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routes in newly approved Secondary Plans, Transportation Master Plans, Subdivision Plans, and Mobility Studies.

map illustrates the weighted sum of analysis scores. The prioritization of routes will consider the detailed scorecard
results, feasibility analysis, neighbourhood clustering, road work, and geographic distribution. In areas of the city with
close parallel routes shown, further analysis and consultation will confirm the preferred route(s).

The analysis and scoring will be updated over time, with newly high scoring routes added to the network, as well as

RUTHERFORD RD AT
: TOWN OF
. % 5 3 g
5 ) z a 12
% 5 5, z
% 8 %, § RICHMOND HILL ] E i
% g % z H 2
o g 5 B s H H E
3 ¥ H ¢ E z i §
% o E = B s &
® = s = = 3 &£
o} 2 3 T
% ]
weGITY OF ; CITY OF
) — —
VAUGHAN . MARKHAM
o
% e 2 & i ¥ g
S o 2 i Fl @ z
\ep\n s ¢ g £ 3 g 5
O 2
P i I
2 z i
QUEENSTE £ = 14THAVE
= CENTREST 1UTH AVE
°
S 2 E
\ ! 7 P o 2 z
/ 5 ¢ - S
7 2 5 < H B
y £ : 9 Y 3 2
i E I %, H £ 2
g = H % g h g
3 3 3 = H >
i g g z
o 3 —
SEEESAEW L e wew Steeles Ave W STEELES AVE W 4 STEELES AVEE Steeles Ave E s @ gTEEESAEE
ey ® Kty 9\ Rd % L=
« %/o raereeiigl g 1% INewonDr Clifwood RY yorpd | anwoud ; Passmore Ave s, g
’7 2 £ 2
o PatricidAve 5 |3 2 ‘E“ ; a g 5 = 3
g ) /\—\ z > s L 3 Seasons p; & 5 @
& vet ¥ 7| — o 9 g g z g . 5 CITY OF
% - E 2 S £ o - G E g PldtHat Rd
¢ 5~ B ° TG CKERING
: - 55 pw e - VA : ' PICKERIN
? S| & A0, = g g% g s,
= - £ ) (5} a
3 & & 3 o 3(\ H g |z 8| &)
2 Z o 2 neca H\ = 1 2 2 = Ve Oy
% 3 o e @ = S Ry
2 %, e < P | = &5 i FINCH AVE
£ \ > ol X o 2 Van Ho, =
| -8 5 z o _3 9 % Ch, o g
= = 2 I === = Ave 'Utiand & ¥
| = H
% ) S s £ 3 G S = \wood Df s
kS 5 5 £ 2 & g e g 4
%, 2 o = > § = 8
3 52 @ e W= 9 3 Haverjdale Rd S H <
3 9 5 K ¢ \ovin AV 2
¢ ros 4. 4 Old Sheppard Ave De““e“ GSELAVe W 5
3 3 " S~ bomrecr, y—f—
&
& b Florence Ave S £ TWYN RIVERS DR
<3 o A WU/O?_g% n
= L 4 O
£ s ea Cass A (07" \invergordon Ave | guntoWS (et pv
E & indalefor s, 2 Farmerest Pf Pitfi® W
Q2 in 2
L el - y,,ea 5 1 Scarden Afe I oceler BIVO
= Plewes Rd L 2 -\, T 7 & Kee
CITY OF : - [s % o : ‘d RETe
8 L 3 e - 3 Terraview BIv o Peks pue 8 Y7,
) Wilon Ave A K Mills Rd @ & vd — O A Z 4
BRAMPTON o £ ¢ F™ retiofes 2 3 T3
z g = S H a o 5 d
s = E L o R
. % Bridgeland Ave N4 bt eS| g Ellesmere Rd 2 [&] 2 \gtand
S g ]
2 balSt 2 Ga N\ ] 2 assandyg), N z z ] <
g 5 E Vi e 2 : 5 i ;
S, o e
(R \ Church St 2 Post Rd 5 & = 5. lawsonRd & \ %
