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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
Public Information Centre (PIC) 1 was held from Thursday, November 26, 2020 to Monday, January 4, 
2021 to present and solicit feedback on the study background, Transportation Master Plan (TMP) update 
process and next steps in the study. Due to COVID-19 and associated physical distancing requirements, 
PIC 1 was hosted online via the study website (www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP).  

The study area for this TMP Update lies within the County of Peterborough, as shown on the Key Plan in 
Figure 1 below: 

Figure 1: Key Plan 

file://CD1215-F01/WORK_GROUP/01605/active/160540007/49_general_correspondence_progress_meetings/49.2_reports/PIC%201%20Summary%20Report/www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP
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2.0 PURPOSE 
PIC 1 forms part of the overall consultation plan for the TMP Update and was designed to engage County 
residents and other stakeholders to help to identify potential issues and opportunities for transportation 
improvements in the County.  

The purpose of Online PIC 1 was to provide participants with an opportunity to review and comment on 
the study background, TMP Update process and next steps in the study. 

3.0 LOCATION, DATE AND TIME 
Online PIC 1 was hosted on the study website (www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP) from Thursday, November 26, 
2020 through until Monday, January 4, 2021. A recorded presentation and comment form were available 
for online participants to listen to and/or read study information, as well as offer feedback and ask 
questions through the online comment form, study email address, or by contacting the study team directly 
via telephone or email.  

4.0 NOTIFICATION 
The Notice of Online PIC 1 provided information about the PIC, including the date that materials would 
become available for review online, where to access the materials, and a requested end date to provide 
feedback to the study team. 

The Notice of Online PIC 1 was distributed to the public, agencies, utilities, stakeholders and Williams 
Treaties First Nations through the methods outlined below in Table 1.   

Table 1: Notification Distribution 

Method of Distribution Date of Distribution 
Posted in the local newspaper (Kawartha Lakes 
This Week) 

November 19 & 26, 2020 

Hardcopies mailed via Canada Post November 18, 2020 
Emailed electronic copy November 19, 2020 

A copy of the Notice of Online PIC 1 is included within Appendix A. 

In addition to the above, the County of Peterborough launched Online PIC 1 notifications through their 
social media accounts (i.e. Facebook and Twitter), to help to encourage followers and members of the 
public to access the study website and review the Online PIC 1 materials.  The social media ‘pushes’ 
included a direct link to the study website and occurred on the dates in Table 2 below: 

http://www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP
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Table 2: Social Media ‘Push’ Dates 

Date of Facebook ‘Push’ Date of Twitter ‘Push’ 
Nov 26, 2020 Nov 26, 2020 
Dec 3, 2020 Dec 3, 2020 

Dec 17, 2020 Dec 17, 2020 
Dec 20, 2020 Dec 20, 2020 
Dec 23, 2020 Dec 23, 2020 
Dec 28, 2020 Dec 28, 2020 
Jan 3, 2021 Jan 2, 2021 

Jan 3, 2021 

5.0 REFERENCE MATERIALS AND HANDOUTS 
The following County of Peterborough Transportation Master Plan displays were presented as part of 
Online PIC 1: 

• Welcome to Online Public Information Centre 1
• Study Area and Objectives
• Transportation Master Plan
• Transportation Master Plan Process
• What is involved in a TMP Update?
• What have we heard so far?
• Summary of 2014 Recommendations
• Status of 2014 TMP Update Recommendations
• Recommended Capacity Improvement Projects in 2014 TMP
• Factors Affecting the TMP Update (1)
• Factors Affecting the TMP Update (2)
• Existing Intersection Analysis
• Network Analysis
• Policy and Standards Review
• Fiscal Analysis
• Next Steps
• Thank you for Participating in Online PIC 1

A copy of the Online PIC 1 displays and accompanying script are included in Appendix B. 
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6.0 FORMAT 
In light of COVID-19 and associated physical distancing requirements, the PIC was held online via the 
study website and included a pre-recorded presentation and comment form on which to provide feedback. 
A summary of the comment form questions, and associated feedback received is provided in Section 8.0.  

The Articulate Storyline presentation platform was used to encourage interaction throughout the 
presentation, allowing users to pause the presentation, or fast forward to sections of the presentation that 
interested them most and/or rewind to review information in more detail. The text of each narrated 
presentation slide was offered as part of the online PIC to provide both a visual and audio experience, 
and to help to ensure that accessibility needs were accommodated.  

All attendees were encouraged to provide their feedback by January 4, 2021. As part of the online PIC 
review and comment period, members of the study team were available to answer concerns and 
questions submitted through the comment form on the study website, as well as via mail, phone, and 
email. 

The information provided during PIC 1, including the display boards, narration are provided within 
Appendix B, and a copy of the comment form can be reviewed within Appendix D.  

7.0 PARTICIPATION 
7.1 SOCIAL MEDIA PARTICIPATION 

The County of Peterborough encouraged their social media followers and members of the public to 
access the study website and review the Online PIC 1 materials through a series of social media ‘pushes’ 
containing a direct link to the study website. The amount of public participation via this forum can be 
summarized as follows:   

FACEBOOK ENGAGEMENT DEFINITIONS 
Reach - The number of people who saw your post at least once. Reach is different from impressions, 
which may include multiple views of your post by the same people. This metric is estimated. 
Engagement - The number of reactions, comments, shares and clicks on your post. 

Reactions/Likes - The number of reactions on your Facebook post. The reactions button on a post 
allows people to share different reactions to its content: Like, Love, Haha, Wow, Sad or Angry. 
Comments - The number of comments on your post. 

Shares - The number of shares of your post. 
Table 3: Facebook User Statistics 

Date of Push Reach Engagement Reactions/Likes Comments* Shares 
Nov 26, 2020 1,169 42 1 0 7 
Dec 3, 2020 1,064 22 5 0 7 
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Dec 17, 2020 508 19 1 0 4 
Dec 20, 2020 428 6 0 0 1 
Dec 23, 2020 244 1 0 0 1 
Dec 28, 2020 2,036 54 4 1 4 
Jan 3, 2021 1,564 25 1 1 1 

Total 7,013 169 12 2 25 

TWITTER ENGAGEMENT DEFINITIONS 
Impressions – The number of times users saw the tweet on Twitter 
Engagements - Total number of times a user has interacted with at Tweet. This includes all clicks 
anywhere on the Tweet (including hashtags, links, avatar, username, and Tweet expansion). Retweets, 
replies, follows, and likes. 
Engagement Rate - The number of engagements (clicks, retweets, replies, follows and likes) divided by 
the total number of impressions. 

Table 4: Twitter User Statistics 

Date of Push Impressions Engagements Engagement Rate 
Nov 26, 2020 1,396 17 1.2% 
Dec 3, 2020 1,477 24 1.6% 

Dec 17, 2020 919 25 2.7% 
Dec 20, 2020 686 13 1.9% 
Dec 23, 2020 750 5 0.7% 
Dec 28, 2020 1,394 28 2.0% 
Jan 2, 2021 934 24 2.6% 
Jan 3, 2021 1,478 29 2.0% 

Totals 9,034 165 1.8% 

7.2 WEBSITE PARTICIPATION 

Statistics were gathered during the PIC period (i.e., November 26, 2020 to January 4, 2021) to determine 
the number of viewers of the online presentations.  The website visit statistics were broken down into the 
following two categories: 

1) Unique Visitors – the total number of people that visited the site. The same person visiting the
site multiple times during the PIC time period is only counted once.

2) Number of Visits – the total number of visits by browsing session. If  a visitor viewed another
page on the site within 30 minutes of their last pageview, it is counted as the same visit. If a
visitor returns to the study website 30 minutes after their last pageview, it is counted as a
separate visit. 

