York, and Sfeve Collins, Manager of
Capital Projects (Roads Branch-Transportation Division), discussed
and updated Council on the three projects currently underway. Mr.
Collins stated that currently there are two significant projects
underway in the Town of Aurora. He discussed the Leslie Street

" project that extends from Wellington Street to Mulock Drive. It is in
the environmental assessment process stage and has gone
through a second public meeting. Mr. Collins noted that even
though the development is in the latter stages, the process allows
for consultation and discussion until the environmental assessment
report is filed. He said that they would continue to work with staff

~and the public to facilitate responding fo questions. The

- environmental assessment study should be ready by the first
quarter of 2011 and once that has received clearance it would
move onfo the detailed engineering stage with a proposed start to
construction in 2015. Mr. Collins advised that the St. John’s

- Sideroad project (Bayview Avenue to Woodbine Avenue) is not

scheduled fo starf construction until 2014. He noted that this project
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is a continuation of the phased-in implementation that originally
commenced in 2000. Mr. Collins said that there has been
discussion with Town staff and with Mr. Wehrenberg regarding
technical analysis and how the Region can participate to facilitate
frail crossings. He advised that interesting ideas can be considered
through the environmental assessment vehicle. Ms [lewllyn-
Thomas noted that many ideas had not been considered previously
within the original scope of the project but that alternatives will be
looked at by Regional Council for advantages and/or disadvantages
fo be the most cost effective fo the public. She stated that as there
had not been crossings there in the past, negative impacts had not
been considered, but as these crossings are now potentially
desirable for the future, consideration would be given to
accommodate future plans and optimize the investment.

(c) Klaus Wehrenberg
Re: Item 1(6) — IES10-043 — Leslie Street and St. John’s
~ Sideroad . ‘

Pedestrian Trail Crossings
Klaus Wehrenberyg stated that pedestrian crossings are not just for
pedestrians but also for cyclists and for linking green spaces as
well. He noted that when environmentally sensifive lands are
involved, they need fo be taken into consideration in the
environmental assessment study. Mr. Wehrenberg requested
answers to questions regarding the filing dates of environmental
assessment reports for the Leslie Street widening, St. John's
Sideroad widening and the Water Main Project. He also wanted fo

-know when the Water Main Project was separated from the Leslie
Street widening. Mr. Wehrenberg expressed concem that, under
the Regional Pedestrian and Cycling Master Plan approved by
Regional Council in 2008, surveys that were to be statistically valid
were not conducted as originally mandated under the Terms of

- Reference. He stated that in contrast with the Town of Aurora’s
Parks and Recreation Services Department survey, input received
showed that the most important aspect was walking, cycling, and
hiking, and that it was desirable fo have infrastructure to
accommodate selff-propelled traffic. Mr. Wehrenberg noted that with
the potential employment opportunities for over 5,000 people east
of Leslie Street and potentially 8,000 people living west of Leslie
Street this will create a tremendous amount of self-propelled traffic
between these two areas. He also said there are environmentally
-sensilive lands that need to be linked. He stated that all of these
needs should be considered for accommodation and connection.
Mr. Wehrenberg said that the Region decided fo reconstruct these
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roads so they should carry the costs. He stated that the Region
should also deal with the impacts and provide the means for
correction.

(b) Kathieen Llewellyn-Thomas, Region of York
Re: Item 1(6) - IES10-043 — Leslie Street and St. John'’s
Sideroad ‘

Pedestrian Trail Crossings
Mr. Collins responded to the inquiries from Mr. Wehrenberg and
explained that the St. John’s Sideroad environmental assessment
was originally filed in 2000 for the phase from Yonge Street to
Woodbine Avenue, and the Leslie Street project was separated
from the Water Main Project because the schedule changed on
the Water Main Project that would allow it fo be pre-approved fo the
design and construction stage. He noted that York Region had the
opportunity to take advantage of modifications to the process which
- could speed up the Water Main Project. Ms Llewellyn-Thomas
noted that she would be holding back on the filing of the
environmental assessment report until the new year when she
would present that along with the Town of Aurora’s concems so
that they will be addressed at the same time.,

In response to the Council's request, the York Reglon staff prepared a report for
Regional Council that was presented to the Committee on February 2, 2011. The
“following recommendations were carried: :

“It is recommended that Regional Council:

1. Approve the at-grade pedestrian/cyclist crossings of Leslie Street (Y.R.
12), between Wellington Street (Y.R. 15) and Mulock Drive (Y.R. 74), and
St. John’s Sideroad (Y.R. 26), between Bayview Avenue (Y.R. 34) and
Woodbine Avenue (Y.R. 8), as the preferred alternative for
accommodating pedestrian and cyclist movements across the Regional
corridors in this area.

2. Approve the inclusion of the at-grade pedestrian/cyclist crossings on

Leslie Street as the preferred alternative in the Environmental Study -
Report for the widening of Leslie Street (Y.R. 12}, from Wellington Street

(Y.R. 15) to Mulock Drive (Y.R. 74), and in the detailed design of St John's
Sideroad (Y.R. 26), from Bayview Avenue (Y. R 34) to Woodbine Avenue

(Y.R. 8).”

- At its meeting of September 13, 2011, Council carried the following motion;
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“THAT the Region be advised that a response has not been received
for Aurora’s request for grade separations: and

THAT a meeting be requested with the Region to discuss the Leslie
Street reconstruction, and the St Johns Sideroad and Leslie Street
underpasses; and

- THAT staff provide a written report to Council.”

The Region has been notified of the motion and a meeting occurred with the Region on
October 13, 2011 regarding this matter. This report fulfils the final part of the above
motion and provides a comprehensive history of the matter for Council consideration.

COMMENTS

The Council of Aurora is provided this report as a summary of activities to date
on this matter to allow for an informed decision.

The matter of underpasses and the overall implementation of the Trails Master Plan has
been a long standing vision for the Parks and Recreation Department and the Town.
Infrastructure and Environmental Services was requested to assist in the realization of
underpasses as part of the input to the Regional road projects for Leslie Street and St.
John's Sideroad. Direction from the previous Council was made as outlined in
Appendix “B” and a Regional response recommendlng at grade crossings was adopted
by Regional Council.

All pertinent- actlvsty on this matter up to February 2011 is included in the appendlces
and provides the foundatlonal mformatlon on decisions to date.

Meeting of October 13, 2011 -provided additional opportunity to communicate
Town of Aurora and York Region requirements.

The meeting with York Region senior staff was another opportunlty to review the history
of the underpasses and clarify understanding of the Region’s and Town's positions on
the matter. The outcome of the meeting was an understanding that underpasses are a
critical feature in the implementation of the Trails Master Plan for which the plan would
be significantly diminished without them. The Region’s position relates to Regional
versus local priorities and that full funding of these underpasses does not make
economic sense considering all the other Regional needs. However, the Region would
reconsider underpasses if the Town was able to demonstrate a financial commitment
towards the project. A commitment of fifty percent funding was suggested as a
reasonable target for con3|derat|on It is from this point that further information is being
provided.

Future direction on underpasses is now a financial issue and decisions at this
point require a better understanding of the proposed costs.
The capital cost for underpasses has been quoted as $1.0M to $1.2M per crossing
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depending on Iength This estimate was provided through the Region as part of the
preliminary engineering work undertaking during the Environmental Assessment (EA)
process. There have been concerns about the validity of these estimates and requests
for detailed design and tendering costs to be secured as a more accurate way of
arriving at costs. Understanding the timing and cost of these activities, the Region at
this point is unwilling to incorporate the underpasses in the detailed design without
certainty that the Town will contribute fundlng towards the project.

The Region has been clear that the budget for an underpass is based on a limited
scope and that required additional costs must be considered by the Town.
The cost estimate for an underpass is based on the following assumptions:

» It is an order of magnitude estimate which by definition is an estimate with an
implied accuracy of -25% to +75%.

 There is no grading or ramping included such as approaches or required son
stabilization outside the limit of the underpass.

e Length is determined based on a future widened road with 1.0m of cover or just
below the road surface. _

¢ Tunnel is a concrete box with dimensions of 2400mm x 3000mm wide (7'-6" high
by 9'-10” wide). '

¢ No other works such as lighting or all season use of the underpass are included.

Additional factors requested by the Trails Sub-committee that will increase the cost and
- that are not considered in the above estimate are:

e The underpass width should be 5000mm not 3000mm (16'-5” wide).

+ Lighting should be equal to daylight quality 24 Hours per day (like a tennis court).

* The underpass should be at the base of the valleys to better connect to the trails
network.

The Regional Order of Magnitude Estimate Methodology has been included to
inform staff on the considerations and confidence of the current estimate.
An ongoing question has been the level of accuracy of the current estimate. The Region
has provided the details of the estimate which is included as Appendix “D”. The hope of
the Trails Sub-Committee has been that an accurate “tendered cost” will be lower than
the estimate which will make the underpasses more attractive. However, based on the
information provided and past experience with capital projects, the tendency is for final
construction costs to exceed early estimates. This may not be as extreme in the case of
~ the underpasses as the design parameters can be reasonably defined. However,
unknown conditions such as soils, final location and market conditions can significantly
influence the final cost.

The Town must be comfortable with current available information to make a “gbl
no go” decision understanding that future key decision points exist where final
commitments can be reconsidered. :
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As with any significant capital project, a decision to proceed can only be based on the
information known today. Should the current information fit the investment strategy of
the Town then the project should be approved. As new information emerges and
conditions change, the test can be revisited and alternate directions proposed. It is not
reasonable to expend significant engineering effort and costs through a tendering and
design process for the sole purpose of securing accurate costs after which a decision is
rendered. Those opportunities will occur as the project moves through an incremental
commitment process.

Staff considered three cost scenarios for a typical underpass to determme overall
cost implications.

