
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE – WORKING SESSION – JUNE 12, 2007 
 
REVIEW OF TRAFFIC CALMING INITIATIVES 

  
Recommendation 
 
The Commissioner of Engineering and Public Works in consultation with the Fire Chief 
recommends: 
 
1. That the proposed updated ‘Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure’, 

and the proposed NEW ‘Traffic Calming Criteria’, as attached, be approved; 
 
2. That Council provide direction concerning a proposed moratorium on the installation of 

vertical traffic calming measures, such as speed humps/raised crosswalks, and the like,  
in the City of Vaughan; 

 
3. That prior to the approval of any Plan of Subdivision, the Traffic Management Plan should 

be presented to Council for approval of all the proposed traffic calming measures for the 
subject Block/Draft Plan;  

 
4. That prior to Assumption, if the implemented traffic calming measures as approved at the 

Block Draft Plan stage are not reliable and/or are ineffective as solution(s) for resident 
safety, then any additional constructed traffic calming measure will be the responsibility of 
the Developer;  

 
5. That speed humps not be installed on Clarence Street north of Mounsey Street near the 

Board of Trade Gold Course; 
 

6. That a raised crosswalk not be installed on Vaughan Mills Road in front of Vaughan Mills 
Park; 

 
7. That a speed hump not be installed on Vaughan Mills Road between Jolana 

Court/Dunforest Gate and Roselawn Drive;  
 

8. That speed humps not be installed on Pleasant Ridge Avenue; 
 

9. That the Sonoma Heights Phase 2 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee plan proposal not 
be approved and that Engineering Services staff reconvene with the Traffic Committee to 
discuss alternative options for the vertical traffic calming measures within this Plan; 

 
10. That the Sonoma Heights Phase 3 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee plan proposal not 

be approved and that Engineering Services staff reconvene with the Traffic Committee to 
discuss alternative options for the vertical traffic calming measures with the Plan; and 

 
11. That a speed hump not be installed on Martin Grove Road at the north end of the 

Humber River/Robinson Creek Bridge. 
 

Economic Impact 
 
None. 
 
Communication Plan 
 
Engineering Services staff have requested information from the Vaughan Fire and Rescue 
Services Department, York School Boards and York Region Transit with respect to traffic calming 
measures.  Engineering Services staff will provide each agency of Council’s decision.  There was 



public consultation regarding Clarence Street, Woodbridge Highlands and Area Traffic 
Committee, Pleasant Ridge Avenue, Sonoma Heights Phase 2 and 3 Traffic Committee and 
Woodbridge Meadows Traffic Committee. 
 
Purpose 
 
To provide a report on the Traffic Calming Policy, to seek Council approval for the adoption of 
several revised traffic calming initiatives, to propose a moratorium on the installation of speed 
humps/raised crosswalks and the like on City roadways, and to report on deferred reports. 
 
Background – Analysis and Options 
 
There has been much discussion between Council and staff regarding the existing traffic calming 
process and traffic calming implementation in new developments.  The last revision date of the 
Traffic Calming process, warrants and resident input was in January, 2003. 
 
Current Traffic Calming Practice 
 
The process by which traffic calming is implemented in existing areas of the City of Vaughan is 
through the ‘Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure’.  The current version of this 
document is dated January, 2003.  Refer to Attachment No. 1. 
 
Proposed New Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure 
 
An updated version is proposed that provides more detail, reflects the current Neighbourhood 
Traffic Committee process, and proposes further improvements to that process.  The proposed 
update is included as Attachment No. 2. 
 
Highlighted changes from the previous version include: 
 

• The removal of the Class EA Process. 
• The elimination of the ‘Traffic Committee’, to be replaced by the ‘Plan’ and that it will now 

be developed by Engineering Services Department Traffic Engineering staff. 
• The requirement that the support of at least two-thirds of the public (by Petition) is 

needed before a review for traffic calming commences. 
• No longer is it a requirement that Council be involved in the initial stages, i.e. traffic 

committee approved by Council. 
 
Traffic Calming Procedures in Other Municipalities 
 
A questionnaire was completed by TSH Engineers Architects Planners on behalf of the City of 
Brampton in which the City of Vaughan had participated.  The summary results were provided on 
how other municipalities are dealing with traffic calming.  Refer to Attachments No. 3 and 4. 
 
A general summary of the questionnaire is noted below. 
 

• 11 municipalities participated in the questionnaire. 
• Community support: 5 municipalities require at least 60% in favour, 4 municipalities 

require 50% + 1 in favour, two municipalities did not indicate a threshold. 
• Notifications: majority of municipalities send out to the affected study area. 
• Methods of Notifications: varies between letters, newspaper ads and websites. 
• Survey residents on the level of satisfaction on implemented measures: 8 municipalities 

do not survey residents, 3 municipalities do survey residents. 
 
Vaughan does incorporate or go beyond expectations regarding the traffic calming process with 
resident notifications and resident feedback on the implemented measures. 



 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
 
Traffic calming installations are now exempt from the Class Environmental Assessment Act as of 
February 22, 2007. 
 

“Section 3.3 (1) A traffic calming measure is not an undertaking for the purposes of this 
Act and cannot be included in the definition of a class for the purposes of this Act. 2006, 
c. 11, Sched. B, s. 5.” 

 
This now means that the following is not required: 
 

• Notice of Commencement of study 
• Notice to be placed in the local papers 
• Mail out of Notices (not a full requirement by the Municipality) 
• 30-day Comment period following Notice of Completion of study 

 
However, to maintain proper communication with residents and outside agencies, it is 
recommended that Notices still be mailed out at the beginning and the end of the particular 
project. 
 
Traffic Calming Warrant 
 
It is proposed that in the future traffic calming measures to be considered for installation on City 
of Vaughan streets in accordance with warrants as noted below.  These warrants should be 
maintained to simply dictate where certain traffic calming measures should not be considered. 
 
