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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

Active School Travel (AST) is defined as any mode of human-powered transportation to and from school.
Studies show that school-aged children’s engagement in AST is correlated with higher daily levels of physical
activity, improved fitness levels, improved academic performance, brain development, and connections with
nature and peers. Additionally, studies also show has shown that increased use of AST can decrease children’s
exposure to air pollution and thus the risk of adverse health outcomes from pollutants. Engagement in AST
is influenced by social and environmental factors of both students and parents, including demographics,
neighbourhood characteristics and perceived safety. Environmental factors such as the way streets are laid
out, the increased density of residences, and the mix of land uses in a neighbourhood encourage children’s
participation in AST. School travel is intricately tied to geography, student transportation policy, municipal
planning, and other factors determined by environmental policies. This report aims to map policies and
procedures that affect family and student choice of transportation modes when traveling to and from school,
as well as identifying evidence-based recommendations for policies supporting AST in Ontario.

Methods

Since AST is influenced by several factors, this report addresses policy at the provincial and local governance
levels, in both municipal planning and education sectors. The findings and policy recommendations arising
from this report have been informed through a multi-method strategy which included a comprehensive
literature review of 185 academic journal articles, environmental policy scans of 24 regions in Ontario, and
555 key informant surveys and interviews.

Results
The 57 policy recommendations resulting from this report are organized into five key themes: 1) Planning,

2) Infrastructure, 3) School Site, 4) Student Transportation, and 5) School Travel Planning. Each section of

the report provides further detail about AST, along with benefits and policy implications. Full details of the
recommendations are provided, along with background literature and policy information that help support the
recommendations. All recommendations have been developed to support the promotion of AST initiatives and
the implementation of AST-centred policies in Ontario.

Conclusion

This report highlights the critical role policies and procedures play in supporting and promoting the use of
active travel modes. It also serves as a guidance document that will inform AST-related policies at provincial
and local governance levels across Ontario.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Active School Travel (AST)—defined as any mode of human-powered transportation to/from school—provides
multiple health, social, environmental, and economic benefits at the individual and population level. According
to the Canadian 24-hour Movement Guidelines for Children and Youth, barely two-thirds of Canadian children
aged 5-17 are meeting the daily physical activity (PA) recommendations of 60 minutes (1 hour) or more of
moderate-to-vigorous intensity PA®. Previous research suggests that most children could reach half of their
recommended 60 minutes of daily moderate-to-vigorous PA, if they walked to/from school?. Children who
actively travel to school also engage in more daily PA®, lead more active lifestyles in adulthood*®, and experience
increased energy expenditure and cardiovascular fitness compared to their inactive commuting peers®¢. AST is
also linked to better academic performance’?, healthy brain development, and the development of emotional
connections between children and their natural environments °. Additionally, children who engage in AST have
lower exposure to air pollution than those who are driven'!, reducing their risk of suppressed lung function,
asthma, altered immunity, cognitive deficits, and school absenteeism??. Previous Canadian research has shown
that a vast majority of children aged 9 to 14 years travel to/from school by car instead of engaging in AST'®.
Additionally, less than 50% of children who live within walking distance use active modes of travel to/from
school'*>. Decisions in land use planning, school siting, and transport system design have been identified as key
determinants of children’s use of active modes of travel.

1.1 Correlates of Active School Travel

The Socio-Ecological Model, as shown in Figure 1, proposes that behaviour is influenced by various factors at the
individual orintrapersonal level and the broader interpersonal, physical, and policy environments'¢!’. Engagement
in AST is influenced by multiple socio-ecological factors working at different levels of influence: intrapersonal,
interpersonal, environmental and policy levels'®1?. Intrapersonal factors include child and parent demographics
(e.g., gender, age), perceptions, and attitudes?®?!. Interpersonal factors include socio-economic status (e.g., family
income and parents’ education level)'>?2?3 and peer behaviour?. Perceptions of neighbourhood safety?>%,
fear of strangers?’, crime?®, and lack of travel companions®” also play an important role in AST engagement.
Additionally, children’s unique external mobility restrictions (e.g., parental controls, inability to drive) mean that
they are especially influenced by their neighbourhood environment®. Policy-mediated environmental factors
such as street connectivity, residential density, and land use mix also impact children’s participation in AST?2.
As such, school travel is intricately tied to geography (e.g., urban, suburban, or rural environments), student
transportation policy, municipal planning, and other factors which differ among and within districts °*.
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Policy-level environments