The data gathered for each category is illustrated below within Table 5 and Table 6. While a daily value 
can be determined for the number of visits, the unique visitor statistic is only available on a monthly basis. 
However, based on the comparison of data collected for these two categories from December 2020 to 
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January 2021, the unique visitor statistic is on average 40% of the number of visits. Thus, it can be 
approximated that there were 107 unique visitors from November 26 to November 30, 2020 (i.e., 
immediately following distribution and posting of the Notice of Online PIC 1).   

Table 5: Number of Unique Visitors to the Study Website 

Unique Visitors 
November 2020 107 visitors 
December 2020 377 visitors 
January 2021 112 visitors 

Total: 596 visitors 

Table 6: Number of Visits to the Study Website 

Number of Visits 
November 26, 2020 to November 30, 2020 267 visitors 
December 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020 1,068 visitors 
January 1, 2021 to January 4, 2021 257 visitors 

Total: 1592 visitors 

A copy of the raw statistics from the cPanel platform can be reviewed within Appendix C.  

8.0 FEEDBACK 
All PIC participants were encouraged to provide feedback through a link to the comment form offered at 
the end of  the PIC presentation. In addition, the study team contact information was provided as part of 
the PIC notice, the study website and the presentation.  

Participants were asked to answer a series of questions related to their comments and ideas related to 
potential improvements to the County’s transportation network, submit additional comments via the online 
comment form, or by emailing the study team directly. In total, 13 comment forms, 1 email and 1 phone 
call were received following the notification of Online PIC 1 and during the Online PIC comment period.  

Some of the key comment themes included:  
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• Improve Road Safety (decreasing speed limits, improving street lighting and signage, implementation
of  speed bumps and rumble strips to control speeding, etc.)

• Improve Pedestrian Safety (providing more sidewalks, increasing the width of sidewalks/multi-use
paths, improving pedestrian crossing safety at intersections through increased signage, road markings 
and lighting, etc.)

• Improve Cycling Safety (increasing the amount of bike lanes within the County, increasing cyclist
signage and street lighting, etc.)

• Increase lighting and reflective signage on Highway 7 and 115/35
• Increase public transit options and frequency of service, as well as weekly buses from smaller villages 

to main city centres for shopping
• Add turning lanes at intersections to reduce traffic congestion
• Increase f requency of snow removal/salting on public sidewalks, as well as the number of streets that 

are serviced

• Provide VIA Rail High Frequency Passenger Train Service
• Concern for ORV-use on County Roadways (i.e. road safety, user safety for minors, increased dust 

and noise, damage to roadways/property and air pollution).

A copy of all comments and comment forms received is included within Appendix E.  It should be noted 
that all names and addresses from respondents were included on the study mailing list. 

9.0 NEXT STEPS 
All comments received as part of Online PIC 1 have been reviewed and considered by members of the 
study team and will continue to be considered as the TMP Update study progresses. 

Next steps will include confirming the problems and opportunities, reviewing and evaluating alternative 
solutions and updating policies and standards, as necessary. A second PIC will be held to present and 
solicit feedback on the preliminary findings. 

Consultation will be ongoing, and all interested parties will be notified of study updates, including PIC 2.
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Notice of Online Public Information Centre 1 
Transportation Master Plan Update 

The County of Peterborough (County) is undertaking an 
update to its Transportation Master Plan (TMP) to guide 
the County in decision making related to infrastructure 
improvements and safety enhancements for the next 20 
years (2020-2040).  As part of the TMP Update, the 
short- and long-term transportation infrastructure needs 
and deficiencies will be identified to help confirm the 
improvements to the transportation network required to 
efficiently address existing and future travel demands.   
The study is being undertaken in accordance with 
Approach #1 of the Master Planning Process, as outlined 
in Appendix 4 of the Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment (MCEA) document (October 2000, as 
amended in 2007, 2011 and 2015). As such, the TMP 
Update will generally address Phases 1 and 2 of the 
MCEA process, and will form the basis for the 
recommended Schedule B and C transportation 
infrastructure projects identified within the TMP Update 
report.  
As part of this study, a comprehensive consultation process is being undertaken and your 
participation is encouraged.  Members of the public and other stakeholder groups are invited to 
participate in the study and to assist the study team in identifying opportunities to address changing 
trends, emerging needs, and new opportunities.   

An online Public Information Centre (PIC) is being planned to present and gather feedback on 
the study background, process, and problems and opportunities. Considering COVID-19 and 
physical distancing requirements, PIC 1 will be held online.  Preliminary study information will be 
available for your review on the project website at www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP on Thursday, 
November 26, 2020. A recorded presentation will be offered as part of the online PIC, as well as an 
online survey, until January 4, 2021.  

For more information about this study, please email the study team (tmp@ptbocounty.ca) or contact: 

Peter Nielsen, C.E.T. 
Manager, Engineering & Design 
County of Peterborough 
Tel: (705) 775-2737 ext. 3200 
Email: pnielsen@ptbocounty.ca 

Gene Chartier, M.A.Sc., P.Eng., FITE 
Vice President and Chief Development Officer 
Paradigm Transportation Solutions Limited 
Tel: 416.479.9684 ext. 501 
Email: gchartier@ptsl.com 

All information will be collected in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of 
Privacy Act (2009). Except for personal information, all comments will become part of the public 
record.  

This notice was issued November 19, 2020. 

http://www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP
mailto:tmp@ptbocounty.ca
mailto:pnielsen@ptbocounty.ca
mailto:gchartier@ptsl.com
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County of Peterborough
Transportation Master Plan Update

WELCOME
to the

Online Public Information Centre 1



Study Area and Objectives
Peterborough County has initiated a Transportation Master Plan (TMP) 
Update to guide transportation infrastructure improvements and safety 
enhancements for the next 20 years (to 2041).

Study Area

The study area includes the County of Peterborough, an approximately 
4,000 km2 rural municipality comprising eight (8) townships, including: 
Asphodel-Norwood, North Kawartha, Cavan Monaghan, Douro-
Dummer, Selwyn, Havelock-Belmont-Methuen, Otonabee-South 
Monaghan, and Trent Lakes.

Objectives

To review the existing TMP recommendations and identify infrastructure 
improvement needs and policies, which support and enhance the 
maintenance, safety, and expansion of the transportation network.



Transportation Master Plan

What is a Transportation Master Plan?

Why is a Transportation Master Plan Update being done now?

A Transportation Master Plan (TMP) is a long-range plan that guides transportation 
planning and infrastructure needs to accommodate growth and development within a 
broad area. TMPs include a comprehensive assessment of current and future 
transportation system needs and recommend improvements for new/improved 
infrastructure to create a balanced transportation network for all modes of travel.

A TMP should be reviewed regularly to confirm previous recommendations and 
identify areas for improvement.

The first County of Peterborough TMP was adopted by County Council in 2004. The 
plan was last reviewed and updated in 2014 (2014 TMP). Conducting a review now 
will allow the County to improve upon and update the recommendations in the current 
plan to better reflect changing needs, emerging issues, and new opportunities.



Phase 2: 
Alternative 
Solutions

Phase 1: 
Problem and 
Opportunity

Transportation Master Plan Process
This study is being undertaken in 
accordance with Approach #1 of 
the Master Planning Process, as 
outlined in Appendix 4 of the 
Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment (MCEA) document 
(October 2000, as amended in 
2015).

Phases 1 and 2 of the MCEA 
process will generally be 
addressed and will form the basis 
for the recommended Schedule B 
and C transportation infrastructure 
projects identified in the TMP 
Update report.