For example, it is proposed that: 
 
 Speed humps and raised crosswalks not be considered on streets that are primary 

emergency response routes.  This would eliminate streets such as Martin Grove Road or 
Clark Avenue, and most primary roads similar to Fossil Hill Drive, from being candidates 
for speed humps and raised crosswalks. 

 
 Traffic calming measures not be considered on streets where the speed limit is greater 

than 50 km/h. 
 
 Traffic calming measures not be considered where speeds are not in excess of the 

existing speed limit by at least 10 km/h.  This will ensure that traffic calming measures 
are used only on streets where a speeding problem has been established.   

 
The proposed REVISED criteria are included as Attachment No. 5. 
 
Speed Hump/Raised Crosswalk Design 
 
Speed humps in the City of Vaughan are currently 7.0 metres long by 100 mm high and 
constructed entirely out of asphalt.  Raised crosswalks are the same height and length and are 
constructed with a coloured impressed concrete on the top portion of the hump. 
 
Future Traffic Calming in the City of Vaughan 
 
The City of Vaughan has been a leading proponent of traffic calming in the Greater Toronto Area.  
Over the past several years over 210 speed humps and raised crosswalks, and a number of other 
measures, have been implemented through 40 separate Neighbourhood Traffic Committees.  At 
least 12 other committees are in the process of developing traffic calming plans or waiting for 
their implementation.  If a moratorium on the installation of speed humps/raised crosswalks is 



approved, the Committees or roadways in process should be exempt.  The moratorium should 
start with the Council meeting date of approval.  At the current rate traffic calming measures will 
soon be implemented in most existing residential areas of the City.  To date the City has spent a 
total of over $2.4 million on 40 individual traffic calming projects. 
 
Each Traffic Committee involves a considerable amount of staff time: preparation and attendance 
at a minimum of two community meetings; working meetings with the Traffic Committee 
members; distribution of meeting notices; preparation of advertisements in the local papers; field 
work including speed studies, traffic counts and sometimes infiltration studies; a report to 
Committee of the Whole; traffic calming design; tender preparation and contract administration of 
the construction of traffic calming measures.  The work is done with limited staff resources to the 
detriment of fundamental traffic engineering functions such as pedestrian studies, signal timing 
review, daily vehicle counts, volume/speed studies on our road network, etc. 
 
Staff continue to receive requests for speed humps and raised crosswalks in both newly assumed 
and unassumed areas such as in Block 10, 17, 32 West, 33 and 39.  This is in addition to the 
raised intersections, roundabouts and curb extensions or road narrowings that were approved 
and constructed in these areas through the Block/Draft plan processes. 
 
While studies have proven that speed humps and raised crosswalks are effective measures for 
marginally reducing traffic speeds, and surveys have established they are generally popular with 
many residents, they have undesirable impacts on heavy vehicles and emergency response 
times.  Unless public expectations begin to change regarding the role of primary roads, residents 
will continue to demand that additional traffic calming measures, primarily speed humps and 
raised crosswalks, be implemented on these streets.  It is proposed through the Traffic Calming 
Warrants that most primary roads in these new blocks not be candidates for speed humps and 
raised crosswalks because of their higher volumes and role in providing a route for transit and 
emergency response, and that other measures be considered should the moratorium on traffic 
calming be lifted.  These may  include raised intersections, roundabouts, medians, curb 
extensions or road narrowings, contrasting materials, pavement markings and warning signage, 
to name some of the other more popular traffic elements available. 
 
Stakeholder and Agency Feedback and Comments 
 

1.    Vaughan Fire & Rescue Services (VFRS) 
 
 Staff requested comments from Vaughan Fire and Rescue Service on the implementation of 
 traffic calming.  VFRS states that traffic calming measures delay response times, cause injuries to 
emergency responders and have on occasion resulted in significant enough damage to an 
emergency response vehicle that it could not complete the emergency assignment. VFRS are 
opposed to speed humps and/or speed cushions. 
 
Since 2004, there have been four serious lost time injuries to VFRS firefighters riding apparatus 
that have encountered speed humps travelling to emergencies. One of the injuries (compression 
type neck trauma) resulted in the firefighter being disabled for regular duty for approximately 8 
months from severe contact with the interior cab roof . Additionally, in the same time period VFRS 
has incurred expenditures of approximately $14000.00 to repair apparatus damage caused by 
speed humps ( broken springs, axle damage, drive line damage). Attachment # 21 graphically 
illustrates damage caused by an encounter with a speed hump where the emergency response 
unit was rendered inoperable to complete the alarm assignment. The following additional 
information (reported by other fire and emergency services) further demonstrate the concern of 
VFRS regarding speed humps:  
 
• Delayed response time by traffic calming devices makes the community at far greater risk 

than from vehicles.   
• Fire engines with flattened springs or body weld breaking. 



• A front axle sheered off during a response after traversing a speed hump 
• Several compartment doors abruptly came open on both sides; equipment strewn upon the 

street. 
• Booster/water tank cracked due to humps. 
• Booster/water tank broken while going over a hump. 
• Approximately 8 and 10 seconds delay per hump for fire trucks. 
• Documented injuries of firefighters who have hit the roofs of their cabs when encountering 

speed humps unexpectedly.  Some injuries have placed firefighters on temporary or 
permanent disability. 

• Canada Safety Council reported how traffic calming devices compromised safety in two 1999 incidents 
in the Ottawa area: 

“A fire fighter struck his head on the roof of the cab as his truck crosses a speed bump while racing to 
an emergency and was off for three weeks.” 

“Traffic calming barricades impeded access to a burning building, forcing fire fighters to ram their truck 
through iron posts to fight the blaze. The fire destroyed the building, leaving 12 people homeless.” 

