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BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY

TECHNICAL SUB-COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT
SEPTEMBER 29,2OO3

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The Highways committee wishes to review the appropriate jurisdiction of
municipal roads in the County. This review is necessitated due to the significant
changes to the road system within Bruce County which have occurred during
recent years.

When firstestablished, the King's Highway system provided a major inter-center
transportation corridor. At that time, the County road system provided the same
service on a reduced scale, connecting smaller centers of population and
providing a 'farm to market' road link. The local municipal road system acted as
the final link in the system providing access to the abutting properties. The
Province of Ontario has taken a lead role in the re-designation of their road
system with the 1997 and '1998 transfers to the County.

During the past number of years, the traffic patterns within the County have
changed due to the increase in.population, commercial and industrial activity, as
well as the ever-increasing tourist interest. This has resulted in changes in road
use and increased traffic volumes. Furthermore, traffic patterns have changed
due to road and bridge improvembnts that have provided more direct routeJ for
through traffic.

The Highways Committee annually reviews long-range capital PROGRAMS for
road construction, hot mix resurfacing, and bridge improvements. The
Committee is aware of the above-mentioned changes to traffic patterns and
traffic use and they wish to confirm that these programs direct the limited
resources to the appropriate road sections. The Highways Committee has
recently reviewed a new long range bridge replacement program and wish to
confirm that major bridge replacement plans are organized to serve a County or
regional function.

The Highways Committee recognizes that this Study may result in the transfer of
roads between the County and the local municipalities. These transfers will
ensure the efflcient and effective delivery of road service to the ratepayers of
Bruce County. The Highways Committee is aware that they have the authority
under the new Municipal Act 2001 (Section 52, Sub-sections (1) to (7) ) to
establish a County Road by designating a road in a municipality and also
transferring a County road to a local municipality.
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1.2 GOAL OF THE ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY

The goal of the Highway Committee's is to develop a County road systeT.th?t
reflects the transpo*ati6n needs of today and- beyond' lt was the Committee's
betief that the time horizon of this study would be approximately ten years, at
*ni"n time it would be necessary to re-examine the road system in the County.

1.9 TECHNICALSUB-GOMMITTEE

The Highways Committee felt it desirable to have the input of all local
runi"ifi"rities in tnii study. Accordingly, the Highways Committee invited the
Works'supervisor of 

"""f'of 
the eight iocal municipalities to sit on the sub-

committee. Joining the Wort<s Suplrvisors on the sub-committee are the County
WarOen, County High*ayt Chairman, and the County Engineer' The following
are the membe--rs of the sub-committee:

MuniMembermmitteeco
Bruce ChairmanDavid Thomson
Bruce WardenKreutzwiser

ShoresSauGord
South BruceDennis

ruB Pence insulaouthSBillJones
ulalnsrna enBruce PorthNBiII il

KincardineJames O'Rourke
BrocktonJohn Strader
Huron-Kinlossh Nichol
Arran-ElderslieVern W
Bruce neerBrian Knox

2.0
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TERMS OF REFERENGE

2.IPRINGIPLESoFTHERoADDESIGNATIoNSTUDY

The following principles were applied in preparing this study:

. Bruce country roads should be primarily transportation corridors and should
providecontinuousroadwayservicethroughouttheCounty.r Bruce country roads should be capable.of being,upgraded to a reasonable
itandard, consistent with the service to be provided'

. Bruce Gountry roads should be along the shortest practical route, along
existing roads and streets-
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1.2 GOAL OF THE ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 

The goal of the Highway Committee's is to develop a County road system that 
reflects the transportation needs of today and beyond. It was the Committee's 
belief that the time horizon of this study would be approximately ten years, at 
which time it would be necessary to re-examine the road system in the County. 

1.3 TECHNICAL SUB-COMMITTEE 

The Highways Committee felt it desirable to have the input of all local 
municipalities in this study. Accordingly, the Highways Committee invited the 
Works Supervisor of each of the eight local municipalities to sit on the sub­
committee. Joining the Works Supervisors on the sub-committee are the County 
Warden, County Highways Chairman, and the County Engineer. The following 
are the members of the sub-committee: 

Committee Member Municipality 
David Thomson Bruce County Highways Chairman 
Ralph Kreutzwiser Bruce County Warden 
Gord Eagles Saugeen Shores 
Dennis O'Malley South Bruce 
Bill Jones South Bruce Peninsula 
Bill Rydall Northern Bruce Peninsula 
James O'Rourke Kincardine 
John Strader Brockton 
Hugh Nichol Huron-Kinloss 
Vern Weppler Arran-Elderslie 
Brian Knox Bruce County Engineer 

TERMS OF REFERENCE 

2.1 PRINCIPLES OF THE ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 

The following principles were applied in preparing this study: 

• Bruce Country roads should be primarily transportation corridors and should 
provide continuous roadway service throughout the County. 

• Bruce Country roads should be capable of being upgraded to a reasonable 
standard, consistent with the service to be provided. 

• Bruce Country roads should be along the shortest practical route, along 
existing roads and streets. 
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2.2 SCOPE OF THE STUDY

. Conduct a review of lower and upper tier roads to focus on the efficient and
effective delivery of road services within the County.

. Consider transferring roads to the local municipality which primarily serve a
localfunction.

. Consider transferring roads to the County which primarily serve a through
traffic function.

. Consider economic impact to the local economy of transfer candidates.. Consider road condition and compensation throughout the discussion of road
transfers.

. lnvolve the local municipalities in the decision making process by
encouraging feedback and comments-

3.0 STUDY METHODOLOGY:

The Study will review all road sections within the County system. Each local municipality
*itt O. requested to id'entify ioads that they believe serye a through traffic function.
These roads will be specifically reviewed. This approach will save a time consuming
road-by+oad analysis of all municipal roads. The following shall be the organization of
the Study's activities :

. Develop criteria and a weighing system to meet specific Bruce County
requirements.

. Determine "cut-off' weight for inclusion of individual road sections in the
CountY sYstem.

. Apply the criteria to all existing County roads'. Apply the criteria to roads identified by the local municipalities as candidates
for upper tier road classification.". Weight the criteria based on a formula developed by the Technical Sub-
Committee

. Determine the needs to be addressed (i.e. geometry and surface condition)
prior to the transfer of roads to the local municipality or the acceptance of
roads bY the CountY.

. Determine the impact on local municipalities as well as the County.. Develop a County road sYstem.

. prepare a Final Report for submission to the Bruce County Highways
Committee and to the Councils of local municipalities.. Consideration of the Final Report by the Bruce County Highways Committee.

3.1 CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION OF ROADS

The criteria system adopted by the sub-committee (which wa9 simitar to that
recommended by the OGRA) was based on the following twelve factors as
described in Table 1.

Bruce County Road Designation S{udy
September 29,2003.
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2.2 SCOPE OF THE STUDY 

• Conduct a review of lower and upper tier roads to focus on the efficient and 
effective delivery of road services within the County. 

• Consider transferring roads to the local municipality which primarily serve a 
local function. 

• Consider transferring roads to the County which primarily serve a through 
traffic function. 

• Consider economic impact to the local economy of transfer candidates. 
• Consider road condition and compensation throughout the discussion of road 

transfers. 
• Involve the local municipalities in the decision making process by 

encouraging feedback and comments . 

3.0 STUDY METHODOLOGY: 

The Study will review all road sections within the County system. Each local municipality 
will be requested to identify roads that they believe  serve a through traffic function. 
These roads will be specifically reviewed. This approach will save a time consuming 
road-by-road analysis of all municipal roads. The following shall be the organization of 
the Study's activities: 

• Develop criteria and a weighing system to meet specific Bruce County 
requirements. 

• Determine "cut-off' weight for inclusion of individual road sections in the 
County system. 

• Apply the criteria to all existing County roads. 
• Apply the criteria to roads identified by the local municipalities as candidates 

for upper tier road classification. 
• Weight the criteria based on a formula developed by the Technical Sub­

Committee. 
• Determine the needs to be addressed (i.e. geometry and surface condition) 

prior to the transfer of roads to the local municipality or the acceptance of 
roads by the County. 

• Determine the impact on local municipalities as well as the County. 
• Develop a County road system. 
• Prepare a Final Report for submission to the Bruce County Highways 

Committee and to the Councils of local municipalities. 
• Consideration of the Final Report by the Bruce County Highways Committee. 

3.1 CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION OF ROADS 

The criteria system adopted by the sub-committee (which was similar to that 
recommended by the OGRA) was based on the following twelve factors as 
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Number on

Urban Center Connector

connect Urban centers to each other or to a Kings Highway unless such a seryice is now provided by a Kings Highway,

This criterion is intended to identify roads which provide service to and from centers having commercial and possibly industrial
development.

a

Urban centers are considered primary and secondary urban areas, as identified in the Bruce County Official ptan.

2 Ki n g s H ig hways/lJ p per Tier Co n n ecto r

Pfl?:Tl#?ff [iliT$l?l;i?::f'' commercial and industriat areas, etc. (other than the urban centers identiried in criterion 1) to a

IJli{l.iiL"Jn.li'.;iHfl,f"t:,'"n[nflj}:,f$5li:??y#;.'upper tier road to connect to the fac'it*l mentioneo and not to provide

Major institutional, commercial, industrial areas are those generating more than 1000 vehicle trips per day.

2

.) Heavy Industry Seryice

Provide service within 4 km of consistent major attractors or generators of heavy vehicles,

It is not intended that it be an upper tier responsibility to provide service to the entrance of every attractor or generator of heavy
vehicles in an area' Rather, it is intended that uppei.tierservice be p*iouo ctose to ttre majoiJtractor or industry and that the
distribution within the area be a lower tier respondiOitity,

"consistent major attractor or generatod" in the case of gravel pits, quarries, landfill sites, sawmills, and grain elevators, is defined as
approximately 9 months or more of operation per year.

2

4 Barrier Service

Provide service across major barriers to free traffic movement such as rivers. The major barrier in the county is the saugeen River.

Th e intent of this criterion ls accommodate regula crossings major nver system
obstacle to wish to

to
it and it must to

of the
.e. nvers

ln the County. The barrier must be an

UNTY ROADSOF BRUCE CODESIGNATIONRFOUSEDCRITERIA

- - 

.il -U -- il ril il il !I il rI il rf t Il fI It tl
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Number 

2 

3 

4 

TABLE 1 

CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 

Criteria Description 

Urban Center Connector 

Connect Urban Centers to each other or to a Kings Highway unless such a service is now provided by a Kings Highway. 

This criterion is intended to identify roads which provide service to and from centers having commercial and possibly industrial 
development. 

Urban centers are considered primary and secondary urban areas, as identified in the Bruce County Official Plan. 

Kings Highways/Upper Tier Connector 

Connect major institutional, hospital, commercial and industrial areas, etc. (other than the urban centers identified in Criterion 1) to a 
Kings Highway or Upper Tier road. 

The intent of this criterion is to extend the Kings Highways or upper tier road to connect to the facilities mentioned and not to provide 
for lateral connections between highways/upper tier roads. 

Major institutional, commercial, industrial areas are those generating more than 1000 vehicle trips per day. 

Heavy Industry Service 

Provide service within 4 km of consistent major attractors or generators of heavy vehicles. 

It is not intended that it be an upper tier responsibility to provide service to the entrance of every attractor or generator of heavy 
vehicles in an area. Rather, it is intended that upper tier service be provided close to the major attractor or industry and that the 
distribution within the area be a lower tier responsibility. 

"Consistent major attractor or generator'.', in the case of gravel pits, quarries, landfill sites, sawmills, and grain elevators, is defined as 
approximately 9 months or more of operation per year. 

Barrier Service 

Provide service across major barriers to free traffic movement such as rivers. The major barrier in the County is the Saugeen River. 

The intent of this criterion is to accommodate regular crossings of the major river system in the County. The barrier must be an 
obstacle to traffic wishing to cross it and it must be feasible to cross (i.e. rivers by bridges). 
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Weiqht Factor

a

0lirban Cell Service i

provide seryice in urban areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the streets.selected by the above criteria, provided
that the traffic demand existing on the street is considered predominantly for through traffic.

The intent of this criterion is to identify roads in the urban cell under consideration at the spacing noted.i The roads so identified must
function predominantly for through movement of traffic.

Roads which function as minor collectors for trips with origin and destination within the cell should be rejected.

The urban cell poputation density considered in identifyirfg the appropriate spacing should be either the daytime or nighttime
population whichever is greater.

Min Road
Spacing
2.000 m
1.200 m

Density
(Persons/lrgctqry)-

nder 40

This criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or
road sections to complete the road network'

lJ rh a n Arte ri al Exte n si o n

provide service on those roads which are extensions of urban arterial streets, from the urban limits to the first intersection where the
AADT is below 700 vendus pet Jay, ano then connect to an upper tier road or a Kings Highway by the shortest route. The same
definition for 'urban' is applied as in Criterion 1'

this criterion rs to provide for the extension of urban arteri al streets into the rU ral reas to connect with an upper tier roadTh intent of
both sides of the intersection wiihor King Highway Tralfic counts should be taken on

the inte rse ction if uboth AADT'S al o exceed vehicles
the upper tier and the extension continued

Resorf Criterion

Provide service within 4 km of major resort and/or recreational areas.

The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier seruice close to resorUrecreational areas or to a lower tier road system that
distributes the traffic. "Close to" means within a distance of approximately 4.0 km from the edge of the resort development.

A major resorUrecreational area is an area generating a minimum of 700 vehicle trips per day duping normal season of operation.

7

o

DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADSCRITERIA USED FOR
umber

5

Bruce County Road Designation Study
September 29, 2003'

50f19
l

il il il il til il'il r- Tr:ry -- --- -r-- 
- -r -

Weiqht Factor

a

0lirban Cell Service i

provide seryice in urban areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the streets.selected by the above criteria, provided
that the traffic demand existing on the street is considered predominantly for through traffic.

The intent of this criterion is to identify roads in the urban cell under consideration at the spacing noted.i The roads so identified must
function predominantly for through movement of traffic.

Roads which function as minor collectors for trips with origin and destination within the cell should be rejected.

The urban cell poputation density considered in identifyirfg the appropriate spacing should be either the daytime or nighttime
population whichever is greater.

Min Road
Spacing
2.000 m
1.200 m

Density
(Persons/lrgctqry)-

nder 40

This criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or
road sections to complete the road network'

lJ rh a n Arte ri al Exte n si o n

provide service on those roads which are extensions of urban arterial streets, from the urban limits to the first intersection where the
AADT is below 700 vendus pet Jay, ano then connect to an upper tier road or a Kings Highway by the shortest route. The same
definition for 'urban' is applied as in Criterion 1'

this criterion rs to provide for the extension of urban arteri al streets into the rU ral reas to connect with an upper tier roadTh intent of
both sides of the intersection wiihor King Highway Tralfic counts should be taken on

the inte rse ction if uboth AADT'S al o exceed vehicles
the upper tier and the extension continued

Resorf Criterion

Provide service within 4 km of major resort and/or recreational areas.

The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier seruice close to resorUrecreational areas or to a lower tier road system that
distributes the traffic. "Close to" means within a distance of approximately 4.0 km from the edge of the resort development.

A major resorUrecreational area is an area generating a minimum of 700 vehicle trips per day duping normal season of operation.
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TABLE 1 
CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 

Criteria Description 

Resort Criterion 

Provide service within 4 km of major resort and/or recreational areas. 

The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier service close to resort/recreational areas or to a lower tier road system that 
distributes the traffic. "Close to" means within a distance of approximately 4.0 km from the edge of the resort development. 

A major resort/recreational area is an area generating a minimum of 700 vehicle trips per day during normal season of operation. 

Urban Cell Service 

-

Provide service in urban areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the streets selected by the above criteria, provided 
that the traffic demand existing on the street is considered predominantly for through traffic. 