To better inform a decision, staff prepared three separate cost estlmates for a proposed
crossing on Leslie Street just south of St. John’s Sidercad. The road section is included
as Appendix “E” and is from the Region’s EA documents. The estimates are based on
1) a level crossing as proposed by the region, 2) an underpass just below grade as
evaluated by the region, and 3) an underpass at the base of the valley as requested by
the trails committee. The tables are included as appendix “F” and summarized as
follows:

Option 1 - Level Crossing

$100,000 to $200,000 as reported by the Region with an addltlonal $22 000 reqmred for
access points.

. Option 2. Underpass iuét below grade

$1,000,000 regional estimate with an additional $43,000 for lighting and accéss poinfs. -

Option 3 - Underpass at valley floor

$1,800,000 underpass with an additional $40,000 for lighting and access points,

The Trails Sub Committee request for wider underpasses increases costs.

The request to increase the underpass by over 60 percent will have an impact on the
cost per meter as increased bearing capacity will have to be factored into the
construction. Assuming an impact of 20 percent in. cost |mpact would add an additional
$200,000 to Option 2, and $360,000 to Option 3.

&_TERNATIVE(S_) TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS

As directed by Council
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

- Trails Master Plan identifies long term funding needs mcludmg consideration for
underpasses
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There is currently no funding appfoved in the capital budget for this project. The recently
adopted Trails Master Plan identifies underpasses as an integral component of the trails:
network and considered costs in the long term capital program.

York Region is willing to consider 50/50 cost sharing aiternative.
The Region has indicated consideration of 50 percent cost sharing on the underpasses
which will require Regional approval ,

York Region Pedestrian and Cycllng Municipal Partnership Program as a funding
opporfunity.

There may be funding available via other programs offered by the Region or through
other levels of government.

The regional partnership program is a program that funds up to 50 percent of a local
municipal project for qualifying pedestrian and cycling infrastructure that supports a
regional scale network. This program was used to partially fund the Town’s section of
the Nokida Trail. The York Region Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Policy
is attached as Appendix “G”. Conditions of the program include:

Municipality must commit a minimum of 50 percent of the funding;

An application must be submitted;

The program itself has an annual funding cap of $500,000 for the entire region;
Will only fund infrastructure that forms part of a network plan adopted by the
municipality;

The design and public consultation must be completed and the project shovel
ready;

Must support a regional scale network;

must support the objectives and pohc:es of the Region;

Resolution of local council; and

Maintenance and responsibility is assumed by the municipality.

CONCLUSIONS

This report outlines current available information on the costs and implications of
underpasses for Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad. Council has previously
requested that the Region fund construction of.the requested underpasses and the
Region has committed to only fund level crossings which are currently included in the
EA documents. Itis requested that Council provide direction on this issue.

ATTACHMENTS

+ Appendix “A” — Report No. IES10-043 —~ Leslie Street and St. John's Slderoad
Pedestrian Trail Crossings
s Appendix "B” — Extract from September 14, 2010 Councﬂ Meetlng
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* Appendix “C” — York Region Transportation Services Commitiee Report - February
2,201
e Appendix “D” — York Region Estimate
e Appendix “‘E" - Leslie Street Class EA Study
» Appendix “F" — Leslie Street Crossing — Order of Magnitude Estimate ‘
* Appendix “G” — York Region Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Policy

PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW
Executive Leadership Team meeting of October 19, 2011

Prepared by: Ilmar Simanovskis, Director of Infrastructure and Environmental
Services - Ext. 4371 ' _ o

7

(limarSimanovskis ' | Neil Garbe _
Director of Infrastructure Chief Administrative Officer

. & Environmental Services
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SUBJECT: Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad Pedestrian Trail Cr‘oss:'an

FROM: HImar Simanovskis, Director, Infrastructure and Environmental Services

DATE: September 7, 2010

RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT York Region be requested to include a description and identify the potential
underpasses along Si. John's Sideroad and Leslie Street within thelr current

enwronmental studies where possible; and

~ THAT York Region be requested to inciude funding for this projéct in their 2011
capifal program as the project supports the Regional initiatives of ‘Healthy

Communities’, ‘Walkable Communities’, and ‘Linked Green Spaces’; and

THAT, should York Region not provide funding, the Town of Aurora review funding

requirements through the 2011 budget process; and

THAT a copy of this repoﬁ be pravided to the York Region Clerk’s Office.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

To request reglonal support in proceeding with implementation of grade separated crossing

- along Leslie Street and St. John's Sideroad.

BACKGROUND

At its meeting of April 14, 2009, Council adopted the following recommendation from the
Town of Aurora Leisure Services Advisory Comrmttee meeting of March 23, 2009 and its

associated Trails Sub-Committee:

“That Staif be directed to complete the following recommendations:

THAT the Leisure Services Advisory Committee recommends fo Council that all
of the information concerning grade separated fraif crossings that are being

contemplated by the Trails Sub-Committee associated with the St. John's

Sideroad/ Leslie Street Corridor be forwarded to the appropriate Town or Region
of York Staff for their comments and inclusion in the redesign of these roads; and.

THAT separated multi-use bike routes be set further info the boulevard and
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separated from the curb by & grass strip and that St. John'’s Sideroad, Bayview
Avenue and Leslie Street reconstruction projects respect that standard and
include physically separated multi-use trails;The Town has been supporting the
developing of a Trails Master Plan that is being developed through the Leisure
Service Advisory Commiittee (LSAC) and the Trail Sub-Commilfee. Proposed trails
mapping has been submitted fo LSAC in 2009 and the intent is z'hat this mapping
form the bas:s for the future Trails Master P!an

At its meetmg on November 10, 2009, Council adopted the following recommendations .
from the Leisure Services Advisory Committee meeting held on October 15, 2009. -

“THAT the Leisure Services Advisory Committee recelve the information bemg )
“presented on the Town of Aurora Trails Map; and

. THAT the Trails Sub-Committee recommends fo Counc:l and is supported by
the Leisure Services Advisory Commitiee that the proposed trails as recommended
by the Trails Sub-Committee in the 2C Secondary Planning Area be adopted: and

© THAT Public Works Staﬁ‘ be directed fo continue to work with the Region of York to
. construct three grade separations as indicated on the mappmg at the St John's
Sideroad and Leslie Street locations; and ,

THAT Staff be requested fo fnvestlgate the process requrred inorder to obtain Ievel 0
~and grade sepamfed railway crossmgs and

‘ | THAT this resolution be referred to the 2C Secondary Planmng Comm:ttee for
o ' :mplementat:on "

Town staff supported by a representative of the Tralls Sub-Commlttee met W|th Regional
‘staff on July 20, 2009 and provided correspondence fo the Region on August 13, 2009 -
(Appendlx A", regarding conSIderatlon of underpasses as follows:

. Apprec:attng that an early request is desired, what is the timing envelop for
requesting that the underpasses be considered for both projects, and would
an addendum to the ESR be requrred if the request is submftted after the
studies are complefed?

« What funding opportunities exist through the Region to support pedestnan trail
improvements? :

» Could an estimate for underpass construction be prowded in advance of fown
design criteria?

A formal response was received by the Reglon on June 29, 2010 for Leslie Street and Aug
30 2010 for St' John's Sideroad (Appendix “B”) :
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- This report reviews planning status of grade separated crossing and the Regional

responses ic date, along with recommencied actuons
‘COMMENTS

._Planning Status Related to. Pedestnan and Tra:is Network

) York Region. Pedestnan and Cycling Master Plan Study

In March 2008, York Region completed the Pedestrian and Cycltng Master Plan Study.
whichis mtended fo guide the Region as it works with local municipalities over the next 25

‘representing interests for the Town of Aurora.

transnt through

strategy;

regional-scale network of cycling facilities;

ages w:th where they live, work.and want to go.

‘focal initiatives support the reglonal objectives.

Bathurst Street to Yonge Street.

years and beyond fo implement a comprehensive pedestrian system and on and off-road
region-wide cycfing nefwork.” There was significant stakeholder engagement in the
development of this plan in particular with Mr. Atkins being represented on the Technical
Advisory commitftee and. Mr. Wehrenberg on the Public Advisory Committee both

“The vision of the plan is to create a pedestrian and cycling supportive environment that -
encourages both utllltanan and recreational travel by wa!klng, cyc[mg and usmg public

. Establlshed promotlonal and educational pOI!CIGS and programs mcludlng a marketlng
. A continuous system of sidewalks on Reglonal and local roads as well as a designated - -

. A regional-scale network integrated. with local munlc:pat pedestrian and cyclmg
infrastructure and public transit service that connects communities and people of all

Even though !ocat municipalities are responsible for implementing sidewalks, trails and
encouraging pedestrian friendly land development, the Region also has a significant
interest in improving conditions for walking and cycling in York Region. The intent of this
plan is therefore to prioritize, assist in implementation and potentlalty fund projects where

- As the plan was intended fo serve a regional context, route selection was focused on
supporting the regional context of connectivity. in achieving this objective there were also
a number .of criteria considered during the final route selection’ being safety,
connectivity/access, convenience, attracttveness cost and route alignment.

- The 10 year planning horizon for improvements to-the Aurora pedestrian system includes:

'. » New sidewalks along Bathurst Streef between St. John's Sideroad and Bloomington
Road, along Bloomington Road fo Yonge Street and along St. John' s Sideroad from
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. The 5 year planning horizon for improve'ments' fo the Aurora cycling network includes:

. Prowd ing a north south connection along Leslie Street; :
+ Providing east west routes generally between Bathurst Street along St Johns

Sideroad, Bloomington Road, Wellington Street, and Vandorf Sideroad where such

. facllities do not currently meet the regional intent; and

"« Provide north south connections- along Yonge Sireet and Bayview Avenue where_

, practlcai and in line with road reconstruction.