• A quotation dated April 5, 2007 “…Toronto Fire Service is supportive of initiatives that 
improve the life safety of our citizens. Our concern is that the physical calming measures 
being proposed may negatively impact emergency response to the area.” 

• International Association of Firefighters Canadian Journal, Volume 4, Issue #1, 2000  
"Traffic Calming Devices - Why fire fighters have given them a rough ride..." "Speed bumps 
are a workplace hazard for fire fighters." - City Councillor, Peterborough, Ontario  
o "...speed bumps 'have significantly reduced the response times of all emergency vehicles 
responding to 911 calls, jeopardizing the lives of the citizens within our communities.' "  
o "...speed bumps are a no-win situation for fire trucks. If taken at any speed, they can 

result in fire fighter injury - even seat-belted fire fighters can strike their heads on the roof of 
the cab, and there are cases of vertebral compression leading to permanent disability. On the 
other hand, slowing a truck for speed bumps or navigating other traffic calming devices adds 
to response time, crucial seconds at a time when every second counts."  

• Damage to a fire vehicle is illustrated on Attachment No. 21. 

In the interests of public safety ( response time) and the Health & Safety of our firefighters as 
well as the operational readiness of emergency response equipment, VFRS remains opposed to 
any further installations of speed humps/speed cushions.  

 
This information is provided at community meetings and placed in Engineering Services reports.  
Refer to Attachments No. 6, 7, 8 and 9. 
 

2.    York Region Transit (YRT) 
 
In 2004, York Region Transit prepared a Policy report on the impacts that occur with the 
installation of traffic calming measures on their transit vehicles.  Refer to Attachment No. 10. 
 
York Region Transit has not been collecting data on bus damages and additional service delays 
as there are only a few speed humps on routes that their buses travel which were ‘grandfathered’ 
prior to the adoption of the Policy. 
 

 
 
 
3.    York Region School Boards 

 
The York Region District School Board indicated to staff that although not ideal, school buses 
because of the heavier duty suspension are not as adversely affected by speed humps.  They 



also went on to say that speed humps do slow down their vehicles which would negatively affect 
arrival times at schools if the entire neighbourhood was outfitted with such vertical traffic calming 
devices as speed humps. 
 
The York Catholic District School Board also indicated that their school buses are able to travel 
over a speed hump without major issue, but that schedules delays were problematic. 
 
Neither school board advised of any known injuries that have occurred. 
 

4.     Land Development Stage Process 
 
As part of the development review at the Block Plan stage, a Traffic Management Plan is to be 
submitted for review that outlines traffic calming measures and locations with justification by way 
of a traffic impact study.  The Traffic Management Plan is a condition of approval prior to the 
subdivision agreement being registered.  Traffic calming measures that are typically proposed at 
this stage include raised intersections, roundabouts, chicanes, curb bump-outs, intersection 
narrowing, pavement texturing, raised/mountable medians and painted road narrowings.  Speed 
humps and raised crosswalks are excluded from this plan. 
 
Over the years, City staff have received complaints from residents that there is excessive 
speeding, too much traffic on their roadway or traffic is ‘cutting through’ their neighbourhood.  
This results in forming a traffic calming committee, specifically for the installation of speed humps.  
The work completed for these committees is extensive for Engineering Services staff.  To assist 
in these types of requests a Traffic Calming warrant was developed and approved by Council in 
January 2003. 
 
Prior to the plan of subdivision being approved, the Traffic Management Plan should be 
presented to Council for approval of all the proposed traffic calming measures for that Block Plan. 
 
Development Engineering staff will proceed to follow up on the effectiveness of the implemented 
traffic calming measures and report back between one and two years after implementation.  Prior 
to assumption of the subdivision, if the implemented measures are not working then any 
additional constructed measures are to be the responsibility of the developer.  This process will 
follow through the Policy & Procedure on the development of a Plan. 

 
5,    Clarence Street  

 
Staff received a request by the Board of Trade Golf Course to review the feasibility of installing 
two speed humps on Clarence Street at their ‘Golf Crossings’.  In the request, the superintendent 
stated the following: 
 

• Excessive vehicle speeds on Clarence Street. 
• There have been many close calls between pedestrians and vehicle traffic over the past 

years. 
• Golfers and staff (approximately 300 to 400 per day) must cross the street at least twice 

daily.  50% walking, 50% utilizing motorized golf cart maintenance equipment. 
 

Clarence Street is a two-lane, arterial roadway with a paved driving surface of 7.0 metres and a 
27.0 metre right-of-way.  There are three existing speed humps and one raised crosswalk on 
Clarence Street between Mounsey Street and Woodbridge Avenue, which were installed in the 
Summer of 2001 as part of the Woodbridge Core Traffic Calming Committee.   
 
There are two pedestrian crossings on Clarence Street north of Mounsey Street to accommodate 
golfers and Facility workers.  The two existing pedestrian crossings in the vicinity of the golf 
course are located as follows:  (Refer to Attachment No. 11). 
 



• Approximately 110 metres north of Mounsey Street. 
• Approximately 200 metres north of Mounsey Street. 

 
The locations of the proposed speed humps in this area have changed from the earlier locations 
identified in Report No. 63, Item 17, Clarence Street Between Meeting House Road and 
Rutherford Road Traffic Safety Review, September 27, 2004 Council.  (Refer to Attachment No. 
12). 
 
Each pedestrian crossing is defined by transverse pavement markings.  The proposed two speed 
humps would be installed approximately ten metres in advance of each pedestrian crossing to 
reduce vehicle speeds immediately upstream of each ‘Golf Crossing area’.  There are also eight 
warning signs on Clarence Street informing traffic to the potential crossing of pedestrians near the 
golf course; seven “Watch For Golfers” warning signs and one “Pedestrians Ahead” warning sign. 
 