Government Structures and Policies School Structures and Policies

Speed Limits School Siting

Physical environments

School Bus Policies Snow Clearing
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Street Connectivity Walkshed Connectivity
Distance to School Safety Infrastructure
Sidewalks Neighbourhoods

Interpersonal environments

Parental knowledge, attitudes, social norms

Schools
Socio-Economic Status Family
Car ownership Parent & Peer
Modeling of AST
Intrapersonal
factors
Biological Attitudes

Self-Efficacy Knowledge
Demographics

Figure 1: Example of the socio-ecological model adapted from Bronfenbrenner (1992)"

1.2 Policy Impacts on Children

Policies supporting AST provide an environment for school-aged children to increase their daily physical activity
levels?. Municipal planning policies pertaining to school siting, land-use, and infrastructure can influence
children’s choice of mode to school. Planning of school sites and their distance from homes, as well as the
land-use policies can be used as a tool to encourage AST, as research suggests a shorter travel distance to
school increases AST engagement®?-3>. Additionally, higher densities of intersections and greater proportions
of residential land use in a neighbourhood have been linked to higher rates of AST in previous research#%.
Transportation policy also plays a role in how students engage in AST. Traffic calming measures, road design, and
presence of crossing guards improve safety and encourage active travel®’.

Socioeconomic status has a negative correlation with AST engagement where an increase in neighbourhood
income is related to a decrease in AST rates®®. Low-income neighbourhoods often have poorer quality
infrastructure, and increased risk for pedestrian-vehicle collision®8. If equity is a priority, infrastructure policy
related to AST has an opportunity to minimize environmental injustice experienced by students in low-income
neighbourhoods®+?.

1.3 Purpose

The purpose of this research is to identify the policies and procedures that affect families’ and students’ choice of
transportation to and from school in order to identify evidence-based recommendations for policies to support
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and promote the use of AST by Ontario students. Currently, there is a lack of research examining how existing
policies relate to AST for schools, school boards, and municipalities (upper and lower tier). The Ontario Active
School Travel (OAST) Council, an advisory committee composed of selected provincial leaders in AST, have
identified that AST needs to be supported through relevant provincial and local policies addressing education,
transportation, and land-use. Furthermore, planning policies between municipalities, school boards, and student
transportation consortia need to be better aligned.

1.4 Methodology

This report has been informed by a mixed-methods approach to review current policies, identify best practices,
and develop recommendations that can be used to inform future policies in the Province of Ontario to support
children’s AST behaviour. The methods included a policy scan, a literature review, and feedback from key
informants from a diverse group of Ontario policy makers and practitioners. Policy documents from regions
across Ontario were collected to contribute to the Ontario database of policies regarding AST. From the scans
of 24 regions in Ontario, an environmental policy scan was conducted to collate policies across Ontario and
identify current policy gaps. Policy documents from the five organizational levels of governance were included
in each regional scan: school board, student transportation consortia, lower-tier municipality, single/upper-tier
municipality, and provincial government. Policies were identified by the organizational authority, as well as its
primary focus, secondary focus, type of policy, and type of adherence.

A comprehensive literature review was conducted to determine best practices in policy and procedures that
support and promote AST. The literature review involved a targeted search of 4 key bibliographic databases -
Ovid (Medline), Scopus, TRID, and ProQuest Thesis and Dissertation - for peer-reviewed research relevant to
our objectives. The search generated a total of 185 research papers which were retained for inclusion in the
review as they fit the following criteria: focus on AST, contain primary and secondary data analysis, contain a
description of intervention design and implementation, focus on school aged children, published after January
2010, written in English, and based in North America.