Collect and Review 
Data

Identify Problems and 
Opportunities

Identify and Evaluate 
Alternative Solutions

Develop Implementation 
Strategy

Transportation Master Plan

We are here
Online Public 
Information 

Centre 1

Public Information 
Centre 2

Notice of Study 
Commencement 
(July 31, 2020)

Public Information 
Centre 3

O
ngoing Public Engagem

ent



What is Involved in a TMP Update?
The County is reviewing the 2014 TMP to identify possible improvements and/or updates to the previous 
recommendations. The update will involve:

• Review applicable legislation and regulations, and the transportation plans of the County’s lower tier
municipalities, adjacent communities, the Ontario Ministry of Transportation and First Nations

• Identify short- and long-term infrastructure needs and deficiencies and transportation network
improvements required to efficiently address existing and future travel demands

• Prepare policies and standards that support and enhance the maintenance and expansion of the
transportation network

• Develop an implementation plan within a TMP Update report to outline a framework for transportation
improvement priorities and funding strategies

Your participation is encouraged to provide input to project planning by helping to identify potential 
transportation infrastructure needs and opportunities.



What Have We Heard So Far?
The Notice of Study Commencement and Public Comment Invited was issued on July 31, 2020.  An 
online survey and web map were offered for participants to share their concerns related to transportation 
in the County, with 116 individuals providing responses. The feedback received indicated:

An online web map was also available for participants to 
indicate possible points of concern within the County. Based 

on input received from 58 participants, road, intersection 
and pedestrian safety is a concern within some areas.

• 94% of participants travel within 
and around the County by car

• There is a strong desire for active 
transportation users to be 
accommodated on County roads

• Improvements to some County 
roadways and bridges are needed

• Speeding is a concern in some 
areas

• ORV use within the County is an 
area of interest to many

• Public transportation between 
County townships is sought by 
some



Summary of 2014 TMP Recommendations
The 2014 TMP recommended transportation improvements for the Short (0-10 Years), Medium (10-20 
Years), and Long (20+ Years) Terms. The plan recommended policies and a strategy for transportation 
improvements through phasing to accommodate other Council priorities and coordinate with other 
infrastructure work. 

Walking and Cycling
• Facilitate linkages to existing

trails, and support development of
cycling and trail mapping through
promotional materials (i.e., trail
maps, signage of cycling routes,
bicycle racks, etc.)

• Establish an active transportation
funding program to implement
facilities in local communities

• Develop a County-wide Active
Transportation Plan

Transit
• Work with local municipalities to

determine interest in providing
transit

• Initiate a transit working group to
facilitate more detailed
assessment for how to structure a
tender for transit services in the
County

• Undertake a business plan for
transit service delivery over
various routes

Roads
• Follow implementation plan for

short, medium and long-term road
improvement projects

• Add new corridors or capacity
improvements to existing roads to
accommodate future travel
demands

• Develop a County-wide road
classification system

• Adopt standards for higher
classification roadways



Status of 2014 TMP Update Recommendations
The County has completed many of the initiatives recommended in the 2014 TMP, including 80% of the 
short-term road network improvement projects. As well, most policies and standards included in the 
2014 TMP have been adopted for use and/or incorporated into the County Official Plan.

The remaining short-term projects and longer-term improvements yet to be initiated will be reviewed as 
part of this TMP update.

Excerpt of 
Recommendations 
from the 2014 TMP 

Update



Recommended Capacity Improvement Projects in 2014 TMP



Factors Affecting the TMP Update
Trip-making patterns of County residents, workers, and visitors continue to be impacted by larger socio-
economic and demographic trends and changes that have occurred at the provincial and national levels.

County-wide travel characteristics were studied based on data collected through the 2016 Transportation 
Tomorrow Survey (TTS). The TTS is a confidential and voluntary survey on how Ontarians in the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe (GGH) travel.
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Factors Affecting the TMP Update
New policies, studies, and planned transportation infrastructure improvements that have emerged since 
the 2014 TMP will have a direct impact on the performance of Peterborough County’s transportation 
network and future needs, including:

• Both the County and City of Peterborough are updating their Official Plan growth forecasts to comply with the
new Provincial Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (approved in 2020), which established the
Province’s vision for managing population and employment growth in the GGH up to 2051.

• The City of Peterborough is currently updating its TMP, Transit Plan and Cycling Master Plan, which have the
potential to influence the need for and timing of County Road improvements.

• Highway 407 East opened in late 2019, connecting to Highway 35/115 in Clarington. The extension significantly
improves the County’s connectivity with the GGH and has the potential to influence commuting patterns.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, the County has experienced considerable change in travel behaviour
with the physical distancing measures implemented to control the spread of the virus. While many 
previous travel trends are expected to resume as life returns to “normal”, this event has the potential to 
change behaviour and transportation services moving forward. Although impossible to predict the impact 
at this point, the TMP update will consider potential implications to the extent possible in its strategies 
and action plans.



Existing Intersection Analysis
Traffic operations at 14 intersections are being analyzed to 
provide a snapshot of current traffic flow conditions on the 
County Road Network. Safety is also being considered.

Level of service (LOS) is a qualitative measure used to 
describe traffic flow at an intersection. The LOS denotes 
how well a vehicle movement (or the entire intersection) 
operates by assigning quality levels based on the delay 
experienced by drivers.

Using these indicators and criteria, weekday AM and PM 
peak hour traffic conditions at the intersections will be 
analyzed to identify any existing operational deficiencies. 
For the purpose of the analyses, intersections and/or their 
individual movements experiencing a LOS E or F are 
considered critical and subject to improvement. 

The projected future conditions will be determined through 
the next phase of technical analysis.

Level 
of 

Service
General Description

Average 
Control Delay

(seconds/
vehicle)

A Free flow 0 to 10

B Stable flow (slight delays) > 10 to 20

C Stable flow (acceptable 
delays)

> 20 to 35

D Approaching unstable flow 
(tolerable delay, occasionally 
wait through more than one 
signal cycle before 
proceeding)

> 35 to 55

E Unstable flow (intolerable 
delay)

> 55 to 80

F Forced flow (congested and 
queues fail to clear)

> 80



Network Analysis
The TMP Update includes updated traffic modelling to forecast future demand on County road corridors 
with consideration of the influence of traffic from external sources such as Provincial Highways 7 and 
115. Additional emphasis will be placed on the analysis of growth areas in the County (principally
Lakefield, Millbrook and Norwood).

The modelling will establish existing baseline traffic patterns and 20-year forecasted traffic movements to 
identify areas of potential congestion and conflict. Using the modelling, various road network 
improvement scenarios will be developed and tested to maintain capacity and acceptable level(s) of 
service on the County Road Network to the year 2041. An assessment of environmental conditions and 
other constraints and evaluation of the potential impacts and benefits of each alternative will also be 
carried out.

Key items being considered in the analysis include a review of previous work/needs for the Bridgenorth 
By-Pass, connectivity to the City of Peterborough road network, incorporating the findings of other EA 
studies, and coordination with MTO on provincial highway corridors.



Policy and Standards Review
The County has several policies and standards that guide and support the management and operation 
of the transportation network. The TMP Update will review the existing guidance to address emerging 
issues and enhance the policies for objective based decision-making. The review will incorporate 
research of best practices and consider methods to improve accessibility for persons with disabilities. 
The specific policies and standards being examined include:
• Network Development:

• Road Classification System, Special Character Roads, Level of Service
• Roadway Design:

• Clear Zone Design Standards, Oversized/Overweight Vehicle Loads Policy, Building/Structure Setback Policy,
Designation of No-Truck Routes Policy, Application of Equivalent Single Axle Load in Pavement Design Policy,
Application of Pavement Markings Policy, Assessing Impacts of Traffic Noise Policy, Illumination of Rural
Intersections Policy

• Emerging Issues:
• Global Speed Limit Review Policy, Electric Kick Style Scooters Review, Road Transfer Rationalization Policy,

School Zones Review



Fiscal Analysis
The fiscal analysis will determine implementation timing and priorities for improvement projects. It will 
include a review of the timing for improvement projects identified in the City of Peterborough TMP. 
Opportunities to align works and priorities will be sought where feasible.

