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Confirmation of Levels of Service for Winter
Maintenance of Bikeways, Windrow Opening, Sidewalks
and AODA Compliance

Date: March 17, 2014
To: Public Works and Infrastructure Committee
From: General Manager, Transportation Services

Wards: All Wards

Reference

| P:\2014\Cluster B\TRA\Scarborough District\pw1427.doc
Number:

SUMMARY

The purpose of this report is to provide further information on winter maintenance levels
of service following the report provided to Public Works and Infrastructure Committee
on November 20, 2013 entitled, "Confirmation of Levels of Service for Roadway and
Roadside Winter Maintenance Services".

The report proposes the creation of levels of service for winter maintenance on cycling
facilities, the addition of specified streets to the mechanical driveway windrow opening
and sidewalk clearing programs, and changes to the Snow and Ice Removal By-law that
will enhance winter maintenance for people with disabilities in compliance with the
Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA).
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Transportation Services Division recommends that:

1. City Council confirm the proposed levels of service beginning in the 2015/16
winter season for winter maintenance of cycling facilities, including priority
routes with appropriate signage, at a cost of approximately $650,000 per season
(based on the current cycling network) as outlined in Appendix 1 and Appendix 2.

2. City Council confirm the expansion of the driveway windrow opening program
beginning in the 2015/16 winter season at a cost of approximately $50,000 per
season to those streets listed in Appendix 3.

3. City Council confirm the expansion of the sidewalk clearing program beginning
in the 2015/16 winter season at a cost of approximately $50,000 per season to
those streets listed in Appendix 5.

4. City Council direct staff to make the necessary changes to Chapter 719 of the
Toronto Municipal Code, Snow and Ice Removal, to require adjacent property
owners to clear sidewalks of snow and ice to a minimum width of 1.2 metres
wherever the City of Toronto has not undertaken to clear the snow and ice.

Financial Impact

Approval of the recommendations of this report will result in additional Transportation
Services' operating costs of approximately $750,000 for winter maintenance beginning in
the 2015/16 winter season, which is the commencement of the next term of winter
contracts.

The increase in winter maintenance costs for the 2015/16 winter will arise from proposed
winter maintenance in bike lanes that would cost approximately $650,000 based on the
existing network of cycling facilities, the expansion of the driveway windrow clearing
program with an anticipated cost of $50,000 and the expansion of the mechanical
sidewalk clearing program that will also cost approximately $50,000.

Additional operating funding for these requirements will be considered as part of the
2015 Budget process.

The Deputy City Manager and Chief Financial Officer has reviewed this report and
concurs with the financial impact information.
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DECISION HISTORY

At it's meeting of December 16, 17 and 18, 2013, City Council adopted the report on
Confirmation of Levels of Service for Roadway and Roadside Winter Maintenance
Services which can be found at:

http://app.toronto.ca/tmmis/viewAgendaltemHistory.do?item=2013.PW27.15

Of relevance to this report, City Council requested the General Manager, Transportation
Services to report back on the following items:

1.

City Council request, in an effort to promote winter cycling, that the General
Manager, Transportation Services, report to the Public Works and
Infrastructure Committee on the creation of a network of snow routes for
Toronto's bikeway that receives priority clearing and that this report
recommend what changes, if any, should be made to route signage.

City Council request the General Manager, Transportation Services, to review
the streets in any Ward currently not receiving windrow clearing and/or
sidewalk clearing, and to report to a future meeting of the Public Works and
Infrastructure Committee on which streets can be added to the Request for
Proposal for 2015 and future contracts.

City Council, in an effort to comply with the Accessibility for Ontarians with
Disabilities Act (AODA), request the General Manager, Transportation
Services, to report to the Public Works and Infrastructure Committee on the
areas of the City that do not meet the criteria for mechanical sidewalk snow
clearing and to submit recommendations for sidewalk snow clearing using
other means to ensure accessibility guidelines are maintained throughout the
year.

City Council request the General Manager, Transportation Services to
examine the feasibility and cost of prioritizing clearing the Toronto Transit
Commission Accessible Drop-off spaces for the 2015 contract.

ISSUE BACKGROUND

Transportation Services provides a full suite of winter maintenance services including
roadway de-icing, roadway ploughing, driveway windrow opening, cycle track clearing,
Martin Goodman Trail clearing, sidewalk clearing, bus stop clearing, senior's sidewalk
clearing, and snow removal, including laneway frontages. Where mechanically possible,
these services are delivered consistently and equitably to all areas of the city.
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COMMENTS

Creation of Winter Bike Routes with Priority Clearance

There are currently no Council-approved levels of service specifically for winter
maintenance of bike lanes, although the operational objective is to achieve a width of 1.0
metres within 48-72hrs of a snow event. Generally, bike lanes are salted and plowed
using the same application rate for salt and the same threshold for plowing as the adjacent
general purpose lane. The proposed winter levels of service for bike lanes are included as
Appendix 1 and would cost approximately $650,000 per season based on the current
cycling network.

The majority of bike lanes are located on arterial roads. The level of service for winter
maintenance on an arterial road is to achieve a bare pavement condition following salting
and plowing. It is difficult to achieve a bare pavement level of service on a bike lane
solely through salting and plowing, as bike lanes do not receive the same benefit from the
motor vehicle traffic as general purpose lanes would. The achievement of bare pavement
on a bike lane of sufficient width can be enhanced through the removal of the windrow
created by the snow plow. However, there are logistical challenges associated with the
physical removal of snow in bike lanes where the bike lanes exist in between a parking
lane and a general purpose lane. In the downtown core, it is difficult to coordinate the
removal of parked cars that is required to facilitate snow removal on the arterial roads
where the majority of bike lanes are located.

The cost to remove snow on the approximately 220km (and increasing) of existing on-
street bike lanes could be up to $3,000,000 per winter season. Based on ridership data,
staff was able to identify key north-south and east-west corridors used by cyclists with
24-hour cycling volumes exceeding 2000 bicycles. These were identified as high-volume
routes and would be the potential candidates for winter bike routes because of their
demand. As identified in Appendix 2, these winter bike routes would be appropriately
signed as such and identified in City-produced cycling literature and on the
Transportation Services web site. Determination of the most appropriate signage to be
used will be made by Transportation Services staff in consultation with external
stakeholders.

Staff is proposing to maintain the priority bike network during the winter period through
a combination of more aggressive salting, plowing and snow removal. Given the range
of bicycle infrastructure in the downtown core, there is no ‘one size fits all' solution. Pilot
projects may be undertaken to find the most suitable approach for unique locations. All
downtown on-street bike lanes would be salted to a higher frequency than adjacent
arterial roads. When necessary, they would alsobe plowed using a 'slusher' blade. This
will agitate the snow to break the bond between it and the pavement making it more
vulnerable to salt. In the priority lanes, snow would be removed to achieve bare pavement
conditions where possible and in the absence of parking. This would occur under
cumulative Storm Type 2 or greater conditions (5 — 15cm), and in the absence of any
significant freeze/thaw cycles that would reduce the size of the windrow.
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Review of Streets Currently Not Receiving Windrow Opening

The existing criteria for the driveway windrow opening program in the amalgamated City
of Toronto was introduced in 1999. At the time, staff determined which streets would
receive the service based on Council-approved criteria. The program is provided
primarily in the Etobicoke-York, North York, and Scarborough Districts. Generally,
driveway windrow opening is not provided in the Toronto and East York District.