The intent of this criterion is to identify roads in the urban cell under consideration at the spacing noted.' The roads so identified must 
function predominantly for through movement of traffic. 

Roads which function as minor collectors for trips with origin and destination within the cell should be rejected. 

The urban cell population density considered in identifyirig the appropriate spacing should be either the daytime or nighttime 
population whichever is greater. 

Under40 

Density 
(Persons/hectare) 

Between 40 and 125 

Min Road 
Spacing 
2,000 m 
1,200 m 

This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or 
road sections to complete the road network. 

Urban Arterial Extension 

Provide service on those roads which are extensions of urban arterial streets, from the urban limits to the first intersection where the 
MDT is below 700 vehicles per day, and then connect to an upper tier road or a Kings Highway by the shortest route. The same 
definition for 'urban' is applied as in Criterion 1. 

The intent of this criterion is to provide for the extension of urban arterial streets into the rural areas to connect with an upper tier road 
or a Kings Highway. Traffic counts should be taken on both sides of the intersection with the upper tier and the extension continued 
through the intersection, only if both AADT's equal or exceed 700 vehicles per day. 
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Rural CellSeryice

Provide service in rural areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the roads selected by the above criteria.

The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier service within the cell formed by the application of criteria 1 - 7 inclusive at aspacing related to the population density within the cells.

Upper tier roads or provincial highways in the subject upper tier or in adjacent upper tiers a:ct as rural cell boundaries.

For the purposes of this study, the recommended road spacing of upper tier or provincial highways shall be 10 km.
This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rati-onale for including additional roads or
road sections to complete the road network. 

' '

Min Road
Spacinq*
none
20 km
15 km
10 km
6km

ensity
P

er
4

4to8
8to16

than 16

of
reater thanroads is

when
listed
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Traffic Speed

Provide service on rural roads where the speed limit is 70 km/hr or greater and to provide service on urban roads where the adjacent
rural road is posted at70 kmlhr or greater.

This criterion is intended to recognize those rural roads which have a speed limit of 70 km/h or greater and to recognize urban roads
that are connected those rural roads. This is deemed to be a desirable speed limit allowing forlhe efficient use of-roads which
predominately serve as inter-municipal links.
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TABLE 1 
CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 

Criteria Description 

Rural Cell Service 

Provide service in rural areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the roads selected by the above criteria. 

The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier service within the cell formed by the application of criteria 1 - 7 inclusiv t spacing related to the population density within the cells. • e a a 

Upper tier roads or provincial highways in the subject upper tier or in adjacent upper tiers act as rural cell boundaries. 

Density Min Road 
(Persons/km) Spacing* 

Under 1 none • 
1 to 4 oersons 20 km 
4 to 8 persons 15 km 
8 to 16 persons 10 km 
Greater than 16 persons 6km 

� 

*Additional service required when spacing of 
roads is greater than spacing listed 

For the purposes of this study, the recommended road spacing of upper tier or provincial highways shall be 10 km. 
This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or 
road sections to complete the road network. 

Traffic Speed 

Provide service on rural roads where the speed limit is 70 km/hr or greater and to provide service on urban roads where the adjacent 
rural road is posted at 70 km/hr or greater. 

This criterion is intended to recognize those rural roads which have a speed limit of 70 km/h or greater and to recognize urban roads 
that are connected those rural roads. This is deemed to be a desirable speed limit allowing for the efficient use of roads which 
predominately serve as inter-municipal links. 
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Road Right of WaY

Provide service on roads with at least a 66 foot wiOe rilnt of way'

The intent of this criterion is to identify roads with a right of way width of 66 feet. lt is appropriate that the road have at least a

standard right-of-way to be considered for an upper tier road designation

Traffic Volume

provide service on roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day.

This criterion was intended to identify roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles periday.

Criteria

Provide seryice on roads with an asphalt surface.

This criterion is intended to identify those roads with an asphalt surface. These roads were deemed to be more appropriate to serve
as upper tier roads, as this surface material would be more durable to withstand the greater traffic volumes, heavier vehicles and
higher speeds as anticipated on upper tier roads.

Road Surtace

11

12

Number

10
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TABLE 1 
CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 

Number Criteria Description Weight Factor 

10 Road Surface 0.5 

Provide service on roads with an asphalt surface. 

This criterion is intended to identify those roads with an asphalt surface. These roads were deemed to be more appropriate to serve 
as upper tier roads, as this surface material would be more durable to withstand the greater traffic volumes, heavier vehicles and 
higher speeds as anticipated on upper tier roads. 

11 Traffic Volume 0.5 

Provide service on roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day. 

This criterion was intended to identify roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day. 

12 Road Right of Way 1.0 
3 

Provide service on roads with at least a 66 foot wide right of way. 

The intent of this criterion is to identify roads with a right of way width of 66 feet. It is appropriate that the road have at least a 
standard right-of-way to be considered for an upper tier road designation 
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3.2 METHOD OF APPLYING CRITERIA FOR BRUCE COUNTY ROADS:

The sub-committee applied each of the criteria to the existing upper tier road system and to
local roads identified by each municipality as a provider of through traffic serviie. Criterion 6
and 8 was not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rational
for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network.

After the criteria were applied to each road being analyzed it was possibte to determine how
much weight each road has accumulated. By setting a minimum weighting of six points, a
cut-off threshold was established for including a road in the upper tier system.

ASSESSMENT OF COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM

Each section of Bruce County road was assessed using the approved criteria and a totalweight or
point was established. Attached, as 'Appendix A' is a copy of the "Application of Criteria and
Weighing Sysfem to the Bruce County Road Sysfem". This assessment resulted in several groups
of County road sections that did not satisfy the six-point weighing system. The groups are as
follows:

4.1 ROAD SEEilONS DESIGNATED FOR TRANSFER To LocAL MUNIcIPAuw

The following road sections listed in Table 2 have a low rating were designated for transfer to
the local municipality.

T
T
II
I
rI
T
rI
I
T
I
T
f,
T
T

4.0

Bruce County Road Designation Study
September 29, 2003.

Table 2
Road Sections for Transfer to Local Muni

Gounty
Road

Road Section Local Municipality

A 21 to Lake Huron-Kinloss
27 Road 10 to Road 17 Arran-Elderslie
31 Road 3 to Chepstow Brockton
32 Road 3 to Cargill Brockton
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3.2 METHOD OF APPLYING CRITERIA FOR BRUCE COUNTY ROADS: 

The sub-committee applied each of the criteria to the existing upper tier road system and to 
local roads identified by each municipality as a provider of through traffic service. Criterion 6 
and 8 was not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rational 
for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network. 

After the criteria were applied to each road being analyzed it was possible to determine how 
much weight each road has accumulated. By setting a minimum weighting of six points, a 
cut-off threshold was established for including a road in the upper tier system . 

4.0 ASSESSMENT OF COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 

Each section of Bruce County road was assessed using the approved criteria and a total weight or 
point was established. Attached, as 'Appendix A' is a copy of the "Application of Criteria and 
Weighing System to the Bruce County Road System". This assessment resulted in several groups 
of County road sections that did not satisfy the six-point weighing system. The groups are as 
follows: 

4.1 ROAD SECTIONS DESIGNATED FOR TRANSFER TO LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 

The following road sections listed in Table 2 have a low rating were designated for transfer to 
the local municipality. 

Table 2 
County Road Sections for Transfer to Local Municipality 

County Road Section 
Road 

Hwy 21 to Lake 
27 Road 10 to Road 17 
31 Road 3 to Chepstow 
32 Road 3 to Cargill 
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Local Municipality 

Huron-Kinloss 
Arran-Elderslie 
Brockton 
Brockton 
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Table 3
Road Sections with Ma Rati

Gounty
Road

Road Section Local Municipality

1 9 to Pais &Brockton Kincardine
1 1 Paisley to Hv'ry 21 Arran- BElderslie, rockton,

caKin tnrd e &
15 Road 3 to 21 &Brockton lnKincard e
16; Neustadt to I South Bruce
24 to Road 12 South Bruce

The following road sections, listed in Table 3, have a marginal rating and require a rural cell
designation to remain as County Roads.

The sub-committee recognized that two of the criteria (criterion 6 & 8) were not included in
the weighing system since they reflect road system shape. lt was teli that tne urban cell
shape criteria did not apply in Bruce County yet the rural cetl shape criteria was an important
factor to ensure that rural areas were adequitely serviced. ln order to receive comments
concerning this rural cell criteria, letters were sent to tocal runrcif"fiiL" r"qr""ting their
comments on whether the roads which were rated as marginalwere the most effective
location for a County road or if there was an adjacent road which would Oettlr suit the service
of that area. The leiter also inquired if there were any roads within the locaimunicipality that
they felt would be a candidate to become a County road.

4.2 ROAD SECTIONS WTH MARGINAL RATING

The sub-committee reviewed the municipal responses and the sub-committee members
provided insight from their communities concerning County 1o9ds Oesignated 

"" 
r"rgi*t.,

The following were the discussions and recoinmendationsof the sub-c-orritt"",

I

4.2.1 Countv Road 1. Hiqhwav g to paislev

Kincardine had indicated that it was their desire that all county roads
shall remain as is, indicating that they. support that this section of
County Road 1 Should remain a County road and that this was the
preferred location. Mr. strader indicated that it was the feeling of
Brockton that this section of road shourd remain as a county ioad.
consequently, the sub-committee recommended that this section of
county Road 1, which was rated as marginal, remain as a county
road.

4.2.2 Countv Road 11. paislev to Hiqhwav 21

Kincardine's comments identified that it was their desire that county
Road 11 remain as a county road- rt was recognized that saugeen
shores had made a submission that saugeen concession 4 be
considered as a county road. Mr. o'Rourke expressed concern with
the spacing of county roads in that area should saugeen concession

Bruce County Road Designation Study
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4.2 ROAD SECTIONS WITH MARGINAL RATING 

The following road sections, listed in Table 3, have a marginal rating and require a rural cell 
designation to remain as County Roads. 

Table 3 
� 

County Road Sections with Marginal Rating I 

County Road Section Local Municipality 
Road 

1 Hwy 9 to Paisley Brockton & Kincardine 
11 Paisley to Hwy 21 Arran-Elderslie, Brockton, 

I 
Kincardine & Saugeen 

15 Road 3 to Hwy 21 Brockton & Kincardine 
16 Neustadt to Hwy 9 South Bruce 
24 Mildmay to Road 12 South Bruce 

' 
. .  

The sub-committee recognized that two o f  the criteria (criterion 6 & 8) were not included in 
the weighing system since they reflect road system shape. It was felt that the urban cell 
shape criteria did not apply in Bruce County yet the rural cell shape criteria was an important 
factor to ensure that rural areas were adequately serviced. In order to receive comments 
concerning this rural cell criteria, letters were sent to local municipalities requesting their 
comments on whether the roads which were rated as marginal were the most effective 
location for a County road or if there was an adjacent road which would better suit the service 
of that area. The letter also inquired if there were any roads within the local municipality that 
they felt would be a candidate to become a County road. 

2 

The sub-committee reviewed the municipal responses and the sub-committee members 
provided insight from their communities concerning County roads designated as marginal." 
The following were the discussions and recommendations of the sub-committee: 

4.2.1 County Road 1, Highway 9 to Paisley 

Kincardine had indicated that it was their desire that all County roads 
shall remain as is, indicating that they support that this section of 
County Road 1 should remain a County road and that this was the 
preferred location. Mr. Strader indicated that it was the feeling of 
Brockton that this section of road should remain as a County road. 
Consequently, the sub-committee recommended that this section of 
County Road 1, which was rated as marginal, remain as a County 
road. 

4.2.2 County Road 11, Paisley to Highway 21 

Kincardine's comments identified that it was their desire that County 
Road 11 remain as a County road. It was recognized that Saugeen 
Shores had made a submission that Saugeen Concession 4 be 
considered as a County road. Mr. O'Rourke expressed concern with 
the spacing of County roads in that area should Saugeen Concession 
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4 be considered the county road over county Road 11. The sub-
committee felt that the saugeen concession 4/county Road 40
corridor would provide a consistent east/west corridoi and it was
expected that the new Turner's bridge would attract a substantial
volume of traffic, which would provide a parallel road to county Road
11, which would be used for the same purpose. The sub-committee
recommended that if saugeen concession 4 road became a county
road then this section of county Road 11 would be considered as a
transfer to the local municipalities.

4.2-3

Kincardine's comments identified that it was their desire that county
Road 15 remain as a county road. Brockton indicated that they were
requesting an extension of county Road 15 to serve as a consistent
easvwest corridor, which confirmed that the existing county Road 15
remain as a County Rodd. Consequenfly, the sub-iommittee
recommended that this section of county Road 15, which was rated
as marginal, remain as a County road.

4.2-4 Countv Road 16. Neustadt to Hiqhwav 9

The Municipality of south Bruce had submitted a request that carrick
concession 8 East, be considered a candidate as a county road in
lieu of county Road 16. The sub-commiftee recommended that if
carrick concession 8 East became a county road then county Road
16 would be considered as a transfer to the local municipality.

4.2.5 Countv Road 24. Mildmav to Gountv. Road 12

The Municipality of south Bruce ha{ submitted a request that carrick
concession 6 west, be considered as a candidate as a county road in
lieu of county Road 24. The sub-committee recommenoed thit it
carrick concession 6 west became a county road then county Road
24 would be considered as a transfer to the tocat municipality.

4.3 ROAD SECTIONS REQUIRING FURTHER INFORMATION

The following road sections, listed in Table 4, require assessment due to adjacent 1.t Nations
lands or due to the uncertain influence of the Turners Bridge Construction.

Gou Further Assessme ntRoad Sections Re irin
Table 4

County
Road

Road Section Local Municipality

18 Road 9 to Val South Bruce Pen insula
40 Bounda to Road 3 Arran-Elderslie
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4 be considered the County road over County Road 1 1 .  The Su b­
committee felt that the Saugeen Concession 4/County Road 40 
corridor would provide a consistent east/west corridor and it was 
expected that the new Turner's bridge would attract a substantial 
volume of traffic, which would provide a paral lel road to County Road 
1 1 ,  which would be used for the same purpose. The sub-committee 
recommended that if Saugeen Concession 4 road became a County 
road then this section of County Road 1 1  would be considered as a 
transfer to the local municipalities. 

4.2.3 County Road 1 5, County Road 3 to Highway 21 

. ' 

Kincard ine's comments identified that i t  was their desire that County 
Road 1 5  remain as a County road. Brockton indicated that they were 
requesting an extension of County Road 1 5  to serve as a consistent 
east/west corridor, which confirmed that the existing County Road 1 5  
remain as a County Road. Consequently, the sub-committee 
recommended that this section of County Road 1 5, which was rated 
as marg inal, remain as a County road. 

4.2.4 County Road 1 6, Neustadt to Highway 9 

The Municipality of South Bruce had subm itted a request that Carrick 
Concession 8 East, be considered a candidate as a County road in  
lieu of  County Road 1 6. The sub-committee recommended that if 
Carrick Concession 8 East became a County road then County Road 
1 6  would be considered as a transfer to the local municipality. 

4.2.5 County Road 24, Mildmay to County Road 1 2  

The Municipality of South Bruce had submitted a request that Carrick 
Concession 6 West, be considered as a candidate as a County road in  
l ieu of County Road 24. The sub-committee recommended that if 
Carrick Concession 6 West became a County road then County Road 
24 would be considered as a transfer to the local municipality. 

4.3 ROAD SECTIONS REQUIRING FURTHER INFORMATION 

The following road sections, listed in Table 4 ,  require assessment due to adjacent 1� Nations 
lands or due to the uncertain influence of the Turners Bridge Construction. 