A key informant survey supplemented the data collected from the policy scan and literature review to identify
how current policy gaps can be addressed in areas of school siting, safety measures, snow removal, pedestrian
infrastructure, cycling infrastructure, speed limits, school programs, road safety programs, environmental
infrastructure, neighbourhood environment, environmental stewardship, school bussing, and school drop-off
zones. We received survey responses from 4771 participants across Ontario. Participants included students/
guardians and various staff from Ontario schools, as well as employees of school boards, municipalities,
transportation consortia, public health, and emergency services.

Key informants were also consulted following the development of the policy recommendations through either
an interview or survey to provide their expertise on the recommendations, suggest improvements, and identify
any missing policy points. From our key informant interviews, we engaged with 35 individuals - 14 representing
municipal authority, 7 representing schools and school boards, 6 representing student transportation consortia,
2 representing provincial authority, and 5 representing public health and emergency services. Interviewees
represented 18 municipalities across Ontario from both rural and urban areas. We also received 49 survey
responses, with roughly equal numbers of respondents representing the policy areas of planning, infrastructure,
schools, and student transportation consortia.
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1.5 Primary authority of policies in Ontario

The recommendations outlined in this report are intended to provide direction in the province of Ontario. The
primary authority of each policy can be placed at the provincial, municipal, or school board level.

At the provincial level, different government Ministries have the authority to implement certain policies. The
Education Act directs school boards to carry out the curriculum set by the Ontario Ministry of Education.
The Ministry of Transportation oversees the Highway Traffic Act and provides direction to the municipalities’
transportation plans. The Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, under The Planning Act, directs land use
planning through the Provincial Policy Statement. The Ministry of Health’s Health Promotion and Protection Act
oversees and funds public health units’ involvement in AST interventions.

At the municipal level, municipalities use directives from provincial Acts to develop Master Plans and bylaws.
Master Plans set goals for improving or developing community initiatives, recreation, and transportation, that
could include active travel. Within the province of Ontario, there are 444 municipalities that fall into three
categories: single tier, upper tier, and lower tier. Upper tier municipalities are composed of two or more at the
lower tier level, and both levels of governance operate together. For example, the Region of Waterloo is an
upper tier municipality that delivers some municipal services to the lower tier municipalities and townships of
Cambridge, Kitchener, Waterloo, North Dumfries, Wellesley, Wilmot, and Woolwich. Toronto is an example of a
single tier municipality.

At the school board level, policy regarding AST can come from three main sub-levels: school board level policies,
school level policies, and student transportation consortia policies. There are 72 school boards in Ontario,
with a total of 4,844 elementary and secondary schools. In the 2019-2020 school year, there were 2,056,058
students attending elementary or secondary school in the province. The scope of AST policy at the school board
level can determine the level of AST interventions, and school site infrastructure and maintenance. Student
transportation consortia serve as the transportation service for multiple school boards, based on geographic
area to reduce operating costs and provide more efficient student transportation for school boards. There are
37 consortia in Ontario that are responsible for student bussing services through contracting bus vehicles and
planning bus routes.

Public health has a unique and important position among the levels of policy described above, in that its knowledge
base can inform planning/infrastructural policy for promoting AST, as well as education and programming efforts
to increase physical activity of students and families. Public health can implement programming and directives to
prevent chronic iliness and injury in communities through behaviour-based programming, and the advocacy to
develop healthy built environments. There are 34 health units in Ontario, each closely resembling the geographic
regions of municipalities and school boards.