Transportation Services staff in each district have reassessed those areas that have
traditionally not received the driveway windrow opening program. In order to be eligible
to receive the service the street must satisfy the following criteria:

1. No overnight parking on the street.

2. No monolithic sidewalk (sidewalk cannot be adjacent to street) in
combination with on-street parking.

3. Street must be greater than 8m in width (to allow for on-street snow
storage at narrow lots or where there is monolithic sidewalk).

4. Lot width cannot be less than 12m (to allow space to deposit the snow).

No obstructions such as utility poles, planters, retaining walls,
immediately adjacent to or within the sidewalk that would create
significant potential for damage or an operating safety concern for the
equipment operator or the public.

6. Street must be part of a contiguous area where the service can be
delivered.

7. Service will not be provided wherever the municipal address fronts onto a
laneway.

After reviewing streets not currently receiving windrow opening service, staff is
recommending the addition of approximately 17 curb kilometres of streets to the
driveway windrow program at a cost of approximately $50,000. The proposed streets to
be added to the driveway windrow program are listed in Appendix 3 and shown in map
format in Appendices 4 through 6.

Review of Streets Currently Not Receiving Mechanical Sidewalk
Clearing

The existing criteria for mechanical sidewalk clearing in the amalgamated City of
Toronto was introduced in 2001. At the time, staff determined which streets would
receive the service based on Council-approved criteria. The program is provided
primarily in the Etobicoke-York, North York, and Scarborough Districts. Generally,
local road mechanical sidewalk clearing is not provided in the Toronto and East York
District.
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Transportation Services Staff in each District have reassessed those areas that have
traditionally not received the mechanical sidewalk clearing program. In order to be
eligible to receive the service the street must satisfy the following criteria:

1. No monolithic sidewalk (sidewalk cannot be adjacent to street) in combination
with on-street parking

2. Street must be greater than 8m in width (to allow for on-street snow storage)
Sidewalk must be greater than 1.5m in width.

4. No obstructions such as utility poles, planters, retaining walls immediately
adjacent to or within the sidewalk that would create significant potential for
damage or an operating safety concern for the equipment operator or the
public.

5. Street must be part of a contiguous area where the service can be delivered.

6. Service will not be provided wherever the municipal address fronts onto a
laneway.

Staff is recommending the addition of approximately 11 linear kilometres of sidewalk to
the mechanical sidewalk clearing program at a cost of approximately $50,000. The
proposed streets to be added to the mechanical sidewalk clearing program are listed in
Appendix 7 and shown in map format in Appendices 8 through 12.

Mechanical Sidewalk Clearing and the Accessibility for Ontarians
with Disabilities Act (AODA)

The City of Toronto is in compliance with the Accessibility for Ontarians with
Disabilities Act (AODA) as it applies to winter maintenance of sidewalks. The Act
requires that municipalities have multi-year accessibility plans that contain procedures
and policies about maintenance of public infrastructure and public spaces such as
sidewalks. Specifically, the Act requires the prompt clearing of snow along accessible
routes intended for winter use, including sidewalks, pathways and trails.

The AODA does not require municipalities to clear all sidewalks of snow, nor does it
state a minimum width to which sidewalks should be cleared. As stated above, it does
require that municipalities have a plan. The City of Toronto has a plan for winter
maintenance on sidewalks. Presently, the level of service is to clear sidewalks at 8cm of
snow accumulation in December & March and 5¢cm of snow accumulation in January &
February. Generally, Transportation Services clears all sidewalks of snow wherever it is
mechanically possible. Commencing in December, 2015, all high pedestrian volume
sidewalks will be cleared at 2cm of snow accumulation throughout the winter season
where mechanically possible.

The clearing of snow and ice from City sidewalks where the City does not provide
sidewalk snow clearing service is regulated by, and enforced through, Municipal Code
Chapter 719, Snow and Ice Removal. This Chapter indicates that it is the responsibility
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of every owner or occupant to clear his/her sidewalk abutting his/her property within
twelve (12) hours after any snowfall and to maintain them in a clear state thereafter,
wherever the City does not do so mechanically. The Chapter further prohibits the
clearing of snow from private property and depositing onto the public roadway, sidewalk
or lane. If there is no compliance with the provisions of the Municipal Code, the City has
the authority to clear the sidewalks and to add the resulting costs of this work to the
Realty Tax bill of the property.

In addition, owners/occupants who fail to clear snow or ice from sidewalks abutting their
properties may be subject to a fine of $100.00 plus a $25.00 victim surcharge. Moving
snow or ice from private property to public property may be subject to a fine of $295.00
plus a $65.00 victim surcharge.

In addition, for seniors and disabled persons, in those areas of the City where mechanical
sidewalk clearing is not feasible, Transportation Services provides sidewalk snow
clearing services to residents and/or tenants of one or two family dwellings where:

1. Residents/tenants are 65 years of age or older and where there are no members of the
same household under 65 years of age; or

2. Residents/tenants are 65 years of age or older and where a member of the same
household under 65 years of age is determined by a physician to be disabled; or

3. Residents/tenants are under 65 years of age and are determined by a physician to be
incapable of removing snow from the sidewalks adjacent to their home without
endangering their health, without an able-bodied member of the same household
under 65 years of age residing on the premises.

For this service, an application form must be completed annually and signed by the
requesting person. In the case of applicants with temporary or permanent physical
disabilities, a doctor’s certificate confirming their inability to clear snow is required.
Sidewalks for approximately 5900 seniors and disabled residents are cleared of snow and
ice using primarily manual crews. The service is provided at no charge.

Mechanical sidewalk clearing is precluded on streets that are less than 8m wide, with
sidewalks less than 1.5m wide, with sidewalks adjacent to the street, with long term
parking adjacent to the sidewalk, or with boulevards having obstructions like utility
poles, planters, or retaining walls adjacent to the sidewalk. There are approximately
1100km of sidewalk that cannot be cleared mechanically. Staff estimates that it would
cost approximately $10,000,000 annually to manually clear these locations due to the
labour-intensive nature of the work. There would also be significant logistical challenges
associated with such a program as approximately three hundred and sixty manual crews
would be required, composed primarily of day labourers on an immediate need basis.

Where the City does not mechanically clear sidewalks, compliance with the spirit of the
AODA requirements could be better achieved through aggressive enforcement of the
Snow and Ice Removal by-law and by revising the by-law so as to require a minimum
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travel width. For newly built exterior paths, the AODA requires a minimum width of
1.5m, but does not prescribe the width of path to be winter-maintained. When
mechanically clearing sidewalks, Transportation Services provides a travel width of 1.2m
for sidewalks that are 1.5m wide. Transportation Services requires the sidewalk to be a
minimum of 1.5m wide so as to provide adequate clearance for sidewalk plows to
manoeuvre around obstacles, provide tolerance for uneven sidewalk and minimize sod
damage. Sidewalks less than 1.5m wide are not mechanically cleared.