Table 4 
County Road Sections Requiring Further Assessment 

County Road Section Local Municipality 
Road 

1 8  Road 9 to Purple Valley South Bruce Peninsula 
40 Grey Boundary to Road 3 Arran-Eldersl ie 
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5.2

5.3

5.0 MUNICIPAL REQUESTS FOR TRANFER OF LOGAL ROADS TO THE COUNry ROAD
SYSTEM

By the end of the study the sub-committee received requests from each of the local municipalities
for local roads to be candidates as County roads. These requests are tabulated as ,Appendix 

B,
entitled 'Application of Criteria and Weighing System to the Locatnequesfs. ihe following;"r1n"
sub-commiftee's discussion and recommendations:

5.1 Northern Bruce peninsuta Reguests

Northern Bruce Peninsula requested that three road sections be
considered. The lsthmus Bay road request was a 0.3 km extension of
county Road 29 (in Lion's Head) to Everatt street. This section *".-
rated at a value of 6 making it an eligibte candidate as a county road.
similarly, the Everatt sideroad from the lsthmus Bay road to Hignwat
6 was rated at 7, making it a candidate- The stokei Bay road
received a low rating making it ineligible as a County Road.

South Bruce Peninsula Requests

south Bruce Feninsula requested that two road sections be
considered. The Red Bay road was rated at 6.5 making it an eligible
candidate while the extension of coungr Road 1g (covlney's R6ad
and Purple valley Road) to the cape cloker First Nations Lands was
rated at 5.5, slightly less than the threshold value of 6.

Joint Northern and south Bruce peninsula Municipal Requests

The councils of the two municipalities supported a section of road
from the oliphant corner on county Road i 3 northward along the west
side of the Peninsula to county Road g, west of Ferndale. The sub-
committee reviewed the rating of fivb sub-sections of this road. The
southerly 6.5 km and the northerly 4 krn rated in excess of 6 points,
which met the criteria to be a candidate as a county road. Tire central
three sections were either marginar or had a low ranking. lt was
identified that some of these sections were very rural, nirrow roads.

The sub-committee reviewed the joint request in a "big picture"
scenario. The Engineer recommended that it would be useful to
identify an arterial corridor on the west side of Highway 6 that would
provide a similar facility as county Road g serves on the east side of
Highway 6. The sub-committee was rnade aware that there was
substantial potential development on the west coast and that there
was a need for a road to provide an alternative route to Highway 6
when it was compromisgd by winter weather conditions. ine rngineer
recommended that the sub-committee consider the west coast road
from oliphant north to county Road 9 to be a county Road candidate
in lieu of the other small sections of northern roads that were eligible
county Road candidates and yet, did not provide the road integrlty as
would a west coast road. The sub-committee felt that this was an
appropriate approach and recommended that the west road be a
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5.0 MUNICIPAL REQUESTS FOR TRANFER OF LOGAL ROADS TO THE COUNry ROAD
SYSTEM

By the end of the study the sub-committee received requests from each of the local municipalities
for local roads to be candidates as County roads. These requests are tabulated as ,Appendix 

B,
entitled 'Application of Criteria and Weighing System to the Locatnequesfs. ihe following;"r1n"
sub-commiftee's discussion and recommendations:

5.1 Northern Bruce peninsuta Reguests

Northern Bruce Peninsula requested that three road sections be
considered. The lsthmus Bay road request was a 0.3 km extension of
county Road 29 (in Lion's Head) to Everatt street. This section *".-
rated at a value of 6 making it an eligibte candidate as a county road.
similarly, the Everatt sideroad from the lsthmus Bay road to Hignwat
6 was rated at 7, making it a candidate- The stokei Bay road
received a low rating making it ineligible as a County Road.

South Bruce Peninsula Requests

south Bruce Feninsula requested that two road sections be
considered. The Red Bay road was rated at 6.5 making it an eligible
candidate while the extension of coungr Road 1g (covlney's R6ad
and Purple valley Road) to the cape cloker First Nations Lands was
rated at 5.5, slightly less than the threshold value of 6.

Joint Northern and south Bruce peninsula Municipal Requests

The councils of the two municipalities supported a section of road
from the oliphant corner on county Road i 3 northward along the west
side of the Peninsula to county Road g, west of Ferndale. The sub-
committee reviewed the rating of fivb sub-sections of this road. The
southerly 6.5 km and the northerly 4 krn rated in excess of 6 points,
which met the criteria to be a candidate as a county road. Tire central
three sections were either marginar or had a low ranking. lt was
identified that some of these sections were very rural, nirrow roads.

The sub-committee reviewed the joint request in a "big picture"
scenario. The Engineer recommended that it would be useful to
identify an arterial corridor on the west side of Highway 6 that would
provide a similar facility as county Road g serves on the east side of
Highway 6. The sub-committee was rnade aware that there was
substantial potential development on the west coast and that there
was a need for a road to provide an alternative route to Highway 6
when it was compromisgd by winter weather conditions. ine rngineer
recommended that the sub-committee consider the west coast road
from oliphant north to county Road 9 to be a county Road candidate
in lieu of the other small sections of northern roads that were eligible
county Road candidates and yet, did not provide the road integrlty as
would a west coast road. The sub-committee felt that this was an
appropriate approach and recommended that the west road be a
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5.0 MUNICIPAL REQUESTS FOR TRANFER OF LOCAL ROADS TO THE COUNTY ROAD 

SYSTEM 

By the end of the study the sub-committee received requests from each of the local municipalities 
for local roads to be candidates as County roads. These requests are tabulated as 'Appendix B' 
entitled 'Application of Criteria and Weighing System to the Local Requests. The following was the 
sub-committee's d iscussion and recommendations: 

5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

Northern Bruce Peninsula Requests 

Northern Bruce Peninsula requested that three road sections be 
considered. The Isthmus Bay road request was a 0.3 km extension of 
County Road 29 (in Lion's Head) to Everatt Street. This section was 
rated at a value of 6 making it an elig ib le  candidate as a County road. 
Similarly, the Everatt Sideroad from the Isthm us Bay road to Highway 
6 was rated at 7, making it a candidate. The Stokes Bay road 
received a low rating making it ineligible as a County Road. 

South Bruce Peninsula Requests 

South Bruce Peninsula requested that two road sections be 
considered. The Red Bay road was rated at 6 .5 making it an eligible 
candidate while the extension of County Road 1 8  (Coveney's Road 
and Purple Valley Road) to the Cape Croker First Nations Lands was 
rated at 5.5, slightly less than the threshold value of 6. 

Joint Northern and South Bruce Pen insula Municipal Requests 

The Councils of the two municipalities supported a section of road 
from the Oliphant corner on County Road 1 3  northward along the west 
side of the Peninsula to County Road 9 ,  west of Ferndale. The Sub­
committee reviewed the rating of five sub-sections of this road. The 
southerly 6.5 km and the northerly 4 km rated in excess of 6 points, 
which met the criteria to be a candidate as a County road. The central 
three sections were either marginal or had a low ranking . It was 
identified that some of these sections were very rural, narrow roads. 

The Sub-committee reviewed the jofnt request in a "big picture" 
scenario. The Engineer recommended that it would be useful to 
identify an arterial corridor on the west side of Highway 6 that would 
provide a similar facility as County Roa d  9 serves on the east side of 
Highway 6. The Sub-committee was m ade aware that there was 
substantial potential development on the west coast and that there 
was a need for a road to provide an alternative route to Highway 6 
when it was compromised by winter weather conditions. The Engineer 
recommended that the Sub-committee consider the west coast road 
from Oliphant north to County Road 9 to be a County Road candidate 
in lieu of the other small sections of northern roads that were eligible 
County Road candidates and yet, did n ot provide the road integrity as 
would a west coast road .  The sub-com mittee felt that this was an 
appropriate approach and recommended that the west road be a 
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county road candidate. The sub-committee also recommended that
the extension of County Road 29 to the Everatt Sideroad be
considered as a candidate.

5.4 Sauqeen Shores Requests

sauge^en shores requested that saugeen concession 4 from county
Road 3 to Highway 21 and from Highway 21to Lake Range Road be
considered as a candidate. The section of saugeen concession 4
from County Road 3 to Highway 21 had a ranking of 8 points and
would be a candidate. Mr. Eagles identified that the traffic count on
the section of saugeen concession 4 from Highway 21 to Lake Range
Road was approximately 900 vehicles per day. This road section wJs
rated at 4.0 indicating that it was not a candidate. saugeen shores
also made a request that Lake Range Road from county Road 25 to
the Kincardine boundary be considered a candidate. The rating of this
section was 8.0, indicating it was a candidate. The sub-committee felt
that if Lake Range road is extended to Gounty road 23 in the
Municipality of Kincardine it would provide continuity to this corridor.
originally, the Municipality of Kincardine had not made a request for
their sectiot_t gf the Lake Range road. The sub-committee asked
Kincardine to re-consider their position- saugeen shores indicated
that Lake Range road was the BNPD ernergency route and that it was
also a recognized alternative route when Highway 21 was
compromised due to winter weather conditions. After substantial
discussion, the sub-committee recommended that Lake Range road
from County road 25 to the Kincardine boundary be a County road
candidate, provided that the section of Lake Range Road in the
Municipality of Kincardine is also deemed a candidate for a County
Road.

5.5 Arran-Elderslie Resuests

While not formally making a request, the sub-committee had
considered a July 30, 2001 Arran-Elderslie request to include the
Grey/Bruce boundary from scone to Highway 21. This section of road
rated at 1'1.5 and was recommended to be a County road candidate.

5.6 Brockton Requests

Brockton requested that Brant Concession 10 from Elmwood to
County Road 3 be considered a candidate. lt was rated at G.0 making
it a candidate as a County Road. The sub-committee recommended
this application since it provided a consistent east/west link throughout
the county. Brockton also submitted the former MTo connecting link
sections on Durham street and Yonge/Jackson street in walkerton.
These road sections rated at 12 and 1 1 points and the sub-committee
recommended them as County road candidates.
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County road candidate. The sub-committee also recommended that 
the extension of County Road 29 to the Everatt Sideroad be 
considered as a candidate. 

Saugeen Shores Requests 

Saugeen Shores requested that Saugeen Concession 4 from County 
Road 3 to Highway 21 and from Highway 21  to Lake Range Road be 
considered as a candidate. The section of Saugeen Concession 4 
from County Road 3 to Highway 21  had a ranking of 8 points and 
wou ld  be a candidate. Mr. Eagles identified that the traffic count on 
the section of Saugeen Concession 4 from Highway 21 to Lake Range 
Road was approximately 900 vehicles per day. This road section was 
rated at 4.0 indicating that it was not a candidate. Saugeen Shores 
also made a request that Lake Range Road from County Road 25 to 
the Kincardine boundary be considered a candidate. The rating of this 
section was 8.0, indicating it was a candidate. The sub-committee felt 
that if Lake Range road is extended to County road 23 in the 
Mun icipality of Kincardine it would provide continuity to this corridor. 
Originally, the Municipality of Kincardine h ad not made a request for 
their  section of the Lake Range road. The sub-committee asked 
Kin ca rdine to re-consider their position . Saugeen Shores indicated 
that Lake Range road was the BNPD emergency route and that i t  was 
also a recognized alternative route whe n  Highway 21 was 
compromised due to winter weather conditions. After substantial 
discussion, the sub-committee recommended that Lake Range road 
from County road 25 to the Kincardine boundary be a County road 
candidate, provided that the section of Lake Range Road in the 
Municipality of Kincardine is also deemed a candidate for a County 
Road. 

Arran-Elderslie Requests 

While not formally making a request, the sub-committee had 
considered a July 30, 2001 Arran-Eldersl ie request to include the 
Grey/Bruce boundary from Scone to Highway 21 . This section of road 
rated at 1 1 .5 and was recommended to  be a County road candidate. 

Brockton Requests 

Brockton requested that Brant Concession 1 0  from Elmwood to 
County Road 3 be considered a candidate. It was rated at 6.0 m aking 
it a candidate as a County Road. The sub-committee recommended 
this application since it provided a consistent east/west link throughout 
the County. Brockton also submitted the former MTO connecting l ink 
sections on Durham Street and Yonge/J ackson Street in Walkerton. 
These road sections rated at 1 2  and 1 1  points and the sub-committee 
recommended them as County road candidates. 
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5.7
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Kincardine Request

Kincardine initially recommended that the county retain jurisdiction of
the county roads in their municipality. After considerable discussions
at the sub-commiftee level, Kincardine councit, and the Highways
committee, the sub-committee passed the following resolution on
September 19, 2003:

1) That county Road 11, paisley to Highway 21, be transferred to
the local municipalities with the road receiving pulverization,
application of granular 'A' and l -1/4" of HL2 modified on
deteriorated secfions and 40mm of HL2 on the remaining
surface treatments and that fhese cosfs be apporrioned on the
basr.s of 1/3 county, 1/3 of each boundary minicipality and if it
was not a boundary road section it be apportionea oi tne basis
of 50% County and S0% Iocat municipality.

2) That Lake Range Road, extension of County Road 23 to
county Road 2s be transferred to the county on the basr.s fhaf
it is designated as a coilector road which will ailow lot creation
Lssues to be dealt with on the same basis as if the road were a
municipal road.

3) That Bruce concessio n 4, Highway 21 to the main gate of the
BNPD be considered as a candidate as a County Road.

Mayor Larry Kraemer presented the following motion at the september
29, 2OO3 Highways Committee meeting:

THE
September 25, 2003 - Municipality of Kincardine Specra/ Councit
Meeting Resolution #2003-SGg
Moved by: Barry Schmidt
Seconded by: Howard Ribey

That the Municipality of Kincardine endorse the Technical steering
committee recommendation from its september 1g, 2003 meeffnj
subject to the following amendments:

That county Road 23 be deemed a collector from Kincardine
to Saugeen Shores.

That the Collector Road designation be deemed a formal
agreement between the county of Bruce and the Municipatity
of Kincardine subject to change only by mutualconsenf 

'of 
both

parties.

3. That the current flow patterns at concession g, concess ion 10
and concessionl2, Municipatity of Kincardine be maintained.

Canied.

1

2.

13 of '19

e 

e 

p 

p 

e 

' 

p 

p 

p 

I 

8 

8 

8 

8 

a 

8 

8 

8 

8 

5.7 Kincardine Request 

Kincardine initially recommended that the County retain jurisdiction of 
the County roads in their municipality. After considerable discussions 
at the sub-committee level, Kincardine Council, and the Highways 
Committee, the sub-committee passed the following resolution on 
September 1 9, 2003: 

1) That County Road 1 1, Paisley to Highway 21, be transferred to 
the local municipalities with the road receiving pulverization, 
application of granular 'A ' and 1-1/4 " of HL2 modified on 
deteriorated sections and 40mm of HL2 on the remaining 
surface treatments and that these costs be apportioned on the 
basis of 1/3 county, 1/3 of each boundary municipality and if it 
was not a boundary road section it be apportioned on the basis 
of 50% County and 50% local municipality. 

2) That Lake Range Road, extension of County Road 23 to 
County Road 25 be transferred to the County on the basis that 
it is designated as a collector road which will allow Jot creation 
issues to be dealt with on the same basis as if the road were a 
municipal road. 

3) That Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21  to the main gate of the 
BNPD be considered as a candidate as a County Road. 

Mayor Larry Kraemer presented the following motion at the September 
29, 2003 Highways Committee meeting: 

MA TTERS ARISING FROM COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
September 25, 2003 - Municipality of Kincardine Special Council 
Meeting Resolution #2003-563 
Moved by: Barry Schmidt 
Seconded by: Howard Ribey 

That the Municipality of Kincardine endorse the Technical Steering 
Committee recommendation from its September 19, 2003 meeting 
subject to the following amendments: 

1. That County Road 23 be deemed a Collector from Kincardine 
to Saugeen Shores. 

2. That the Collector Road designation be deemed a formal 
agreement between the County of Bruce and the Municipality 
of Kincardine subject to change only by mutual consent of both 
parties. 