A drawing of the Plan is presented.as Appendix “C”. The significance of the Plan in relation

to this report is that the Region has not identified any portioh of the pedestrian and cycling

network within the 2C lands as would be expected considering the regional context.

Town of Aurora Official Plan and 2C Secondary Plan Status

‘Thé Townis currently updating its Official Plan (OP) and in the process has reviewed policy

related to trails. The current OP contains municipal trail network amendments which were
-adopted -December 1993 and approved in February 1995 which state: ' '

“3.5.2.5 a) x consider providing grade separation at key intersections of trails
with railways and arterial roads; where frails cross roads at grade, signs and
. where appropriate signals shall assist safe crossing and orientation; atgrade
crossing of trails at Regsonal roads should. only be made at controlled
mtersections .

Appendix “D” refers to Schedule "i" of the current OP fitied Aurora Trail Network Concept.

The draft proposed pOllcy “Draft 2" dated July 19, 2010 is vurtuaily unchanged with the
exception of thé word “Reg|onal“ as follows:

"1 4.2.8 a) x consider providing grade separation af key intersections of traiIS‘

~ with railways and Regional roads; where trails cross roads at grade, signs

and where appropriate signals shall assist safe crossing and orientation; at

_ grade crossmg of trails.at Regional roads should only be made at controlied
intersections;”

It is therefore clear that the Towns policies support the notion: of considering grade
separated crossings at Regional roads.

The Draft Proposed Pohcnes for the 2C Secondary Plan Draft 1, dated July 9, 2010, also
contains similar wording as above under proposed section 6.2. 8 -a).
Town of Aurora Trar!s Master Plan

The Town, in conjuncison WIth support and lnput from the Trails Sub-Commrttee is in'the-
_process of completing the Draft Trails Master Plan. Within this document, Section 6.2.2
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-refers to Grade Separated Crossings as follows: ' :

“it is intended that the proposed grade separated crossings be constructed at
the same time the connecting trail segment(s) are constructed. However,
should an opportunity arise in advance of the timing identified in the master

-plan, the Town should work with appropriate agencies to implement the
crossing. For example, the. Town should work with York Region when a
Regional road is being upgraded and a grade separation has been identified
in the master plan as the preferred method of achieving the crossing. In
these cases, the schedule will be dependent on the Region’s schedule for
Environmental Assessment and construction. In some locations it may be
possible and preferable fo develop an inferim solution such as a pedestnan
activated signal or median refuge island.”

Costs to implement the grade separated crossing are not included in the estimated network
costs for the followmg reasons: o .

e Costs for these vary w:dely depending on the style and- ultimate design of the

.. structure(s);

» The design, timing, and construction of many of the proposed grade separafed -

.crossings would be subject to infrastructure improvements. being made. by other -

. “agencies such as York Region. In these cases the final design would be partofa -~ =

larger lnfrastructure improvement project that would be subject to an Environmental

Assessment process and subsequent detail desngn and

-« There may be an opporiunity fo partner with agencies for these -projects. _For
~ example, it is reasonable to assume that the Town would be able to partner and
cost-share with the Region for grade separations of Regional road, thus an accurate

estimated cost to the Town for each can not be developed until each [ocat[on has

been studied in more detail as part of pre-desngn of those structures.

. Appendlx “E” refers to the Draft Trails Master Plan Location Map forvanous lnfrastructures ,

- dated March 5, 2009.

' 2. Council Support Requested for Grade Separated Trail Crossmgs on Reglona!-

Roads

. The Town, through the above approved and pending policies and Council endorsed
. resolufions, is requesting that the Region consider the inclusion of three underpasses

along Leslie Street and one underpass along St. John's Sideroad as outlined in Appendlx :

‘lEl’l

‘ This request has been communicated to Reglonal staff as early as July 2002, The Regson s
" position to date has been to not actively cohsider this request untif such time as the Town,

through resolution of Council, requests this infrastructure be included -and that a funding
source be provided to offset the environmental assessinent, engineering and construction
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- costs. Considering the recent response from the Region, it is now appropriate to seek

Council support on these crossings.

the roads being completed on different time lines.

‘St. Jokn ’s Sideroad

" 3. Status of St. John’s Sideroad an'd Leslie Streét Road Reconstruotioﬁ‘Proiects .

The two reglonal roads are proceedmg separately as the regional road program |dent|f ies.

The St. John's Sideroad project has a planned cbmpletion date of 2015 and will provide for

two lanes of traffic. The Environmentat Assessment (EA) and concluding Environmental
~ Assessment Report (ESR) have been completed and the detailed design is over 60
_percent complete at this ime. The Region intends to tender the project in early 2012

subject to properiy and utuhty relocation needs, for completion by 2015.

B _At this point, it may be necessary to prepare an addendum fo the ESR to consider thé

: lmpacts of a. grade separated crossmg along the water course.

Leslie Street

early 2015.

Leslie Street is planned to be Comp[eted in 2016 and will provide for four lanes of traffic.
The EA for this project is nearing completion with the filing of the ESR planned for early
* 2011. Detailed deslgn would start the summer/fall of 2011, with tendermg antlmpated for.

.Slmllar to St. JOhn’s Side'roAad , an addendum to the ESR may be requiréd to include the

L three proposed-underpasses. Although there. may, be an opportunity to include a brief -
: o description of the desire to proceed with underpasses, the Region has indicated that any

additional work dunng the design phase.

-reference fo underpasses in the current EA would not be significant and would- requnre -

" Process

4. Approval Requlrements under the Mumclpal Class Environmental Assessment

i _ . The Municipai Class Environmental Assessment Process is the Mlmstry of Env:ronment s

phases are:

Problem or Opportunity

Alternative Solutions :

Alternative Design Concepts for Preferred Solu’aons
Environmental Study Report (ESR)
Implementation/Monitoring

Gahwn =

-approved process for environmental approvals of specific projects. The assessment
~ process is divided into five phases of acfivity and, depending on the defined schedule of
the praposed activity, may require some or all of the -phases to.be completed. These
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Aprojectis categorized based on its environmental impact as a Schedule Aor A+, B, or C
project. Schedule A pro;ects are considered pre-approved with minimal requ:rements and-

Schedule C projects require fuli application of the process.

- environmental assessment which involves all of the above five steps.

Tralls Master Plan -Statu_.'éﬂ and Conformance to EA Process

Construction of underpasses or overpasses for pedestrian, recreational, or agripultural use .
are identified as Schedule B projects of under $2.2M and as-Schedule C projects of over
$2.2M. As the project scope is-above $2.2M, this project would require a Schedule C

" The Town is eurrently undertaking a trails master plan project to set the planning direction
for the longer term. This plan has been scoped to identify trail locations but does not

Council before fali 2010

to be completed

‘west side of Leslie Street as part of trails network);.
Identify all alternative solutions available; ’
Inventory natural, social and economic environments;
Identify impacts of alternative solutioris and mitigating measures,

Public and agency consultation; and
Notice of completion and 30 day public and ‘agency revrew

e & & & & a

the Leslie Street ESR is scheduled to be filed in early 2011.

. re!ated to underpasses

address grade separated crossings in relation to the environmental assessment process
requirements. This document is in final draft form and is expected to be presented to

Within the context of the environmental assessment process, a master plan canbe used to | '
fulfil, ata minimum, the first two phases of the above process. To update the-document to
satisfy the requirements of the Class EA process, at a mmlmum the following would have

» Define problem as rt relates to the crossings (i.e. need to move people from east S|de to

Identify recommended solution for each location (| e unclerpass or at grade crossrng)

A master plan that includes the environmentat aspects of these crossings would be the -
logical deliverabte to the Region in order to proceed to the subsequent phases of the Class
EA process within the context of their Class EA activities for both of the road projects. As
_these crossings are likely to be considered a Schedule C undertaking due to the expected
cost, an addendum to the current road ESR's would most likely be required as the current
timing of the regional projects would not provide sufficient time to complete the necessary
investigations for these crossings. The St. John's Sideroad ESR has atready been filed and

Appendix “F" provides information from the MEA Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment Process, and Appendix “G” provides excerpts for the Draft Tralls Master Plan
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5. _Regional Funding Opportunities

The Region has indicated that they are unable to provide any funding towards the
lmplementahon of these crossings. If the Town was interested in including these crossings
P ] -in the two road projects, then the Town would have to fund any required feasibility studies,
{ + . . designand construction costs. The Region was unable to commit to including any detailed
: - analysis of the crossings-in their current program until the Town confirms that funding is

available and approved for this project.

' The Regional Pedesfrian and Cycling Master Plan Study also does not ldentlfy any
available fundmg for this project as local trails and regional road underpasses are not
considered in the Plan. The fecus of the Plan is for pedestrian crossings at planned

-' lntersections as supported by the identified routes within the Plan.

6. Estimated Construction Costs

18min Iength and a minimum height of 3. Om

for each crossing may be upwards of $1.7M or $5.1M for three crossmgs

- crossing would also be approximately $1.0M to $1.7M.

The Region provided prehmmary constfruction cost estlmates for the three crossmgs on
Leslie Street. The estimate was based on a shallow underpass (approximately 1m below
road grade), with dimensions of 3.0m wide by 2.4m high. The cost was approximately
$1.0M per crossing for a total estlmated cost of $3.2M for the three crossings. The frails
master plan has identified a minimum width of 4.2m or greater for structures exoeedlng

, Also there is‘a proposed watermaln along Leslie Sireet which fimits the location of any
crossing which effectively forces either a shaflow crossing or a deep crossing. Subsequent
discussion with Regional staff identified significant additional costs if the crossings were to -
be either of Iarger scale or located at a lower elevation near the valley floor. The estimate

ot

Using the same cost parameters it would be expected that the cost for the St John's

The Region also confirmed that the estlmates were only for the crossings and did not
- include any entrance grading, ramps or property. issues. Other considerations include

requirements.

conflrmed

fighting, security, accessibility issues, fiood control and life safety and seasona! clearing

The Region’s consultant pl‘ovided the Town with an engineering estimate of $200,000 per
crossing including electrical/lighting requirements and foundation design. Itis expected that
this estimate would-also include any preliminary design and environmental assessment
acfivities. This is'an upper limit based on each tunnel being designed independently from
the current regional studles and will be rev:sed once a decision to proceed has been
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7. Next Steps

Consadenng the status of these road projects and the Town’s Trails Master Plan, the

following steps are outlined for consideration:

« That the Region be requested to include these underpasses in the respective road -

projects to the extent possible.