Staff is proposing that the same standard be applied to sidewalks that are not
mechanically cleared, which would therefore require the adjacent property owner to clear
a minimum 1.2m wide path on the sidewalk wherever the sidewalk is equal to or greater
than 1.5m. Property owners adjacent to sidewalks less than 1.5m wide would not be
required to maintain a minimum width.

The level of service for mechanical sidewalk clearing is similar to that provided in both
Montreal and Ottawa, two municipalities of similar age and urban density as Toronto.
Both of these jurisdictions provide mechanical sidewalk clearing wherever sidewalks
widths are equal to or greater than 1.5m. Comparable equipment is used to deliver the
service. Montréal does clear streets with monolithic sidewalk and onstreet parking;
however, the Montréal also removes snow approximately six times per year at all of these
locations and at significant cost.

Toronto Transit Commission Accessible Drop-off spaces

Wheel Trans locations are not routinely cleared as part of winter maintenance operations.
There are approximately 32,000 active registered Wheel Trans users throughout the city
who use the service. A rider using the service at least once per year is considered to be
an active user. TTC staff is unable to provide Transportation Services staff with lists of
users' addresses due to MFIPPA regulations.

The Wheel Trans service operates on an on-demand basis. There are no regularly
scheduled routes as there are for most TTC transit options. On any given day, Wheel
Trans will make 2500 trips carrying approximately 10,000 passengers. The pickup and
dropoff locations vary on a day-to-day basis.

TTC staff estimate that approximately 70% of those registered users are seniors.
Transportation Services presently provides a manual sidewalk clearing program for
seniors wherever the City is not able to provide the service mechanically. This program
only clears the public sidewalk and does not include the clearing of any private property
such as walkways, steps, etc.

Should a Wheel Trans stop clearing program be implemented, it would not be possible to
clear the locations mechanically, and all of the work would have to be performed
manually so as not to cause damage to adjacent curbs, retaining walls, etc. If introduced,
the work would be performed using contracted forces. Due to the labour-intensive nature
of the work, the cost to deliver a Wheel Trans stop clearing program throughout the city
would be approximately $15,360,000 per season at a level of service on par with that of
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mechanical sidewalk clearing (i.e. at 2cm of snow accumulation or 24x/year). There
would also be significant logistical challenges associated with such a program given the
number of manual crews that would be required, composed primarily of day labourers on
an immediate-need basis. For these reasons, it is not possible at this point in time to
provide any further enhanced services for accessible drop-off spaces beyond what is
already provided.

CONTACT

Peter Noehammer

Director, Transportation Services, Scarborough District
Tel: 416-396-7842

Fax: 416-396-5641

Email: pnoeham@toronto.ca

Dominic Guthrie

Senior Coordinator, Emergency & Winter Operations
Tel: 416-396-4802

Fax: 416-396-4840

Email: dguthrie@toronto.ca

SIGNATURE

Stephen Buckley,
General Manager, Transportation Services
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ATTACHMENTS

Appendix 1 — Cycling Facility Level of Service Table

Appendix 2 — Planned Priority Winter Bike Lanes

Appendix 3 — List of Streets to be Added to the Driveway Windrow Opening Program
Appendix 4 — Map of Streets to be added to the Driveway Windrow Opening Program in
Ward 22

Appendix 5 — Map of Streets to be added to the Driveway Windrow Opening Program in
Ward 29

Appendix 6 — Map of Streets to be added to the Driveway Windrow Opening Program in
Ward 31

Appendix 7 — List of Streets to be Added to the Mechanical Sidewalk Clearing Program
Appendix 8 — Map of Streets to be added to the Mechanical Sidewalk Clearing Program
in Ward 11 and 13

Appendix 9 — Map of Streets to be added to the Mechanical Sidewalk Clearing Program
in Ward 12

Appendix 10 — Map of Streets to be added to the Sidewalk Clearing Program in Ward 22
Appendix 11 — Map of Streets to be added to the Sidewalk Clearing Program in Ward 27
Appendix 12 — Map of Streets to be added to the Sidewalk Clearing Program in Ward 29
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APPENDIX 1
CYCLING FACILITY LEVEL OF SERVICE TABLE

BIKE LANE DESIRED ACCUMULATION
CATEGORY PAVEMENT | (cm) TO INITIATE TIME TO COMPLETION FOR SALTING / PLOWING & SNOW
CONDITION PLOWING REMOVAL (AFTER THE END OF SNOWFALL) (2)
AFTER
SALTING /
PLOWING (1)

STORM TYPE 1

STORM TYPE 2

STORM TYPE 3

STORM TYPE 4

30-40 per year 3-6 per year Once/2-3 years Once 10/years (over
(up to 5¢cm) (5-15cm) (15-25 cm) 25cm)
Martin Goodman Trail Bare pavement 5.0 and still snowing Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting
within 6-8hrs within 6-8hrs within 6-8hrs within 6-8hrs
Cycle Tracks (incl bus pads) | Bare pavement 5.0 and still snowing Salted to a higher | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting
- Sherbourne St level of service as | within 6-8hrs within 6-8hrs within 6-8hrs

- Roncesvalles Ave

the road they are
on/adjacent to

Priority Bike Lanes
- East — west
- North - south

Bare Pavement

5.0 and still snowing

Salted to a higher
level of service as
the road they are
on/adjacent to

Plowing & salting as per road classification. Full removal within
48 — 72hrs when required to achieve bare pavement.

Red — Arterial Roads

Bare Pavement

5.0 and still snowing

Salted to a higher

Plowing & salting

Plowing & salting

Plowing & salting

- Bike lanes level of service as | within 6-8hrs within 8-10hrs only within 12-
- Contra-flow the road they are 14hrs
- Sharrows on/adjacent to

Blue — Collector Roads Bare Pavement 5.0-8.0 Salted to a higher | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting | Plowing & salting
- Bike lanes level of service as | within 8-10hrs within 10-12hrs only within 14-
- Contra-flow the road they are 16hrs
- Sharrows on/adjacent to

N
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Multiple applications of salt may be required to achieve a bare pavement condition. This may take up to 72hrs and will be subject to temperature constraints.
Bike lane snow removal to prioritized within hierarchy of Managed Snow Removal operations




Planned Priority Winter Bicycle Lanes
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Appendix 3

Streets to be Added to the Driveway Windrow Opening Program

Ward # Street From To
22 Avenue Rd Kilbarry St Hillholm Ave
22 Chaplin Cres Avenue Rd Duplex Ave
22 Lascelles Blvd Chaplin Cres Eglinton Ave
29 O'Connor Dr Broadview Ave Coxwell Ave
29 O'Connor Dr Coxwell Ave Woodbine Ave
31 Alder Rd Parkview Hill Cres Dead End S
31 Aspen Ave Parkview Hill Cres Parkview Hill Cres
31 Elswick Rd Parkview Hill Cres Parkview Hill Cres
31 Faircrest Crcl Parkview Hill Cres Dead End S
31 Hackberry St Presteign Ave Parkview Hill Cres
31 Longspur Rd Hackberry St Parkview Hill Cres
31 Parkview Hill Cres St Clair Ave E Woodbine Heights Blvd
31 St Clair Ave E Woodbine Heights Blvd Denvale Rd
31 Stinson Crcl Parkview Hill Cres Dead End W
31 Welby Crcl Parkview Hill Cres Dead End N
31 White Pine Ave Parkview Hill Cres Parkview Hill Cres
31 Woodbine Heights Parkview Hill Cres St Clair Ave E
31 Woodbine Heights Blvd Parkviiew Hill Cres Dead End N
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Appendix 7