Staff conducted speed and volume studies on Clarence Street, north of Mounsey Street, from 
November 27 – December 1, 2006.  The results have been summarized below: 
 

Direction Average Speed 85th Percentile Speed Highest Recorded 
Weekday Traffic 

Northbound 52 km/h 60 km/h 2321 vehicles 

Southbound 52 km/h 60 km/h 2311 vehicles 
 
The existing posted speed limit on Clarence Avenue is 40 km/h.  The recorded average speeds 
on Clarence Street are 52 km/h in both directions.  The 85th percentile speed (the speed at which 
85 percent of the vehicles are traveling at or below) is 60 km/h in both directions.  The average 
daily traffic throughout this week is approximately 4,450 vehicles.   
 
There are several speed humps in place on Clarence Street south of Mounsey.  Additional speed 
humps should not be constructed at this time.  It may be appropriate to consider removal of some 
speed humps to be replaced with speed humps at the golf course crossing locations. 
 

6.   Woodbridge Highlands and Area Traffic Committee 
 
At its meeting on December 15, 2003 Council directed: 
 

“That the recommendation contained in the following report of the Commissioner 
of the Engineering and Public Works, dated December 8, 2003, be approved 
subject to deferring clause 1. i) until such time as the construction of the proposed 
fire station” 

 
1) That the recommendation contained in the following report of the Commissioner 
of Engineering and Public Works, dated December 8, 2003, be approved subject to 
amending clause 1. i) by approving the proposed raised crosswalk on Vaughan 
Mills Road in front of Vaughan Mills Park” 

 
Vaughan Mills Road is a feeder roadway with a pavement width of 11.5 metres.  The existing 
speed limit on Vaughan Mills Road is posted at 40 km/h.  The area is shown on Attachment No. 
13. 
 
The Woodbridge Highlands and Area Traffic Committee proposed a raised crosswalk on 
Vaughan Mills Road in front of Vaughan Mills Park, and a speed hump on Vaughan Mills Road 
between Jolana Court/Dunforest Gate and Roselawn Drive.  Both measures were deferred until 
the opening of the fire station.  A copy of the December 15, 2003 Council  extract is shown on 
Attachment No. 14. 



 
Staff collected radar speed data on Vaughan Mills Road in the area of the two proposed 
measures.  Both studies were conducted at peak traffic periods from 8:00am to 9:00am and from 
4:00pm to 5:00pm.  The result of the studies are shown in the table below. 

 
Average Speed Location/Date Direction 

8:00am to 
9:00am 

4:00pm to 
5:00pm 

Northbound 50 km/h 49 km/h Vaughan Mills Road at Vaughan Mills 
Park 
April 19, 2007 

Southbound 47 km/h 55 km/h 

Northbound 48 km/h 50 km/h Vaughan Mills Road south of Jolana 
Court/Dunforest Gate 
AM April 19, 2007, PM April 26, 2007 

Southbound 46 km/h 47 km/h 

 
The average recorded vehicle speeds on Vaughan Mills Road range from 47 to 55 km/h in front 
of Vaughan Mills Park and from 46 to 50 km/h south of Jolana Gate, which ranges from 6 km/h to 
15 km/h over the posted speed limit.  The overall average roadway speeds are very close to 
meeting the 10 km/h over the existing speed limit criteria. 
 
In accordance with the Council approved Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and 
Procedure, speed humps/raised crosswalks are considered only when the following three 
warrants are met:  
 

• The street is not a primary emergency response route.  
• The speed limit is 50 km/h or less.  
• The average speed is 10 km/h greater than the speed limit.   

 
Vaughan Mills Road is a primary emergency response route and speed humps or raised 
crosswalks are not supported by Fire and Rescue Services.  The posted speed limit is 40 km/h, 
however overall average speed of the roadway are close to the posted speed limit.  Therefore, 
staff does not recommend the installation of speed humps and/or raised crosswalks on Vaughan 
Mills Road on the basis of the Traffic Calming Warrant has not been met.  As the recorded 
speeds are ranging upwards, staff will request York Regional Police to confirm the existing 40 
km/h speed limit. 
 
As part of the Traffic Committee Plan, painted road narrowings were installed on both sides of 
Vaughan Mills Road.   
 

       7.   Pleasant Ridge Avenue 
 
At its meeting on December 18, 2006 Council directed: 
 

“ That staff conduct a further traffic study in the early spring 2007 and provide a report 
on the feasibility of installing traffic calming measures on Pleasant Ridge Avenue.” 

 
Pleasant Ridge Avenue is a feeder road with a 23.0 metre right-of-way and 11.5 metre pavement 
width. The existing speed limit on Pleasant Ridge Avenue is a statutory 50 km/h. Refer to 
Attachment No. 15. 
 
Staff collected speed and volume data from Automatic Traffic Recorders installed on Pleasant 
Ridge Avenue from Monday, November 6, 2006 to Friday, November 10, 2006.  The collected 
speeds and volumes are summarized below: 
 
 



 Southbound Northbound 

Location Average 
Speed 

Average 
Daily 

Volume 

Average 
Speed 

Average 
Daily 

Volume 
Pleasant Ridge Avenue south of 
Autumn Hill Boulevard 

54 km/h 964 veh/day 53 km/h 1111 
veh/day 

 
Staff collected further speed data on Pleasant Ridge Avenue from Monday, April 16, 2007 to 
Thursday, April 19, 2007.  The collected speeds and volumes are summarized below: 
 

 Southbound Northbound 

Location Average 
Speed 

Average 
Daily 

Volume 

Average 
Speed 

Average 
Daily 

Volume 
Pleasant Ridge Avenue south of 
Apple Blossom Boulevard 

45 km/h 581 veh/day 46 km/h 679 
veh/day 

Pleasant Ridge North of Misty 
Sugar Trail 

45 km/h 1301 
veh/day 

45 km/h 1482 
veh/day 

 
According to the Transportation Association of Canada, a feeder road is designed to carry up to 
8000 vehicles per day.  The volumes on Pleasant Ridge Drive are well below this 8000 vehicle 
threshold.  In both studies, collected speeds are within those volumes typically experienced on 
such thoroughfares. 