3. That the current flow patterns at Concession 8, Concession 1 o 
and Concession12, Municipality of Kincardine be maintained. 

Carried. 
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5.8 Huron- Kinloss Resuest

Huron-Kinloss requested that the sub-committee consider Campbetl
Street in Lucknow, which was a former MTO connecting link. This
road section was rated at 11 points and the sub-committee
recommended that it be a candidate as a County road.

5.9 South Bruce Requests

South Bruce had requested that Campbell Street in Teeswater, which
was a former MTO connecting link be considered. This section of
road was rated at 11 points and was recommended to be a candidate
as a County Road. South Bruce also suggested that Canick
Concession 6 West, from County Road 28 to County Road 12, replace
County Road 24. This request would elirninate a jog in the easUwest
corridor in the southern part of the County. The Sub-committee
recommended supporting this exchange. South Bruce also submitted
Carrick Conqession 8 East, from Grey Road 10 to Highway 9 as a
more appropriate location for a County Road than County Road 16.
The Sub-committee recommended supporting this exchange since it
would serye the urban community of Mildmay and since it would
complete the easVwest County Road 6 coridor to Grey County.

6.0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS ON TRANSFERS TO THE LOCALS

The costs of roads and bridges on sections of roads to be transferred to local municipalities are
summarized on'Appendix C' entitled "Review of Potential Transfers to Local Municipalities".

Generally, the roads to be transferred to local mtlnicipalities were in good condition and have
received recent upgrades or the Department had planned an upgrade in 2004. 'Appendix C' also
identifies the bridges within each of the sections and identifies the Ontario Structural lnventory
Manual costs to make these repairs. The sub-committee is of the opinion that the bridges should
be transferred with the road to the municipality with the exception of the following bridges:

o Devil's Elbow bridge on County Road 11 since this was a municipal boundary, and
o Arran Township Shed bridge on County Road 17 since it was anticipated that maintenance

would continue on this bridge until such time as the load posting was such that the bridge would
have to be closed and subsequently removed.

7,0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY

The costs to upgrade all the municipal road requests to be transferred to the Gounty are
summarized on 'Appendix D'entitled "Review of Potential Transfers to the Countf' which identifies
a number of road characteristics as well as the upgrade costs.

The sub-committee recognized the substantial costs to upgrade the local roads to a County road
standard. These costs reflected the County standard of a 90kph design speed to provide an 80kph
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Huron- Kinloss Request 

Huron-Kinloss requested that the sub-committee consider Campbell 
Street in Lucknow, which was a former MTO connecting link. This 
road section was rated at 1 1  points and the sub-committee 
recommended that it be a candidate as a County road. 

South Bruce Requests 

South Bruce had requested that Campbell Street in Teeswater, which 
was a former MTO connecting l ink be considered. This section of 
road was rated at 1 1  points and was recommended to be a candidate 
as a County Road. South Bruce also suggested that Carrick 
Concession 6 West, from County Road 28 to County Road 12 ,  replace 
County Road 24. This-request would eliminate a jog in the east/west 
corridor in the southern part of the County. The Sub-committee 
recommended supporting this exchange. South Bruce also submitted 
Carrick Concession 8 East, from Grey Road 1 0  to Highway 9 as a 
more appropriate location for a County Road than County Road 1 6. 
The Sub-committee recommended supporting this exchange since it 
would serve the urban community of Mildmay and since it would 
complete the east/west County Road 6 corridor to Grey County. 

6.0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS ON TRANSFERS TO THE LOCALS 

The costs of roads and bridges on sections of roads to be transferred to local m unicipalities are 
summarized on 'Appendix C' entitled "Review of Potential Transfers to Local Municipalities". 

Generally, the roads to be transferred to local municipal ities were in good condition and have 
received recent upgrades or the Department had planned an  upgrade in 2004. 'Appendix C' also 
identifies the bridges within each of the sections and identifies the Ontario Structural I nventory 
Manual costs to make these repairs. The sub-committee is of the opinion that the bridges should 
be transferred with the road to the municipality with the exception of the following bridges: 

o Devil's Elbow bridge on County Road 1 1  since this was a municipal boundary, and 
o Arran Township Shed bridge on County Road 1 7  s ince it was anticipated that maintenance 

would continue on this bridge until such time as the load posting was such that the bridge would 
have to be closed and subsequently removed .  

7.0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY 

The costs to upgrade all the municipal road requests to be transferred to the County are 
summarized on 'Appendix D' entitled "Review of Potential Transfers to the County" which identifies 
a number of road characteristics as well as the u pgrade costs . 

The sub-committee recognized the substantial costs to u pgrade the local roads to a County road 
standard. These costs reflected the County standard of a 90kph design speed to provide an 80kph 
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posted speed. The County standard was also a 100' right-of-way with 1 1' lanes and B' shoulders.
The sub-committee were of the opinion that the work and subsequent costs were better undertaken
at the County level than the local level.

8.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 18

The sub-committee and the County Highways Committee approved a letter to be sent to MP Ovid
Jackson's office inquiring as to the status of roads entering First Nation lands. Attached as
'Appendix E'is a copy of this letter and a copy of the response from the Honourable Robert Nault,
Minister of lndian Affairs and Northern Development. The Minister confirmed that there was no
obligation on the Federal or Provincial governments on roads that provide access to First Nation
lands and that it was expected that these roads would be maintained in accordance with an
acceptable standard. The sub-committee was therefore clear that there was no onus on any
particular road authority to have jurisdiction over this road. Subsequently, in the large picture
review of the northern area, the sub-committee recommended that all of County road 18 be
transfered to South Bruce Peninsula recognizing the extensive needs on the west coast road north
of Oliphant.

9.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 40

County Road 40 did not rate as a County road based on the Criteria and Weighing System and yet,
with the Saugeen Shores request to consider Saugeen Concession Road 4 from County Road 3 to
Highway 21 as a candidate as a County road, it was felt that County Road 40 should remain at this
time to establish the continuity of an easVwest corridor. The sub-committee recommended that this -
road section be re-examined at the next road designation study to determine if the impact of the
new Turner's bridge was sufficient for this to remain a County road.

1O.O EXISTING MTO CONNECTING LINKS

The sub-committee and the Bruce County Highways Committee considered the four existing MTO
connecting links within the County. These included Highway g in Mildmay, Highway 21 in Port Elgin
and Southampton and Highway 6 in Wiarton. lh most cases construction on these connecting links
was subsidized by the MTO at the rate of 90 to 1.00%- This rate of subsidy was based on the
municipality's abiiity to pay and it was felt that, at a County level, there would be a greater burden
on the municipal tax base since the province's contributions would be reduced. Based on this
discussion and the ramifications of having an additional party involved in road decisions it was felt,
by both the sub-committee and the Highways Committee, that existing MTO connecting links should
remain in the hands of the local municipality.

11.0 SUB-COMMITTEE ROAD TOUR

The sub-committee held a tour on August 6, 2003 which enabled most of the members to review
most of the roads to be transferred from the County to the local municipality and to review most of
the requests from the municipalities to transfer local roads to the County. The sub-committee
prepared a revised preliminary recommendation for the consideration of the Bruce County
Highways Committee, prior to the sub-committee submitting their final report

12.0 HIGHWAYS COMMITTEE REVIEW OF THE REVISED PRELIMINARY REPORT

The Highways Committee met on August 14,2003 and they considered the revised preliminary
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posted speed. The County standard was also a 100' right-of-way with 1 1' lanes and B' shoulders.
The sub-committee were of the opinion that the work and subsequent costs were better undertaken
at the County level than the local level.

8.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 18

The sub-committee and the County Highways Committee approved a letter to be sent to MP Ovid
Jackson's office inquiring as to the status of roads entering First Nation lands. Attached as
'Appendix E'is a copy of this letter and a copy of the response from the Honourable Robert Nault,
Minister of lndian Affairs and Northern Development. The Minister confirmed that there was no
obligation on the Federal or Provincial governments on roads that provide access to First Nation
lands and that it was expected that these roads would be maintained in accordance with an
acceptable standard. The sub-committee was therefore clear that there was no onus on any
particular road authority to have jurisdiction over this road. Subsequently, in the large picture
review of the northern area, the sub-committee recommended that all of County road 18 be
transfered to South Bruce Peninsula recognizing the extensive needs on the west coast road north
of Oliphant.

9.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 40

County Road 40 did not rate as a County road based on the Criteria and Weighing System and yet,
with the Saugeen Shores request to consider Saugeen Concession Road 4 from County Road 3 to
Highway 21 as a candidate as a County road, it was felt that County Road 40 should remain at this
time to establish the continuity of an easVwest corridor. The sub-committee recommended that this -
road section be re-examined at the next road designation study to determine if the impact of the
new Turner's bridge was sufficient for this to remain a County road.

1O.O EXISTING MTO CONNECTING LINKS

The sub-committee and the Bruce County Highways Committee considered the four existing MTO
connecting links within the County. These included Highway g in Mildmay, Highway 21 in Port Elgin
and Southampton and Highway 6 in Wiarton. lh most cases construction on these connecting links
was subsidized by the MTO at the rate of 90 to 1.00%- This rate of subsidy was based on the
municipality's abiiity to pay and it was felt that, at a County level, there would be a greater burden
on the municipal tax base since the province's contributions would be reduced. Based on this
discussion and the ramifications of having an additional party involved in road decisions it was felt,
by both the sub-committee and the Highways Committee, that existing MTO connecting links should
remain in the hands of the local municipality.

11.0 SUB-COMMITTEE ROAD TOUR

The sub-committee held a tour on August 6, 2003 which enabled most of the members to review
most of the roads to be transferred from the County to the local municipality and to review most of
the requests from the municipalities to transfer local roads to the County. The sub-committee
prepared a revised preliminary recommendation for the consideration of the Bruce County
Highways Committee, prior to the sub-committee submitting their final report

12.0 HIGHWAYS COMMITTEE REVIEW OF THE REVISED PRELIMINARY REPORT

The Highways Committee met on August 14,2003 and they considered the revised preliminary

Bruce County Road Designation Study
September 29, 2003.

15 of 19

E 

·;,, , , 

3 

t7 

6 

� 

posted speed. The County standard was also a 1 00' right-of-way with 1 1 ' lanes and 8' shoulders. 
The sub-committee were of the opinion that the work and subsequent costs were better undertaken 
at the County level than the local level .  

8.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 1 8  

The sub-committee and the County Highways Committee approved a letter to be sent to MP Ovid 
Jackson's office inquiring as to the status of roads entering First Nation lands. Attached as 
'Appendix E' is a copy of this letter and a copy of the response from the Honourable Robert Nault, 
Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development. The Minister confirmed that there was no 
obligation on the Federal or Provincial governments on roads that provide access to First Nation 
lands and that it was expected that these roads would be maintained in accorda nce with an 
acceptable standard . The sub-committee was therefore clear that there was no onus on any 
particular road authority to have jurisdiction over this road . Subsequently, in the large picture 
review of the northern area, the sub-committee recom m ended that al l of County road 1 8  be 
transferred to South Bruce Peninsula recognizing the extensive needs on the west coast road north 
of Oliphant. 

9.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 40 

County Road 40 did not rate as a County road based on the Criteria and Weighing System and yet, 
with the Saugeen Shores request to consider Saugeen Concession Road 4 from County Road 3 to 
Highway 21 as a candidate as a County road, it was felt that County Road 40 should remain at this 
time to establish the continuity of an east/west corridor. The sub-committee recommended that this ~ 
road section be re-examined at the next road designation study to determine if the impact of the 
new Turner's bridge was sufficient for this to remain a County road. 

1 0.0  EXISTING MTO CONNECTING LINKS 

The sub-committee and the Bruce County Highways Committee considered the four existing MTO 
connecting links within the County. These included H ig hway 9 in Mildmay, Highway 21  in Port Elgin 
and Southampton and Highway 6 in Wiarton. In most c ases construction on these connecting links 
was subsidized by the MTO at the rate of 90 to 1 00%. This rate of subsidy was based on the 
municipality's abil ity to pay and it was felt that, at a County level, there would be a greater burden 
on the municipal tax base s ince the province's contributions would be reduced. Based on this 
discussion and the ramifications of having an additiona l  party involved in road decisions it was felt, 
by both the sub-committee and the Hig hways Committee, that existing MTO connecting links should 
remain in the hands of the local municipality. 

1 1 .0 SUB-COMMITTEE ROAD TOUR 

The sub-committee held a tour on August 6, 2003 which enabled most of the members to review 
most of the roads to be transferred from the County to the local municipality and to review most of 
the requests from the mun icipalities to transfer local roads to the County. The sub-committee 
prepared a revised preliminary recommendation for the consideration of the Bruce County 
Highways Committee, prior to the sub-committee submitting their final report. 

1 2.0 HIGHWAYS COMMITTEE REVIEW OF THE REVISED PRELIMINARY REPORT 

The Highways Committee met on August 1 4, 2003 and they considered the revised preliminary 
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report. The Committee asked the sub-committee to consider the following issues:

1- Review the Lake Range road issue from the north end of County road 23 to County road
25.

2. Review whether Saugeen Concession 4 or County road 11 was the most appropriate
corridor.

3. Review the condition of County roads to be transferred to the local municipalities.

The results of the sub-committee's review has been included in the discussion and
recommendations in this report.

13.0 FTNALREGOMMENDATION

The focus of the sub-committee's recommendation is on transfers to the local municipality and
transfers to the County. This recommendation is summarized in 'Appendix F'entiled "Final
Recommendation" and is depicted on the attached Map entitled Proposed Road Transfers. The
sub-committee also wishes to identify a number of other issues that rnust be inctuded with the
recommendation. ln order to dealwith this recommendation in an orderty fashion, it has been
broken down into three components as follows:

. Transfer of Existing County Roads to Local Municipalities

. Transfer of Local Roads to the County
o Other lssues

13.1 TRANSFER OF EXISTING COUNTY ROADS TO LOCAL MUNTCIPALITIES

The sub-committee has reviewed all County roads with respect to the criteria and weighing
system, has received municipal input and have concluded that the following sections of
existing County road should be transferred to the local municipality upon which the road
section is located. The following are the details of the transfers:

13.1.1 County Road 6, Highway 21to the Lake:

The County would transfer this road with all of the structures to the Municipality of
Huron-Kinloss following the completion of the road reconstruction in 2004.

13.1.2 Gounty Road 11, Gounty Road 3 to Highway 21:

This section of road would be transferred to various jurisdictions including the
structures (with the exception of the Devil's Elbow Bridge) following the upgrading of
this road. This upgrading shall consist of pulverization, application bf granular ,A']
and 40mm of HL2 modified on deteriorated sections and 40mm of HLI on the
remaining surface treatments and that these costs be apportioned on the basis of 1/3
County, 113 of each boundary municipality and if it was not a boundary road section it
be apportioned on the basis of 50% County and 50% local municipality.

13.1.3 Gounty Road 16, Gounty Road 1O to Highway g:

This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South
Bruce in its present condition.

13.1.4 County Road 18, Gounty Road 9 to Purple Valley Road:
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The focus of the sub-committee's recommendation is on transfers to the local municipality and 
transfers to the County. This recommendation is summarized in 'Appendix F' entitled "Final 
Recommendation" and is depicted on the attached Map entitled Proposed Road Transfers. The 
sub-committee also wishes to identify a number of other issues that must be included with the 
recom mendation.  I n  order to deal with this recommendation in an orderly fashion, it has been 
broken down into three components as follows: 

• Transfer of Existing County Roads to Local Municipalities 
• Transfer of Local Roads to the County 
• Other Issues 

1 3.1 TRANSFER OF EXISTING COUNTY ROADS TO LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES 

The sub-committee has reviewed all County roads  with respect to the criteria and weighing 
system, has received municipal input and have concluded that the following sections of 
existing County road should be transferred to the local municipality upon which the road 
section is located. The following are the details  of the transfers: 

1 3. 1 . 1  County Road 6, Highway 21 to the Lake: 

The County would transfer this road with all of the structures to the Municipality of 
Huron-Kinloss following the completion of the road reconstruction in 2004. 