Streets to be Added to the Mechanical Sidewalk Clearing Program

Ward # Street From To
11 Keele St Dundas St w Junction Rd
11 Keele St Junction Rd Dundas St w
12 Veerland Dr (south side) Azrock Rd Bulb of Veerland
12 Veerland Dr (North side) 46 Veerland Dr 42 Veerland Dr
22 Lascelles Bv Davisville Ave Eglinton Ave
27 Douglas Dr Maclennan Ave Highland Cres
27 Highland Ave Roxborough St Dead end W
27 Highland Cres Douglas Dr Whitehall Rd
27 Rose Park Dr Inglewood Ave Hudson Dr
27 Sherbourne St N Elm Ave South Dr
27 St Clair Ave E Mt Pleasant Rd Harper Ave
27 Summerhill Ave Highland Cres Gregory Ave
27 Whitehall Rd Highland Cres Maclennan Ave
29 Cambridge Ave Chester Hill Rd Danforth Ave
29 Chester Hill Rd Broadview Ave Dead end W
29 Dartford Rd Cambridge Ave Dead end W
29 Don Mills Rd O'Connord Dr N of 18 Don Mills Rd
29 Doncrest Rd Cambridge Ave Dead end W
29 Eastmount Ave Cambridge Ave Dead end W
29 Ozark Cres Cambridge Ave Dead end W
29 Pretoria Ave Broadview Ave Cambridge Ave
29 Thorncliffe Ave Chester Hill Rd Cambridge Ave

Winter Maintenance Levels of Service

for Bikeways, Windrows, Sidewalks & AODA

Appendix 7




2w
NoLNY

oo
R e
weies / UnERIcK AV s
z |z G
CARDELLAY @ 8 2 A ORDON o
» g 22 MACKAY
o u = 2 cHanmiLy 13 R [
aul & H s B o
. || E H & | al < N A
s VALL AV 3 _|_sEcKeTTAY 5
o > 5
° BRI—= | a 2 S r';
8 RAVENRD . =
AR RD
® [ 5 2 g z ° 2 ]
7 £ i 0 = = m ! LAWNSIDE |l OR —
S=" = B 2z 4 o 3 o
: £ > f e P RETIC
< S| = g P oo = il STICRD. RUSTIC RD USTIC RD
m E o al g kB = 3
o8 4 z & z EBof o °
T\ E ullb i /S EE LT Y o
" E > = 8| wbwan F—=E B 8B 2B O woveno @ s
. o WooDWA T 25 2E 38 £ AT CT Slogrsey &
. w |4 B 32 °F X werawoor er
\ o Sl MAPLE LEAF DR P
T
3% [— | U LEAF | DR
~ z
RO ( Ry 3 Ty
AL e 5 QuEENS DR e R0 RNELIUS PY .
<©)
B s
(o 1 - o
RD O__cRACERIELD AV
e E
8 A oracsum o - ELRIADR 3| _wekearp Pa _DR5
RovALEIGHAY (5 E & A o e, o 3 oR 2]—rouier I
c v o o i
= > X (o WRESWORT 8V " vae WINDALE DR >
L S N | [ B 2 g
g Bv = [ AV £ o 2 o _Kinkora
s E 3\ .. E £ eneuons |2 2 o, Lo 95 iy e
26 ol muemeag Vo= (2 N ki 3 uesaLAoes |2 £ oA % Eor 3 =RV
B = % kS o alg n 7 =
E S e e 4 LAW S
> = bl
e 3 = ELLIS AV H e B |2 anwyeK z wag)
BRAECREST AV = % A 5 " SPEERS A g % B |z oupn RO 3 .
3 3 S\ WA R B 2 s B 15 z S
" ° GR!0 30N g 2 . S _Jovce
ag g WG & wioHT AY s T UROOAE AV Brox oy E z
3 =3 % & = PAMILLE © PONT GARSDE WooDRIDGE COLVILLE RD © al Y
% 7 3% = EL o o8 2
% 2 i N Sgaiwood) |l b B9
A A ERN, S N = noroace -
BRITTANY P 2 4 LN HARDING AV. Ey
N\ Z2E 3 ! iose H P | mERsONDR - LOTHERTON
L N
LEGGETT AV, S\ 3 KinGDOM > == % I sa | DARIEN  REDBA QTHAY
WESTON ® iy Ve o5 o afy e " 2| ARROW RO
%“ WooD RO CRANE AV =3 g ka qF 1 A NORANDADR OC R ROW.DR. '% -~ 2] " »
KLY TLOEN = 97 lereward/ B\ beunef C\ 4 f Frooone Ed PATHWAY
© k) or I MTHT DR, 785, | " J-MONARCHDALE m s s 2= 3 m
. A urie? EA SISO I w Ix 5[ of mwkns/ < g A o
MWE STMOUNT o) ® ARET EERrETT 5T e Rias Ol wesToHESTER 2l 2 R 9 2 m
S, ALAD SO A R0 3 =3 =
S oR oo & & £ o 2Slo ST 3 5
= wl g < ® THAM
MUNHALRD 1B A RUSH faest =5 Y™ 77?57‘ PARKGHES . ot
BAN E SR ner
el DR 2 Y RS
bacempoodl  lorury g m " o 8 S g8 3 G0, & 75 ol
o w| 22 g8 O ° X500 569 19>
! . cuapuaNRD z ]R3 TN 2 e O 9 earson
AW o e 28 2 4
s | RENALT AN g B N