N 5 5 < z 5| B 2 o I3 = PN
7 S < © @ = bl
v 4 3 < 3 = S B > g b o <
S 3 G £ 2 = H H £ Al o
S N = g £ 4] g @ &
S i w18 = T £ i
L @ = & s & 3
g o - Rails® v =
Blvd & b3 2 = = o
'y 3 ? 2 ) S i 2 S, 2
“euliver R4 B & Sweeney Dr z g X 61y H
% = i 2 Coronation pr
Richgrove D %y P dasiefield Ave S ) 2 v | o
o o r 9% S yford 3 £ 2 2
linton Ave: E a w B 3 @ = g g s E s
I, 2 1 roadway Ave AU 5] 2 5 s g 5
2 @ <« ]
4 ! s @ £ Cumber Ave
vag—= = f —_— s o= Vil’é\Q Sy ‘Ashtonpee Rd 3 Tudelle st E LSy )
/ = S ve X — i 2 uildwood Pkw
R 5 Princess & x £ 8 Zfvanor Rd £ ! Wicksteed Ave/ Seariey ©f
MATHESON e /\5@ East Dr £ &= = Gre R
£ < o o v
s in, (2 = 2] g M unrise ® herry Rd
H %, —m Kilbarry RGN et Y A 2 | comsthck Rd =
o % s ) o oy B & 3 Hynfus Rd ridge 2
< Foxwel-§ < = Hope € M y oy
W R :&' e B P Lonsdale Rd 3 AR & oko | [ = %
o p \ AEE Heath §f arky < £ s
o Z o 1] St Clair Ave W| o e W Hijy Creg OF = =4 | =
N : : - - : S
= - [e} s &
Bumhamthorpe Rd g s D LE %_‘?d [\ Ferts &
g o N m Y Arkdene Hills
Z 2% GYary Ave - S— ) Cosburn Ave ' &f=
Zs -Q/ 90 Dubont St=§_! 2 S & < of &
& 2 e Hallam St 5 I A 3 5§ Mortimer Ave tltmdnkave
< Bloof St W s g 2 2 S & Ly Ep = Sammon Ave S
G n < 7 1 afl - A & PRl
R = -2 3, g @
N T 5 2 g = & ﬁ Vs (=} o
Y 8 - L 28 Benng Ave g iz : = - g 3 S
% ~ 9 . pubdasSt H ) g i 3 Habord st~ & abel = SV Ed
- o AdvanceRd 3 2 j=1 ® 8 = | @ s s 3 Gerard StE
& e Z Norseman St = ﬁfé = T < |3 1 e E b § H 2
& 5 = of 2 % | 8l o o =) S e-0=F1 & g 2 ] 2 )
CITYOF & . g b | £y \REL e 2t 5L Lot i HEER WS B o IR S
o < < Jutland Rd = 2\a\% o 5] W2 £3 p= o SOBIE ceradstk T2 )5 s 3
7 Narth Queen St —_— Z\s\° ok < 25 L et = g
MISSISSAUGA = o | s 3k e -
% > / &| the SR < B 4 S S huter St = =
£ ueen St =
D % /< — L WS w7, I P - & Queen StE
% % 2 2 1 - c
% S i\“’ Evans fve a = Mo = v il 2
X% ) l rtland St sl St o> Fpronfstw . Y
%
r Valbrmo Dr . ors SY
w‘@ o:% e Judson i [ToonsQ 5\,\&1
2 } = \
o > Homer Ave i o
< -
8 @ New Torerto St 5
2 s e St
2 Ul
EElder Ave  Birmingham/St
' : l
3
%
%
%
o
VSRG

10 km

WHITES RD

Analysis Scores
of Proposed
Cycling Network

Score

Context 1
36 - 44

25-35
15-24
1-14

Context 2

——— 41-48
30 -40
20 - 29
2-19

Existing Cycling Network

Trail

On-Street Cycling Facility
=== Context Boundary

U= TTC

G& ©o

Data Source: City of Toronto

Projection: NAD 1927 MTM 3
Cartography: Cycling Infrastructure and
Programs, City of Toronto
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