The County will help to assess financial implications of rehabilitation and recommended capital 
expansion projects versus historical funding levels, development charges, and federal provincial funding 
sources in completing the fiscal analysis.



Next Steps
• Review and consider feedback received
• Complete the analysis and assessment of existing and future transportation needs
• Confirm the problems and opportunities statement
• Review and evaluate alternative solutions
• Review and update policies and standards
• Hold PIC 2 to present preliminary findings (tentatively scheduled for winter 2021)
• Confirm preferred transportation improvements and policy direction
• Develop an implementation strategy to support the development of the 20-year capital program
• Hold PIC 3 to present and gather feedback on the TMP Update recommendations and associated

implementation plan (tentatively scheduled for summer 2021)
• Prepare Transportation Master Plan Update report



Thank you for Participating in Online PIC 1
Your feedback is very important to this study.  

Please complete the online comment form or contact us by email or phone to share your thoughts by January 4, 2021.

For information on the study process please email the study team at tmp@ptbocounty.ca or contact:

Please feel free to contact us with any questions or comments

Peter Nielsen, C.E.T.
Manager, Engineering & Design

County of Peterborough
Tel: (705) 775-2737 ext. 3200

Email: pnielsen@ptbocounty.ca

Gene Chartier, M.A.Sc., P.Eng., FITE
Vice President and Chief Development Officer

Paradigm Transportation Solutions Limited
Tel: 416.479.9684 ext. 501

Email: gchartier@ptsl.com

For more information, visit us at: www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP

mailto:tmp@ptbocounty.ca
http://www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP
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1. Online Public Information Center 1

1.1 Welcome

Narration: 

Welcome to the County of Peterborough Transportation Master Plan Update Online Public 
Information Centre #1. My name is Gene Chartier and I’m the Project Manager for the Study. 
Our firm Paradigm Transportation Solutions Ltd. and our colleagues from Stantec Consulting 
have been retained by the County to undertake the update.

1.2 Study Area and Objectives 

Narration: 

Peterborough County has initiated a Transportation Master Plan (TMP) Update to guide 
transportation infrastructure improvements and safety enhancements for the next 20 years (to 
2041). 

The study area includes the County of Peterborough, an approximately 4,000 km2 rural 
municipality comprising eight (8) townships, including: Asphodel-Norwood, North Kawartha, 
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Cavan Monaghan, Douro-Dummer, Selwyn, Havelock-Belmont-Methuen, Otonabee-South 
Monaghan, and Trent Lakes.  

To review the existing TMP recommendations and identify infrastructure improvement needs 
and policies, which support and enhance the maintenance, safety, and expansion of the 
transportation network. 

1.3 Transportation Master Plan 

 
Narration: 

What is Transportation Master Plan? A TMP is a long-range plan that guides transportation 
planning and infrastructure needs to accommodate growth and development within a broad 
area. TMPs include a comprehensive assessment of current and future transportation system 
needs and recommend improvements for new/improved infrastructure to create a balanced 
transportation network for all modes of travel. 

A TMP should be reviewed regularly to confirm previous recommendations and identify areas 
for improvement. The first County of Peterborough TMP was adopted by County Council in 2004.  
The plan was last reviewed and updated in 2014. Conducting a review now will allow the County 
to improve upon and update the recommendations in the current plan to better reflect 
changing needs, emerging issues, and new opportunities. 

1.4 Transportation Master Plan Process 
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Narration: 

This study is being undertaken in accordance with Approach #1 of the Master Planning Process, 
as outlined in Appendix 4 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (or MCEA) 
document, which was approved in October 2000, and most recently amended in 2015. 

Phases 1 and 2 of the MCEA process will generally be addressed and will form the basis for the 
recommended Schedule B and C transportation infrastructure improvements identified in the 
TMP report. 

So in Phase 1 of the process, we look at the problems and opportunities, and that involves two 
steps of collecting and reviewing data, and identifying our problems and opportunities. The 
second phase of the process entails looking at alternative solutions to address the problems and 
opportunities identified. This involves identifying and evaluating alternative solutions, and 
developing an implementation strategy. The outcome of developing the strategy is the 
Transportation Master Plan . 

Throughout the entire Transportation Master Plan process, public engagement will be ongoing. 
It’s a very important element of the process. We have planned for four formal points of contact 
or outreach to the community through the Transportation Master Plan update for the County. 
The first point of contact is the Notice of Study Commencement, which was issued on July 31st, 
2020. This online Public Information Centre #1 is the second point of contact, and comes during 
the Identification of Problems and Opportunities step in the Transportation Master Plan process. 
Subsequent to this round of engagement, we will be conducting two future Public Information 
Centres, roughly at the point of the process where we’re identifying and evaluating alternative 
solutions, and developing the implementation strategy. Those information centres will be held 
at different points in 2021. 

1.5 What is Involved in a TMP Update? 

 
Narration: 

The County is reviewing the 2014 TMP to identify possible improvements and/or updates to the 
previous recommendations. The update will involve: 

• A review of applicable legislation and regulations, and the transportation plans of the 
County’s lower tier municipalities, adjacent communities, the Ontario Ministry of 
Transportation and the First Nations communities 
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• Identifying short- and long-term infrastructure needs and deficiencies and 
transportation network improvements required to efficiently address existing and 
future travel demands 

• Preparing policies and standards that support and enhance the maintenance and 
expansion of the transportation network  

• And developing an implementation plan within a TMP Update report to outline a 
framework for transportation improvement priorities and funding strategies 

Your participation in this process is highly encouraged as we need input to project planning by 
helping to identify potential transportation infrastructure needs and opportunities. 

1.6 What Have We Heard So Far? 

 
Narration: 

The Notice of Study Commencement and Public Comment Invited was issued on July 31, 2020.  
An online survey and web map were offered for participants to share their concerns related to 
transportation in the County, with 116 individuals providing responses. The feedback received 
indicated that: 

• 94% of participants travel within and around the County by car 

• There is a strong desire for active transportation users to be accommodated on County 
roads 

• Improvements to some County roadways and bridges are needed 

• Speeding is a concern in some areas of the county 

• ORV use within the County is an area of interest to many 

• And public transportation between County townships is sought by some 

The online web map was also available for participants to indicate possible points of concern 
within the County. Based on input received from 58 participants, road, intersection and 
pedestrian safety is a concern within some areas of the County. 
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1.7 Summary of 2014 TMP Recommendations 

 
Narration: 

The 2014 TMP update recommended transportation improvements for the Short, Medium, and 
Long Terms. The plan recommended policies and a strategy for transportation improvements 
through phasing to accommodate other Council priorities and coordinate with other 
infrastructure work.  

The Plan provided recommendations in three primary areas: 

• Firstly, walking and cycling. The recommendations of the Plan included to facilitate 
linkages to existing trails, and support development of cycling and trail mapping through 
promotional materials such as trail maps, signage of cycling routes, bike racks. It also 
recommended establishing an active transportation funding program to implement 
facilities in local communities, and developing a County-wide Active Transportation Plan, 
which has since been completed. 

• The second area of recommendations were around transit. The Plan recommended 
working with local municipalities to determine interest in providing transit services, 
initiating a transit working group to facilitate more detailed assessment of how to 
structure a tender for transit services in the County, and undertaking a business plan for 
transit service delivery over various routes. 

• The third area focused on recommendations related to roads. These included follow the 
implementation plan for short, medium and long-term road improvement projects, 
adding new corridors or capacity improvements to existing roads to accommodate 
future travel demands, developing a County-wide road classification system, and 
adopting standards for higher classification roadways. 
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1.8 Status of 2014 TMP Update Recommendations 

Narration: 

The County has completed many of the initiatives recommended in the 2014 TMP update, 
including 80% of the short-term road network improvement projects. As well, most policies and 
standards included in the 2014 TMP update have been adopted for use and/or incorporated into 
the County Official Plan.  