E 2 3 MATANE Ciiaen (M % 7S ot 9
= 2 AN A 3 = i COWAY RD
RENAULT 1S R & g 2 = N NORTHWESTERN
8 % 2 H NCKLE_|= P, GREENBROOK R =
R R 5 © 2 i Zmerendo T wenssboeon I ), 4
ROGEMOUNT 3O N ; < 2 CANON JACKSONDR
LAROSE AV, [z z 273 ~ = RAYDON AV d«v‘ D PAULSON CEORGES STRATHNAIRN
3 > bald O R
restRDGE i uTHERFOR P> e
)/ AV ?, o ] 9%\ WESTACRES
HEIGHTS DR CTORKAY % o ) R
2% 2|
Ronview RO e ) >
R 5 CERRVER PR
2
GRI e
EENTE RVING RD. K
ORKTOWN £
15 ilo or\ & % _sowe av] sowe A
@ MONy o, a g £ 93 " "
3 0 q £33 g 3 B £
b & Elewewoon S 2 [m 8 H = 23 2
= g E 3 3 s %z 3
2 2 3 ] gz H - : :
B 5 < E SC z
™ 0 /S 3| KNOWLAND DR
2 O oy, #C AANHURST DR \EELESDALE - ” o
25, m RO HERTFORD B
< e £ 2 ool L
D <
< E b 5 g Qickon,, o S
B “ U g o825 HoLwoon Av 13 = 2
> » 3 i
< % z Pk 7 < Iz T |COMMono e Slkerhav B
R © > B YPRES RD z A =fwoooen o 2
o pSTORBZE BENNG AV o F = gootts | 2 o
(4 =
o A = ewarT v F >
~ = P S
OUNTRY = == <3 Ror. |
L R 3 | (] N 7
o L le o] Bl 3 aren L EIEELINS 3 " o
5 "o EE2 ¢ 3 allll ®7 5, o S 2B x b
w3 5% AR IE o Zuser Y % % m - —
RN A Y z N T GONALD AV g m
crr2)2 | epLLRovaL = === s o | » — B =}
LEwooh cr = z e b P m 3 suMmITRS AV
Sosg; s L 3 - z 2 2 > 2 S aSHLLE LAY 5 o B
X & I et A 23 % 2 38 E
Fla, i o 9 |52 o, 2|2 faemar «: 3 P
- X s/ %)/ o g \ R i s B
on Af =< (CAM EO I Qi
. A % : 3 OGERSR 45
(< v D & > "CORBY AV
< — % ad Z §/fenECK »\ i
2P
© rouney R0l B AV CREES  cavuea Tav W
2. e w -t
& R % CoinBoROUGH z \ @
7 Juestroce | ro E NORTHLAND | AV
5|8 2 TAVENDER RD
7S |5 cr E barrol 7z o \%
D=4 COLWOg, & [4)) IR gl reuiamiav NG B V% TREE A
5 3 57 g P} % @
~ Vs S 3 qs V¢ © % C |p i —jnwedav
T ® 4 ROCKeLierg or ORMAN] G ] 7, < B L
2% A & 2 B 5
% 2 ?\ 9 £ WesORNACK ST z o E B o g
3 E |2
%, B\ TERRYOR  F| MLLEOR 2 g | z IO 8
2 G4 _Av g Sz o PR
4 3 = FE E
R @
2 BEEE g g =
Y z sBIE R 2| NORMAN AV
ASHIEY = o ERIER E = 3 =
= o z —
e PARK, 4 5| 4 J g B _la B o @ L 3 deee B
G o 2 % 3 — HENRETIAST 8 £ 1o yeua 5z |13 9
RO B 2 A% st ERNER: VTS
s o Z § o cosore 2 = LIS 201, s I3 = ~ B
5 % > < st il |12 2 3 7 TARRAGONA BV 53| AR, ] o
® o zl 3 > E S a3 3 o = ToWNSLEY B ° pfEstav
STRATHUMBER < = 6 ) 2 8 ST ST
5
L o = i =l 2 o of |
S Em H E 2 B 3l 8 g &k B
S oz s 2 o 2
s - oanoen | DG AV b3 9 o 8l B 3 & Bwmsers
o B I
= 2 [ B G
3 W (\» 2 s = Wy ey 2 EXETER ST
3] DAS st S 00, : : A g v = P
a & —O Qo
2 pUN g X & g ETHELAV 210 2 o N7 gku'r;lwn (o)
22 N g 2 3
E 2| mornontk__avg A B 3 =/ suson @ ORONTO ST ||| monsst N =, & A
3 Y P o il B BN 2 7 E Y Lcovour e, \0
GOVERNMENT 3 R0 %% E - g | A 2 5 voruann |R @ ° s W = ¢\
B o Z \e o Eat ™ 2 58 e |2 2 £ EEE z |2 WBER NA = \A
:E B E MERQUISY. Eo z o AV % Z| Rexroro |m § 2 EF = S LY 5
EEE e R el A = CF g g _E 5 E=2p £ s
E 2 Wl o 3 3 z NCTION R E 3
= 2 2 _| STUOHNS RD : BE s E2 B[
{acnt Aoz | stano BANNON % T ST JDHNS RD g 4L N B2 =
i s A B B E @ e |y Fecian 2B 3 4 Ik =
s |3 craik o 2 28 wnpEo ~ ernonsTE 2 ke B 2 E k2 E
EE i 3 2 & N s ek g P g| ¢ B B E
z E ANNE RD X L z E E K n PL 4 =
Z] o QUEEN ) > = < MAH] m -1 o 7 z o 5
= 0] + 2=l T & aap R F ¢ 2§ |, ST o & |
=3 CREST PT. a8 H z =
s = PR KINGSCARDEN S sT|8 3 Y = =z T4,
o) ARRENS Ui ontve av | Z ¢ 5 g 2 FEz
Iz g Gs 3 B 2 9 sop,
z B 3 EF T [ L prt SQ EDITH
Q
4 I o ANNETTE ST 7 o el
> \J
R iml] 161'\!\! (el ol