+ Thatthe Region be requested to fund these projects as a logic extension of the reglonal

pedestrian objectives.

+ Thatthe Town considerleading the first two phases of the Class EA process o confirm

route selection.

» That a consultant be retained to undertake the first 2 phases of the Class EA process to

recommend the preferred solution for the crossings.

ALTERNATIVE(S) TO THE REPORT

Regional support.
2. Not proceed with the lmplementatlon of the crossmgs

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

proportionately.

through the 2011 budget process.
CONCLUSIONS

’ reglonal road projects.

1. Town to fund and complete Phases 1 and 2 Class EA activities in advarice of

¢ That the Region be requested to incorporate the wark completed by the consultant and
undertake the completion of the remaining phases of the Class EA process on behaif of
the Town and in conjunction with the current work being undertaken for the roads.

» That a capital project be established in the 2011 budget cycle to identify the necessary
funding for construction in the required years of the proposed projects.

The construction budget for each crossing is $1.0M for a shallow crossing and up to $1.7M
for deeper crossings. Increasing the crossing height and width would increase costs

Funding for environmental assessments and design would be required for 2014/2012 with
construction funding being required in the year of construction (2014/2015 and 2015/2015)..
The Region has been requested to provide the necessary funding for this project. Should
the Regional funding request not be approved, staff will include the request for funding

The two projects, St. John's Sideroad and Leslie Sireet, are currently moving thfough the
environmental and design phases. As underpasses for trail connections are a. priority for
the Town of Aurora, it is now appropriate to request the inclusion of these structures in the
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It is therefore recommended to request that York Region include these structures i in their
) prOJects and fund the projects in support of Regional pedestrian initiatives.

- The Town should consider funding these projects in the 2011 capital plan lf no other
source of fundmg is secured. S

ATTACHMENTS

. Appendix “A” — Letter to York Region dated August 13, 2009
Appendix “B” — Response letter dated June 29, 2010 from York Regton
Appendix “C" — Drawing of Plan for Proposed Cycling Network
Appendix “D" — Schedule “I"-Aurora Trail Network Concept

_Appendix “E” - Draft Trails Master Plan Location Map
Appendix “F" - Information from the MEA Municipal Class Emnronmental Assessment
Process .

-+ Appendix “G” - Excerpts from the Draft Trails Master Plan related to grade separated
crossings _ _ .

* o o 9 0 e

. PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW

' Executwe Leadershlp Team Meetlng ‘of August 9, 2010

Prepared by: limar S:manovskfs, Director of Infrastructure and Enwromental

Serwces Ext. 4371 : } : -
“lmar Simanovskis " " Neil Garbe '
Director, Infrastructuie & Ch:ef Admmrstratwe Off‘cer

Environmental Services
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» ity : " - Public Warks Department
: "~ L.A. Simanovskis
AURORA B | pTEmsEmesn
. - lsimanovskis@e-aumra.ca
Sosure o Goodl Compaty “TFown gf- Auro;'a
’ 1 Municlpal Driva,

Box 1000. Aurora, ON L4G 61 .

August 13, 2009

Mr. Paut Jankowski - :
i ) General Manager, Transportatlon Services
! T Regional Municipality of York '
i : " 80 Bales DrE
East Gwillimbury, ON LOG 1B0

Dear Mr. Jankowski: _
RE: Request fora pedestrian uhderpass for St, Johns Sideroad and Lesiie Street

-On.July. 20, 2009 Regional staff met with our staff and the Chair.of the Trails Sub-Commitiee,

~ Mr. Klaus Wehrenberg, regarding a request to incorperate several pedestrian underpasses
along St. John's Sideroad and Leslie Street. The conclusion of the meeting was that Town staff
wauld be required to submit a formal request before the underpasses would be considered. This
“request would be through Council once the Town’s Trails Master Plan is endorsed,

. In the interim, it is requested that the Region prov;de comment on the followang:

.. Appreciating that an éarly request is desired, what is ihé timing envelop for requesting
- that the underpasses be considered for both projects, and would an addendum to the
ESR be required if the request is submitted after the sludies are completed? :

«  What fundi ing opportunities exist ihrough tha Reglon o support pedestnan trail
!mprovements? :

» Could an gstimate for- underpass construchon be provided in advance of town des:gn
criteria? g ) ]

Sincerely,

limar Sihanovskio, P.Eng.
Director, Public Works

cc.  Siephen Collins, Region of York -
Al Downey, Town of Aurora
Jim Tree, Town of Aurara
Kiaus Wehrenberg

* gaPublic Works\RecordsiTOS Road Design and PlanningiT05-ADM- 153 Pedestrian Underpass St Johnsi2009 08 13 felter fo region
requesting Information.doc ) _ o -
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. Town of Aurora
" Resuest for I
-Leslie $t. EA — Wellmgton Stroet (YR 150 Mulock Drive.[¥.R. 74)

= Above the proposed 750 watermain
"+ - Extensive; gradjrigm& rampmg work will by teqmred

- Option 3: The underpass&e are plac;ed at 10catmns that-are remote fmm ﬁle emsimg
culverts, cither above or below tha propased 750mm wateriain,

) The Town isto. detmnune the details-for the thmenptxmls :

Kiaus Wehrenberg inidicatsd that fie bilioves there 1 isa fourth optlon of raisirig the road pwﬁleta

allow the underpasses: {0.he-placed-over the proposed 750mm watermain and clear existiing

utilities which may curréntly exist at normal degihi of bury.

~ This-option-will requite refocation of all existing wtilities that wﬂl be impacted as welI as
consideratton for future utilithes o
- 1indicated that thef&asﬁadity of thigopition is.considered fow a5 the road: profile has

already been set s part of the Leslie Street EA andmsmgthe road profile will require
. additionat lands with-extensive fil, : .

Rig, : derst: mﬁgmﬁzﬂe cost estimiates for the: unde&passas
" based on no grading: and; rampmg conméerahen, lengths dstermined from future foad widening
{bovlevard stope to boulgvard slope);1.0m. cmrﬁ‘helaw thie toad and for SODDmmx%Oﬁmm
conercie box underpasses.as Bllows:
~Cfosstig 1 — Length =4fii; Estiindte = $I,Z{JGG€!?3
«GresSmgz—I.zngth—Mm Bstitnate=$1,006:000 . '
+Grossing 3 — Length, ==43m,Est1mate $1,000;00% o

A0 Funidtis

_ Im&ieatedmahtmsglertmmmddmgﬁwm@niﬁa&andweagecdtbattheundmpassesaﬁe
mtmqmmdandﬂm Tequest: _
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I indigated fat if ia-possible to addwss your the yequest in the’ ESRby aoting that the isse will
be looked: at iore elosely-atthe detailed design stage and. sityerr ths Tows deeuies oty v they
wish.to-proceed.

riey '; A aémphaiiée with AODA requireinents fox‘ aecmsxbmty; tecreational
idth-of crossings are to be deiamune&byTawa)

Passibleaddition _}aﬁd ;gqaixmmts
As you teguested, 'wﬂlpmmdeﬂiewatemmndmvmgsmdﬁmeestasumaﬁhemﬂvm
works:asprofosed ﬂ:eEA atthe thirée crossings, under sepatat sover. In the meantinis,
plﬂﬂsﬁfﬁﬁﬁ"ﬁl Lanie:at 905:830:4444:x5046 1 you wonl Hhewﬁ;smssmnaedaa&mn&t

Coty 1o Stqlth&:‘ﬁihﬂs Misnsses Enginsering, Yerk Region {by eaei)
i lesnemmmwmmﬂmrwmmt; iy

: e 0% desineid planss
i commwmzﬂm A
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APPENDIX “B”

Transpmn Servibes Bepmmfmt
Rpads Branch

June 29, 2016 .

’Mr THmar Simanovs)
Director, Tnfrasth
Town of Autora
1 Municipal Drive
_ Aurors; Quitddfo”
4Geit -

; P.Eng,
teand Envifonmiertal Serv:ces

Dear M. Simaz mm :

% Requést f5¢ Thyée (3) Undérpasses - LisliE Stybet Environsmontal
) = WellingmnSwﬁet(Ylilﬁi mMulockn. 8 (YR ?4)

THINATY: a?' i msting of Fatis 18,2010, in which wediscussad pretumnary ﬁn&mgs
for theee (3 wnderpasses-on Leshe Street o bg consiftered during the-EA for
_ _l!’mgf&m Strest to Mook Prive. -

6’ Dther ﬁmt')ﬂﬁ
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© . Leshis St. E&—Wellington Street (YR 15) to Mulock Drive (¥.R. 74}

o Gmssmg No. 3 - approxxmaté‘fy 380m figith of S John's Sideroad
. 2400mmx2 1(8mm concrete boxdo’ bem,gla&d witha BQGQmmx;z lﬁﬁmm
_ open bottorn culveit

S0min Watermain is pmposed bythe Regmn on ﬂxsxwas% side of Lestie Street rmssmg
ovierthe three existing calverts: The Watertitaizi will becon striéted from Septerabir 2010
- Yo Beptomiber 2011.