It is important to note that not all recommendations are relevant to all school boards or municipalities in the
province due to the various geographies present across the province (i.e., Greater Toronto Area, Mid-Size Cities,
Small Cities, Rural Towns, Rural Areas, Remote Rural Areas), but when they are not relevant, the proposed
policies and practices can provide a framework to be adapted to the local context as appropriate.
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1.6 Layout of Report

The main body of this report presents the information and evidence used to develop policy recommendations
surrounding AST in Ontario (Sections 2 through 6). While there are many policy decisions that influence AST
engagement, the evidence is presented according to the following priority topic areas by Section: 2) Planning,
3) Infrastructure, 4) School Sites, 5) Student Transportation Services, and 6) School Travel Planning. Each topic
is considered by describing what it is and why it matters, a description of the relevant literature, and a summary
of existing policies and best practices. Each section includes a list of recommendations of policy statements and
practices that support and promote the use of AST by Ontario students. An overall conclusion for the report is
presented in Section 7. Appendix A includes a compilation of the recommendations developed from this policy
scan with the primary authority and the level of policy identified. A summary of all policies reviewed for this
report can be found in Appendix B.

y. PLANNING

2.1 Whatis it and Why does it Matter?

The Ontario Planning Act (the Act) is provincial legislation that sets out the ground rules for planning (e.g., land use
in the province of Ontario). The Act describes how land uses may be controlled and who may control them. The
aim of the Act is to (1) ensure that planning processes are equitable, accessible, timely and efficient, (2) promote
sustainable economic development and to (3) ensure that all municipal and provincial planning decisions are
consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement. The Act also provides a basis for (1) the preparation of Official
plans and planning policies that will guide future development and the (2) the establishment of streamlined
planning processes that emphasizes local autonomy. Characteristics of the built environment are dependent
on how municipalities apply legislation in the Act, for example, zoning bylaws. Additionally, single, lower and
upper tier municipalities provide their own Master Plans outlining directives for sustainability, transportation and
community services. Furthermore, school siting decisions and their proximity to neighbourhoods influence the
proportion of students living within a walking distance to school.

2.2 Literature

Active transportation planning in a municipality can support AST efforts by supporting safe environments that
provide accessibility to schools. To promote trips to and from school via active modes, the route to school
must be planned and constructed to ensure the safety of pedestrians and cyclists. Land use characteristics
surrounding a school can influence rates of AST in a neighbourhood by influencing the perceived safety of a
school route?™®”. A land use pattern that is less mixed, and primarily residential, can improve the perceived safety
of school routes and therefore increase engagement in AST*% Locating schools along arterial roads can lead to
increased concerns about safety due to high traffic volumes and higher frequency of motor vehicle collisions,
which deter active travel??#!. Proximity of a home to a child’s school is the most powerful factor supporting
participation in AST, as shorter distances and easier accessibility of a school promotes AST™>4°.
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2.3 Existing Policies and Best Practices
2.3.1 Planning for Sustainability

Sustainability planning policies provide municipalities with a roadmap for striving toward the vision for clean,
green and beautiful cities through the employment of various mitigation targets and climate adaptation
measures. Municipal governments play a key role in the promotion of active transportation and transit-oriented
communities, the enhancement of natural areas and the urban forest. They also have a responsibility to
minimize adverse environmental and human health impacts that are caused by transportation, and to support
transportation alternatives that reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Policies relating to sustainability aim to foster
resilient cities that can anticipate and adapt to a rapidly changing climate by providing diverse mobility options
and highly responsive infrastructure. Related goals and policies apply to all land uses, infrastructure and uftilities,
and form the basis for educational programs.

There are two examples of best practices that promote sustainable planning policies:

“The Climate Change Action Plan includes a target of 17% below 2006 community emission levels by 2021.
The Action Plan includes proposed action related to: Transportation (e.g. TDM activities for residential
commute); Green Development; Energy Efficiency; Schools (e.g. Ontario EcoSchools Promotion, Reduction of
School Buses Idling); Agriculture; Community Awareness; Tree Planting; Waste; Local Food”

- Community Climate Change Action Plan, Town of Caledon

“Work with the Province, Metrolinx, the area municipalities, school boards, transit providers and non-profit
organizations, to educate the public, through new initiatives, on the relationship between vehicles, air pollution
and impacts on the natural environment.”