 
In accordance with Council’s approved Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure, 
speed humps shall be considered only when the following three warrants are met:  
 
• The street is not a primary emergency response route 
• The speed limit is 50 km/h or less  
• The average speed is measured to be 10 km/h greater than the speed limit 

 
Pleasant Ridge Avenue is a primary emergency response route, and the average speed is not 10 
km/h higher than the speed limit.  Vaughan Fire and Rescue Services and York Region Transit 
have indicated that speed humps hinder response times and cause mechanical damage to 
equipment.  Based on the above criteria, the warrant for the installation of speed humps on 
Pleasant Ridge Avenue is not met.   
 
Possible alternatives for this roadway would be the installation of chicanes, mountable centre 
medians, painted road narrowings, or a combination of these three alternatives. 
 

8.    Sonoma Heights Phase 2 
 
At its meeting on February 14, 2005, under Item 42, Report No. 7 Council adopted the following 
recommendation: 
 

“The Committee of the Whole recommends that staff be directed to attend the 
Sonoma Heights Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Meeting.” 

The Sonoma Heights subdivision was divided into 3 phases for traffic calming committees.  The 
Phase 2 traffic committee area is bounded by Islington Avenue to the east, Sonoma Boulevard to 
the south, Sonoma Heights street network to the west and Napa Valley Avenue to the north.  
(Refer to Attachment No. 16 for area map and proposed traffic calming measures). 
 
 



Public Participation 
 
The initial public meeting of the Sonoma Heights Phase 2 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee was 
held on Thursday, May 26, 2005.  Engineering Department staff outlined the concept of traffic 
calming and the types of traffic calming measures available, and explained the City’s 
Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure. 
 
The final public meeting was held on Tuesday, October 3, 2006.  The Traffic Committee, with the 
assistance of Engineering Department staff, introduced the traffic calming proposals for the 
neighbourhood to the residents in attendance.  Of those in attendance, 15 residents were in 
favour of the plan and 0 residents were against the plan. 
 
The meetings were advertised in the Vaughan Weekly, Lo Specchio, and the Vaughan Citizen 
newspapers.  The Notice of the meetings were also mailed out to the residents in the defined 
area for this committee.   
 
The residents were all in favour of the proposals, but some wanted amendments to the plan as 
outlined below.  A review of these additional proposals is included later in the report. 
 
 Additional speed hump for Monte Carlo Drive. 
 Additional speed hump for Castle Park Boulevard. 
 

Traffic Calming Plan - General 
 
There are nine existing all-way stop controls at the following intersections within the Sonoma 
Heights Phase 2 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee area: 
 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Silver Oaks Boulevard; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Forest Fountain Drive; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Criscione Drive; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Amarone Drive; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Sunset Ridge; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Casa Vista Drive; 
 Napa Valley Avenue and Fonteselva Avenue; 
 Forest Fountain Drive and Adrianna Louise Drive 
 Castle Park Boulevard and Colle Molito Way; and 
 Via Christina Way and Pierina Court. 

 
The existing posted speed limits are 50 km/h on all the roadways within the Sonoma Heights 
Phase 2 Neighbourhood except Napa Valley Avenue, and Forest Fountain Drive, which are 
posted at a reduced 40 km/h limit.  There are 3 existing elementary schools in this area – St. 
Padre Pio Catholic School, Lorna Jackson Public School, and St. Stephen Catholic School. 
 
There are existing traffic calming measures, constructed at the time the area was built at the 
following locations within the Sonoma Heights Phase 2 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee area: 
 
 Existing roundabout:  Monte Carlo Drive and Lio Avenue; and 
 Existing raised intersections: Napa Valley Avenue and Fonteselva Avenue, and Napa 

Valley Avenue and Castle Park Boulevard.  
 
Staff undertook field reviews to determine locations that would be feasible for the additional traffic 
calming measures proposed. 
 
There are six speed humps proposed on the plan and they can be placed at the following 
locations: 
 



 Napa Valley Avenue between properties #368 and #372; 
 Napa Valley Avenue between properties #540 and #544; 
 Napa Valley Avenue between properties #604 and #608; 
 Napa Valley Avenue near property #646; 
 Forest Fountain Drive between properties #326 and #330; and 
 Adrianna Louise Drive east of the ‘Greenway’ crossing. 

 
There are two raised crosswalks proposed on the plan and they can be placed at the following 
locations: 
 
 Napa Valley Avenue between properties #512 and #516; and 
 Napa Valley Avenue at the ‘Greenway’ Crossing. 

 
The six speed humps will be constructed completely of asphalt and the raised crosswalks will 
have a coloured impressed concrete top. 
 
The initial plan proposed by the Committee also had a speed hump proposed on Napa Valley 
Avenue between the east and west driveways of St. Padre Pio School.  However, the intersection 
of Napa Valley Avenue and Criscione Drive/St. Padre Pio School west access has recently been 
approved with a new all-way stop control.  Therefore, staff recommends this proposed speed 
hump be removed from the plan given the nearby proximity of all-way stop controls at Napa 
Valley Avenue and Criscione Drive, Napa Valley Avenue and Forest Fountain Drive, and the 
proposed raised crosswalk on Napa Valley Avenue at the ‘Greenway’ Crossing west of St. Padre 
Pio School. 
 
The proposed speed hump at #540 Napa Valley Avenue and the proposed raised crosswalk at 
#512 Napa Valley Avenue are proposed at the ends of existing lay-by lane areas on the south 
side of Napa Valley Avenue.  Some modification will be required to extend the existing curb area 
so the proposed traffic calming measures do not interfere with the lay-by lanes. 