< The mdexpasses arelocated in the Aurora 2C land that-:s curm‘nﬂy at'the prehmmazy
. stage Gf'Secendary Planning,

- 'I;h_er'rﬂwa has shown the teails: arfnear ﬂw underpassiecations-coneeptuslly on,
infniigtonsupplied fo the Region and theseffails ateiptshiawn onthe Region’s .
" Pedestrian and Cycling Master Plan and the: Town ofAuros’s Master Trails Plan.

= m* seslie Street EA from Wellingten StreettoMulscke Diive s in itsfinal stages. The
‘eeitn fiitends fo file the Envmamnental &m&y chept,; SRIby the end of the summer:

%@LQ’-’

P @sede future: Toad conﬁgmaﬁan isa%:59an6 nibat troes 'man with 3.5 -
o8, tummglanes, 1.5mibike pat}as thosides)iand 5:0n bonlevards, This -
anof Leslie Street is shown on-thie Region’s Z010'= 102¥sar Roads Construction

7 ?x:egmm to be:e—consuuuted in 2015.

Cpticy “'"--muudexpassas are plaed and b i F 6t RIS GHlEtS
o “Thisipeans ﬂw;thﬁexmtmgculvetfs st bemw k mdm;ﬂaeed witly

Stantiatly widér s 1o Gui v a4k
A-will hitve to ber md—agpmm&

B I.'Lwe@admgaadmmmngmﬂmiﬁhe
ﬁgé‘etedusezé
"N Kilais Welirenborg dinated 3 i g
'*’fh@i{%ﬂ%ﬂf@dﬂw&emﬁﬁg@u&ﬂmaﬁi s patkof i oxis
.ﬁ' il cronsing sl ot oS

~9
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. Appendix 1 - Project Schedules- APPENDIX “F” Munic{pal Class EA

Description of the Project Cost Limit for Project Approired Under
(Note: The Schedules shall be reviewed inclusively . - Schedule )
to ensure that the correct schedule is selected.)

Pre-Approved
A A+

" §24. *Reconstruction of a water crossing where the reconstructed - 1 NL

facility will be for the same purpose, use, capacity and at the

: o same location.. (Capacity ‘refers to either hydrauhc or road

: _ capacity.} This includes ferry docks. ' B

o 25, Reconstruction of z waler crossing where the reconstructed{ - - <22m |  >22m
facility will not be for the same purpose, use, capacity or at the :
same location. (Capacity refers to either hydraulic or Toad
capacity.} This inclu

s - A ] >22m

27. Construction of new grade separations ) Lo - | <8.7m
: : I |28. Construction of underpasses or overpasses for pedestrian, - - <22m >22m
b recreational or agricultural use
¢ : Construction of new i

roadways .

30. Reconstraction or alteration of a sn-ucture or the grading - - <22 m. >2.2Zm
adjacent to it when the strzcture is over 490 years old, wheye the ’
proposed work w111 alter the basic structural system, overall

eArs ceofthestmcture

31. Construction of noise barriers, i.e. structures such as walls and - .NL - ! -

. berms or a combination of the two - X E
"} 32. New fence installations not associated with another project
. kR Utllzty femoval, modlﬁcaﬁon or relocation for safety or aesthetic]
1. purposes . . .
134. Restoration of a facility mmedlately after a natural disaster,] NL - - -
- provided the facility is for the same purpose, use, capaclty and at ' 1

the same location

Projects planned and approved under Ontarm Regulatlon 586/06 NE - - -
" (sce Section A'2.104 of Municipal Class EA) -

A&

35

B

= - [36. Expansions, improvements and modifications to existing patrol NL - - -
yards and maintenance facilities where no-land acqms:tlon is ’ :
required . - — )
37. Expansions, improvements and modlﬁcations to existlng patml - - <2.2m >2.2m
yards -and maintenance facilities where land acquisition is} *
___required
38. Establish new patrol yards or maintenance facilities . - - )
39. Retirement of existing raads and road related facilities - NL - -
40, Retirement of existing laneways ‘ . ) 1 NE
41. All other road related woiks . . -1 - - <2m

. Any project which would otherwise be subject to this Class EA |
and has fulfilted the requirements outlined in Section A.2.9 of|
this Class EA amnd for which the relevant Planning Act
documents have been approved or have come into effect under
the Planning Act, R.8.0 1990, Chapter P13, as amended.

AADNDAAAAAAMARNRAANAARAARRARRARARARARARANLLLSELEAA

Page 1-6 : o - Qctober 2000, as amended 2007
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APPENDIX *“G”

Excerpt From the Draft Traris Master Plan Related to Grade Separated Crossmgs

5 9.2 Underpasses and Tunnels
" "Often an underpass or tunnel is the only way fo cross significant barriers such as elevated
- raitways and multilane highways. Designing trails through underpasses and tunnels can be
chalienging because of the confined space. Underpasses should be wide enough to
. accommodate all trail users whether they are traveling by foot, bicycle, in-fine skates, wheelchair
: : or other forms of transportation. Where feasible, it is suggested that trail widths through
i underpasses be equal to or greater than that of the approaching trall The followmg are design -
: ‘ o considerations for underpasses or tunnels;
. The mimmum recommended underpass or tunnel width for 2 muli-use {rail is 3.6 m.
- Where the structure exceeds 18 m in length, in high traft' c andlor urban areas the W|dth
i - . should be increased to 4.2 m or greater; _
" » For shorter length underpasses, a vertlcal clearance of 2.5 m is usually suffi crent
recommended,

e For Iongerstructures a'vertical clearance of 3.0 m should be: consrdered If service andfor

emergéncy vehicles are to be accommodated within the underpass, an increase in
_ Vvertical clearance may alse nead to be provided;

» Underpasses and tunnels can be a secutity concem and also present maintenance
challenges. To address these issues, tunnels should be well lit with special consideration
made to security, maintenance and drainage. Approaches and exits should be clear and

-+ . apen to provide .unrestricted views into and beyond the end of the structure wherever

- :possible;. . - . ;

+ . Abuiments should be appropnately painted with hazard markmgs :

« - - Offensive graffiti and debris should also be removed promptly and regularly, and
Ideally, the transition between the trail and underpass crossing should be level and
provide for accessibility. In thie case where an underpass crosses beneath ground-level

-7, Jtrave] ways, ramps should ideally be provided to provide a iransrtxon down to the lower
L. L. gfade upder the passage, with grade or ahgnment changes being taken-up by the actess
-s - - . ramps whérever.pgssible. . _

6 2. 2 Grade Separated Crossings :
" [tis.intended that the proposed grade separated crossings be conslructed at the same time the’
. connecting {rail segment(s). are constructed. However, should an opportunity arise in advance of
+ the timing identified in the master plan, the Town should work with appropriate agencies fo .
. implement the cressing. For example, the Town should work with York Region whern a Regional
- . road ig being upgraded-and. a grade separation has been identified in the master plan as the
preferred method of achieving the crossing. In these cases, the schedule will be dependent on
the Region's schedule for Environmental Assessment and construction. In some locations it
may be possiblg and preferable fo develop an mtenm solution such as a pedestrian activated
signal-or medran refuge island..




Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda item 1
Friday, November 18, 2016 Page 74 of 96

APPEND'X K

4

HELD ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2010 AND ADOPTED AT’
' COUNCIL ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 2010

Vil CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION

6. {ES10-043 — Leslie Street and St. John’s Sidéroad Pedestrian Trail
Crossings

General Committee recommends:
THAT York Region be requested to include a description and identify the
underpasses along St. John's Sideroad and Leslie Street within their current
environmental studies; and
THAT York Region be requested to include funding for this project in their 2011
capital program as the project supports the Regional initiatives of ‘Healthy
Communities’, ‘Walkable Communities’, and ‘Linked Green Spaces’, which are
of regional significance; and
THAT a copy of this report be provided to the York Region Clerk’s Office.

- CARRIED

EXTRACT/CORRESPONDENCE ROUTING INFORMATION

ﬁ Exiernal Correspondence was sent by Council Secretariat: YES I X . ‘ NO |
! External Correspondence to be sent by: )
"ACTION DEPT: CAO Building Corporate Customer & Infrastructure Legal Parks & Planning
. & By-law & Finance Legislative & Environ. Recreation & Dev.
{To Director
& Assistant) X
ACTION STAFF:
(If other than above)
INFO DEPT: CAO Building Corporate Customer & Infrastructure Legal Parks & Planning
. . & By-law ‘& Finance Legislative & Environ. Recreation & Dev.
(To Director
& Assistant) ) .
INFO STAFF: ‘ :
(i other than above)
it

. o ] . Page 1 of 1
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THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF YORK

Transportation Services Committee
February 2, 2011

Report of the
Commissioner of Transportation Services
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REQUEST FOR GRADE-SEPARATED PEDESTRIAN UNDERPASS CROSSINGS OF

LESLIE STREET AND ST. JOHN’S SIDEROAD
TOWN OF AURORA

1. RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that Regional Council:

1. Approve the at-grade pedestrian/cyclist crossings of Leslie Street (Y.R. 12), between
- Wellington Street (Y.R. 15) and Mulock Drive (Y.R. 74), and St. John’s Sideroad
(Y .R. 26), between Bayview Avenue (Y.R. 34) and-Woodbine Avenue (Y.R. 8), as
the preferred alternative for accommodating pedestrian and cyclist movements across

the Regional corridors in this area.

2. Approve the inclusion of the at-grade pedestrian/cyclist crossings on Leslie Street as
the preferred alternative in the Environmental Study Report for the widening of Leslie
Street (Y.R. 12), from Wellington Street (¥.R. 15) to Mulock Drive (Y.R. 74), and in
the detailed design of St John’s Sideroad (Y.R. 26), from Bayview Avenue (Y.R. 34)

to Woodbine Avenue (Y.R. 8).

