Tools to inform the completion of Step 3 & 4 of the process (facility design)
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The nomographs are intended to be used to identify the preliminary recommended level of separation for the various corridors. The recommendation
pertains to cycling infrastructure and does not address the requirements for pedestrians - who are assumed to be accommodated outside of the

road right of way. Once the level of separation has been identified; Table 5.3 is to be used to consider more of the context specific conditions along
the corridor with the intent of "narrowing down" the most applicable facility.

The master plan has applied these tools to identify the recommended facility for the proposed AT network. The tools are intended to be used along with
the details provided within the ATMP report, OTM Book 18, OTM Book 15 and OTM Book 12 as the City proceeds with next steps including but not limited
to Environmental Assessments, preliminary and detailed design.

Tool to inform the completion of Step 5 of the process (project phasing)

The identification of project phasing is dependent on a number of factors that are continually changing and evolving based on external decisions made by
staff in other municipal departments, decision makers and partners. For the purposes of the ATMP, phasing has been identified in a corridor by corridor
basis and not by individual project. The phasing assumes a project initiation date as opposed to completion date which can at times be years beyond

the horizon identified.

Table 5.3 - Roadway Characteristics Application Heuristics Summary
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Function of street/road/highway

Access roads
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Both moebility and access roads
(minor collectors)
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Vehicle mix

More than 30 trucks/buses per hour in curb lane
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Pedestrian activity
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Phasing has been identified in three horizons:
- short (0-5 years)

- medium (6-10 years)

- long (10-20 years)

To support the identification of project phasing; the project team considered two factors. The complexity of the project i.e. the amount of impact
/ intervention that would be needed on the current roadway conditions and context to facilitate the implementation of the proposed facility.

The community need / interests as documented through our engagement program and prior input received through mubnicipal projects.

Both factors were assessed on a high, moderate or low scale and based on the combination of factors an initial phasing recommendation was
made. Changes to the preliminary recommendation occurred if the corridor had been identified as part of an existing capital project within

an alternate horizon and / or if there is planned development occuring which would impact the timeline and funding opportunities for the
proposed project.

The following is a matrix of assessment that was completed and used to inform the identification of corridor phasing.
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