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" Trip Generators:
Based on the density of destinations (libraries, community and recreation centres, schools, hospitals, health care centres,
grocery stores, daycares) which focus on trip generators that serve daily needs. This analysis helps identify the number of
trip generators each route is modelled to serve, within a 250m buffer of each location, helping people access these
destinations using cycling-friendly routes.
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Transit Access:

This analysis highlights streets within Context Area 2 that are modelled to carry the highest number of commuters from

thier home to the closest public transit station. By providing continuous, safe routes to transit, it will help encourage
people to access transit by bike.
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Connectivity: N
This analysis highlights bikeway projects that can close gaps in the existing network by providing
cycling-friendly connections between nearby routes. The result will be more continuous, connected 0 5

routing options for cyclists using those facilties. l L L L | ‘]ﬂ 'I'nlmm
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This analysis helps identify parts of the city that currently lack bikeways. It is based on proximity to existing cycling facilities,
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Barrier Crossings:

crossings will also be considered.
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ravines, watercourses and LRT lines, which reduce crossing opportunities by bike. Opportunities to improve existing
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Based on street segments which have the highest number of key access destinations abutting them, as identified by
Neighbourhood Planning Tables, within Neighbourhood Improvement Areas (NIAs). Projects that fall within NIAs receivea 0O
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