1 3. 1 .2 County Road 1 1 ,  County Road 3 to Highway 21 : 

This section of road would be transferred to various jurisdictions including the 
structures (with the exception of the Devil's Elbow Bridge) following the upgrading of 
this road. This upgrading shall consist of pulverization ,  application of granular 'A', 
and 40mm of HL2 modified on deteriorated sections and 40mm of HL2 on the 
remaining surface treatments and that these costs be apportioned on the basis of 1 /3 
County, 1 /3 of each boundary municipal i ty and if it was not a boundary road section it 
be apportioned on the basis of 50% County and 50% local municipality. 

13. 1 .3 County Road 1 6, County Road 1 0  to Highway 9 :  

This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South 
Bruce in its present condition . 

1 3. 1 .4 County Road 1 8, County Road 9 to Purple Val ley Road: 
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This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South
Bruce Peninsula in its present condition.

13.1.5 Gounty Road 24, Gounty Road 28 to County Road 12:

This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South
Bruce in its present condition.

13.1.6 Gounty Road 27, County Road 10 to Gounty Road 17:

This road would be transferred with all of the structures (except the Arran Township
Shed Bridge) to the Municipality bf Arran-Elderslie in its present condition. The
County would retain ownership of the Arran Township Shed Bridge and would
continue with structural repairs until such time the bridge would be closed and then
the County would subsequently organize its removal.

13.1.7 County Road 31, Gounty Road 3 to the west limits of Chepstow:

This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of
Brockton in its present condition.

13.1.8 Gounty Road 32, County Road 3 to the west limits of Gargill:

This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of
Brockton in its present condition.

13.2 TRANSFER OF LOCAL ROADS TO THE COUNTY

The sub-committee had received requests from local municipalities for municipal roads
which they felt would be candidates as a County road. The sub-committee reviewed these
requests with respect to the criteria and weighing system and have concluded that the
following sections of local roads should be transferred with the structures to the County in
their present state:

13.2.1
13.2.2
13.2.3
13.2.4

13.2.5

13.2.6
13.2.7
13.2.8
13.2.9
13.2.10
13.2.11
13.2.12
13.2.13
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West Road, County Road 13 to County Road g
County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad
Saugeen Conc. 4, County Road 3 to Highway 21
Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25,
designate as a collector road.
Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone to Highway 21, conditional that this road is
jointly transferred to Grey County Highways.
Brant Conc. 10, County Road 1O to County Road 3
Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson St. to east limits of Walkerton
Yonge Street in Walkerton, Highway 9 to Durham Street
Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits
Clinton Street in Teeswater, south limits to north limits
Carrick Concession 8 East, County Road 10 to Highway I
Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to Coun$ Road 12
Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21 to BNPD
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This road would be transferred with al l  of the structures to the Municipality of South 
Bruce Peninsula in its present condition. 

1 3. 1 .5 County Road 24, County Road 28 to County Road 12 :  

This road would be  transferred with a l l  of  the structures to the Municipal ity of South 
Bruce in its present condition. 

1 3. 1 .6 County Road 27, County Road 1 0  to County Road 17 :  

This road would be transferred with a l l  of  the structures (except the  Arran Township 
Shed Bridge) to the Municipality of Arran-Elderslie in its present condition. The 
County would retain ownership of the Arran Township Shed Bridge and would 
continue with structural repairs until such time the bridge would be closed and then 
the County would subsequently organize its removal .  

13. 1 .7 County Road 31 , County Road 3 to the west l imits of Chepstow: 

This road would be transferred with al l  of the structures to the Municipality of 
Brockton in its present condition. 

13.1 .8 County Road 32, County Road 3 to the west limits of Cargil l :  

This road would be transferred with a l l  of the structures to the Municipality of 
Brockton in its present condition. 

1 3.2 TRANSFER OF LOCAL ROADS TO THE COUNTY 

The sub-committee had received requests from local municipalities for municipal roads 
which they felt would be candidates as a County road .  The sub-committee reviewed these 
requests with respect to the criteria and weighing system and have concluded that the 
following sections of local roads should be transferred with the structures to the County in 
their present state: 

1 3.2.1  
1 3.2.2 
1 3.2.3 
1 3.2.4 

1 3.2.5 

1 3.2.6 
1 3.2.7 
1 3.2.8 
1 3.2.9 
1 3.2. 1 0  
1 3.2. 1 1  
1 3.2. 1 2  
1 3.2. 1 3  

West Road, County Road 1 3  to County Road 9 
County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 
Saugeen Conc. 4, County Road 3 to Highway 21  
Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25, 
designate as a collector road .  
Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone to Highway 21 , conditional that this road is 
jointly transferred to Grey County H ig hways. 
Brant Conc. 1 0, County Road 1 0  to County Road 3 
Durham Street in Walkerton, J ackson St. to east limits of Walkerton 
Yonge Street in Walkerton, Highway 9 to Durham Street 
Campbell Street in Lucknow, east l imits to west l imits 
Clinton Street in Teeswater, south l imits to north limits 
Carrick Concession 8 East, County Road 1 0  to Hig hway 9 
Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 1 2  
Bruce Concession 4, Highway 2 1  to BNPD 
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The sub-committee reviewed the results of all the transfers which are depicted on the

"ii""f*O 
Map entifled Road Classifications After Transfers. The sub-committee felt that

irre eno resuit was a rational County road system whjch primarily serves a through traffic
iun"iion and which has continuity easUwest and north/south. The sub-committee also
reviewed the overall impact of the transfers to the County which is summarized in 'Appendix
C;"ntitt"O ,'Cost of Transfers to the Countf'. This app_endix summarizes the road lengths of
tn. tr"nrt"rs and the costs to upgrade the roads to a County hot mix standard- The sub-
committee also reviewed 'Appeidix H'whi}h is entitled"MunicipalProportions of county
Ro"a",,"nd which summarizes the length and percentages of existing and proposed County
Roads in each municiPalitY.

The sub-committee notes that there were some compromises in the north when creating
tnr"" lists and recommends that the northern sections be adopted in their whole or that the
sub-committee wishes to provide an alternative solution.

13.3 OTHER ISSUES

The sub-commiti6e feels that the Highways Cornmittee should be aware of the following
issues:

a

o

a

a

This review should be undertaken on a regular basis and the sub-committee
considers a period of approximately 7 years to be a reasonable review period'

There was a potential County road candidate which the sub-committee feels should
have a 100,wide right-of-way protected by the local municipality. The sub-committee
luggests requestin! Northern Bruce Peninsula to protect the extension of the
pioj"""O West roui from County Road 9 northerly to Colonel Clark's, and easterly to
HighwaY 6.

The next study should review the impact that the Turner's Bridge reconstruction has
on CountY Road 40.

The next study or an interim review may be necessary to determine if County Road
10 between Chesley and Tara should be transferred to Arran-Elderslie following the
reconstruction of the Bruce/Grey boundary Road'
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The sub-committee notes that there were some compromises in the north when creating 
these lists and recommends that the northern sections be adopted in their whole or that the 
sub-committee wishes to provide an alternative solution. 

The sub-committee reviewed the results of all the transfers which are depicted on the 
attached Map entitled Road Classifications After Transfers. The sub-committee felt that 
the end result was a rational County road system which primarily serves a through traffic 
function and which has continuity east/west and north/south . The sub-committee also 
reviewed the overall impact of the transfers to the County which is summarized in 'Appendix 
G' entitled "Cost of Transfers to the County'. This appendix summarizes the road lengths of 
the transfers and the costs to upgrade the roads to a County hot mix standard. The sub­
committee also reviewed 'Appendix H' which is entitled "Municipal Proportions of County 
Roads" and which summarizes the length and percentages of existing a nd proposed County 
Roads in e ach municipality. 

1 3.3 OTHER ISSUES 

The sub-committee feels that the Highways Committee should be aware of the following 
issues: 

• This review should be undertaken on a regular basis and the sub-committee 
considers a period of approximately 7 years to be a reasonable review period. 

• There was a potential County road candidate which the sub-committee feels should 
have a 1 00' wide right-of-way protected by the local municipality. The sub-committee 
suggests requesting Northern Bruce Peninsula to protect the extension of the 
proposed West road from County Road 9 northerly to Colonel Clark's, and easterly to 
Highway 6. 

• The next study should review the impact that the Turner's Bridge reconstruction has 
on County Road 40. 

• The next study or an interim review may be necessary to determine if County Road 
1 0  between Chesley and Tara should be transferred to Arran-Elderslie following the 
reconstruction of the Bruce/Grey boundary Road . 
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14.0 IMPLEMENTATION

The sub-committee recommends that the Highways Committee consider this submission and
recognize the potentialtransfers to and from the County during this Coung Council with the
expectation that the implementation of the transfer will occur on September 1, 2004. prior to
implementation local municipalities and the County must undertake the following work:

. Prepare by-laws to transfer jurisdiction

. Prepare by-laws to recognize road widening ownership

. Prepare by-law to rename the roads

. Prepare Through Road by-laws
o Prepare Stop Sign by-laws
. Prepare Speed by-laws
. Prepare Official Plan Amendment
. Organize winter maintenance arrangements

ln order to complete the implementation the sub-comrnittee expects to meet during the fall and
winter.
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September 2g,2003

BRUCE COUNry ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY
APPENDIX F

FINAL RECOMMENDATION

COUNTY ROADS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO THE LOCAL MUNICIPALITY:

. County Road 6, Highway 21 to Lake
o county Road 11, county Road 3 to Hwy 21, except Devir Erbow,s Br.
. County Road 16, All
. County Road 1g, Alt
. County Road 24, County Roq_d 2g to County Road 12
. County Road 27, Ail, except Arran Townshii Shed Br.
. County Road 31, All
r County Road'32, Ail

ROADS TO TRANSFER TO GOUNW:

. 'West Road,,. County Road 13 to County Road 9
o County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad
. Saugeen Conc.4, County Road 3 to Highway 21

' bxf:ff1fl:5:ad, 
Extension of countv-Ro ua zsto county Road 25, desisnated as a

o Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21 to BNpD.
o Bruce/Grey Boundary, s"conJto Highway 21, subject to road joinfly transferred to Bruce

and Grey Counties.
. Brant Conc. 10, County Road 10 to County Road 3

' Durham street in walkerton, Jackson st. t,o east limits of warkerton

' Yonge street in warkerton, Highway g to Durham street

' campbellstreet in Lucknow, Jast rimits to west rimits

' - clinton street in Teeswater, south rimits to north rimits
. Carrick Concession g East, County Road 10 to Highway g

' carrick concession 6 west, county Road 2g to county Road 12

The sub-committee atso noted that this recommendation was only effective if it were adopted
as a whole since their had been some compromises. 
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BRUCE COUNTY ROAD D ESIGNATION STUDY 

APPENDIX F 

FINAL RECOMMENDATION 

September 29, 2003 

COUNTY ROADS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO THE LOCAL MUNICIPALITY: 

• County Road 6, Highway 2 1  to Lake 
• County Road 1 1 ,  County Road 3 to Hwy 21 , except Devil Elbow's Br. 
• County Road 1 6, All 
• County Road 1 8, All 
• County Road 24, County Road 28 to County Road 1 2  
• County Road 27, All ,  except Arran Township Shed Br. 
• County Road 31 , All 
• County Road32, All 

ROADS TO TRANSFER TO COUNTY: 

• 'West Road', County Road 1 3  to County Road 9 
• County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 
• Saugeen Cone. 4, County Road 3 to Highway 2 1  
• Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25, designated as a 

Collector Road. 
• Bruce Concession 4, Highway 2 1  to BNPD. 
• Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone to Highway 2 1 ,  subject to road jointly transferred to Bruce 

and Grey Counties. 
• Brant Cone. 1 0, County Road 1 0  to County Road 3 
• Durham Street in Walkerton ,  Jackson St. to east l imits of Walkerton 
• Yonge Street in Walkerton, Highway 9 to Durham Street 
• Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west l imits 
• Clinton Street in Teeswater, south limits to north limits 
• Carrick Concession 8 East, County Road 1 0  to Highway 9 
• Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 1 2  

The Sub-Committee also noted that this recommendation was only effective if it were adopted 
as a whole since their had been some compromises.  
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BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY
,APPENDIX G

COST OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY

TOTAL 113.0 km ,000

** Nagg's Bridge included at $2,400,000

P:\Road Designation Study\Final Ammended Report Sept 29 20o3\cost oF Transfers To The county, sept29,03.doc

Section to be
Transferred ,

Length of Section in
kilorneters

Gost

'West Road', County
to County Road 9

Road 13 29.0 $s ,600,000

County Road 29 , Extension to
Everatt Sideroad

o.3 35,000

Road 3 to 21
Saugeen Conc. 4, County 10.3 730,000

Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone
to 21

5oo/o of 26.5 50o/o of 9,300,000

Range Road,
Extension of County Road23
Lake

to Road 25

18.6 $s,050,000

Bruce Concession 4
21 to BNPD

6.0 Nit

Brant Conc- 10, Cou nty Road
10 to Road 3

14.O 6,900,000"*

Durham Street in W
Jackson to east limits of

alkerton, 1.0 50,000

Y InStreetonge Walkerton
rham Streethwa 9toDu

2.O Nit

Campbellstreet in Lucknow,
east limits to west limits

1.3 50,000

Teeswater,Clinton Street tn
tisouth m to linorth mits

1.7 185,000

o
Carrick Con Icesston East,
Cou Ro 1ad to0 H

9.5 2,500,000

Ca rrick 6Concession West,
Coun Road 28 toty County

1Road 2

6.0 1,600,000

BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 

APPENDIX G 

COST OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY 

Section to be Length of Section in 
Transferred kilometers 

'West Road' ,  County Road 1 3  29.0 
to County Road 9 

County Road 29, Extension to 0.3 
Everatt Sideroad 
Saugeen Conc. 4, County 1 0.3 
Road 3 to H ig hway 21 

September 29,2003 

Cost 

$8,600,000 

35,000 

730,000 

Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone 50% of 26.5 50% of 9 ,300,000 
to Highway 21  . .  

