














Conceptual Options

Typical Existing Condition
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View Looking North

Option 2: Widen East
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Option 3: Widen Both East & West
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Additional ROW Options

Service Road + Active Transportation + Landscaping

Boulevard Three Lanes Median Three Lanes Boulevard Service Road AT Landscaping
Southbound Northbound
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Existing ROW Limitations

Why can't we
within the exi

Marginal improvement to traffic flow on

Route 90.
Adding lanes

a median and would eliminate left turn

lanes.

Traffic lanes would be closer to existing
buildings on Route 90.

No room for

Isting ROW?

widen Route 90

would leave no room for
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poulevard or snow storage.

No boulevarc

sidewalks — potential safety concern.

No room for additional amenities
(Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Does not meet City standards.
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OPTION 1: Widen West

OPTION 2: Widen East

AN\ vvm Group /&Ninnipeg

Improves traffic flow on Route 90.
Provides opportunities for additional
amenities (Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Requires full or partial property acquisition on
west side of Route 90 from Taylor Avenue to
St. James Bridge.

Results in difficulty aligning with existing
bridge approach.

Improves traffic flow on Route 90.

Provides opportunities for additional
amenities (Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Requires full or partial property acquisition on
east side of Route 90 from Taylor Avenue to
Academy Road.

Allows for better alignment with existing
bridge approach.




Options Summary

OPTION 3: Widen Both East & West

Improves traffic flow on Route 90.

Provides opportunities for additional amenities
(Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Requires full or partial property acquisition on both yasuas e
sides of Route 90 from Taylor Avenue to St. James
Bridge. It ol
Results in difficulty aligning with existing bridge
approach.

Impacts more properties.

OPTION 4: Widen on Alternating
Sides

Improves traffic flow on Route 90.

Provides opportunities for additional amenities
(Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Requires full or partial property acquisition from Taylor
Avenue to Tuxedo Avenue on west side of Route 90
and from Tuxedo Avenue to Academy Road on east
side of Route 90.

Requires widening on Kapyong property.

Allows for better alignment with existing bridge
approach.
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OPTION 5: One-Way Pair
(Using Former CN Rail Line)

Uses existing corridor right-of-way & former CN Rall
Line right-of-way

Improves traffic flow on Route 90.

Traffic volumes split between northbound &
southbound roads.

One-way streets improve intersection operations.

One-way streets require more circulation to local
destinations.

Provides opportunities for additional amenities
(Transit, AT, landscaping, etc.).

Additional intersections required for new road along
former CN Rail Line.

New buildings on former CN Rail Line right-of-way
need to be removed.

Back lane connections to east-west streets are too
close to the northbound couplet.

Requires full acquisition of properties comprising
former rail ROW and partial acquisition of properties
to merge/diverge northbound & southbound travel
lanes.

Impacts wider portion of River Heights.
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Next Steps

CONTINUED FROM BOARD 5

—> Shortlist options from
2 Open Houses

Technical Analyses

|dentification of
Preferred Plan

Public Consultation 3
- Website Fall 2009

—> Open House (Preferred
Plan)

Refine Preferred —> Feedback Forms
Plan

Winter

Study 2009/2010
Recommendations

Next Steps (Post Project)

Administration forwards recommendations on
preferred plan to Council for adoption
(Mid 2010).

If adopted, City could begin property
acquisition (Late 2010).

Construction timing based on funding
availability.
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Additional Information

Please visit our two booths
for more information on:

Active Transportation

— Marr Consulting

Property Acquisition

— City of Winnipeg Real Estate
Staff
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Thank you

Thank you for your

attendance and participation

at today’s Open House.

Please fill out a comment sheet.
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