- Official Plan 5.9.8.2.2, Region of Peel

2.3.2 Planning Active Transportation Connections

Policies related to Planning Active Transportation Connections aim to provide safe, attractive and accessible
travel for pedestrians and cyclists within communities and new developments. They provide linkages between
intensification areas, adjacent neighbourhoods and transit stations. This can be established through Transportation
Master Plans, Active Transportation Master Plans or Sustainable Transportation Strategies. Regardless of the
method, the plan should outline the roles of the municipalities and their responsibilities in developing a program
to improve pedestrian and cycling infrastructure to improve the overall quality of active travel experience.

10
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One example of such a strategy can be found in the Region of Peel:

“The Sustainable Transportation Strategy (STS) is an action plan that outlines the Region’s roles and
responsibilities to significantly increase the proportion of trips made by walking, cycling, transit, carpooling,
and trips avoided through teleworking. A proposed 2041 target of 50% of trips made by a sustainable
transportation mode in the Region is aligned with the Long-Range Transportation Plan update. More than
50 actions are recommended in the STS and the complementing Active Transportation 5-year plan and
Transportation Demand Management 5-year Plan.”

- Region of Peel Sustainable Transportation Strategy

An example of a Planning Active Transportation Connections policy developed by the Region of Peel is as follows:

“Encourage school boards to select school site locations, define catchment areas and design school campuses
to maximize walking and bicycling as the primary means of travel to school.”

- Region of Peel, Development Standards Manual

2.3.3 School Location Planning (i.e., School Closures, New Schools)

Policies around school accommodations are primarily designed to monitor, maintain, and alter the student
populations of schools at the board level. School accommodation also refers to the opening and closing of
schools as the demographics of a municipality changes. The pupil accommodation review considers closing
a school when it operates under the provincial benchmark capacity** Education Development Charges help
fund school renewal when all schools within a school board are over capacity, yet location is not considered
within the capacity-counts (O. Reg 20/98). Currently, the approval of funding for new schools focuses on pupil
accommodation capacity rather than local, community schools.

While AST is not the focus of these decisions, the closing of a community or neighbourhood school can have
devastating effects on the community and lead to increased use of passive (motorized) transportation modes
as students are required to be bussed to schools outside of their neighbourhood and community. Future
policy needs to identify ways to encourage active travel to school and other community destinations by built
environment planning and design, ensuring the consideration of pedestrian safety, convenience, and comfort.

2.4 Recommendations

The following recommendations for PLANNING policy have been developed using existing policy best practices,
alongside consultation with planning policy experts.

11
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PLANNING FOR SUSTAINABILITY

Develop a Sustainable Transportation Strategy to establish an action plan to significantly increase the
proportion of trips made by walking, cycling, transit, and carpooling to improve collaboration among the
Province (i.e., Ministries of Transportation, Education, Municipal Affairs and Housing, Health & Long-Term
Care), municipalities, school boards, transit providers, and non-profit organizations.

A1l.2

A2

A21

The Province and municipalities will work together to update the Ontario Provincial Policy Statement and
Regional Transportation Plans to include stronger language and directives for active transportation, active
school travel, and healthy schools.

PLANNING ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION CONNECTIONS

Develop new funding streams to increase the amount of high-quality supportive infrastructure for active
transportation across Ontario.

A22

The Planning Act will mandate that each municipality has a Transportation Master Plan which focuses on
walking, cycling, and other active modes, to outline how to support and promote active transportation in the
community.

A23

Incorporate the NACTO All Ages & Abilities design standards to build communities that are accessible to the
entire population. Cycling routes and other active transportation networks should prioritise schools as key
origin-destination nodes.

A24

Establish a new designation of ‘Active School Travel Zone' to create a framework for prioritising roads and
paths that are important routes for children in a community to access their school by active modes. The Active
School Travel Zone definition would tie-in with the creation of a provincial standard for the ‘Active Travel
Distance’ (e.g., 400, 800, 1000 metres).