The remaining short-term projects and longer-term improvements yet to be initiated will be 
reviewed as part of this TMP update.

1.9 Recommended Capacity Improvement Projects in 2014 TMP 

Narration: 

This map shows the recommended road expansion projects identified in the 2014 TMP update 
report. The map shows that most of the improvements are focused on the Bridgenorth, 
Lakefield, and Millbrook areas of the County, and abut the City of Peterborough. Mots of these 
projects are still awaiting implementation, given the scale and the requirements needed to bring 
the projects to completion.
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1.10 Factors Affecting the TMP Update 

Narration: 

Trip-making patterns of County residents, workers, and visitors continue to be impacted by 
larger socio-economic and demographic trends and changes that have occurred at the provincial 
and national levels. 

County-wide travel characteristics were studied based on data collected through the 2016 
Transportation Tomorrow Survey. The TTS is a confidential and voluntary survey on how 
Ontarians in the Greater Golden Horseshoe (GGH) travel.  

• Trip destination: The pie chart shows that most trips made within Peterborough County 
stay within the County, at approximately 58% are destined to locations within
Peterborough County. The City of Peterborough is the next most common destination of 
trips made within the county at 26%. The remaining trips are made to areas outside of 
the County, most notably Durham Region and Kawartha Lakes.

• Trip mode: This graphic shows that the vast majority of trips in the County of 
Peterborough are made by the automobile. Almost 90% of the trips recorded were 
either as an auto drivers or an auto passenger. School bus is the next most common
mode of travel at about 9%, with walking and transit making up the remaining 2%.

• Trip purpose: This chart shows that home-based work is the most common trip made
within the County of Peterborough. These are trips that are destined to or originate 
from the workplace. Home-based discretionary, which would include shopping trips and
trips for recreational purposes, are the next most commonly made trip in the county.
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1.11 Factors Affecting the TMP Update 

Narration: 

New policies, studies, and planned transportation infrastructure improvements that have 
emerged since the 2014 TMP will have a direct impact on the performance of Peterborough 
County’s transportation network and future needs, including: 

• Both the County and City of Peterborough are updating their Official Plan growth
forecasts to comply with the new Provincial Growth Plan for the Greater Golden 
Horseshoe (which was approved in 2020), which established the Province’s vision for
managing population and employment growth in the Greater Golden Horseshoe up to
the year 2051. 

• The City of Peterborough is currently updating its TMP, Transit Plan and Cycling Master
Plan, which have the potential to influence the need for and timing of County Road
improvements.

• Highway 407 East opened in late 2019, connecting to Highway 35/115 in Clarington. The
extension significantly improves the County’s connectivity with the Greater Golden
Horseshoe and has the potential to influence commuting patterns.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, the County has experienced considerable change in travel 
behaviour with the physical distancing measures implemented to control the spread of the virus. 
While many previous travel trends are expected to resume as life returns to “normal”, this event 
has the potential to change behaviour and travel services moving forward. Although impossible 
to predict the impact at this point, the TMP update will consider potential implications to the 
extent possible in its strategies and action plans.
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1.12 Existing Intersection Analysis 

 
Narration: 

Traffic operations at 14 intersections are being analyzed to provide a snapshot of current traffic 
flow conditions on the County Road Network. Safety is also being considered. 

Level of service is a qualitative measure used to describe traffic flow at an intersection. The level 
of service denotes how well a vehicle movement (or the entire intersection) operates by 
assigning quality levels based on the delay experienced by drivers. 

Using these indicators and criteria, weekday AM and PM peak hour traffic conditions at the 
intersections will be analyzed to identify any existing operational deficiencies. For the purpose 
of the analyses, intersections and/or their individual movements experiencing a LOS E or F are 
considered critical and subject to improvement.  

The projected future conditions will be determined through the next phase of technical analysis. 

1.13 Network Analysis 

 
Narration: 

The TMP Update includes updated traffic modelling to forecast future demand on County road 
corridors with consideration of the influence of traffic from external sources such as Provincial 
Highways 7 and 115. Additional emphasis will be placed on the analysis of growth areas in the 
County (principally Lakefield, Millbrook and Norwood). 
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The modelling will establish existing baseline traffic patterns and 20-year forecasted traffic 
movements to identify areas of potential congestion and conflict. Using the modelling, various 
road network improvement scenarios will be developed and tested to maintain capacity and 
acceptable level(s) of service on the County Road Network to the year 2041. An assessment of 
environmental conditions and other constraints and evaluation of the potential impacts and 
benefits of each alternative will also be carried out. 

Key items being considered in the analysis include a review of previous work/needs for the 
Bridgenorth By-Pass, connectivity to the City of Peterborough road network, incorporating the 
findings of other EA studies, and coordination with MTO on provincial highway corridors. 

1.14 Policy and Standards Review 

 
Narration: 

The County has several policies and standards that guide and support the management and 
operation of the transportation network. The TMP Update will review the existing guidance to 
address emerging issues and enhance the policies for objective based decision-making. The 
review will incorporate research of best practices and consider methods to improve accessibility 
for persons with disabilities. The specific policies and standards being examined include: 

• Network Development: Under this category falls Road Classification System, Special 
Character Roads, Level of Service 

• Roadway Design: This category includes Clear Zone Design Standards, Oversized Vehicle 
Loads, Building/Structure Setbacks, Designation of No-Truck Routes, Application of 
Equivalent Single Axle Load in Pavement Design, Application of Pavement Markings, 
Assessing the impacts Impacts of Traffic Noise, and Illumination of Rural Intersections 

• And finally, Emerging Issues, which include Global Speed Limit Review , Electric Kick 
Style Scooters Review, Road Transfer Rationalization, and School Zones Review 
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1.15 Fiscal Analysis 

 
Narration: 

The fiscal analysis will determine implementation timing and priorities for improvement projects. 
It will include a review of the timing for improvement projects identified in the City of 
Peterborough TMP. Opportunities to align works and priorities will be sought where feasible. 

The County will help to assess financial implications of rehabilitation and recommended capital 
expansion projects versus historical funding levels, development charges, and federal/provincial 
funding sources in completing the fiscal analysis. 

1.16 Next Steps 

 
Narration: 

The next steps for the study include: 

• Reviewing and considering the feedback received through the public involvement 
process 

• Completing the analysis and assessment of existing and future transportation needs 

• Confirming the problems and opportunities statement 

• Reviewing and evaluating alternative solutions 
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• Reviewing and updating policies and standards

• Holding Public Information Centre #2 to present preliminary findings (this Public
Information Centre is tentatively scheduled for the winter of 2021)

• Confirming preferred transportation improvements and policy direction

• Developing an implementation strategy to support the development of the 20-year
capital program

• Holding Public Information Centre #3 to present and gather feedback on the TMP 
Update recommendations and associated implementation plan (which is tentatively
scheduled for the summer of 2021), and

• Preparing the Transportation Master Plan Update report

1.17 Thank you for Participating in Online PIC 1 

Narration: 

Thank you for participating in Online PIC #1. Your feedback is very important to this study.  
Please complete the online comment form or contact us by email or phone to share your 
thoughts by January 4, 2021. 

For more information on the study process please email the study team at tmp@ptbocounty.ca. 
Please feel free to contact us with any questions or comments. You can find out more 
information about the study at www.ptbocounty.ca/TMP. 

Thank you very much for joining us and we look forward to receiving your comments.
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Appendix C 
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County of Peterborough Transportation Master Plan Update

1 / 7

Q1 Are there other road network improvement needs that should be
considered? Please describe.