 
Speed Studies 

 
Staff collected speed and volume data near the proposed traffic calming locations.  All studies 
were conducted on a 24-hour basis.  The results of the studies are shown in the table below. 
 

Location Direction 24-hour 
volume 

Average 
Speed 

Eastbound 2087 46 km/h Napa Valley Avenue west of Sgotto 
Boulevard 
August 11, 2005 

Westbound 1980 45 km/h 

Eastbound 1829 43 km/h Napa Valley Avenue west of Marco 
Sgotto Avenue  
August 11, 2005 

Westbound 1693 42 km/h 

Eastbound 725 45 km/h Napa Valley Avenue west of Sunset 
Ridge 
August 15, 2005 

Westbound 1050 46 km/h 

Eastbound 165 32 km/h Adrianna Louise Drive west of Marco 
Sgotto Avenue 
August 16, 2005 

Westbound 186 33 km/h 

Eastbound 1075 43 km/h Napa Valley Avenue west of Monte 
Carlo Drive 
August 13, 2005 

Westbound 1070 45 km/h 

Northbound 1230 44 km/h Forest Fountain Drive north of Laura 
Sabrina Drive 
August 13, 2005 

Southbound 1141 43 km/h 

 



The average recorded vehicle speeds range from 32 to 46 km/h, which is generally in accordance 
with existing speed limits.  All recorded volumes are well within capacities for feeder and local 
roadways.  Should the traffic calming proposal be approved by Council, staff will collect additional 
speed data 12 months after installation. 
 
Additional Requests 

 
At the final public meeting, requests were received to add an additional speed hump on Monte 
Carlo Drive, and on Castle Park Boulevard.  Staff investigated both streets and determined that a 
speed hump could be installed at the following locations: 
 
 Castle Park Boulevard between properties #91 and #95; 
 Monte Carlo Drive between properties #208 and #214; and 
 Monte Carlo Drive between properties #290 and #292. 

 
Staff hand delivered a survey to directly affected residents of Castle Park Boulevard and Monte 
Carlo Drive (a total of 11 surveys, four for Castle Park Boulevard, and seven for Monte Carlo 
Drive) to request their support on the proposed speed hump locations, as they are additional to 
the submitted plan. 
 
A total of six survey responses were received (two for Castle Park, and four for Monte Carlo 
Drive).  All six survey responses indicated support for the additional proposed speed hump 
locations.  Therefore, staff recommend the three proposed speed hump locations be added to the 
traffic calming plan.   

 
Staff collected speed and volume data near the proposed traffic calming locations.  All studies 
were conducted on a 24-hour basis.  The results of the studies are shown in the table below. 

 
Location Direction 24-hour 

volume 
Average 
Speed 

Northbound 759 43 km/h Castle Park Boulevard south of Laura 
Sabrina Drive 
November 8, 2006 

Southbound 425 40 km/h 

Northbound 795 40 km/h Monte Carlo Drive south of Adrianna 
Louise Boulevard 
November 9, 2006 

Southbound 801 39 km/h 

Northbound 728 39 km/h Monte Carlo Drive north of Sonoma 
Boulevard 
November 9, 2006 

Southbound 631 37 km/h 

 
The average recorded vehicle speeds range from 37 to 40 km/h, which is in accordance with the 
existing 50 km/h statutory speed limit.  Should the additional requests be approved by Council, 
staff will add these three speed humps to the traffic calming plan, and collect additional speed 
data 12 months after installation. 
 
Fire & Rescue Services and York Region Transit Comments 
 
Staff requested comments from Fire & Rescue Services on the plan proposal.  Fire & Rescue 
Services stated that traffic calming measures delay emergency response times and cause 
mechanical problems with their apparatus braking systems and that they are generally opposed 
to speed humps. 
 
Comments were also requested from York Region Transit (YRT) on the plan proposal.  York 
Region Transit has provided comments and a copy of their ‘Traffic Calming on Public Transit 
Routes’ policy.  York Region Transit are opposed to speed humps on roads designated for transit 
due to service delays and damages to buses. York Region  Transit has two existing routes on 



Napa Valley Avenue – Route 85 (Rutherford – 16th Avenue Service) and Route 13 (Islington 
Avenue).  (Refer to Attachment No. 17 for YRT’s response and copy of their policy). 

 
9.    Sonoma Heights Phase 3 

  
At its meeting on February 14, 2005, under Item 42, Report No. 7 Council adopted the following 
recommendation: 
 

“The Committee of the Whole recommends that staff be directed to attend the 
Sonoma Heights Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Meeting.” 

 
The Sonoma Heights subdivision was divided into 3 phases for traffic calming committees.  The 
Phase 3 traffic committee area is bounded by Islington Avenue to the east, Sonoma Heights 
street network to the west and Napa Valley Avenue to the south (not including Napa Valley 
Avenue which is part of the Phase 2 committee).  (Refer to Attachment No. 18 for area map and 
proposed traffic calming measures). 
 
Public Participation 
 
The initial public meeting of the Sonoma Heights Phase 3 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee was 
held on Tuesday, September 27, 2005.  Engineering Department staff outlined the concept of 
traffic calming and the types of traffic calming measures available, and explained the City’s 
Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure. 
 
The final public meeting was held on Tuesday, January 23, 2007.  The Traffic Committee, with 
the assistance of Engineering Department staff, introduced the traffic calming proposals for the 
neighbourhood to the residents in attendance.  Of those in attendance, 17 residents were in 
favour of the plan and 0 residents were against the plan.  The vote included the review of curb 
bump-outs on Silverado Trail, Sunset Ridge and Via Carmine and present the findings in the final 
report to Council. 
 