A designated ‘Active School Travel Zone’ shall:
« Utilise traffic calming measures
e Prioritise walking, cycling and transit over cars
 Be prioritised for snow clearance
o Be assessed for crossing guard support needs
e Be prioritised for enhanced pedestrian crossings and sidewalk improvements
» Be prioritised for cycling infrastructure improvements
» Be prioritised for safety enhancements funded by enforcement camera revenues
» Have wayfinding signage and ‘Drive to 5" drop-off locations
e Be shown on published ‘Routes to School Maps'’

A designated ‘Active School Travel Zone' shall also where possible:
» Have low vehicle speed limits (e.g., 30kph, 40kph)
e Not be a truck route

12
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A3 SCHOOL LOCATION PLANNING (I.E., SCHOOL CLOSURES, NEW SCHOOLS)

Prioritise keeping schools in locations with appropriate walking and biking infrastructure open, as they are
A3.1 . ) ! .
important community hubs and foster increased active school travel.

A3.2 Ensure school board decision-making around the planning for new schools and closing of existing schools has
- positive impacts on sustainable mobility.

A3.3 Establish a collaborative process for planning new schools before subdivision approval that involves
developers, municipal planners, and school board planners that prioritises sustainable mobility and active
transportation as key factors in site selection criteria, and that sets minimum standards for connectivity and
proximity of a new school to local active transportation networks.

A3.4 Municipalities should make central properties financially accessible to school boards for new school
development in the spirit of creating rich, desirable communities with the school as a walkable, central hub.

A.3.5 School siting decisions should be approved by the local municipality through a statutory process.

A3.6 School boards shall review their policies for capacity planning and pupil accommodation reviews to formally
recognize the importance of schools to rural and single-school communities.

3 INFRASTRUCTURE

3.1 Whatis it and Why does it Matter?

Infrastructure refers to the physical components of the built environment that are used to travel to and

from school. Infrastructure related to AST include complete streets design, cycling infrastructure, bicycle and
street parking, pedestrian infrastructure, traffic calming, and crossing guards. Policy related to infrastructure
improvements in a municipality can increase the safety of a school travel zone, as well as improve the quality
and accessibility of school travel routes.

The primary authority for most infrastructure policy falls under the municipality. Roads and sidewalks are
planned, funded, and constructed by municipalities, except for highways, which fall under the provincial
Highway Act. Any signage on municipal property or maintenance of the infrastructure is the responsibility
of the municipality. Infrastructure directly on school property would then be the responsibility of the school
board.

3.2. Literature

Adequate infrastructure can support AST by improving safety of school zones and the quality of the school
travel routes. Both parents’ and students’ perceived safety influences participation in AST, and the perception
that a route is unsafe is a barrier to AST engagement ?*4°. To improve the perceived safety of a school route,
municipalities can increase the connectivity of sidewalks, paths, and cycling infrastructure throughout the

13
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route to and from school. Connectivity can be increased by ensuring an entire school route has a sidewalk or
path for pedestrians, as well as protected cycling infrastructure. The presence of sidewalks greatly influences
students’ independent mobility by reducing perceived safety concerns of parents*. Even more, sidewalks that
are well-designed appear to parents as a protective factor from traffic*®. Upkeep of sidewalks is also important,
as poor-quality features such as uneven surfaces, vegetation and obstructions are perceived as unsafe and
inaccessible®.

Safety concerns are also higher when a school route has a higher number of intersections to cross*.

When school routes must cross an intersection, measures for safe crossing and traffic calming can improve
pedestrian and cyclists’ perceived safety*®. Complete Streets design standards “are designed to be safe

for everyone: people who walk, bicycle, take transit, or drive, and people of all ages and abilities [...] and
operate the entire street network for all road users, not only motorists”*. Following Complete Streets design
can ensure accessibility of infrastructure features and improve route connectivity and safety. Presence of
school crossing guards has been linked to an increase in the number of children crossing at supervised sites
and modelling safe crossing behaviour®. Signalized intersections can improve traffic concerns and crossing
safety*. Perceived safety can also be improved by increasing lighting on pedestrian routes.