Answered: 13 Skipped: 4
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2 / 7

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Please visit the speeds and pedestrian access (sidewalks, crossings, road markings) in all
school zones. Consider lowering school zone speed limits to 40km/hr year round and 30km/hr
during school times. Engineered speed reduction in school zones, such as speed humps, road
narrowing and rumble strips.

1/3/2021 8:39 PM

2 I think a population density survey should be considered with the view of lowering speed limits
in rural areas with newly populated areas. This may include 'naming' of new hamlets to indicate
rural location. Why I say this (an example): I live on County Road 38, between Hwy 7 and
County Road 8. We've had a number of new houses go up in the past 10 years with two new
constructions taking place shortly. We have an 80km/h speed limit that likely should be
lowered due to the number of entrance ways to the highway. ... I like the idea of the hamlet of
'Asphodel-Station' (which was the old name when the railway was pushed through initially). :)

1/3/2021 7:13 PM

3 Hello, myself and Family moved to Norwood June 2020, from Durham Region. I currently work
for the City of Toronto as a Transit Instructor/ Route Safety Auditor. Driving the 115/35 both
directions I have noticed a significant lack of modern/ current Dark Driving Reflection signage.
A majority of the existing reflectors are faded and spaced to Far apart. Especially in the
section between The Parkway and Ashburnham. ( worst portion approaching the bridge at the
Otonabee River Bend). Perhaps one of your staff could look into current night driving in this
area. Thanks.

1/2/2021 9:09 PM

4 need lights in Havelock at hwy 7 and Mary st before someone gets killed can't see if there are
trucks parked at woody burger parking lot

1/2/2021 11:57 AM

5 I'm not sure what is under consideration, but a good improvement would be to recognize that
Cavan Monaghan county roads are not suitable for ORV traffic.

12/20/2020 7:05 PM

6 I live on the corner of Main and Marshall St in Millbrook and the cars whip by my place at
speeds well above the limit. There are many children in this neighbourhood as well as a
playground. Main St is going to be redone this summer and I’d like to request that a couple of
speed bumps be installed to slow traffic. A stop sign at Marshall could be the second option.

12/14/2020 6:38 PM

7 Thank you for your survey. 12/7/2020 12:18 PM

8 More pedestrian, cycling and public transit options. And separate ORV options to keep them
off the other roads.

12/7/2020 11:37 AM

9 Currently the road I live on which has a series of blind bends and crests of hill, hidden
driveways etc has been rendered even more dangerous by the presence of ORVs driving not
only illegally but recklessly over the speed limit and cutting the blind corners etc. When I have
raised the subject with the police about monitoring the road, the response is that they don’t
have the funding to patrol our road properly and that in any case they are not allowed to chase
after ORV drivers. My partner and I were in a head on collision two years ago on one of the
blind bends, in this case with another car which had cut the corner and was in our lane. The
only thing that saved us was the fact that we creep around the bends at 15kmh due to the
number of close calls we have had with ORV drivers. What can be done about this to make our
road safer as I and the other residents are tired of reporting the issue to Police with unchanged
heavy traffic of ORVs on Dranoel Rd.

12/7/2020 9:09 AM

10 eliminate ORV ATV traffic on Cavan Twp roads, On my road Zion Line West , there is ALOT of
ATV ORV traffic al all hours, all year round

12/6/2020 5:39 PM

11 More speed limit signs. 12/6/2020 2:30 PM

12 County RD 9 through the Cavan Swamp is sinking again will soon be if not already a hazard
that may cause a person to loose control of their vehicle. As you know there is greatly
increased traffic on this road. Also a great number of dump trucks. Also the new guard rail that
was hit by a vehicle has not been repaired as yet. Another in need of repair is county Rd 10
from Mt Pleasant south into Ida. .

12/6/2020 11:55 AM

13 There are too many intersections in this City that don't have right hand turn lanes, which
causes long delays when someone wants to turn right and there are cars in the right lane that
are proceeding straight through.

12/6/2020 11:25 AM
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Q2 Are there road network improvements that should be reconsidered?
Please explain.

Answered: 8 Skipped: 9

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Snow removal on sidewalks. Road plows cannot properly clean and salt/sand a sidewalk.
There should be a dedicated sidewalk cleaning machine, or consider a sidewalk clearing by-
law.

1/3/2021 8:39 PM

2 See above. 1/2/2021 9:09 PM

3 ORV use on County Roads is apparently being considered. Opening up roads to ORVs in
Cavan Monaghan should not be considered for the following reasons: a) busy roads b)
urbanization c) safety

12/20/2020 7:05 PM

4 My property (corner of Main and Marshall in Millbrook is flooded each time it rains. Marshall St
needs to be graded for water diversion.

12/14/2020 6:38 PM

5 ditto 12/7/2020 11:37 AM

6 Eliminate ATV/ORV traffic of CAvan Twp roads 12/6/2020 5:39 PM

7 Bike lanes need to be added to county Rd 9 and 10. This used to be a mecca for bike
enthusiast. I used to ride my bike to work in Peterborough (Edgewood Park to Lansdowne
Place area) but it is way too dangerous now.

12/6/2020 11:55 AM

8 Lansdowne St. West between Spillsbury and Clonsilla. How many years is it going to take for
the center turning lane to be extended through this highly commercial area, where everyone
wants to turn left or right into the businesses along there? This City seems to want to try and
remain as the small town that it was when I was a kid, (I'm 62), but it is not that small town
anymore, and the City needs to step up to the plate and fix these horrible congestion zones,
so that people can go about their daily business in an efficient manner.

12/6/2020 11:25 AM
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Q3 Do you have any ideas to suggest for the Transportation Policy review?
Answered: 13 Skipped: 4
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 Please consider in your plans the people who live in the community. Please do not only
consider roads efficiency about how fast a person can travel from point A to B, but that it must
be done in unison with the safety of our pedestrians first. Poor access for pedestrian traffic
(lack of or poorly designed sidewalks, bike paths etc.) causes many unsafe situations for
community members who wish to walk or bike rather than to drive.

1/3/2021 8:39 PM

2 In my area (asphodel-norwood) there has been paving of some of the boundary roads.
Unfortunately this paving was done with existing road-widths and leaves no room for
bike/horse/walking traffic. And with increasing population makes it dangerous for disabled, or
service vehicles as there are no shoulders. Unsure if it's within your purview but a paving
'standard' for townships might be beneficial. As well. I am an ATVer. I use it for both work
(around the property) and for pleasure. It would be great if we could expand/clarify the rules
around road use within the county. I appreciate the focus needs to be on the new population
growth areas, but recreation use both motorized and non-motorized (including horse) needs to
be considered as well. For rural areas this represents possible tourist dollars. Thirdly: I think
any proposed review of road-networks NEEDS to take into consideration the existing rail-
network. And the proposed VIA service. With a likely 6+ trains a day this will affect traffic
patterns in the area as well.

1/3/2021 7:13 PM

3 See above 1/2/2021 9:09 PM

4 The committee should recognize that the northern part of the county is very different in
population density and road use and population's needs to the south (Cavan Monaghan),
especially relating to ORV use. ORVs may be a viable component of transportation on roads in
Trent Lakes etc., but in the south they are not appropriate.

12/20/2020 7:05 PM

5 The first transportation priority and advocacy point should be to secure federal support for the
VIA Rail High Frequency Passenger Train Service as it will serve as a catalyst for many other
transportation projects in the Peterborough-Kawartha Riding. As part of the review,
consideration should be given to explore opportunities to provide public transportation options
to move people in and around the City & County, to reduce private vehicles on roads & reduce
GHG emissions.

12/17/2020 8:39 PM

6 All wheel terrain and off road vehicles should be prohibited on village streets. 12/14/2020 6:38 PM

7 In Simcoe County, they have started weekly buses between the main villages and Barrie. This
means that people are able to use transportation to go shopping in the major centres. The cost
is very low and ridership has been solid. It would be wonderful to have something like that
here.