Legendp

mllilnnm Sidewalk Study Results Appendix 8
Sidewalk Service Provided - Grandparented Map of Streets to be added

Transportation Services to the Sidewalk Clearing Program
in Wards 11 and 13

=m0 \eets Criteria N

Winter Maintenance Levels of Service Does Not Meet Criteria Ward -
Supplemental Report

Permit Parking Area




TT AV

cT = CT > A <] ©
=
DOWNSVIEW AV

=3
GRAHAM
RD

v
o
2
5
2|2
3z
z |5
3
ALLAV |G
o
m
> o
2 12 |7 & |=
> 3 9 Iz
Z 2 x 2 g
= c |m =z B
19} z 8 2 =
S 4 lm_5 E
QUEENSLEA AV |Z E B
m
>
= < 3 2
NTAV. O
T ) WOODWARD AV %
3
4% CHURCH ST m
— @)
= KING ST (@]
28 <
QUEENS DR >
m
m
= 2y
JOHN ST
3 (@)
WILLIAM ST
S
[ %, PATIKA AV ROLLET
WADSWORTH BV z DR
MACDONALD AV m
4 - K'gKORA LAWRENCE
2 Il > R RVICE
2 BOYD|AV i z RDN
2 < 2
N ® 2 ELsAv MARC AV
X 7o
K?(}' @ 2| SPEERSAV
>
& <|_ wrigHTAV
& WRIGHT AV — COLVILLE RD
S c ol F:)
> N %, R\CHV"TOOD R )
NC ST et |3 |2
k> A
% O‘S‘)MfosE £ )f, LOTHERTON
2 vICBRIA 7@( C 2 DARIEN REDBAN!
AW \ AVE 5 jonN | BEST AV cT RD oE
SYKESAN ARTHUR O
ST
GLEN PAR]
DENISON RD E
LIPPINCOTT STW_\_LIPPINCOTT ST E
CLOUSTON AV
o NS
jul <§g -
g ——n 2
EDMUND AV o ~
g — g
E] 32 o 32
5 853t 22 9
o E“ Z o PARAMOUNT
@ = ° o T <
3 S — COBALT ST COMAY RD =
El
2 ek NicKLE 22 GREENBROOK o
Z RIVERS EDGE DR EN
= EN: MAHONEY AV
BULTONWOOD 2 CRAYDONAY
AV s < dv
3 AN
2 ITHERFORD
H GOLDWIN AJ C@oo*‘? BU
2 S CLARKSON
PN VICTORIA BV AV
R
PINEHILL) 4
R BARTONYILLE ~ SCHELL
%
W 4
s Vo & s
Ry IS BOWEE AV | BOWIE Av|Z
Z < \@}4 ° e |8 |c
i N, El
m ¥ R g Iz = & |3
wn ERR> 2 2|8 m o= m
of & % z <|3 3 B |
£ — 22 », = |5 > =
e ) S o |d <
2
(/ e EEE
v | -
%
Toy N W s [
(o @)
ol 7, =
2g 2 @ S
3 2 = 2
@ G| YORK| AV © o
m
- > 3 kempav &
D = 3 2
~
P psTORB IS R DENNS AV z %
g8 < S >
§é’" @'g LAMBTON & AV
&
/¥ < ~r~—T" > 060
S5 CR m CR =l @ = 23 Q0
S z RD ol laof B 2 RUTHVEN <|  <|3 &% 7| BUSHEY AV, O K'TCHENER
2 i & z 1 E EE Y Q
o
H & SRR 3| _PENDEENAVIR 12 |2 %I 2| 2 GREENIZ 2 JASPER & —
gl /o ¥ I 2|12 5 o m
L O @ Glo|= 8 o a DALE| T Im
&7 _EASTDR i > = g |uouer|® o )
OUTLOOKAY 3 V|2 = sUMMITED) AV
CLa a HE%TOR: h VA ©
RT, § ~w __ SANDCLIFFRD z 2 z < LANGDEN <%, o b =
2 G \rosE| L& iy CAESAR B > 2R B
R Y <|eee oz DALRYMPLE DR h oY F z3
of ElS e DEAKIN 7 s O 0
2 ELL >
3 2 CAMED AV CORDELLA 2 * 8z P
P AV >
‘?o\‘ o o D & CORBY AV
(3 ALLIANCE Q ALLIANCE AV 7/ Ao% SENECA AV!
AV Q CRIPES  cayuca AV
P L OGERS
EDINBOROUGH m E NORTHLAND AV
" 2 el 2 Z.

