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Review of Pedestrian Facilities 

Objective: 

 

To receive input from the Council of the Township 

of Smith Ennismore Lakefield with respect to the 

preferred design alternative to be considered 

during the completion of the Environmental 

Assessment Widening and Rehabilitation of  James 

A. Gifford Causeway. 

 



Review of Pedestrian Facilities 

Municipal Act: 

 

Upper-tier sidewalks 

55. (1) An upper-tier municipality is not responsible for 

the construction and maintenance of sidewalks on its 

highways and the lower-tier municipality in which the 

highways are located is responsible for the construction 

and maintenance of the sidewalks and has jurisdiction 

over that part of the highway, unless the municipalities 

agree otherwise. 2001, c. 25, s. 55 (1). 
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Artist’s rendition 

of a boardwalk 

along the 

causeway 



PIC 1 
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PIC 1 Summary of Written Comments 



Pedestrian Alternatives 
1. Alternative 1:  Paved shoulders 

(shared bikelane) 

2. Alternative 2:  Sidewalk to 
lookout (Bridgenorth and 
Ennismore) 

3. Alternative 3:  2.0 m sidewalk 
north side of causeway 
(separated by concrete curb) 

4. Alternative 4:  2.0 m sidewalk 
north and south sides of 
causeway 

5.  Alternative 5: Floating seasonal 
boardwalk adjacent to 
Causeway 



Pedestrian Alternative 

2 m platform widening to 

accommodate sidewalk behind 

3.0 m shoulder 



Contra-flow example – Ottawa 

Champlain Bridge 



 
Response: Pedestrian and bicycle space is being considered either 

on a paved shoulder or exclusive sidewalks or bike lanes. These are 

being proposed with standard widths. On projects where standard 

widths can be provided, no additional protection (such as concrete 

barriers) is required. In situations where standard widths cannot be 

provided, the use of a concrete barrier wall can be considered as a 

counter measure. An example of the site specific use of this type of 

treatment is the Young’s Point bridge which uses concrete barrier to 

protect the existing truss from damage by vehicles and introduce a 

sidewalk on a constrained superstructure that could not be widened. 

Question: What about 

walking and bike paths 

away from the traffic? 