Lake Range Road, 1 8.6 $5,050,000 
Extension of County Road23 
to Road 25 � 

e � � 

Bruce Concession 4 6.0 Nil 
Hwy 21  to BNPD 
Brant Conc. 1 0, County Road 14.0 6,900,000** 
1 0  to County Road 3 
Durham Street in Walkerton, 1 .0 50,000 
Jackson to east limits of 
Walkerton 
Yonge Street in Walkerton, 2.0 Nil 
Highway 9 to Durham Street 
Campbell Street in Lucknow, 1 .3 50,000 
east l imits to west limits 
Clinton Street in Teeswater, 1 .7 1 85,000 
south limits to north limits 
Carrick Concession 8 East, 9 .5 2,500,000 
County Road 10 to Highway 9 
Carrick Concession 6 West, 6 .0 1 ,600,000 
County Road 28 to County 
Road 1 2  
TOTAL 1 1 3.0 km $30,350,000 

** Nagg's Bridge included at $2,400,000 
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BRUCE COUNTY RO_AD DESIGNATION STUDY

M uNrcrpA'- r*o rtt*?il*ol* 
"o 

r*r, *ooo,

MUNICIPALIry EXISTTNG
COUNTY ROAD

SYSTEM
KM

PROPOSED
COUNTY ROAD SYSTEN,

of/o Deletions Total otfo
Arran -Elderslie 101.3 17 1.3 13.2 3.211 17

Brockton 12A.8 20 9.6 17.O 1 28.2 20

Hu ron-Kinloss 83.9 14 3.1 1.3 82.1 12

61.5 10 7.9 18.0 71.6 11

Northern Bruce Penins ula 21.7 4 Nit 10.3 32.0 5

Saugeen Shores 27.9 5 5.9 17.0 39.0 6

South Bruce 86.4 15 16.6 17.2 87.0 13

South Bruce Pen insula 89.8 15 5.2 19.0 1 03.6 16

TOTAL 593.3 100% 49.6 113.0 656.7 100%

P:\Road Designation study\Final Ammended Report sept 29 2oo3\percentage of county Road sept 29,03.doc
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BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 

APPENDIX H 

MUNICIPAL PROPORTIONS OF COUNTY ROADS 

M UNICIPALITY EXISTING PROPOSED 

COUNTY ROAD COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 

SYSTEM 

KM % Deletions Additions Total 

Arran-Elderslie 1 01 .3 1 7  1 .3 1 3.2 1 1 3 .2 

Brockton 1 20.8 20 9.6 1 7.0 128.2 

Huron-Kinloss 83.9 14  3.1  1 .3 82. 1  

Kincardine 61 .5 1 0  7.9 1 8.0 71 .6 

Northern Bruce Peninsula 2 1 .7 4 Nil 1 0.3 32.0 

Saugeen Shores 27.9 5 5.9 1 7.0 39.0 

South Bruce 86.4 1 5  1 6.6 1 7.2 87.0 

South Bruce Peninsula 89.8 1 5  5.2 1 9.0 1 03.6 

TOTAL 593.3 1 00% 49.6  1 1 3.0 656.7 

P:\Road Designation Study\Final Ammended Report Sept 29 2003\Percentage of County Road Sept 29 ,03.doc 
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	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	TECHNICAL SUB-COMMITTEE 
	FINAL REPORT 
	FINAL REPORT 
	SEPTEMBER 29, 2003 

	1.0 INTRODUCTION 
	1.1 PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 
	The Highways Committee wishes to review the appropriate jurisdiction of municipal roads in the County. This review is necessitated due to the significant changes to the road system within Bruce County which have occurred during recent years. 
	When first-established, the King's Highway system provided a major inter-center transportation corridor. At that time, the County road system provided the same service on a reduced scale, connecting smaller centers of population and providing a 'farm to market' road link. The local municipal road system acted as the final link in the system providing access to the abutting properties. The Province of Ontario has taken a lead role in the re-designation of their road system with the 1997 and 1998 transfers to
	During the past number of years, the traffic patterns within the County have changed due to the increase in population, commercial and industrial activity, as well as the ever-increasing tourist interest. This has resulted in changes in road use and increased traffic volume. Furthermore, traffic patterns have changed due to road and bridge improvements that have provided more direct routes for through traffic. 
	s

	The Highways Committee annually reviews long-range capital PROGRAMS for road construction, hot mix resurfacing, and bridge improvements. The Committee is aware of the above-mentioned changes to traffic patterns and traffic use and they wish to confirm that these programs direct the limited resources to the appropriate road sections. The Highways Committee has recently reviewed a new long range bridge replacement program and wish to confirm that major bridge replacement plans are organized to serve a County 
	The Highways Committee recognizes that this Study may result in the transfer of roads between the County and the local municipalities. These transfers will ensure the efficient and effective delivery of road service to the ratepayers of Bruce County. The Highways Committee is aware that they have the authority under the new Municipal Act 2001 (Section 52, Sub-sections (1) to (7) ) to establish a County Road by designating a road in a municipality and also transferring a County road to a local municipality. 
	Bruce County Road Designation Study 
	September 29, 2003. 

	I I I I I t I i i i i l 
	1.2 GOAL OF THE ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	The goal of the Highway Committee's is to develop a County road system that reflects the transportation needs of today and beyond. It was the Committee's belief that the time horizon of this study would be approximately ten years, at which time it would be necessary to re-examine the road system in the County. 
	1.3 TECHNICAL SUB-COMMITTEE 
	The Highways Committee felt it desirable to have the input of all local municipalities in this study. Accordingly, the Highways Committee invited the Works Supervisor of each of the eight local municipalities to sit on the sub­committee. Joining the Works Supervisors on the sub-committee are the County Warden, County Highways Chairman, and the County Engineer. The following are the members of the sub-committee: 
	Committee Member 
	Committee Member 
	Committee Member 
	Committee Member 

	Municipality 
	Municipality 


	David Thomson 
	David Thomson 
	David Thomson 

	Bruce County Highways Chairman 
	Bruce County Highways Chairman 


	Ralph Kreutzwiser 
	Ralph Kreutzwiser 
	Ralph Kreutzwiser 

	Bruce County Warden 
	Bruce County Warden 


	Gord Eagles 
	Gord Eagles 
	Gord Eagles 

	Saugeen Shores 
	Saugeen Shores 


	Dennis O'Malley 
	Dennis O'Malley 
	Dennis O'Malley 

	South Bruce 
	South Bruce 


	Bill Jones 
	Bill Jones 
	Bill Jones 

	South Bruce Peninsula 
	South Bruce Peninsula 


	Bill Rydall 
	Bill Rydall 
	Bill Rydall 

	Northern Bruce Peninsula 
	Northern Bruce Peninsula 


	James O'Rourke 
	James O'Rourke 
	James O'Rourke 

	Kincardine 
	Kincardine 


	John Strader 
	John Strader 
	John Strader 

	Brockton 
	Brockton 


	Hugh Nichol 
	Hugh Nichol 
	Hugh Nichol 

	Huron-Kinloss 
	Huron-Kinloss 


	Vern Weppler 
	Vern Weppler 
	Vern Weppler 

	Arran-Elderslie 
	Arran-Elderslie 


	Brian Knox 
	Brian Knox 
	Brian Knox 

	Bruce County Engineer 
	Bruce County Engineer 



	2.0 TERMS OF REFERENCE 
	2.1 PRINCIPLES OF THE ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	The following principles were applied in preparing this study: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Bruce Country roads should be primarily transportation corridors and should provide continuous roadway service throughout the County. 

	• 
	• 
	Bruce Country roads should be capable of being upgraded to a reasonable standard, consistent with the service to be provided. 

	• 
	• 
	Bruce Country roads should be along the shortest practical route, along existing roads and streets. 


	2.2 SCOPE OF THE STUDY 
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	.. . . 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Conduct a review of lower and upper tier roads to focus on the efficient and effective delivery of road services within the County. 

	• 
	• 
	Consider transferring roads to the local municipality which primarily serve a local function. 

	• 
	• 
	Consider transferring roads to the County which primarily serve through traffic function. 
	a 


	• 
	• 
	Consider economic impact to the local economy of transfer candidates. 

	• 
	• 
	Consider road condition and compensation throughout the discussion of road transfers. 

	• 
	• 
	Involve the local municipalities in the decision making process by encouraging feedback and comments . 


	3.0 STUDY METHODOLOGY: 
	The Study will review all road sections within the County system. Each local municipality will be requested to identify roads that they believe serve a through traffic function. These roads will be specifically reviewed. This approach will save a time consuming road-by-road analysis of all municipal roads. The following shall be the organization of 
	the Study's activities: 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	Develop criteria and a weighing system to meet specific Bruce County requirements. 

	• 
	• 
	Determine "cut-off' weight for inclusion of individual road sections in the County system. 

	• 
	• 
	Apply the criteria to all existing County roads. 

	• 
	• 
	Apply the criteria to roads identified by the local municipalities as candidates for upper tier road classification. 

	• 
	• 
	Weight the criteria based on a formula developed by the Technical Sub­Committee. 

	• 
	• 
	Determine the needs to be addressed (i.e. geometry and surface condition) prior to the transfer of roads to the local municipality or the acceptance of roads by the County. 

	• 
	• 
	Determine the impact on local municipalities as well as the County. 

	• 
	• 
	Develop a County road system. 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare a Final Report for submission to the Bruce County Highways Committee and to the Councils of local municipalities. 

	• 
	• 
	Consideration of the Final Report by the Bruce County Highways Committee. 


	3.1 CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION OF ROADS 
	The criteria system adopted by the sub-committee (which was similar to that recommended by the OGRA) was based on the following twelve factors as described in Table 1. 
	-
	Figure
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 


	Number 
	Number 
	Number 

	Criteria Description 
	Criteria Description 

	Weight Factor 
	Weight Factor 


	TR
	Urban Center Connector 
	Urban Center Connector 
	Connect Urban Centers to each other or to a Kings Highway unless such a service is now provided by a Kings Highway. 
	This criterion is intended to identify roads which provide service to and from centers having commercial and possibly industrial development. 
	Urban centers are considered primary and secondary urban areas, as identified in the Bruce County Official Plan. 

	3 
	3 


	2 
	2 
	2 

	Kings Highways/Upper Tier Connector 
	Kings Highways/Upper Tier Connector 
	Cnnect major institutional, hospital, commercial and industrial areas, etc. (other than the urban centers identified in Criterion 1) to a Kings Highway or Upper Tier road. 
	o

	The intent of this criterion is to extend the Kings Highways or upper tier road to connect to the facilities mentioned and not to provide for lateral connections between highways/upper tier roads. 
	Major institutional, commercial, industrial areas are those generating more than 1000 vehicle trips per day. 

	2 
	2 


	3 
	3 
	3 

	Heavy Industry Service 
	Heavy Industry Service 
	Provide service within 4 km of consistent major attractors or generators of heavy vehicles. 
	It is not intended that it be an upper tier responsibility to provide service to the entrance of every attractor or generator of heavy vehicles in an area. Rather, it is intended that upper tier service be provided close to the major attractor or industry and that the distribution within the area be a lower tier responsibility. 
	"Consistent major attractor or generator'.', in the case of gravel pits, quarries, landfill sites, sawmills, and grain elevators, is defined as approximately 9 months or more of operation per year. 

	2 
	2 


	4 
	4 
	4 

	Barrier Service 
	Barrier Service 
	Provide service across major barriers to free traffic movement such as rivers. The major barrier in the County is the Saugeen River. The intent of this criterion is to accommodate regular crossings of the major river system in the County. The barrier must be an 
	obstacle to traffic wishing to cross it and it must be feasible to cross (i.e. rivers by bridges). 


	1 
	1 



	Figure
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	1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 


	Number 
	Number 
	Number 

	Criteria Description 
	Criteria Description 

	Weight Factor 
	Weight Factor 


	5 
	5 
	5 

	Resort Criterion 
	Resort Criterion 
	Provide service within 4 km of major resort and/or recreational areas. 
	The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier service close to resort/recreational areas or to a lower tier road system that distributes the traffic. "Close to" means within a distance of approximately 4.0 km from the edge of the resort development. 
	The intent of this criterion is to provide upper tier service close to resort/recreational areas or to a lower tier road system that distributes the traffic. "Close to" means within a distance of approximately 4.0 km from the edge of the resort development. 
	A major resort/recreational area is an area generating a minimum of 700 vehicle trips per day during normal season of operation. 



	6 
	6 
	6 

	Urban Cell Service 
	Urban Cell Service 
	Provide service in urban areas within the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the streets selected by the above criteria, provided that the traffic demand existing on the street is considered predominantly for through traffic. 
	The intent of this criterion is to identify roads in the urban cell under consideration at the spacing noted.' The roads so identified must function predominantly for through movement of traffic. 
	The intent of this criterion is to identify roads in the urban cell under consideration at the spacing noted.' The roads so identified must function predominantly for through movement of traffic. 

	Roads which function as minor collectors for trips with origin and destination within the cell should be rejected. 
	The urban cell population density considered in identifyirig the appropriate spacing should be either the daytime or nighttime population whichever is greater. 

	D 
	D 


	Density 
	Density 
	Density 
	(Persons/hectare) 

	Min Road Spacing 
	Min Road Spacing 


	Under40 
	Under40 
	Under40 

	2,000 m 
	2,000 m 


	Between 40 and 125 
	Between 40 and 125 
	Between 40 and 125 

	1,200 m 
	1,200 m 


	This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network. 
	This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network. 
	This Criterion is not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network. 


	7 
	7 
	7 

	Urban Arterial Extension 
	Urban Arterial Extension 
	Provide service on those roads which are extensions of urban arterial streets, from the urban limits to the first intersection where the MDT is below 700 vehicles per day, and then connect to an upper tier road or a Kings Highway by the shortest route. The same definition for 'urban' is applied as in Criterion 1. 
	The intent of this criterion is to provide for the extension of urban arterial streets into the rural areas to connect with an upper tier road or a Kings Highway. Traffic counts should be taken on both sides of the intersection with the upper tier and the extension continued through the intersection, only if both AADT's equal or exceed 700 vehicles per day. 

	3 
	3 



	Figure
	• 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 


	Number 
	Number 
	Number 

	Criteria Description 
	Criteria Description 

	Provide service in rural areas within 
	Provide service in rural areas within 
	Provide service in rural areas within 

	The 
	The 
	i
	n
	tent of this criterion is to 
	spacing related to the population 

	Upper tier roads or provincial 
	Upper tier roads or provincial 

	For the purposes of this study, the 
	For the purposes of this study, the 

	This Criterion is not included in the 
	This Criterion is not included in the 

	Cell Service 
	Rural 

	road sections 

	Factor 
	Factor 
	Weight 



	8 
	8 
	8 

	the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the roads selected by the above criteria. 
	the cells formed by the Kings Highways and the roads selected by the above criteria. 
	provide upper tier service within the cell formed by the application of criteria 
	1 

	-7 inclusiv t 
	e a 
	a 

	density within the cells. • 
	highways in the subject upper tier or in adjacent upper tiers act as rural cell boundaries. 

	0 
	0 


	Density 
	Density 
	Density 
	(Persons/km) 

	Min Road 
	Min Road 
	Spacing* 


	Under 1 
	Under 1 
	Under 1 

	none 
	none 


	1 to 4 oersons 
	1 to 4 oersons 
	1 to 4 oersons 

	20 km 
	20 km 


	4 to 8 persons 
	4 to 8 persons 
	4 to 8 persons 

	15 km 
	15 km 


	8 to 16 persons 
	8 to 16 persons 
	8 to 16 persons 

	10 km 
	10 km 


	Greater than 16 persons 
	Greater than 16 persons 
	Greater than 16 persons 

	6km 
	6km 


	Ł 
	Ł 
	Ł 


	*Additional service required when spacing of 
	*Additional service required when spacing of 
	*Additional service required when spacing of 
	roads is greater than spacing listed 



	to complete the road network. 
	to complete the road network. 
	to complete the road network. 
	to complete the road network. 

	original application of criteria but could be used as a rationale for including additional roads or 
	recommended road spacing of upper tier or provincial highways shall be 10 km. 



	9 
	9 
	9 

	Traffic Speed 
	Traffic Speed 
	Provide service on rural roads where the speed limit is 70 km/hr or greater and to provide service on urban roads where the adjacent 
	rural road is posted at 70 km/hr or greater. 

	This criterion is intended to recognize those rural roads which have a speed limit of 70 km/h or greater and to recognize urban roads 
	that are connected those rural roads. 
	This is deemed to be a desirable speed limit allowing for the efficient use of roads which 
	predominately serve as inter-municipal links. 


	1 
	1 



	l 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	TABLE 1 
	CRITERIA USED FOR DESIGNATION OF BRUCE COUNTY ROADS 


	Number 
	Number 
	Number 

	Criteria Description 
	Criteria Description 

	Weight Factor 
	Weight Factor 


	10 
	10 
	10 

	Road Surface 
	Road Surface 
	Provide service on roads with an asphalt surface. 
	Provide service on roads with an asphalt surface. 
	This criterion is intended to identify those roads with an asphalt surface. These roads were deemed to be more appropriate to serve 
	as upper tier roads, as this surface material would be more durable to withstand the greater traffic volumes, heavier vehicles and higher speeds as anticipated on upper tier roads. 


	0.5 
	0.5 


	11 
	11 
	11 

	Traffic Volume 
	Traffic Volume 
	Provide service on roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day. 
	This criterion was intended to identify roads with current traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day. 