2. ° PURPOSE

This report provides information to Regional Council related to the Town of Aurora’s
request to construct grade-separated pedestrian underpass crossings of Leslie Street in the

vicinity of St. John’s Sideroad and of St. John’s Sideroad, west of Leslic Street. A

Regional context plan is appended (see Attachment 1),

3. BACKGROUND

- The Town of Aurora has requested York Region fund and build grade-

_separated pedestrian underpasses as part of the Leslie Street and St.

John’s Sideroad projects

In August 2009, the Town of Aurora submitted a letter requesting York Region to

consider including grade-separated pedestrian underpasses in the ongoing Class

Transportation Services Committee
February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses
Leslie Street and St. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Environmental Assessment (EA) for Leslie Street improvements and the ongoing detailed
design project for St. John’s Sideroad improvements.

A grade-separated pedestrian underpass crossing is typically a culvert or bridge structure
constructed below the elevation of the pavement. The structure facilitates pedestrian
movements from one side of the Regional right-of-way to the other without pedestrians
having to walk across the pavement.

The four pedestrian underpasses requested by Town of Aurora are generally located:
* Crossing Leslie Street approximately 260 m north of State Farm Way

¢ Crossing Leslie Street approximately 160-m south of St. John’s Sideroad

s Crossing Leslie Street approximately 380 m north of St. John’s Sideroad
Crossing St. John’s Sideroad approximately 325 m west of Leslie Street

The locations of these crossings are appcndéd to this report (see Attachment 2).

These underpasses are located in 1 the vicinity of the Aurora 2C Lands where municipal
planning is currently at the Secondary Plan stage.

These pedestrian underpass crossings were not identified as being warranted in York
Region’s Pedestrian and Cycling Master Plan (2008) because of the lack of need for the
grade separated crossing and that pedestrian movements could be accommodated at
signalized intersections.

Town of Aurora staff are currently completing a Trail Master Plan project and the
recommended concept is expected to provide justification and more detailed information
regarding the proposed frail network and the requested underpasses. This Trail Master
Plan is planned to be presented to the Council of the Fown of Aurora in 2011, for
consideration.

York Region has three separate infrastructure projects underway in the
vicinity of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

York Region has three separate infrastructure projects, at different phases of delivery, in
the vicinity of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad.

Staff are now completing the Class Environmental Assessment for Leslie
Street improvements between Wellington Sfreet and Mulock Drive

This section of Leslie Street is in the final stages of preparation of a Class EA for the road
improvements. The Environmental Study Report (ESR) is anticipated to be finalized in
the spring 2011. This report will recommend Leslie Street be widened to four lanes with
left and right turn lanes at intersections, and centre left turn lane, where appropriate. The
construction of this work is scheduled to start in 2015 based on the draft 2011 Ten Year
Roads Construction Program.

2 Transportation Services Commiittee
February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses
Leslie Street and St. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Detailed design is also underway for upcoming improvements to St. John's
Sideroad between Bayview Avenue fo Woodbine Avenue

This section of St, John’s Sideroad is currently in the detailed design phase, with this
work approximately 60% complete. The Class EA was completed in August 1999 from
Yonge Street to Woodbine Avenue. The recommended improvements included widening
between Yonge Street and Bayview Avenue and upgrading St. John’s Sideroad to York
Region standards, with left and right turn lanes being added at intersections, between
Bayview Avenue and Woodbine Avenue. The construction of this work is scheduled to
start in 2014 based on the draft 2011 10-Year Roads Construction Program.

Construction of a new Regional watermain along Leslie Street is well
underway

York Region is presently constructing a 750 mm diameter watermain along Leslie Street
from Wellington Street to Mulock Drive. The construction began in September 2010, and
is scheduled for completion in fall 2011.

Consultation with Town of Aurora staff has been ongoing

Discussions with Town of Aurora staff have been ongoeing since September 2009 with
formal responses submitted to Town of Aurora staff on June 28, 2010 and August 30,
2010. The response letters suggested a number of potential underpasses options,
identified other elements that should be considered when determining the appropriate

- underpass concept, and the approximate construction cost of each underpass. ThlS
information is discussed in greater details in the following sections.

At their meeting on September 13, 2010, the Council of the Town of Aurora adopted
General Committee Report No. IES10-043 recommending the underpasses

Senior Regional staff attended the September 13, 2010, meeting of the Council of the
Town of Aurora. During this meeting staff agreed to defer the completion of the Leslie
Street Class EA Study until York Region’s Transportation Services Committee has had
an opportunity to consider the Town of Aurora’s request.

4.  ANALYSIS AND OPTIONS

York Region staff have completed a preliminary assessment of the
pedestrian crossings of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad

As part of the technical work completed on the Leslie Street Class EA and St. John’s
Sideroad detailed design, a preliminary assessment of the options, benefits, impacts,
constructability and costs were undertaken.

Transportafion Services Committee 3
February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses
Leslie Street and S$t. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Three options for grade-separated pedestrian undetrpass crossings were
reviewed and assessed

Three options were reviewed and assessed to prov1de grade-separated pedestrlan
underpasses. These options are:

Option I - Combmmg the requested pedestrian underpass structures with already p]anned
watercourse crossing structures,

Option 2 - Providing separate structures for the pedestrian underpasses, at the preferred
crossing locations, at the elevation of the valley floor

Option 3 — Providing separate structures for the pedestrian underpasses, at the preferred
crossing locations, at an elevation just below the pavement surface

in addition, two other options for accommodating pedestrian movements in
this area were considered

Two additional options were reviewed and assessed to accommodate pedestrian
movements in this area. These optlons are:

Option 4 — Providing grade-separated pedestrian overpass crossings. These crossing
would be bridge structures over top of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad.

Option 5 - Providing at—grade pedestrian crossings, at the preferred Iocations; completed
with separate pedestrian activated signal system,

On bélance, the benefits associated with Option 1 through Option 4 are
relatively equal

The benefits associated with the grade-separated options, Option 1 through Option 4, are

relatively equal. The comimon benefits of theses options are:

+ Grade separated options do not require pedestrians to cross the pavement,

» They may be perceived as minimizing pedestrian delays or effort of walking up and
down between the elevations of the trail and the roadway, therefore encouraging more
peopie to consider active forms of travel thereby reducing vehicle travel.

« Promote Regional initiatives of providing healthy and walkable communities, and
linking green spaces.

Option 1 and Option 2 have the additional benefit of maintaining the connection for
pedestrians between the trail system and the natural environment during the crossing of

* the Regional right-of~way. That is, pedestrians do not need to leave the natural
environment area io cross the Regional right-of-way. They will continue through the
right-of-way along the valley floor. '

4 Transporiation Services Committee
February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses’
Leslie Street and St. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Option 5 does provide many of the same benefits as Options 1 through 4

Option 5 does provide many of the same benefits as Option 1 through Option 4. That is
Opticn 5 promotes the Regional initiatives of healthy and walkable communities, it
provides a location specific link between the green spaces on opposite sides of the
roadway.

“In addition, an at-grade crossing is significantly less expensive to implement and
" maintain, therefore increasing the ability of the Reglon to plan, fund, construct and
operate such an option.

The incremental impacts of the Options have been assessed

The incremental impacts resulting from each of the options have been assessed at a very
preliminary level of detail. These impacts are presented in Table 1.

Transportation Services Committee : o 5
February 2, 2011 i
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses
Leslie Sfreet and S$t. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Table 1
Incremental Impacts of Options

Option Description Incremental Environmental Effects

1 * Combine + Significant grading and vegetation removal
- underpass « Significant long-term operational, maintenance and
crossings with future replacement costs
watercourse « Significant pedestrian safety and security concerns
culverts through a long tunnel (60-80 metres) structures

» Must be constructed as part of road improvements
+ Extremely high capital cost (over $1M per crossing)

2 Separate + Significant grading and vegetation removal High High
underpass + Significant long-term operational, maintenance and
crossings at future replacement costs
the Valley + Significant pedestrian safety and security concerns

floor elevation  through a long tunnel (60-80 metres) structures
« Significant constructability issues if not constructed as
part of the road improvements
« Extremely high capital cost (over $1M per crossing)

3 Separate » Moderate grading and vegetation removal Medium Medium
undel:pass‘ « Significant long-term operational, maintenance and
Crossmgs just future replacement costs
below the » Pedestrian safety and security concemns through a
clevation of tunnel (40-60 metres) structures

the pavement o Moderate constructability issues if not constructed as
part of the road improvements
 High capital cost (over $IM per crossing):

4 Overpass * Significant grading and vegetation removal required in ~ High High
crossings order to construct the approach ramps - to meet AODA

standard these ramps will be at keast 80 metres long and
would be required at both ends of each structure

+ Additionat property required to accommodate structure
supports and approach ramps

+ Poor aesthetics and integration between overpass
structures and surrounding natural and built
environments

» Significant long-term operational, maintenance and
future replacement costs

 Significant difference in grade for pedestrians between
the trail and overpass elevations

« Moderate constructability issues if not constructed as
part of the road improvements

» Extremely high capital cost {over $1M per crossing)

5 At-grade » Difference in grade for pedestrians between trail and Low Low
crossings pavement elevations .
+ Low long-term operations, maintenance and future
replacement costs
+ Moderate capital cost {($100K-$200K per crossing)

6 S . ’ Transportation Services Committee
February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses -
Leslie Street and St. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Building grade-separated crossings (underpass cor overpass) as part of the
initial road construction would be easier than retrofitting these later

The construction of the watercourse crossing structures pose significant constructability
challenges, including the length, depth relative to the roadway elevation, significant
excavation requirement and traffic management during construction. Therefore, in light
of these challenges, the incremental issues associated with incorporating the pedestrian
crossings during construction of the road improvements are minor.

The risks of constructing in the vicinity of York Region’s 750 mm watermain would
necessitate significant protection measures.