(oA ToronTo

Transportation Services

Supplemental Report

Winter Maintenance Levels of Service

Legend
Sidewalk Study Results

Sidewalk Service Provided - Grandparented

Meets Criteria

Does Not Meet Criteria =Ward

Permit Parking Area

Appendix 9

Map of Streets to be added
to the Sidewalk Clearing Program

in Ward 12




T . o =4 s 3 m z <|® m <|m L FA
RD Q_sHALLMAR BV S NEwHaven |2 [z B |2 |xELwavev 3 2 o comTH N e |2 2 B -
© o z /‘/4<< DR o 2 s s 9 MONT GOMERY AV BROADWAY o AV BROADWAY AV < % 2 ] BROAD
™| RIDGE HILL DR 9 ® ES ELWEOD BV m
| B 5 &% 3 ® e |2 32> M HELENDALE AV o 25z B aazx
o 5 =
s ;)S o ’/5\97:4 o g o crestvEWSFI—S) = ORCHARD E =| rarriELCifD 2 £ 518 |2 2 srook, = 2|3 @
ZFOREST|D  HILL »——RD o £ A £ S o wioWBANK BY VIEW BV 2 orcraro| view c 5, DIVADALE DR 3 DIVA
m o 3 3 z [z O b = BV ROEHAMPTON AV 8 ROEHAMPTON AV|T > > CRA /g o - o
z & WEMBLEY RD Uz gz < 9 BURNAN( BV 2 - 2 = = CR O DONLEA DR ©|  DonLEA
3 o gz |® B > 2 o) Z
s > H <] z2 »® o
EGLINTON SER\Y, EGLINTDN GLINT@ON AV EGLINTON AVE ¢
= S 2 p . T = |z 2
) -0 > [ [ @ > p 4 2 |T
- Q = = 2R o ROSE m =% 23 @ 2 ¥ Ly ES c 2 c |7 WA E 2 B PARKLEA DR
5 3 |2 om D FER A > lcHABWIC F = q > <m = m E4 0 < 5 S |n = z & < - |2
é = Olx O g =Rar] b 0 g p 5 P m S o P o )Z> - m m z n(
n ko= 5 S 12 ®" oelvsournE): Y 2 RMSBY 2| COLLEGH] ANDERBON AV : 7 B e e 2 F 85 B OB <, = 2| vanpERHOOF AV
o - z 2|0 CR o -1 > < o Z z =
@ (o 2 = VIEW A BERWIC 7 o z @
o £ DEWBOURNEAV 3 ERNE o A OUDAN = AV > SOUDANA &) g % Cl % 1| PARKHURSTBV
o
o - AVA L RD < 2 ? &O,?'\f e v o Hih soal £ av w n®oateave T S HILLSDALEAVE e g 25
A ,poRD o L o3 T avalg A ooSF DUNVEG NN > z N = < = Y CROFTON 2
i F P Z RO R BR = z < > MANOR R MANIOR RD E ¢ MANOR RD E e PO RD 5
& » D > AVA\RD o A m T SH, ]
D i2n 2 3 2 < e & c  |oaroff e 2 8=l 58 >z 2 7 o |o & YT, Sl
P < e < =4 C\_CAR] 2 S TIL.SON RD|Q I |3 [t e n e~ B
BN O s R % o [RoBINWORS 1O 2 2 % % o 5 &/Penr m 5 S 2| o|m < & % & e
/’Q] o R o ELDERWODD |2 AV > S m TRAMNER AV O GLEBHfl=rae S A% 70N 3G/ <3 \ 22 & CECIE M > e £84y, > °
G 4 < DR S ) (o S AR e o o > @ Twl F, R, 2
2 v ;;E RmHE 3 )<> )<> 2 RD W. ¥ _BE )S> '« DR, a9 < g 51 & 2 MARKHAM A
3 4 i
2 > & SILVERWOO CHEN < m RSO R > rp 8| miLwoon RD 5 ¥ HeATHR
- AV . MPERIAIST MILL 2 ) z =1°
o o] 3\% =z - H
> o »|m 2 \z 9|8 = o |3 LEA AV
ARDM ORE |RD b ILLHOLM RD < e on 7Sl 2 3|g z|z
1% Q . LLE AV h 2L CEE i e Ty
p %% Bz Y
g TrosfPeR el P e, ? T S |2 : <
_MQ.N_BD > E RD 8f¢ o BALLIOL ST = BALLIOL ST "|@ °|z |P ST CUTHBERTS |~
2 % o E} z RD i
z 2 ] @
e z O A
Ny, 4”‘/04 w R\DGRVDVQOD - o o b 4 &
Ay 3 > Y fe g 0@( <|m ~ MERTON ST ad MERTON ST o g8
m AVAN ] o
— a2 AV RD g 5
o 8 5ok BRENTDALE g8 e
z . g i ALHEARNB RYBHDOK GORMLEY|AV_DR 2/ NRORE
X o) m p T
z S o 4 D
é = <‘7+/\ T > 2 DUGGANA SUTHERLAND.
512 Iz % v MILLBANKg, _ R
PlS [miE—t= % LONS £ WALMSLEY By |2 N N
o [0AVT 2 = % RELMARN £ HELMA AV = <E L8 2S5
> [© g ) c GsVo z 2 3 g g |z
I z
- lvoobav S 1= = < 3 | SWHALE| RD LONSDALE |@ |z mo5 R
- S wapLe [ONSDALE  FO RD RD e MOQRE AV
> o)
oop(® |< o 00D RD =B MONTC E ORIOLE GN lGLEN ELM MOORE |AV EVERGREEN|S o =3 2 :D(
v > AV MONTCLAIR m? o & A 95 BURNHAM|. | g5—Ck-C.GoN °
< . > et BANTRY » = s z2 of |fl™v = g 2 w8 gfs
< 2 Bl AV HEIATH o W g§ <3 5 H e 3z 1 . z|= "% " HeaTHBRIDGE A
ooh e T 5 m eaTH( STE CR. T P d Sh 5 Tz KRR 2w \\ MALLORY
=< D, HEATH ST E = >
N )z> E s > : i soslE o s HEATH ST E rén %, %) : GCRL
2 > |2 8] of® Deusteav JIRefis | O _ROSE PARK __CR I ZUNOELAV I
B E ORNCLIFFE 2 EN z S e k) z
AV S
LAIRAVWE F 2 . z ST CUAIR AV E2E W[ ok NS
= - - = - HARPER § RED_S ,q
gLLSWORTH AV m = z ) c Y OAKS )
P 3 P GLENROSE AV O Il vauer AR <
= HOCKEN AV o 7 2 2w £% <R
(@ I\ MELGUND RD o Q = BV Rl PR
T <, o < = LEwooD [~ DRy |* 3 g
F 5 LEWOOD | B
b = HELENA AV E O connasLE P - BALMORAL AV AV 2 2 |o> S
RD 7 S 5 B DR © ROSEHYL L (o} >z |3 < ©
®» . 8 B = | Russe,, »|T_GARFIELDAV 2|3
—ixs | _ALCNAAV ® kst S <[ = FARNHAM AV JACKES <z = 3 < NS
AV min__2 PA o = ;1% 5 ¥ c o = ) g <<°;_ [© DOUGLAS
2 \er e - = *o\jEomunp <3 2 ROSEDALE |7} L ez
F AE 3. 3 T % ) WOODLAWN Suye, °E 4 S Bs
I - W) 2 % A AVW AVE g RDGEDR 3§ Ve 2 |
5 G, o
cresTi0 22 A g = B 2 OpasT A € s 8 R summernLL | % CARSTOWE RD ‘iig 2 5 2
8 %, A4 VIEW < H o
DR 6 9,0 IS 3 = | o}
pVENE D, G No’*w;”’é‘ E 2 ) axanns 212 _ALCORN AV z % "z - § FLANDREWS
i "y SHAFTSBURY — AV r— GN
28 el PORL SR BIRCH _ AV i3 ,;U m %
o ASHWORTH AV > CoTT), z ERSFIELD Z DOUGLAS DR
2 oz o Offf INGHAMZ —CHAM s . MATH o > bR
Ay MELITA AV 2 . g 2 S z 3 2 MCMASTE 2 =3 SCRIVENER PRICEFIELD RD_ T > EDGAR_4
2 <528 2 m< 28 g/ z A 5L AEX 2 ] o 3 v
=~ B <2 olF s |z N - z s oz N 0UGH WHITNEY Ay
< B m o o IS 2 56RO PRICE ST < %= > ROXBC
L «
BRIDGMAN AV  MACPHE WAL MACPHERSON AV < GWANWOOD AV B Z QQ/
o
ATl o HAMMOND Bl A YTz e e
Legend Appendix 10
ﬂ Illnllm Sidewalk Study Results =Ward Map of Streets to be added