	0.5 
	0.5 


	12 
	12 
	12 

	Road Right of Way 
	Road Right of Way 
	3 
	Provide service on roads with at least a 66 foot wide right of way. 
	The intent of this criterion is to identify roads with a right of way width of 66 feet. 
	It is appropriate that the road have at least a 
	standard right-of-way to be considered for an upper tier road designation 


	1.0 
	1.0 



	3.2 METHOD OF APPLYING CRITERIA FOR BRUCE COUNTY ROADS: 
	The sub-committee applied each of the criteria to the existing upper tier road system and to local roads identified by each municipality as a provider of through traffic service. Criterion 6 and 8 was not included in the original application of criteria but could be used as a rational for including additional roads or road sections to complete the road network. 
	After the criteria were applied to each road being analyzed it was possible to determine how much weight each road has accumulated. By setting a minimum weighting of six points, a cut-off threshold was established for including a road in the upper tier system . 
	4.0 ASSESSMENT OF COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 
	Each section of Bruce County road was assessed using the approved criteria and a total weight or point was established. Attached, as 'Appendix A' is a copy of the This assessment resulted in several groups of County road sections that did not satisfy the six-point weighing system. The groups are as follows: 
	"Application of Criteria and Weighing System to the Bruce County Road System". 

	4.1 ROAD SECTIONS DESIGNATED FOR TRANSFER TO LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 
	The following road sections listed in Table 2 have a low rating were designated for transfer to the local municipality. 
	Table 2 
	Table 2 
	Table 2 
	Table 2 
	County Road Sections for Transfer to Local Municipality 


	County Road 
	County Road 
	County Road 

	Road Section 
	Road Section 

	Local Municipality 
	Local Municipality 


	TR
	Hwy 21 to Lake 
	Hwy 21 to Lake 

	Huron-Kinloss 
	Huron-Kinloss 


	27 
	27 
	27 

	Ł 
	Ł 
	Road 10 to Road 17 

	Arran-Elderslie 
	Arran-Elderslie 


	31 
	31 
	31 

	Road 3 to Chepstow 
	Road 3 to Chepstow 

	Brockton 
	Brockton 


	32 
	32 
	32 

	Road 3 to Cargill 
	Road 3 to Cargill 

	Brockton 
	Brockton 



	4.2 ROAD SECTIONS WITH MARGINAL RATING 
	The following road sections, listed in Table 3, have a marginal rating and require a rural cell designation to remain as County Roads. 
	Table 3 
	Table 3 
	Table 3 
	Table 3 
	Ł 
	I 
	County Road Sections with Marginal Rating 


	County 
	County 
	County 
	Road 

	Road Section 
	Road Section 

	Local Municipality 
	Local Municipality 


	1 
	1 
	1 

	Hwy 9 to Paisley 
	Hwy 9 to Paisley 

	Brockton & Kincardine 
	Brockton & Kincardine 


	11 
	11 
	11 
	I 

	Paisley to Hwy 21 
	Paisley to Hwy 21 

	Arran-Elderslie, Brockton, 
	Arran-Elderslie, Brockton, 
	Kincardine & Saugeen 


	15 
	15 
	15 

	Road 3 to Hwy 21 
	Road 3 to Hwy 21 

	Brockton & Kincardine 
	Brockton & Kincardine 


	16 
	16 
	16 

	Neustadt to Hwy 9 
	Neustadt to Hwy 9 

	South Bruce 
	South Bruce 


	24 
	24 
	24 

	Mildmay to Road 12 
	Mildmay to Road 12 

	South Bruce 
	South Bruce 


	' 
	' 
	' 

	.. 
	.. 



	The sub-committee recognized that two of the criteria (criterion 6 & 8) were not included in the weighing system since they reflect road system shape. It was felt that the urban cell shape criteria did not apply in Bruce County yet the rural cell shape criteria was an important factor to ensure that rural areas were adequately serviced. In order to receive comments concerning this rural cell criteria, letters were sent to local municipalities requesting their comments on whether the roads which were rated a
	2 
	The sub-committee reviewed the municipal responses and the sub-committee members provided insight from their communities concerning County roads designated as marginal." The following were the discussions and recommendations of the sub-committee: 
	4.2.1 County Road 1, Highway 9 to Paisley 
	Kincardine had indicated that it was their desire that all County roads shall remain as is, indicating that they support that this section of County Road 1 should remain a County road and that this was the preferred location. Mr. Strader indicated that it was the feeling of Brockton that this section of road should remain as a County road. Consequently, the sub-committee recommended that this section of County Road 1, which was rated as marginal, remain as a County road. 
	4.2.2 County Road 11, Paisley to Highway 21 
	Kincardine's comments identified that it was their desire that County Road 11 remain as a County road. It was recognized that Saugeen Shores had made a submission that Saugeen Concession 4 be considered as a County road. Mr. O'Rourke expressed concern with the spacing of County roads in that area should Saugeen Concession 
	4 be considered the County road over County Road 11. The Sub­committee felt that the Saugeen Concession 4/County Road 40 corridor would provide a consistent east/west corridor and it was expected that the new Turner's bridge would attract a substantial volume of traffic, which would provide a parallel road to County Road 11, which would be used for the same purpose. The sub-committee recommended that if Saugeen Concession 4 road became a County road then this section of County Road would be considered as a 
	11 

	4.2.3 County Road 15, County Road 3 to Highway 21 
	. 
	' 
	Road 15 remain as a County road. Brockton indicated that they were requesting an extension of County Road 15 to serve as a consistent east/west corridor, which confirmed that the existing County Road 15 remain as a County Road. Consequently, the sub-committee recommended that this section of County Road 15, which was rated as marginal, remain as a County road. 
	Kincardine's comments identified that it was their desire that County 

	4.2.4 County Road 16, Neustadt to Highway 9 
	The Municipality of South Bruce had submitted a request that Carrick Concession 8 East, be considered a candidate as a County road in lieu of County Road 16. The sub-committee recommended that if Carrick Concession 8 East became a County road then County Road 16 would be considered as a transfer to the local municipality. 
	4.2.5 County Road 24, Mildmayto County Road 12 
	The Municipality of South Bruce had submitted a request that Carrick Concession 6 West, be considered as a candidate as a County road in lieu of County Road 24. The sub-committee recommended that if Carrick Concession 6 West became a County road then County Road 24 would be considered as a transfer to the local municipality. 
	4.3 ROAD SECTIONS REQUIRING FURTHER INFORMATION 
	The following road sections, listed in Table 4, require assessment due to adjacent 1Nations lands or due to the uncertain influence of the Turners Bridge Construction. 
	Ł 

	e Ł 
	Ł 6 

	Table 4 
	Table 4 
	Table 4 
	Table 4 
	County Road Sections Requiring Further Assessment 


	County Road 
	County Road 
	County Road 

	Road Section 
	Road Section 

	Local Municipality 
	Local Municipality 


	18 
	18 
	18 

	Road 9 to Purple Valley 
	Road 9 to Purple Valley 

	South Bruce Peninsula 
	South Bruce Peninsula 


	40 
	40 
	40 

	Grey Boundary to Road 3 
	Grey Boundary to Road 3 

	Arran-Elderslie 
	Arran-Elderslie 



	5.0 MUNICIPAL REQUESTS FOR TRANFER OF LOCAL ROADS TO THE COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 
	By the end of the study the sub-committee received requests from each of the local municipalities for local roads to be candidates as County roads. These requests are tabulated as entitled The following was the sub-committee's discussion and recommendations: 
	'Appendix B' 
	'Application of Criteria and Weighing System to the Local Requests. 

	Northern Bruce Peninsula Requests 
	5.1 

	Northern Bruce Peninsula requested that three road sections be considered. The Isthmus Bay road request was a 0.3 km extension of County Road 29 (in Lion's Head) to Everatt Street. This section was rated at a value of 6 making it an eligible candidate as a County road. Similarly, the Everatt Sideroad from the Isthmus Bay road to Highway 6 was rated at 7, making it a candidate. The Stokes Bay road received a low rating making it ineligible as a County Road. 
	South Bruce Peninsula Requests 
	5.2 

	South Bruce Peninsula requested that two road sections be considered. The Red Bay road was rated at 6.5 making it an eligible candidate while the extension of County Road 18 (Coveney's Road and Purple Valley Road) to the Cape Croker First Nations Lands was rated at 5.5, slightly less than the threshold value of 6. 
	Joint Northern and South Bruce Peninsula Municipal Requests 
	5.3 

	from the Oliphant corner on County Road 13 northward along the west side of the Peninsula to County Road 9, west of Ferndale. The Sub­committee reviewed the rating of five sub-sections of this road. The southerly 6.5 km and the northerly 4 km rated in excess of 6 points, which met the criteria to be a candidate as a County road. The central three sections were either marginal or had a low ranking. It was identified that some of these sections were very rural, narrow roads. 
	The Councils of the two municipalities supported a section of road 

	was a need for a road to provide an alternative route to Highway 6 when it was compromised by winter weather conditions. The Engineer recommended that the Sub-committee consider the west coast road from Oliphant north to County Road 9 to be a County Road candidate in lieu of the other small sections of northern roads that were eligible County Road candidates and yet, did not provide the road integrity as would a west coast road. The sub-committee felt that this was an 
	The Sub-committee reviewed the jofnt request in a "big picture" scenario. The Engineer recommended that it would be useful to identify an arterial corridor on the west side of Highway 6 that would provide a similar facility as County Road 9 serves on the east side of Highway 6. The Sub-committee was made aware that there was substantial potential development on the west coast and that there 
	appropriate approach and recommended that the west road be a 

	. 
	County road candidate. The sub-committee also recommended that the extension of County Road 29 to the Everatt Sideroad be considered as a candidate. 
	Saugeen Shores Requests 
	5.4 

	Saugeen Shores requested that Saugeen Concession 4 from County Road 3 to Highway 21 and from Highway 21 to Lake Range Road be considered as a candidate. The section of Saugeen Concession 4 from County Road 3 to Highway 21 had a ranking of 8 points and would be a candidate. Mr. Eagles identified that the traffic count on the section of Saugeen Concession 4 from Highway 21 to Lake Range Road was approximately 900 vehicles per day. This road section was rated at 4.0 indicating that it was not a candidate. Saug
	road 

	Arran-Elderslie Requests 
	5.5 

	While not formally making a request, the sub-committee had considered a July 30, 2001 Arran-Elderslie request to include the Grey/Bruce boundary from Scone to Highway 21. This section of road rated at 11.5 and was recommended to be a County road candidate. 
	Brockton Requests 
	5.6 

	County Road 3 be considered a candidate. It was rated at 6.0 making it a candidate as a County Road. The sub-committee recommended this application since it provided a consistent east/west link throughout the County. Brockton also submitted the former MTO connecting link sections on Durham Street and Yonge/Jackson Street in Walkerton. These road sections rated at 12 and 11 points and the sub-committee recommended them as County road candidates. 
	Brockton requested that Brant Concession 10 from Elmwood to 

	Kincardine Request 
	5.7 

	Kincardine initially recommended that the County retain jurisdiction of the County roads in their municipality. After considerable discussions at the sub-committee level, Kincardine Council, and the Highways Committee, the sub-committee passed the following resolution on September 19, 2003: 
	1) 
	1) 
	1) 
	That County Road 11, Paisley Highway 21, be transferred to the local municipalities with the road receiving pulverization, application of granular 'A' and 1-1/4" of HL2 modified on deteriorated sections and 40mm of HL2 on the remaining surface treatments and that these costs be apportioned on the basis of 1/3 county, 1/3 of each boundary municipality and if it was not a boundary road section be apportioned on the basis of 50% County and 50% local municipality. 
	to 
	it 


	2) 
	2) 
	That Lake Range Road, extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25 be transferred to the County on the basis that it is designated collector road which will allow Jot creation issues to be dealt with on the same if the road were 
	as a 
	basis as 
	a 
	municipal road. 


	3) 
	3) 
	That Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21 to the main gate of the BNPD be considered candidate as a County Road. 
	as a 



	Mayor Larry Kraemer presented the following motion at the September 29, 2003 Highways Committee meeting: 
	MATTERS ARISING FROM COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
	September 25, 2003 -Municipality of Kincardine Special Council 
	Meeting Resolution #2003-563 
	Meeting Resolution #2003-563 
	Meeting Resolution #2003-563 
	Meeting Resolution #2003-563 


	Moved by: Barry Schmidt 
	Moved by: Barry Schmidt 
	Moved by: Barry Schmidt 


	Seconded by: Howard Ribey 
	Seconded by: Howard Ribey 
	Seconded by: Howard Ribey 



	That the Municipality of Kincardine endorse the Technical Steering Committee recommendation from its September 19, 2003 meeting subject to the following amendments: 
	1. 
	1. 
	1. 
	That County Road 23 be deemed Collector from Kincardine to Saugeen Shores. 
	a 


	2. 
	2. 
	agreement between the County of Bruce and the Municipality of Kincardine subject to change only by mutual consent of both 
	That the Collector Road designation be deemed 
	a 
	formal 
	parties. 


	3. 
	3. 
	That the current flow patterns at Concession 8, Concession 1 o and Concession12, Municipality of Kincardine be maintained. 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 


	Huron-Kinloss Request 
	5.8 

	Huron-Kinloss requested that the sub-committee consider Campbell Street in Lucknow, which was a former MTO connecting link. This road section was rated at 11 points and the sub-committee recommended that it be a candidate as a County road. 
	South Bruce Requests 
	5.9 

	road was rated at 11 points and was recommended to be a candidate as a County Road. South Bruce also suggested that Carrick Concession 6 West, from County Road 28 to County Road 12, replace County Road 24. This-request would eliminate a jog in the east/west corridor in the southern part of the County. The Sub-committee recommended supporting this exchange. South Bruce also submitted Carrick Concession 8 East, from Grey Road 10 to Highway 9 as a more appropriate location for a County Road than County Road 16
	South Bruce had requested that Campbell Street in Teeswater, which was a former MTO connecting link be considered. This section of 

	6.0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS ON TRANSFERS TO THE LOCALS 
	The costs of roads and bridges on sections of roads to be transferred to local municipalities are summarized on C' entitled 
	'Appendix 
	"Review of Potential Transfers to Local Municipalities". 

	Generally, the roads to be transferred to local municipalities were in good condition and have received recent upgrades or the Department had planned an upgrade in 2004. 'Appendix C' also identifies the bridges within each of the sections and identifies the Ontario Structural Inventory Manual costs to make these repairs. The sub-committee is of the opinion that the bridges should be transferred with the road to the municipality with the exception of the following bridges: 
	o 
	o 
	o 
	Devil's Elbow bridge on County Road 11 since this was a municipal boundary, and 

	o 
	o 
	Arran Township Shed bridge on County Road 17 since it was anticipated that maintenance would continue on this bridge until such time as the load posting was such that the bridge would have to be closed and subsequently removed. 


	7.0 ASSESSMENT OF NEEDS AND COSTS OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY 
	The costs to upgrade all the municipal road requests to be transferred to the County are summarized on entitled which identifies a number of road characteristics as well as the upgrade costs. 
	'Appendix D' 
	"Review of Potential Transfers to the County" 

	The sub-committee recognized the substantial costs to upgrade the local roads to a County road standard. These costs reflected the County standard of a 90kph design speed to provide an 80kph 
	a 100' right-of-way with 11' lanes and 8' shoulders. The sub-committee were of the opinion that the work and subsequent costs were better undertaken at the County level than the local level. 
	posted speed. The County standard was also 

	8.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 18 
	Ł 
	E ·;,, , , t7 
	3 

	6 

	The sub-committee and the County Highways Committee approved Jackson's office inquiring as to the status of roads entering First Nation lands. Attached as is a copy of this letter and a copy of the response from the Honourable Robert Nault, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development. The Minister confirmed that there was no obligation on the Federal or Provincial governments on roads that provide access to First Nation lands and that it was expected that these roads would be maintained in accordanc
	a 
	letter to be sent to MP Ovid 
	'Appendix E' 
	d 

	9.0 INVESTIGATION ON COUNTY ROAD 40 
	County Road 40 did not rate as a County road based on the Criteria and Weighing System and yet, with the Saugeen Shores request to consider Saugeen Concession Road 4 Highway 21 as a candidate as a County road, it was felt that County Road 40 should remain at this time to establish the continuity of an east/west corridor. The sub-committee recommended that this ~ road section be re-examined at the next road designation study to determine if the impact of the 
	from County Road 
	3 
	to 
	new Turner's bridge was sufficient for this to remain a County road. 