The incremental challenges associated with building the grade-separated pedestrian
crossings following York Region’s road improvement projects are significant. These will
include access, traffic control on a wider and busier roadway, restoration, etc.

While Option 3 is the preferred grade-separated alternétive a preliminary
estimate of the initial capital construction cost for it, is apprommate!y
$4.4M

From the grade-separated options, Option 3 is preferred. This option has similar benefits
to the other grade-separated options; however, the incrémental environmental effects,
relative impacts and relative costs are the lowest, of the grade-separated options,

As part of the technical analysis a preliminary estimate of the initial capital costs of the
preferred grade-separated option, Option 3, concurrently with the road improvements is
approximatety $4.4M of which, $3.2M is for the crossings of Leslie Street and $1.2M is
for the crossing of St. John’s Sideroad.

This represents the initial capital costs of constructing the structures and does not include
the ancillary work of building the trail system, lighting and security measures, special
requirements, if any, to satisfy Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA)
requirements, etc. Further, in order to fully understand the total lifecycle costs of these
grade-separated pedestrian crossings, a fulsome review of the long-term operation and
maintenance costs should be undertaken.

It must be noted that the Region has not included the extremely high capital costs of such
crossings in the 10-Year Roads Construction Program. In light of the greater
environmental impacts, these options are not considered to form part of the teehmeaily-
preferred solution to be advanced through the Region Class EA submission. Furthermore,

it is suggested that Regional funding options not be cons1dered further in the absence of a
_comprehensive policy review, :

Transportation Services Committee , . 7
February 2, 2011 . .
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Request for Pedestrian Underpasses
Leslie Street and St. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

Overall Option 5, is the preferred alternative for accommodating pedestrian
movements and trail use in the vicinity of Leslie Street and St John’s Road
because it achieves the same benefit for pedestrians and cyclists and is
significantly less expensive

When considering the overall balance of impacts and benefits, Option 5 is the preferred
alternative. There are Regional benefits of providing at-grade pedestrian crossings
separate from the signalized intersections, as noted above. On a balance of impacts, the
at-grade crossings are significantly less impact than any of the grade-separated crossings
and could be accommodated within the Region’s 10-Year Roads Construction Program in
the future.

Further, Option 5 does have significant additional benefits over the grade-separated

options, some of which include:

e Limited incremental impacts from a natural environment perspective. _

» Removes the safety and security concerns with directing trail users to a tunnel
structure. :

¢ Provides better connectlwty between the proposed on-road bike lanes on Leslie Street
and St. John’s Sideroad and the perpendicular trail system.

¢ Nominal incremental capital costs and operation and maintenance costs.

» Potential for York Region to fund both the capltal construction and operatlon and
maintenance costs of at-grade pedestrian crossings,

» Nominal incremental cost of constructing the at-grade crossings as a retrofit
following the road improvements.

Regional staff are now moving forward to submit the Class EA for the
Leslie Street improvements with the at-grade crossings forming part of the
technically-preferred solution and completing the St. John’s Sideroad
detailed design improvements including as at-grade crossing

As part of the technically-preferred solution for Leslie Street, at-grade pedestrian
crossings will be included in the final Environmental Study Report (ESR). The ESR will
document the need and justification for the pedestrian crossings and will include an
analysis of the options considered and the final recommendation.

As part of the St. John’s Sideroad detailed design project, Regional staff will incorporate
at-grade pedestrian crossing to accommodate future pedestrian movements in the area.

8 . Transportation Services Committee
' February 2, 2011
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Request for Pedestrian Underp:
Leslie Street and S$t. John Sideroad, Town of Aurora

5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The capital construction cost of four at-grade pedestrian crossings has
been estimated to be approximately $300K

The estimated initial capital costs of constructing four at-grade pedestrian crossings in the
vicinity of Leslie Street and St. John’s Sideroad is approximately $300K; the timing of
the expenditure is unknown because it is dependant on the construction of the trail system
planned by the Town of Aurora.

6. LCCAL MUNICIPAL IMPACT

The Town of Aurora will benefit from having a connected trail system between the
residential land uses west of Leslie Street with the employment land uses east of Leslie
Street. Providing safe and efficient means for pedestrians and trail users to cross the
Regional Roadways while using the trails will provide benefit not only to the Town of
Aurora but also York Region.

7. CONCLUSION
Based on their safe and secure accommodation of pedestrians and cyclists and their low
cost, at grade crossings are the preferred solution for trail-user crossings of the Regional
roadways and will be documented in the Environmental Study Report for York Region’s
Class EA for Leslie Street from Wellington Street to Mulock Drive.
For more information on this report, please contact Mr. Paul Jankowski, General

Manager, Roads at Ext. 5901.

Recommended by: Approved for Submission:

Kathleen Llewellyn-Thomas, P. Eng. Bruce Macgregor
Commissioner of Transportation Services  Chief Administrative Officer

January 24, 2011

Attachments - 2
: EC/sc(mh

Transportation Services Committee . - . 9
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 Pedestriant Crossing 2 z
160m Sauth of St Johin's Sdrd §

1 ?t-;déh’ién Grossin 4
325m West of Leslie St

"PEDESTRIAN UNDERPASSES R e

188 b ! Mnmopaity of Yadk DEL Jond
STJOHN"S SIDEROAD from Bayview Ave to Leshe St AR B i, T ot
LESLIE ST from Wellinglon Street to North of St John's Sideroad
TOWN OF AURORA

20 125 0 250 Meters i

RGADS BRANCH - CAPITAL DELIVERY
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Clarke,_Ann

Subject: FW: Leslie St EA - Pedestrian Tunnel Costr Estimaté

From: Chiu, Edward [mailto:Edward.Chiu@york.ca]

Sent: October 20, 2011 3:37 PM ’

To: Simanovskis, Ilmar ) .

.Subject: FW: Leslie St EA - Pedestrian Tunnel Cost Estimate

- Good afternoon limar,

- F understand that you are locking for the estimate that was used for the pedestrian crossings on Leslie
Street.

Please find the estimate provided by GENIVAR for your use. You will note that this cost is significantly
higher than what was provided in our Council Report {$8M versus $3.2M).

“That is because the cost identified in the Council Report is located approximately 1 m below the road
elevation versus what the Town was suggested (ie., at the same elevation as the watercourse crossing).
As the elevation of the underpasses is further below the road grade, the cost of the underpasses will
increase due to the required length of the crossing.

Hopefully this information can be of use to you.

Edward Chiu, P.Eng.

Sr. Project Manager

Capital Delivery - Roads
Transportation Services

The Regional Municipality of York
90 Bales Dr. E.

East Gwillimbury, Ont. LOG 1V0

P# 905-830-4444 x5908

F# 905-836-4590

email: edward.chiu@yerk.ca

From: Tony Fares [mailto:Tony.Fares@genivar.com]

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 2:08 PM

To: Chiu, Edward '

Cc: Vivian Mak; Carf Woodman

‘Subject: RE: Leslie St EA - Pedestrian Tunnel Cost Estimate

Hi Ed,
Ycu may assume that the design fee is 8-10% of construction cost (say $ 800,000).

This will include the electrical and Foundation design fees.
EA study would be a separate fee (Say $100,000).

i Regards

10/25/2011
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=1 GENIVAR

Tony Fares, P.Eng. | Structural Engineer
GENIVAR | Consiructive people

221-39 Robertson Rd, Ottawa, ON, K2H 8R2
Tel # 613-828 4445, Fax # 613-828 4077

WWW. genivar.com

é Please consider the environment before printing this message.

From: Tony Fares [mailto:Tony.Fares@genivar.com]

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 1:16 PM

To: Chiu, Edward

Cc: Vivian Mak; Carl Woodman

Subject: RE: Leslie St EA - Pedestrian Tunnel Cost Estimate:

Hi Ed,

Here below the cost estimate (class D) for 3 pedestrian tunnels:

e Geo. Tech investigation: 0.15M.
¢  Traffic Control: 2.50 M.
e  Protection system: 0.750 M.
» Environmental protection 0.25 M.
¢ Excavation (7500m3x $20) 0.15 M.
e  Granular B (16000t x $15) 024 M.

- ¢ Concrete & Rebar (650m3 x $2500) 1.63 M.
e Lighting ' 0.20 M.
L]

Misc. ' 0.50 M
: Total  6.37 M x 25% (contingency)}=8 M

Tony Fares, P.Eng. | Structural Engineer
GENIVAR | Constructive people

© 221-39 Robertson Rd, Ottawa, ON, K2H 8R2
Tel # 613-828 4445, Fax # 613-828 4077

WWW. SERIVAr.com

é Please consider the envirorment before printing this message.

10/25/2011
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APPENDIX “G?

Council Attachment 1

8
wuuacel Approved Y N
CAO Approved: Y N

POLICY STATEMENT:

This policy allows York Region to provide up to 50% funding to local municipalities and
stakeholder groups for qualifying pedestrian and cycling infrastructure that support a regional
scale network.

APPLICATION:

By approving a fixed budget each year and by providing an evaluation strategy for qualifying
and ranking applications, this policy shall be used to provide funding to local municipalities and
stakeholder groups for the qualifying pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this policy is to allow York Region to participate in the construction of qualifying
local municipal and stakeholder group pedestrian and cycling infrastructure that serve a regional
context. The application process can be found in the Program guidelines in Appendix A.

DEFINITIONS:

Pedestrian-and Cycling Municipal Partnership Policy — York Region’s technical guideline for
the evaluation of pedestrian and cycling infrastructure applications from the local municipalities
and stakeholder groups for York Region funding contribution.

DESCRIPTION:

Firstly, on a yearly basis York Region will approve a fixed amount of funding to be provided for
Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership projects.

In a typical scenario, local municipality and/or stakeholder group will complete a design study
for the proposed project. The municipality and/or stakeholder group must commit a minimum of
50% of the funding, but will be seeking financial assistance for the initiative.