The meetings were advertised in the Vaughan Weekly, Lo Specchio, and the Vaughan Citizen 
newspapers.  The Notice of the meetings were also mailed out to the residents in the defined 
area for this committee.   
 

Traffic Calming Plan - General 
 
There are five existing all-way stop controls at the following intersections within the Sonoma 
Heights Phase 3 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee area: 
 
 Forest Fountain Drive and Sequoia Road/Calera Crescent; 
 Sunset Ridge and Kistler Street; 
 Sunset Ridge and Julia Valentina Avenue; 
 South Belair Avenue and Silverado Trail; and 
 Via Carmine Avenue and Casa Vista Drive. 

 
An all-way stop control is being recommended at the intersection of Forest Fountain Drive and 
Sunset Ridge and is going to the May 28, 2007 Committee of the Whole meeting. 
 
There is only 1 existing elementary school in this area – St. Padre Pio Catholic School and two 
elementary schools near this area - Lorna Jackson Public School, and St. Stephen Catholic 
School. 
 
There are existing traffic calming measures, constructed at the time the area was built at the 
following locations within the Sonoma Heights Phase 3 Neighbourhood Traffic Committee area: 
 



 Existing traffic circle:  Forest Fountain Drive and Silverado Trail; and 
 Existing traffic circle:  Sunset Ridge and Silverado Trail. 

 
Staff undertook field reviews to determine locations that would be feasible for the additional traffic 
calming measures proposed. 
 
There are eleven speed humps proposed on the plan and they can be placed at the following 
locations: 
 
 Julia Valentina Avenue west of #147; 
 Julia Valentina Avenue between properties #265 and #277; 
 Sunset Ridge between properties #254 and #255; 
 Sunset Ridge between properties #169 and #173; 
 Sunset Ridge between properties #79 and #83; 
 Via Carmine Avenue between properties #290 and #292; 
 Silverado Trail opposite properties #201 and #202; 
 Kistler Street between properties #60 and #64; 
 Stag’s Leap Road between properties #84 and #85; 
 Forest Fountain Drive between properties #412 and #416; and 
 Silver Oaks Boulevard between properties #47 and #51. 

 
The eleven speed humps will be constructed completely of asphalt. 
 
Speed and Volume Studies 

 
Staff collected radar speed data near the proposed traffic calming locations.  The speed limit on 
Sunset Ridge and Forest Fountain Drive is posted at 40 km/h.  All other streets are a statutory 50 
km/h.  All studies were conducted during peak traffic hours.  The results of the studies are shown 
in the table below. 
 

Location Direction Average 
Speed  
(AM Peak) 

Average 
Speed  
(PM peak) 

Eastbound 48 km/h 48 km/h Sunset Ridge west of Lookout Point 
August 16, 2006 Westbound 46 km/h 48 km/h 

Eastbound 47 km/h 49 km/h Sunset Ridge west of Diletta Court 
August 17, 2006 Westbound 48 km/h 44 km/h 

Northbound 42 km/h 42 km/h Silver Oaks Boulevard south of 
Silverado Trail 
May 2, 2006 

Southbound 38 km/h 38 km/h 

Northbound 42 km/h 42 km/h Forest Fountain Drive north of Napa 
Valley Avenue 
May 4, 2006 

Southbound 40 km/h 43 km/h 

Northbound 46 km/h --- Stag’s Leap Road south of Sequoia 
Road 
August 17, 2006 

Southbound 46 km/h --- 

Northbound 36 km/h 36 km/h South Belair Drive north of Silverado 
Trail 
May 23, 2006 

Southbound 36 km/h 36 km/h 

Northbound 40 km/h 39 km/h Kistler Street south of South Belair 
Drive 
August 24, 2006 

Southbound 43 km/h 36 km/h 

Eastbound 38 km/h 37 km/h Via Carmine Avenue east of South 
Belair Drive 
May 16, 2006 

Westbound 33 km/h 43 km/h 

 



The average recorded vehicle speeds range from 33 to 49 km/h, which is generally in accordance 
with existing speed limits.   
 
Staff also collected speed and volume data near some of the proposed traffic calming locations.  
All studies were conducted on a 24 hour basis.  The results of the studies are shown in the table 
below. 
 

Location Direction 24 hour 
Volume 

Average 
Speed  

Eastbound 1236 51 km/h Sunset Ridge west of Forest Fountain 
Drive 
May 5, 2006 

Westbound 1320 49 km/h 

Eastbound 232 38 km/h Silverado Trail west of Kistler Street 
May 4, 2006 Westbound 233 37 km/h 

Eastbound 518 40 km/h Silverado Trail west of Forest 
Fountain Drive 
May 4, 2006 

Westbound 471 38 km/h 

Eastbound 276 30 km/h Julia Valentina Avenue east of 
Fonteselva Avenue 
May 10, 2006 

Westbound 268 32 km/h 

 
The average recorded vehicle speeds range from 30 km/h to 40 km/h, with the exception of 
Sunset Ridge west of Forest Fountain which recorded vehicle speeds ranging from 49 km/h to 51 
km/h.  The speeds are generally in accordance with the speed limit except for Sunset Ridge 
where the posted speed limit is 40 km/h.  All recorded volumes are well within capacities for 
feeder and local roadways.  Should the traffic calming proposal be approved by Council, staff will 
collect additional speed data 12 months after installation. 

 
Additional Requests 

 
At the final public meeting, a request was received to review the feasibility of installing curb 
bump-outs on South Belair Drive, Silverado Trail and Via Carmine Avenue.  Staff investigated 
these streets for suitability of the curb bump-outs and determined that the following locations can 
accommodate a curb bump-out: 
 
 Silverado Trail between properties #35/#37 and #38/#42; 
 Silverado Trail between properties #105/#107 and #106/#108; 
 South Belair Drive between properties #155/#159 and #146/#150; and 
 Via Carmine Avenue between properties #195/#199 and #192/#196. 