12/7/2020 12:18 PM

8 Certainly more public transit options. 12/7/2020 11:37 AM

9 Of the 5 alternatives that Council considered regarding allowing ORVs on County Roads on
October 3 2018, I am totally opposed to option 4 or any alternative that would cost taxpayers
money to allow OFF ROAD Vehicles to drive ON ROADs within Peterborough County. ORV
manufacturers clearly state that ORVs are not designed for On Road usage. So keep them on
the Off-Road trails where they belong. There are over 6,500 approved and marked trails in
Ontario for ORV owners to use. If they want to get to the trail heads they should TRAILER
their machines. New ATVs cost between $10,000 and $20,000. The cost of a trailer that could
carry them and be towed by a car is in the range of $2,000-$5,000. They can also be
transported in the bed of most pickups. This is a special interest group who doesn't want to be
"inconvenienced" by having to trailer.

12/6/2020 6:23 PM

10 Eliminate ORV ?/ATV traffic of Cavan Twp roads. On Zion West, they trespass on my farm,
and race , up and down the road

12/6/2020 5:39 PM

11 Absolutely no ORVs on roads or multiuse pedestrian or bike trails in the County. We need to
encourage safe non motorized use wherever we can. Putting ORVs on roads or multiuse trails
are not safe in high density areas. That belongs up further north where they the space.

12/6/2020 4:23 PM

12 Please do NOT allow Off-Road vehicles on County roads. 12/6/2020 2:30 PM

13 I am strongly opposed to the use of ORVs on county and municipal roads, especially the
recreational use of these vehicles (I recognize and support the fact they can use roadways if
used for work on farms and other private rural property). They are specifically NOT for use on
roadways, according to the manufacturers of these vehicles. This is borne out by injury and

12/6/2020 1:24 PM
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mortality statistics from throughout North America, including our own County Public Health Unit
(the risk of injury/death is highest when these vehicles are used on a roadway). ORV
injury/fatality rates are higher than all other motorized recreational vehicle use combined
(motorized water craft, snowmobiles, dirt bikes). These issues are especially important in the
more populated areas of the County, where many "rural" roads have numerous residences
along the roadway. These vehicles are disruptive to these home owners from a quality of life
point of view (noise, fumes, etc), in addition to the health issues noted above. The residents of
Dranoel Road in Cavan Monaghan are already suffering from these issues and I worry this will
become an even greater problem if roadway restrictions on use of these vehicles are loosened.
Respectfully Dan Bourgeois, MD, FRCPC Millbrook
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Q4 Please provide any additional comments in the space below.
Answered: 9 Skipped: 8

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Green Initiatives, for example: Bike lanes added to major routes that connect the towns
together. This would give better access for community members to choose environmentally
friendly modes of transportation to move throughout the county safely.

1/3/2021 8:39 PM

2 Thank you very much for the detailed overview of the planning process and the opportunity to
comment!!

1/3/2021 7:13 PM

3 Thank you for considering this issue. 1/2/2021 9:09 PM

4 Transportation plan should examine ways to enhance the current routes and projects underway
and provide connections at common areas where potential economic hubs could develop. The
County plan should incorporate the City of Peterborough Transportation plans in a coordinated
manner for all City & County stakeholders benefit.

12/17/2020 8:39 PM

5 I continue to have significant concerns about the use of ORVs. I live in the village of Millbrook.
Most weekends, we have ORVs going by our house at a high rate of speed. Riders are often
not wearing helmets. And there are also often children riding along. While I realize that our
municipality has currently banned these vehicles, they are coming in from outside the village
and traversing the village in order to get to the trails. We have a lot of small children on our
street. I am deeply concerned about these ORVs being allowed on the roads. I used to live
north of here. ORVs were only allowed on trails and I never saw them on roads.

12/7/2020 12:18 PM

6 ORVs are green plated, unlike cars, trucks and motorcycles that require a current year blue
sticker. So ORV users that chew up the shoulders of county roads due to their aggressive tire
treads do not contribute to road maintenance aside from a one time payment for their green
plated licenses. I as a blue plated owner do not want to subsidize someone's recreational
sport. Bill 107 from the Provincial Government does not cover liability resulting from ORV
accidents occurring on Municipal roads. Peterborough County residents do not want their taxes
affected by lawsuits resulting from lawsuits where the County is proven negligent in road
signage or maintenance.

12/6/2020 6:23 PM

7 Dirt bikes are also an issue on my end of the line, as well as the ATV/ORV traffic 12/6/2020 5:39 PM

8 OFF road vehicles and motorcycles pose many issues. Safety issues, liability issues, noise
issues, pollution issues stc.

12/6/2020 2:30 PM

9 I strongly believe that ORV, have no place on our area roads. These vehicles are unsafe on
roads and designed for off roading on trails etc. They are Enviromentaly not friendly, loud, do
not suit the this beautiful community.

12/6/2020 11:55 AM
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Robinson, Jennifer

To: Addley, Diana
Subject: RE: Transportation Master Plan update

From: Nielsen, Peter  
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2020 9:20 AM 
To:   
Subject: Transportation Master Plan update 
 
Nathan 
 
Thank you for contacting me concerning the school zone on CR 29 at the Lakefield Elementary School.  Per our 
conversation, attached is a copy of the Notice of Online PIC 1. 
 
Through the terms of reference for the TMP update, the County is conducting a review of school zones based on the 
following general parameters: 
 

In 2014, Council endorsed the staff report that established the minimum standards for the design and 
installation of traffic management devices installed within school zones along County roadways.  The 
purpose of the staff report was to establish consistency for roadway signage, flashing beacons and 
pavement markings as potential traffic calming measures for road users travelling within school zones. 
 
The consultant will review this report for conformity to acceptable design standards, provide comments 
and recommendations and develop/update appropriate policies as required and, with consideration for 
lower tier municipal needs, the consultant will review pedestrian facilities at key intersections and other 
locations with consideration for standardized pavement markings, signal timing, audible signals for 
accessibility and enhanced signage and cost sharing opportunities with local municipalities for potential 
improvements.   
 
The Province of Ontario has recently filed enabling regulations under the Safer School Zones Act that 
may influence the installation of new and enhanced tools to promote safety in school zones and 
community safety zones that will be considered as part of this review. 

 
To subscribe the TMP study, click on the Receive Email Updates tab on the study webpage. 
 
https://www.ptbocounty.ca/en/living/transportation‐master‐plan.aspx 
 
Please advise if additional information is required. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Peter Nielsen, C.E.T. 
Manager, Infrastructure Programs 
County of Peterborough, Infrastructure Services Department 
310 Armour Road 
Peterborough, Ontario 
K9H 1Y6 
(705) 775‐2737 ext. 3200 
(705) 749‐2551 fax 
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 Jackson Square, 185 King Street, Peterborough, ON K9J 2R8 
P: 705-743-1000 or 1-877-743-0101 

F: 705-743-2897 
peterboroughpublichealth.ca 

 

January 4, 2021 

 
 
Peter Nielsen 
Manager, Engineering & Design 
County of Peterborough 
Sent via e‐mail 
 
Mr. Nielsen, 
 
Re: Transportation Master Plan Update PIC #1 
 
Peterborough Public Health (PPH) is mandated by the Ontario Public Health Standards (OPHS) and the 
Health Promotion and Protection Act to deliver public health programs and services that promote and 
protect the health of Peterborough City and County residents.1 There is growing evidence that shows 
links between features of the built environment and the health of the public.2 For example, population 
density,  land  use mix,  access  to  and  quality  of  active  transportation  and  transit  networks  can  all 
contribute to the prevention of chronic diseases and conditions as well as prevention of injuries and 
premature mortality.3 With this in mind, PPH has a vested interest in ensuring that the transportation 
system in Peterborough County is designed and updated in such a way that prevents injury, illness and 
disease and promotes the health of our residents.  
 