The local municipality and/or stakeholder group prepares an application to York Region’s

‘Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program’ and submits the application by the
established deadline.

Page 1 of 7
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Municipal Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership Policy : Approval Date

Upon receipt of the pedestrian and cycling partnership application, the York Region Pedestrian
and Cycling Review Team evaluates each application to determine the level of Regional funding
contribution in accordance with criteria outlined in the Municipal Partnership guidelines and
recommends qualifying applications for funding to Regional Council.

Any unallocated funds from the Municipal Partnerhip Program will be carried forWard year to
year. :

RESPONSIBILITIES:

The Pedestrian and Cycling Review Team will be created in order to take on the role of
reviewing and scoring all applications. The team will be made up of the following personnel:
Manager, Transportation Planning

Cycling Program Coordinator

Director, Roads Capital Delivery

Manager Service Planning, Transit

Manager, Long Range Planning

Manager, Health Department

The team may also include representatives for the affected local municipalities as needed.

REFERENCE:
Draft Approval (Regional Council Report #, Clause #, DATE)

CONTACT:

Director, Infrastructure Planning — Planning and Development Services Departmeént

APPROVAL INFORMATION

CAO Approval Date:

Committee: Clause: Report No:
Council Approval: Minute No. Page: Date:

Page 2 of 7
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Municipal Pedestrian and Cycling Partnership Policy Approval Date

Appendix A of Attachment 1

Pedestrian and Cycling Municipal Partnership Program
Gmdelmes

i »m-‘ WWHITC‘HT SRCH-STOUFFVILLE

1. Background: .

The purpose of the Pedestrian and Cyc[lng Mounicipal Partnerships Program is to encourage walkmg and
cycling by accelerating the development of pedestrian and cycling infrastructure throughout York Region.
Walking and Cycling for transportation purposes (work, school and errands) reduces the number of trips
made by motor vehicles and contributes to the reduction of traffic and green house gas (GHG) emissions,
thereby improving the quality of life for York Region residents.

2. Funding:

This capital cost-sharing program is adm1mstered and funded by the York Region. The Region will
contribute up to 50% of the construction cost of a project under this program. The partnership program is
funded in the amount of $500,000 per year and will be based on approved submissions for a particular
budget year. The amount of project funding will be based on the policy adopted by Council. No approval
will be granted for work already done, as the intent of the Program is to expand municipal pedestrian and
cycling infrastructure. If a third party, including another agency, is contributing to a project, that
contribution must be deducted from the project’s total eligible cost and the Program share calculated on
the balance.

Projects approved under the Program must adhere to the design and route submitted to receive funding.
Changes proposed after a contribution agreement is signed must be approved by the Region prior to
construction, although approval is not guaranteed.

Any unallocated funds from the Municipal Partnerhip Program will be carried forward year to
year.

© 3. Eligible Projects:
The Region will only provide financial assistance for infrastructure which forms part of a
network plan prepared and adopted by a municipality and/or agency {i.e. Conservation authorities, trail
associations, etc.}.

Plans that have been adopted by a local government, or which will be incorporated info the next update of
the official community plan, will be accepted as a network plan.

Page 3 of 7
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In order for a project to be eligible, design work and public consultation must be completed prior to
application, with the project “shelf ready” for constraction.

Eligible projects include those that encourage commuter walking and cyclmg through the development of
infrastructure that supports a Regional scale network.

The following criteria must all be met in order for the proposed project to be considered for partnership
funding. The project must:

¢ Support a Regional scale network.

Support the objectives and policies of the Region.

Be supported by a resolution of local council.

Accompanied by a design study.

Accompanied by a commitment from the local municipalities and/agency for:

* 50% or more of the capital cost of construction.

+ All maintenance and rehabilitation responsibilities.

e & ° &

4. Eligible Costs:

The Partnership Program will assist local municipalities and key stakeholder groups in expanding their
network by funding up to 50% of eligible capital work. The Program share is calculated from the total
capital cost of the project net of all third party contributions.

Regional staff will evaluate each project on the basis of the identified technical criteria to determine the
percentage of Program funding. A list of recommended projects would then be presented to Regional
Council for approval.

Eligible proposals-include, but are not limited to, projects that:

*  Are supportive of commuter walking or cycling.

e Are on-road or off-road facilities for public use under the jurisdiction of local municipalities,
conservation authorities or other stakeholders that serve a Regional context.

Provide linkages to multi-modal facilities.

Help reduce traffic congestion on a Regional road.

Connect neighbouring municipalities.

Remove barriers (e.g. crossing of a Regional road) and enhances the overall experience of the user.
Are part of an adopted network plan.

Provide a safe walking/cycling environment.

Are for public use.

Are new projects.

Are ready for construction.

' Non-eligible proposals include, but are not limited to, projects that:
» Emphasize localized recreational cycling/walking.
* Already have full funding commitment from other sources.

Typical eligible items are labour and material costs for:
» Pavement Material

e Signage

e Safety Barriers

+ Hard Landscaping

Page 4 of 7
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Lighting (as per Regional policy)
Bridge Structures

Utility Relocation

Traffic Control

Project Management.

- Project elements not eligible for Regional funding include:

Property acquisition

Administration / overhead

Design and planning

Landscaping

Maintenance works

New curb & gutter (unless necessitated by project design)

New sidewalks (unless necessitated by project design})

Interlocking pavers

End of trip facilities that are not part of the construction project (i.e. bike racks, lockers, etc.).

3. Project Selection:

Proposals are selected using a priority ranking system to determine which applications best

meet the Program’s goal of encouraging commuter walking and cycling, reducing traffic congestion and
that support a Regional context. Each application is given a score and in cases where funding is not
available for all applications submitted in a budget year, the applications scoring the highest would be
recommended for the upcoming year’s funding.

The higher the leveraging of Program funding, the higher will be the priority ranking in the selection
process. Hence, projects requiring more proportional share of Program funding will be given a sliding
score in the priority ranking in the selection process.

Funding for projects is awarded based on the following:
Number of Regional objectives met '

Cost effectiveness :

Scale/overall plan and phasing

Safety

Potential usage

Construction timing

Connections/linkages

Remove barriers

Attractiveness of the project.

6. Application Package:
Applications submitted under the MPP must include the following materials:

+ Rationale for the route and the long term goals and objectives of the project (see Project Description
on the application form)
Network plan
Fully completed application form including:
- Evidence that public consultation is complete and that issues have been addressed
- Copies of ail necessary permits .
- Cost estimates and listing of works to be undertaken

Page Sof 7
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- Regional approval , if applicable

¢ Detailed description of design and works to be completed.
- A typical cross-section drawing
- Detailed design drawings.

»  Warrants for traffic signals - the following information (stamped by a P. Eng. or certified by the
municipal clerk that the information is correct) must be attached for the main and cross street where
each signal is proposed:

- Traffic signal warrant sheet
- Pedestrian signal warrant sheet

e  Map detailing the following:
~  Existing network and proposed routes
- Existing road network
- Location of trip generators such as town centres, recreation facilities and schools
- Municipal boundaries and portions of neighouring municipalities

» Additional material may include:

- Letter(s) of endorsement from local pedestrian and cycling groups, schools, major employers, etc.
- Colour photographs of the project site

7. Submission Deadline:

Local municipalities and stakeholders must make an application for Program funding via the Pedestrian
and Cycling Municipal Partnership application form. For 2007 and 2008 funding allocation, inferested
parties must submit an application by August 1, 2007 for projects to be considered for the 2007 and 2008
construction seasons.

As a standard procedure starting in 2008 for budget allocation for 2009 and beyond, interested partners
must adhere to the following timelines to qualify for Regional funding contribution.

March 31 Receipt of Qualified Proposal and Draft Cost Estimate
The submission of an application is required by March 31 of each year where the application will be
screened for eligibility.

September 01 Finalized Design and Cost Estimate
By September 1% of the same year, applicants will be required to submit a complete design study for
Regional review as well as a detailed cost breakdown of the project.

November 01 Budget Submission

As per the submitted and agreed upon project cost estimate, budget submissions for the successful
applications for cach year will be forwarded to Council recommending the Region’s contribution to the
projects for approval.

January / February Budget Approved - Funds Available

When the Regional Roads Capital Budget is approved, Program funding will then be committed for the
construction works associated with the successful applications.

Page 6 of 7
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Please send application packages, or direct questions to:

Rosa Ruffolo

TDM Coordinator

Planning and Development Services Department
Regional Municipality of York

17250 Yonge Street

Newmarket, Ontario

L3Y 6Z1

Rosa.Ruffolo@york.ca
Phone:1-877-464-9675x5061

Fax: 905-895-0191

Page 7 of 7
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Extract from

T

D Council Meeting of
AURORA Tuesday, October 11, 2016

7. Adoption of Items Not Requiring Separate Discussion

Items 1 (with the exception of sub-items 3 and 11) and 2 were identified as items not requiring
separate discussion.

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That the following recommendations with respect to the matters listed as “Iltems Not
Requiring Separate Discussion” be adopted as submitted to Council and staff be
authorized to take all necessary action required to give effect to same:

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 4, 2016

That the General Committee meeting report of October 4, 2016, be received and the
following recommendations carried by the Committee be approved:

(14) Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes of September
16, 2016

1. That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of
September 16, 2016, be received; and

1. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Atkinson Park Trail Extension to St. John’s Sideroad

1. That staff be directed to investigate the cost of the proposed
Atkinson Park trail extension, consult with Lake Simcoe Region
Conservation Authority and York Region, and report back to the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee for consideration.

2. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Lake to Lake Trail Update

1. That the draft plan of the proposed Lake to Lake Cycling Route and
Walking Trail be publicly communicated.

Carried

Page 1 of 1
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