 
Staff hand delivered a survey to directly affected residents of Silverado Trail, South Belair Drive 
and Via Carmine Avenue on March 8, 2007 (a total of 16 surveys) to request their support on the 
proposed curb bump-outs, as they are additional to the submitted plan. 
 
A summary of each location is noted below: 
 
Silverado Trail - #35, #37 and #42 not in support, no response from #38.  Staff will not 
recommend the installation of the curb bump-outs at this location. 
 
Silverado Trail - #106 does support, no response from #107, #108 and #105.  Staff will 
recommend the installation of the curb bump-outs at this location. 
 
South Belair Drive – All four households were not in support of the curb bump-outs.  Staff will not 
recommend the installation of the curb bump-outs at this location. 
 



Via Carmine Avenue – There were no responses received from the four households.  Staff will 
recommend the installation of the curb bump-outs at this location. 
 
Fire & Rescue Services and York Region Transit Comments 
 
Staff requested comments from Fire & Rescue Services on the plan proposal.  Fire & Rescue 
Services stated that traffic calming measures delay emergency response times and cause 
mechanical problems with their apparatus braking systems and that they are generally opposed 
to speed humps in any location. 
 
Comments were also requested from York Region Transit (YRT) on the plan proposal.  York 
Region Transit has provided comments on the roadways with the proposed speed humps.  York 
Region Transit has stated that it is unlikely transit services would operate on the streets proposed 
for traffic calming measures in this report.   
 

   10.  Woodbridge Meadows Neighbourhood  
 
At its meeting on September 13, 2004 Council directed: 
 

“By approving that the feasibility of the proposed speed hump at the north end of 
the Humber River/Robinson Creek Bridge be deferred until the new fire hall has 
been constructed in West Vaughan” 

 
Martin Grove Road is a major collector roadway with a four-lane pavement width.  The existing 
speed limit on Martin Grove Road is a statutory 50 km/h.  The area is shown on Attachment No. 
19. 
 
The Woodbridge Meadows Traffic Committee proposed a speed hump on Martin Grove Road at 
the northern end of the Humber River/Robinson Creek Bridge.  The speed hump was deferred 
until the opening of the fire station.  A copy of the September 13, 2003 extract is shown on 
Attachment No. 20. 
 
Staff collected radar speed data on Martin Grove Road in the area of the proposed measure.  The 
study was conducted at peak traffic periods from 8:00am to 9:00am and from 4:00pm to 5:00pm.  
The result of the study is shown in the table below. 

 
Average Speed Location/Date Direction 

8:00am to 
9:00am 

4:00pm to 
5:00pm 

Northbound 49 km/h 51 km/h Martin Grove Road at the north end of 
Humber River/Robinson Creek Bridge 
May 9, 2007 

Southbound 48 km/h 48 km/h 

 
The average recorded vehicle speeds on Martin Grove Road range from 48 to 51 km/h, which is 
in compliance with the statutory 50 km/h limit.  
 
In accordance with the Council approved Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and 
Procedure, speed humps are considered only when the following three warrants are met:  
 

• The street is not a primary emergency response route.  
• The speed limit is 50 km/h or less.  
• The average speed is 10 km/h greater than the speed limit.   

 
Martin Grove Road is a primary emergency response route and speed humps are not supported 
by Fire and Rescue Services.  The collected average speeds do not exceed the posted speed 



limit by 10 km/h.  In addition, Martin Grove Road is used as a transit route, and York Region 
Transit would also be opposed to the proposed speed hump. 
 
Therefore, staff does not recommend the installation of speed humps and/or raised crosswalks on 
Martin Grove Road on the basis of the Traffic Calming Warrant has not been met.   
 
Regional Implications 
 
York Region Transit has provided their policy on the use of Traffic Calming on Transit Routes and 
its impact on damages and injuries. 
 
Much discussion has occurred between City and Regional Regional Transportation and Works  
staff on the use and effectiveness of traffic calming.  Regional Roads do not contain such 
measures due to the nature and operating characteristics of these thoroughfares. 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is recommended that the proposed updated Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and 
Procedure and the proposed NEW Traffic Calming Criteria, be approved, and that Council 
provide direction on the current moratorium on the installation of speed humps/raised crosswalks 
in the City of Vaughan. 

Attachments 

1. Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure – Current 
2. Neighbourhood Traffic Committee Policy and Procedure - Revised 
3. Questionnaire Chart – Traffic Calming Summary 
4. Questionnaire Chart – Traffic Calming Summary 
5. Traffic Calming Warrant – June 2007 
6. Emergency Response Route Map 
7. Emergency Response Route Map 
8. Emergency Response Route Map 
9. Emergency Response Route Map 
10. York Region Transit – Policy Report 2004 
11. Clarence Street – Location Map 
12. Council Extract, Item 17, Report No. 63, Commiittee of the Whole September 27, 2004 
13. Woodbridge Highlands and Area Traffic Committee – Location Map 
14. Council Extract, Item 8, Report No. 72, Committee of the Whole December 15, 2003 
15. Pleasant Ridge Avenue – Location Map 
16. Sonoma Heights Phase 2 – Location Map 
17. York Region Transit Comments 
18. Sonoma Heights Phase 3 – Location Map 
19. Woodbridge Meadows Neighbourhood – Location Map 
20. Council Extract, Item 18, Report No. 59, Committee of the Whole September 13, 2005 
21. Damage to Fire Vehicle 

Report prepared by: 

Mike Dokman, Supervisor Traffic Engineering, Ext. 3118 

 

 

 



Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Bill Robinson, P. Eng.     Gary P. Carroll, P.Eng. 
Commissioner of Engineering and Public Works  Director of Engineering Services 
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