	10.0 EXISTING MTO CONNECTING LINKS 
	The sub-committee and the Bruce County Highways Committee considered the four existing MTO connecting links within the County. These included Highway 9 in Mildmay, Highway 21 in Port Elgin and Southampton and Highway 6 in Wiarton. In most cases construction on these conwas subsidized by the MTO at the rate of 90 to 100%. This rate of subsidy was based on the a County level, there would be a greater burden on the municipal tax base since the province's contributions would be reduced. Based on this discussion
	n
	ecting link
	s 
	municipality's ability to pay and it was felt that, at 

	11.0 SUB-COMMITTEE ROAD TOUR 
	The sub-committee held a tour on August 6, 2003 which enabled most of the members to review most of the roads to be transferred from the County to the local municipality anthe requests from the municipalities to transfer local roads to the County. The sub-committee prepared a revised preliminary recommendation for the consideration of the Bruce County Highways Committee, prior to the sub-committee submitting their final report. 
	d 
	to review most of 

	12.0 HIGHWAYS COMMITTEE REVIEW OF THE REVISED PRELIMINARY REPO
	R
	T 

	The Highways Committee met on August 14, 2003 and they considered the revised preliminary 
	report. The Committee asked the sub-committee to consider the following issues: 
	Ł 

	1. 
	1. 
	1. 
	Review the Lake Range road issue from the north end of County road 23 to County road 25. 

	2. 
	2. 
	Review whether Saugeen Concession 4 or County road 11 was the most appropriate corridor. 

	3. 
	3. 
	Review the condition of County roads to be transferred to the local municipalities. 


	The results of the sub-committee's review has been included in the discussion and recommendations in this report. 
	13.0 FINAL RECOMMENDATION 
	The focus of the sub-committee's recommendation is on transfers to the local municipality and transfers to the County. This recommendation is summarized in entitled and is depicted on the attached entitled The sub-committee also wishes to identify a number of other issues that must be included with the recommendation. In order to deal with this recommendation in an orderly fashion, it has been broken down into three components as follows: 
	'Appendix F'
	"Final Recommendation" 
	Map 
	Proposed Road Transfers. 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	Transfer of Existing County Roads to Local Municipalities 

	• 
	• 
	Transfer of Local Roads to the County 

	• 
	• 
	Other Issues 


	13.1 TRANSFER OF EXISTING COUNTY ROADS TO LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES 
	The sub-committee has reviewed all County roads with respect to the criteria and weighing system, has received municipal input and have concluded that the following sections of existing County road should be transferred to the local municipality upon which the road section is located. The following are the details of the transfers: 
	13.1.1 County Road 6, Highway 21 to the Lake: 
	The County would transfer this road with all of the structures to the Municipality of Huron-Kinloss following the completion of the road reconstruction in 2004. 
	13.1.2 County Road 11, County Road 3 to Highway 21: 
	and 40mm of HL2 modified on deteriorated sections and 40mm of HL2 on the remaining surface treatments and that these costs be apportioned on the basis of 1/3 County, 1/3 of each boundary municipality and if it was not a boundary road section it be apportioned on the basis of 50% County and 50% local municipality. 
	This section of road would be transferred to various jurisdictions including the structures (with the exception of the Devil's Elbow Bridge) following the upgrading of this road. This upgrading shall consist of pulverization, application of granular 'A', 

	13.1.3 County Road 16, County Road 10 to Highway 9: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South Bruce in its present condition. 
	13.1.4 County Road 18, County Road 9 to Purple Valley Road: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South Bruce Peninsula in its present condition. 
	13.1.5 County Road 24, County Road 28 to County Road 12: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of South Bruce in its present condition. 
	13.1.6 County Road 27, County Road 10 to County Road 17: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures (except the Arran Township Shed Bridge) to the Municipality of Arran-Elderslie in its present condition. The County would retain ownership of the Arran Township Shed Bridge and would continue with structural repairs until such time the bridge would be closed and then the County would subsequently organize its removal. 
	13.1.7 County Road 31, County Road 3 to the west limits of Chepstow: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of Brockton in its present condition. 
	13.1.8 County Road 32, County Road 3 to the west limits of Cargill: 
	This road would be transferred with all of the structures to the Municipality of Brockton in its present condition. 
	13.2 TRANSFER OF LOCAL ROADS TO THE COUNTY 
	The sub-committee had received requests from local municipalities for municipal roads which they felt would be candidates as a County road. The sub-committee reviewed these requests with respect to the criteria and weighing system and have concluded that the following sections of local roads should be transferred with the structures to the County in their present state: 
	13.2.1 
	13.2.1 
	13.2.1 
	West Road, County Road 13 to County Road 9 

	13.2.2 
	13.2.2 
	County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 

	13.2.3 
	13.2.3 
	Saugeen Conc. 4, County Road 3 to Highway 21 

	13.2.4 
	13.2.4 
	Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25, designate as a collector road. 

	13.2.5 
	13.2.5 
	Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone to Highway 21, conditional that this road is jointly transferred to Grey County Highways. 

	13.2.6 
	13.2.6 
	Brant Conc. 10, County Road 10 to County Road 3 

	13.2.7 
	13.2.7 
	Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson St. to east limits of Walkerton 

	13.2.8 
	13.2.8 
	Yonge Street in Walkerton, Highway 9 to Durham Street 

	13.2.9 
	13.2.9 
	Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits 

	13.2.10 
	13.2.10 
	Clinton Street in Teeswater, south limits to north limits 

	13.2.11 
	13.2.11 
	Carrick Concession 8 East, County Road 10 to Highway 9 

	13.2.12 
	13.2.12 
	Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 12 

	13.2.13 
	13.2.13 
	Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21 to BNPD 


	I I I I I 8 
	I. 
	I 
	6 
	i 

	The sub-committee notes that there were some compromises in the north when creating these lists and recommends that the northern sections be adopted in their whole or that the sub-committee wishes to provide an alternative solution. 
	The sub-committee reviewed the results of all the transfers which are depicted on the attached entitled The sub-committee felt that the end result was a rational County road system which primarily serves a through traffic function and which has continuity east/west and north/south. The sub-committee also reviewed the overall impact of the transfers to the County which is summarized in G'entitled This appendix summarizes the road lengths of the transfers and the costs to upgrade the roads to a County hot mix
	Map 
	Road Classifications After Transfers. 
	'Appendix 
	"Cost of Transfers to the County'. 
	'Appendix H' 
	"Municipal Proportions of County Roads" 

	13.3 OTHER ISSUES 
	The sub-committee feels that the Highways Committee should be aware of the following issues: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	This review should be undertaken on a regular basis and the sub-committee considers a period of approximately 7 years to be a reasonable review period. 

	• 
	• 
	There was a potential County road candidate which the sub-committee feels should have a 100' wide right-of-way protected by the local municipality. The sub-committee suggests requesting Northern Bruce Peninsula to protect the extension of the proposed West road from County Road 9 northerly to Colonel Clark's, and easterly to Highway 6. 

	• 
	• 
	The next study should review the impact that the Turner's Bridge reconstruction has on County Road 40. 

	• 
	• 
	The next study or an interim review may be necessary to determine if County Road 10 between Chesley and Tara should be transferred to Arran-Elderslie following the reconstruction of the Bruce/Grey boundary Road. 


	Figure
	14.0 IMPLEMENTATION 
	The sub-committee recommends that the Highways Committee consider this submission and recognize the potential transfers to and from the County during this County Council with the expectation that the implementation of the transfer will occur on September 1, 2004. Prior to implementation local municipalities and the County must undertake the following work: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Prepare by-laws to transfer jurisdiction 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare by-laws to recognize road widening ownership 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare by-law to rename the roads 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare Through Road by-laws 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare Stop Sign by-laws
	. 


	• 
	• 
	Prepare Speed by-laws 

	• 
	• 
	Prepare Official Plan Amendment 

	• 
	• 
	Organize winter maintenance arrangements 


	In order to complete the implementation the sub-committee expects to meet during the fall and winter. 
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	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	APPENDIX F 
	FINAL RECOMMENDATION 

	COUNTY ROADS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO THE LOCAL MUNICIPALITY: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	County Road 6, Highway 21 to Lake 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 11, County Road 3 to Hwy 21, except Devil Elbow's Br. 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 16, All 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 18, All 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 24, County Road 28 to County Road 12 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 27, All, except Arran Township Shed Br. 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 31, All 

	• 
	• 
	County Road32, All 


	ROADS TO TRANSFER TO COUNTY: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	'West Road', County Road 13 to County Road 9 

	• 
	• 
	County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 

	• 
	• 
	Saugeen Cone. 4, County Road 3 to Highway 21 

	• 
	• 
	Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road 23 to County Road 25, designated as a Collector Road. 

	• 
	• 
	Bruce Concession 4, Highway 21 to BNPD. 

	• 
	• 
	Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone to Highway 21, subject to road jointly transferred to Bruce 
	and Grey Counties. 


	• 
	• 
	Brant Cone. 10, County Road 10 to County Road 3 

	• 
	• 
	Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson St. to east limits of Walkerton 

	• 
	• 
	Yonge Street in Walkerton, Highway 9 to Durham Street 

	• 
	• 
	Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits 

	• 
	• 
	Clinton Street in Teeswater, south limits to north limits 

	• 
	• 
	Carrick Concession 8 East, County Road 10 to Highway 9 

	• 
	• 
	Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 12 


	The Sub-Committee also noted that this recommendation was only effective if it were adopted as a whole since their had been some compromises. 
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	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY APPENDIX G COST OF TRANSFERS TO THE COUNTY 
	Section be 
	Section be 
	Section be 
	Section be 
	Section be 
	to 

	Transferred 


	Length of Section in kilometers 
	Length of Section in kilometers 

	Cost 
	Cost 


	'West Road', County Road 13 to County Road 9 
	'West Road', County Road 13 to County Road 9 
	'West Road', County Road 13 to County Road 9 

	29.0 
	29.0 

	$8,600,000 
	$8,600,000 


	County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 
	County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 
	County Road 29, Extension to Everatt Sideroad 

	0.3 
	0.3 

	35,000 
	35,000 


	Saugeen Conc. 4, County 
	Saugeen Conc. 4, County 
	Saugeen Conc. 4, County 
	Road 3 to Highway 21 

	10.3 
	10.3 

	730,000 
	730,000 


	Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone 
	Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone 
	Bruce/Grey Boundary, Scone 
	to Highway 21 


	50% of 26.5 
	50% of 26.5 
	.. 

	50% of 9,300,000 
	50% of 9,300,000 


	Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road23 to Road 25 
	Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road23 to Road 25 
	Lake Range Road, Extension of County Road23 to Road 25 
	Ł e 
	Ł Ł 

	18.6 
	18.6 

	$5,050,000 
	$5,050,000 


	Bruce Concession 4 
	Bruce Concession 4 
	Bruce Concession 4 
	Hwy 21 to BNPD 

	6.0 
	6.0 

	Nil 
	Nil 


	Brant Conc. 10, County Road 
	Brant Conc. 10, County Road 
	Brant Conc. 10, County Road 
	10 to County Road 3 

	14.0 
	14.0 

	6,900,000 
	6,900,000 
	**
	**




	Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson to east limits of 
	Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson to east limits of 
	Durham Street in Walkerton, Jackson to east limits of 
	Walkerton 

	1.0 
	1.0 

	50,000 
	50,000 


	Yonge Street in Walkerton, 
	Yonge Street in Walkerton, 
	Yonge Street in Walkerton, 
	Highway 9 to Durham Street 

	2.0 
	2.0 

	Nil 
	Nil 


	Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits 
	Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits 
	Campbell Street in Lucknow, east limits to west limits 

	1.3 
	1.3 

	50,000 
	50,000 


	south limits to north limits 
	south limits to north limits 
	south limits to north limits 
	Clinton Street in Teeswater, 


	1.7 
	1.7 

	185,000 
	185,000 


	Carrick Concession 8 East, 
	Carrick Concession 8 East, 
	Carrick Concession 8 East, 
	County Road 10 to Highway 9 

	9.5 
	9.5 

	2,500,000 
	2,500,000 


	Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 12 
	Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 12 
	Carrick Concession 6 West, County Road 28 to County Road 12 

	6.0 
	6.0 

	1,600,000 
	1,600,000 


	TOTAL 
	TOTAL 
	TOTAL 

	113.0 km 
	113.0 km 

	$30,350,000 
	$30,350,000 



	** Nagg's Bridge included at $2,400,000 
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	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	BRUCE COUNTY ROAD DESIGNATION STUDY 
	APPENDIX H 
	MUNICIPAL PROPORTIONS OF COUNTY ROADS 

	MUNICIPALITY 
	MUNICIPALITY 
	MUNICIPALITY 
	MUNICIPALITY 

	EXISTING 
	EXISTING 
	COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 

	PROPOSED 
	PROPOSED 
	PROPOSED 
	COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 



	TR
	KM 
	KM 

	% 
	% 

	Deletions 
	Deletions 

	Additions 
	Additions 

	Total 
	Total 

	% 
	% 


	Arran-Elderslie 
	Arran-Elderslie 
	Arran-Elderslie 

	101.3 
	101.3 

	17 
	17 

	1.3 
	1.3 

	13.2 
	13.2 

	113.2 
	113.2 

	17 
	17 


	Brockton 
	Brockton 
	Brockton 

	120.8 
	120.8 

	20 
	20 

	9.6 
	9.6 

	17.0 
	17.0 

	128.2 
	128.2 

	20 
	20 


	Huron-Kinloss 
	Huron-Kinloss 
	Huron-Kinloss 

	83.9 
	83.9 

	14 
	14 

	3.1 
	3.1 

	1.3 
	1.3 

	82.1 
	82.1 

	12 
	12 


	Kincardine 
	Kincardine 
	Kincardine 

	61.5 
	61.5 

	10 
	10 

	7.9 
	7.9 

	18.0 
	18.0 

	71.6 
	71.6 

	11 
	11 


	Northern Bruce Peninsula 
	Northern Bruce Peninsula 
	Northern Bruce Peninsula 

	21.7 
	21.7 

	4 
	4 

	Nil 
	Nil 

	10.3 
	10.3 

	32.0 
	32.0 

	5 
	5 


	Saugeen Shores 
	Saugeen Shores 
	Saugeen Shores 

	27.9 
	27.9 

	5 
	5 

	5.9 
	5.9 

	17.0 
	17.0 

	39.0 
	39.0 

	Ł 
	Ł 
	6 


	South Bruce 
	South Bruce 
	South Bruce 

	86.4 
	86.4 

	15 
	15 

	16.6 
	16.6 

	17.2 
	17.2 

	87.0 
	87.0 

	13 
	13 


	South Bruce Peninsula 
	South Bruce Peninsula 
	South Bruce Peninsula 

	89.8 
	89.8 

	15 
	15 

	5.2 
	5.2 

	19.0 
	19.0 

	103.6 
	103.6 

	16 
	16 


	TOTAL 
	TOTAL 
	TOTAL 

	593.3 
	593.3 

	100% 
	100% 

	49.6 
	49.6 

	113.0 
	113.0 

	656.7 
	656.7 

	100% 
	100% 
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