Transportation Services === Sidewalk Service Provided - Grandparented Permit Parking Area N | to the Sidewalk Clearing Prog ram

- Meets Criteria i
—— - in Ward 22
Winter Maintenance Levels of Service . .
Supplemental Report Does Not Meet Criteria




o 5 S L [VIOURE AV
= 2 % ORIOLE GN GLEN ELM
9] © 2
— o = s )<> E g > AV = o) = BURNR}-‘IDAM c n%
HEATH 2sT!§  |w | 22 2 -5 HE P » 2f % heamsedioce
= T 5 - {EATH| STE © T = PK RD 2
= < (2] > w < fozh o HEATH ST £ ST E 2
i I < = m QER  m g ) 5
o B Q = 6 g)® DEusteay |ReFc |m 2 =
Fre |© z z - (i o 3 s<g 2 2\ NoELAV T E
o o x 5 b IO o [0}
(=] o o Z 7‘7‘1 < Lz o HEIG HTS ; R A @
1& >
— 7, RED |9
= m zz Z o a« oaks |° )
b z LYNWOOD AV T pLEAS, P GLENROSE AV S\ CR < b
Sz o o X BY, 7 = KiarH \g?% ~
['4
177) Z |BALMORAL % Foxark = INGLEWOOD DRm % -
;, o
m 3z oA BALMORAL AV ROSEHI 2 2 2 % =
- CLARENDON | 2fE GAREI z &
o AV FARNHAM AV JACKES = S g o, & N
N o= ¥ ) = o o . © DOUGLAS
Q W
%% _ |eomunp A 258 be ROSEDALE |0 HEIGHTS S Ay
/7/( % = WOODLAWN WOODLARVN sum = £ c S S
R S 52 |0 AV W ER BGE DR 3 aRIDM A @ - Q
0] Qg "% 5, . ATH & o I <
s 10 = SUMMERRILL % 2 of o >
=%, z z $ WALKER AV 5 Z 0 <
|2l g s Sk 3 2 =
"5, 8 STAINS | onkLAnDs B3 ALCORN AV z S
AT e [PoPUAR R > BIRCH AV IR g LY =12 o o)
<
o
=] . ST COTT’NGHAMST ’ég MANERSFIELD o3 DOUGLAS DR o)
G = _MCMASTEH 2 jal [SCRIVENER PRICREIELD RD_ T IGHLAND, 8 R
E\o Xl F o 92 ex B g 3 a >3 av
o " < M <
2 Oz g RICE ST ge & AND RO\/JaOROUG HITNEY AV ,&
A
A ACPHERSON ?.__MACPHERSON AV AV
v M o ROWANWOOD Z 7
AR O
OXBOROUGH|S ST W QNG K BINSCARTH  RD
) CHICORA AV z 3 = 20,
z GIBSON AV HSTE Z w
V—YL PEARS AV z RAMSDE| z 8
(o) E] PARK RD U
< [ MO
Z 6\ —m PEARS  py 9] LAMPORT Ry2NT
k: R T \ © & Acruny @ AY 0
AV N2
PAV < N\ _BELMONT ST NG Ea - - o,
T »n eBSTER 79 RODEN [2|fAXTER) ¢ & m ORREAL % als E
c -l 3 TRANBY A A B e S z|ff ST g 23 2
° ® BERRYMAN- oy = FRICH % & Ly = R E
Z m BOSWELL z = 2 O 4 s -
ks Y AV >| ST BLACI z > AES P poos 3z
- O O N 92 © 2 % 0, EASTMOUNT.
B ELGIN AV T PN 20 HAW- AV
3 2 M {~Q~ L THORN GN OZARK
m Z| SCOLLAR[) ST SEVERN < ; )
LOWTHEH AV z C R "? RCHAE >3 & DARTFORD
()] YORKV S P <I| e
— » % Oln 2 b )
il T — /4 7 z 2 2 'ONCRESfT
PRINJE ARTHQR AV R all s 3 PEN o RD
= ol {7 TDALE iV g
BLOO ST CRIJ[CHLEY LN = or V MC KENZIE PRINCE g WARD
o I =l 82 i L AV VIADRET
© o2 Z
i suLran|2 A2 S voen st T 2 S)/ DEARBOURNE
bn o U Sz <| c ST D Q@
2 HARLES | 3 ol 2 el ) % o FAIRVIEW B!
E 8
2 STwW 8 |a f |LINDEN RO E FRANE WOLFREY
n ST MARY 2 ST ; % o g 2
z =0
s i o KERMA| ISABELLA = m ozf <7 0 g
= E o) ) “x > =
HOSKIN AV H ~ g b @ 5 A m
= = o[ R GLOUCES o A 7
i (0] EE i 2 weLLesLl C ST JAMES AV — .
13 5q STJOSEPH||6T TH T 3 = 5. 3
g 8 3 e | = T CAWTHR o Z > S wew, B ILLBRO!
g 3 Ho5%e 5Tl s 2 MisT E = foortios|  shlen 12
® cL E [TWELLESIEY AV E
GS 3 -
m NSy %) @ Z 25
FT p,Q AITLAND = E PROSPECT ST J-af=r—AMELA—ST ;g =
ST
sELL o} IMAITLAND i PL 3 m andasTeR 3 sauisaUry v z §
ST Basram e "= z & 2 e B 8 F
2 =
RO8. o & ALEXANDER||| 5T | LI | N i z ¢HA oStz § st
ez 9 © c Ofav » [ ol >
L __|@ =55 3z N RENTE ST > 8 4 TN L
F STV @ Gy D N ABERDEENAV| g | T |4z 8
o Z ST $_CariTon 88 4= ST 2
2 5 £ 2z 2D
3 |0 s w McCLRRR 3 z Rz @ GLDERsLEEVE 3z
o Im |z > 3 RANBY L 8o H 3 » PLIGENEVARY m @
@ m ORDE ST 4 2 oz E 2 o =
5B 3 McoILL €z 53 3 ZsPRUcE 2 | sT s .
EctsT|m 2 E = QHAfIER © 228 z3 ek 2 3 W
e © S Zst 53 cF ¢ aB22 | a3 : OW Gl
— B O 2 <o 2 = s 3
m > = @ 2 £z B
ADWINES 15T © @ LTON ST LENHOLMBS o % L\2 5
- o =LM < = AN (Y e 5 23\°| 2
DARCY. st H 2 o< 2 5 G S e RUN® 25 & OAKST g OAK MOUNTETERHEN o
Pl s c T =Hle =2 L CORNWALL
IDAS ST W s a 3 2 % 3 o N 2 ST [} ALLEN A
S E g 2 ¢ "DUNDAS Z ST E :
Yy e m P r
z i" EN | . 2 < o 3 kZ 7 ZF F o T 28 k
A @ > ) o OSTES olf® g |, @z e TR @ stear o 2 =z B
| S m L ol o > |4 7] @] = |2 = | 5 Tholomew s Neroad %2 335 5
B I > ZI-ZMEE e e I —, o > 9 ST oaviowk & F <2
o < = clm o 0| T 1 Z 3 pavip AV JREATT AV - c 2
S GRAN?RT: R RMORY ST 2 OFEN -2 [IF12 4 aPFr s MATILDA 3 ahryrf_Av
© w|micHAEL S S miiLmil =lo Hsumen o 5T 3 -
3 STEPHANIE | swegr N 4] Z £
o o AV 2 » Ezal 2 3 WASCANA__ AV Z
Ew ST ; § t_/‘) ST gls C£)| 3 % 4 ﬁ " %5 g g % i THOMPSZN s{: Slec
m z =
@) soHol 2 2| RENFREW JpuLLAN Q ”0 RIS 32 E R EEEL sl |7 -
pL |z PL | pL == A I} - 2
To0 —Eo ™ —
< il =egl RAYWNg B T o S o
HMOND|ST | W_e RicHvOND sT W 5| «E [ ] 3 meon|2 . £ % o*t
m “n“mn Sidewalk StUdy R Appendix 1"
I Sidewalk Service Provided - Grandparented Map of Streets to be Added
Transportation Services I N . :
= Meets Criteria to the Sidewalk Clearing Program
— in Ward 27
Winter Maintenance Levels of Service Does Not Meet Criteria =Ward a
Supplemental Report . .
Permit Parking Area




3
1n0s \3
g

> B
>m : % %o
B o2zs % £ WiLL
278 |5 2 2
m o > E
MOORE A 2 3
] x.§§ 3 5 HACKBERRY
= o & [y L)
J S 12 Z
oo g M <
S8 1o
c = Z
A
R
ALDE
m =}
Y g §
o g9 [
NS
g ' ~ 9h
— q
P | | = T
P S !LJ B | ks "
z 2 = 3\ 22 2L 2 B 1B R
z : F8g 3 B 2 |o TR
52 88 E 8|3
< _ n__| __ (@) < |m_ |5 S PLAINS RD
e e | O PLAINS RD S ;‘ 2 ﬁ
ry
\ s m COSBURN |_AV_3
| TTES
&l VIRGINIA AV =
> b ] S
‘ ?  HOLBORN é AV 2
| I‘ . . B P 5
BARKER o S avlS @ BARKER [Z AV
Z 5 |2 5
o g 2 S DUNKIRKRD
| i w % 2% 28 N
<0 <m
’: M ‘ v b [ MORTIMER AV
5 B e RN "
w, % B g < R FRATER|AV
: O ;g 5
- ’ b 2 SAMMON AV
\- l'||-||m| AV QuEENsDALE 2 AV
Iz
[soueas|[S [IF lm“ | SPRINGDALE |@ BV
m
: .'ml \-num IS luerron o
S =
8) by = o =
= ‘m”m,mu-l BEHOLME H E SlcLEBEHOLME € BV [0
g = s}
0 rn = —
:,“ /(g?)mll:_.__l EWOLVERLEIGHE BV §
ING AV Ao & o z
“-‘ waion . \\_g‘___‘ i STRATHMORE BV =
= T A RATHNDRE BV <
pANEORTH T AV |2 DANFORTHE A\

'I]r Legend Appendix 12
Tnnnm Sidewalk Study Results [ — Map of Streets to be added

Transportatlon Services === Sidewalk Service Provided - Grandparented Permit Parking Area to the Sidewalk Clearing Prog ram

N
W Meets Criteria

.
7L in Ward 29
Winter Maintenance Levels of Service |
)
i/

Supplemental Report Does Not Meet Criteria




	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels of Service - Staff Report
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 1
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 2
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 3
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 4 
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 5
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 6
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 7
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 8
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 9
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 10 
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 11
	PW30.8 - Confirmation of Levels - Appendix 12 