After  reviewing  the materials  available  for  Public  Information  Centre  (PIC)  #1  and  the  form  for 
providing feedback, we would like to provide the following feedback: 
 
Overall, we are glad to see safety mentioned in several areas. One of our stated OPHS goals is to reduce 
the burden of preventable injuries, where road safety is an important factor. In this topic area, we are 
supportive of a Safe Systems approach, where the goal  is to eliminate road user deaths and serious 
injuries by designing a  transportation system which makes these outcomes nearly  impossible.4 The 
approach requires a combination of evidence‐based measures for safe drivers, safe speeds, safe roads, 
and safe vehicles to be implemented. To be successful, this approach requires a collaborative effort. 
Municipalities have an important role, particularly relating to safe speeds and safe roads.  
 
The Transportation Master Plan (TMP)  is essential for setting this foundation through  its vision and 
objectives, as well as establishing a transportation network and transportation policies that integrate 
these priorities. We are glad that the existing intersection analysis is considering safety, as intersections 
are the site of a large proportion of vehicle collisions.5 We recommend that consultants also consider 
how  to  incorporate  safety  into  the  Network  Analysis  and modelling.  This may  be  facilitated  by 
incorporating a Safe Systems approach into this process. We are also glad to see that the Policy and 
Standards  Review  slide  identified  that  improving  accessibility  for  persons  with  disabilities  is  an 
objective. Ensuring everyone has a safe, convenient, accessible way to get around is an equity matter; 
everyone deserves  to be able  to access health  care, employment, education, and other  important 
services.6 
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The PIC material presented notes that the County Official Plan update will  incorporate some of the 
policies and standards recommended in the 2014 TMP update. While PPH is not privy to the latest draft 
of  the Official Plan update, we  submitted a comprehensive Health  in Official Plans Toolkit7  for  the 
update, which included the following recommendations for transportation. 

 Enable walkability for every age and ability level in all settlement areas 

 Reduce automobile dependence by creating a well‐connected and safe active transportation 
network 

 Use a Complete Streets design approach to prioritize safety for all transportation users 
Without knowing how our recommendations have been received and incorporated, we will take this 
current opportunity to reiterate these recommendations, and build off of them for the purpose and 
context of the TMP update. 
 
Online form questions #1 and 2: 
Based  on  the  information  available,  we  do  not  have  specific  suggestions  on  road  network 
improvements that should be considered or reconsidered. Our feedback  is more general where we 
would advise the following: 

 Road network improvements should prioritize safety and the prevention of injuries of all road 
users.  

o Use of a Safe Systems approach should be considered.  
o A  Complete  Streets  approach  should  be  used  for  roadways  that  are  identified  as  a 

segment  of  the  active  transportation  network  (ATMP),  and/or  where  pedestrian 
movement is prevalent or projected to grow (e.g. connected to planned development). 

 Implementation of road network improvements should not negatively impact opportunities for 
active transportation such as cycling or walking.  

o Consider  integrating  a  Health  Impact  Assessment  (HIA)  into  the  Class  EA  process. 
Transportation projects can impact health in ways that include, but are not limited to 
travel mode choice/active  transportation, and  risk of collision and  injury8. Other HIA 
considerations  could  include  noise,  air  quality,  access  to  community  resources,  etc. 
Assessment of project alternatives should integrate the projected health impacts. 

o This may require inclusion of cycling and/or pedestrian facilities as part of the project.  

 For road network improvement projects that consist of introducing new segments of roadway, 
consideration  should  be  made  to  including  the  new  roadway  in  the  County’s  active 
transportation network, which may impact the design and implementation of the project. 

 
Online form question #3: 
The PIC notes that “most policies and standards included in the 2014 TMP update have been adopted 
for use and/or incorporated into the County Official Plan”. It would be helpful if this information was 
summarized  and  shared  for public  access  (i.e. publishing  a  complete  list of  the  status/progress of 
recommendations within the TMP, including policies and standards).  
 
We were very pleased that the County followed through on the recommendation to develop a County‐
wide  active  transportation master  plan  (ATMP).  The  2017  ATMP  seems  to  capture many  of  the 
recommendations  relating  to  active  transportation  in  the 2014  TMP. We do  recommend  that  the 
County’s TMP update maintain inclusion of content relating to active transportation. This should align 
with the ATMP as well as  include relevant content that  is not captured within the ATMP (examples 
provided  in  following  paragraphs).  We  do  acknowledge  that  lower  tier  municipalities  have  an 
important  role  in supporting and  implementing  the  recommended policies and programs  from  the 
ATMP as well. 
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We recommend that the TMP update includes information about budget available to support active 
transportation projects/initiatives and marketing/promotion. The 2014 TMP update  recommended 
allocating  $50,000  yearly  to  implement  walking  and  cycling  facilities  and  infrastructure  in  local 
communities,  as well  as $50,000  yearly  (combined  in‐kind or  funding)  to providing marketing  and 
promotional support relating to cycling and trails. We support continued budget allocation to these 
items of at least the same yearly amount.  
 
With regards to the specific information presented in the policy and standards review slide, we would 
recommend  including Complete Streets Policy to the Roadway Design category. Also, the 2014 TMP 
notes that Cycling Design Standards were recommended but it is not clear if this has been completed. 
If they have not been developed, this could also be added as well. Policies identified as emerging issues 
such as the Global Speed Limit Review and School Zone Review seem that they would align with safety 
recommendations, which we are supportive of.     
 
Online form question #4: 
We have two additional comments that we will present as a response to this question of the feedback 
form. 
 
First, as  indicated above, we  recommend  that public communication/reporting about  the status of 
projects and allocation of budget is enhanced. With regards to both the 2014 TMP and 2017 ATMP, 
plans identify projects according to timelines and recommendations relating to policies/standards and 
budget allocation. It would be helpful if a process was established to highlight to the public the status 
of  projects  and  implementation  of  recommendations.  For  example,  it  is  not  clear  whether  the 
recommendation  to  allocate  $100,000/year  to  active  transportation  (described  above)  has  been 
implemented.  It would be great to see an annual report on ATMP projects/policies on the County’s 
Active Transportation Master Plan webpage. Also, ensuring there is a communication process where 
lower‐tier municipalities and community groups are regularly reminded of what supports are available 
relating to implementation of the ATMP could stimulate ongoing engagement and progress.  
 
Secondly, we  recommend  that  the County engage  in  collaboration with  the City of Peterborough, 
relating  to  identifying  opportunities  for  active  transportation  connections  between  these  two 
municipalities. The City of Peterborough is currently undergoing a TMP update, as well as conducting 
a transit study and developing a cycling master plan. We know that over half of employed residents in 
the  county  travel  to work  in  the  city9  and  that  the  commute  to work  is often  the most  regularly 
scheduled, recurring transportation trip made. While most residents of the county may feel that cycling 
to work  is not  realistic on a daily basis,  there may be creative options  that would  facilitate county 
residents  to park  their vehicle and connect with either  the  cycling network, or  the  transit  system. 
Collaboration between with County and City at this opportunistic time could enable such behaviour 
change whereby residents could experience various benefits of active commuting, and this shift would 
also align with municipal climate change / GHG emission‐reduction goals. 
 
 
In summary, we thank you for this opportunity and hope that the Steering Committee for the TMP 
Update will take up this feedback at this stage of the Class EA process.  
 
If you have any questions or would  like additional  information about our comments, please contact 
Deanna Leahy, Health Promoter, at 705‐743‐1000 ext. 354, dleahy@peterboroughpublichealth.ca. 
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Sincerely, 
 
 
Hallie Atter 
Manager, Family and Community Health 
Peterborough Public Health 
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