Overall, more traffic calming, and protected bicycle infrastructure are needed to improve perceived safety of
students engaging in AST®?. Additionally, policies to add and improve AST infrastructure must also consider
equitable distribution to address infrastructure and AST related disparities®”#’. Students in rural settings face
infrastructure related disparities in comparison to students in urban contexts. Rural built environments often
have poorer quality or absent active travel infrastructure®. Traffic concerns are two-fold as rural schools and
routes to school are located on roadways of greater speed, while also containing less traffic calming measures
and protected AST pathways*®. Neighbourhoods with a primarily low-income or minority population also face
disparities of active travel infrastructure, despite increased use of active travel modes®.

3.3 Existing Policies and Best Practices
3.3.1 Complete Streets

Complete Street policies aim to: (1) provide safe accommodation for all road users, (2) provide inclusive
mobility regardless of age, ability or mode of travel, (3) support healthy and vibrant communities promoting a
‘Clean, Green and Beautiful' mandate, (4) encourage active transportation, and (5) support economic activity.
Also, such policies ensure the delivery of Complete Streets in a manner which ensures the optimal use of
existing public assets.

An example of a Complete Streets policy can be found in Hamilton, where the City developed a manual that

aims to:

‘(1) Enhance road safety; (2) Design streets that address transportation requirements; and (3) Encourage street
designs that balance the considerations of different travel modes”.

- City of Hamilton Complete, Liveable Better Streets Design Manual
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3.3.2 Cycling Routes

Cycling route policies aim to provide continuous, safe and comfortable cycling networks that accommodate
users of all ages and abilities to connect with major destinations including, schools, parks, trails, employment
centres and neighbourhoods. Such policies also create a culture of shared-use mobility corridors for all streets
and recognize that bicycling is a viable alternative to other modes of transportation that is environmentally
sound and supports active, healthy lifestyles. Some municipalities have developed a Cycling Master Plan

that sets out a network of on- and off-road cycling routes aimed at creating utilitarian connections to get to
and from work and schools, as well as connections to key destinations within the community (e.g., libraries,
shopping facilities, municipal offices, leisure facilities). Strengths of existing cycling routes policies are that they:

e Support and provide priority for cycling infrastructure, programs and initiatives;

 |dentify potential bike lane corridors and shared use corridors through signage and street
markings;

e Explore asphalt trails as an alternative to concrete sidewalks along major city arterial and
collector routes; and

e Encourage the conversion of utility corridors and abandoned railway corridors for public
purposes and the establishment of bike lanes within the road network wherever feasible and
appropriate.

Cycling Master Plans and cycling considerations for planning AST should follow the design standards outlined
in the Ontario Traffic Manual Book 18 to ensure safe and accessible bicycle routes. Children travelling to

and from school by bicycle are typically considered ‘Interested but Concerned’ as they share roadways with
motorized vehicles. ‘Interested but Concerned’ individuals are those that are “curious about cycling” but are
hesitant to do so and thus do not ride on a regular basis®. Cyclists can benefit from protected cycling lanes by
separating bike routes from car traffic and reduce safety concerns. Defined by the manual, protected bike lanes
are dedicated bike lanes with concrete medians and planters, bicycle parking corrals, or vehicle parking lanes
that divide them from vehicle traffic®?.

3.3.3 Parking for Cars and Bikes

Bicycle parking in public spaces is a support feature that encourages the uptake of cycling as a selected
method of travel. There is a tangible need to promote the provision of secure and adequate bicycle parking
facilities at all schools, if more students (and their parents) are expected to choose this form of active
transportation to and from school. Bicycle parking offers security and adds convenience for cyclists. Municipal
zoning bylaws include requirements relating to parking of vehicles and bicycles at specific building types,
including schools. The Ontario Traffic Manual Book 18 outlines design standards for both short-term and long-
term bike parking - including on street parking for bicycles®™.

3.3.4 Pedestrian Infrastructure

Pedestrian infrastructure can be divided into three different types of policies: Sidewalks; Pathways; and Snow
Clearing.
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Sidewalk and sidewalk completion policies across Ontario are designed to do the following:

e Encourage sustainable transportation, ensure integrated pedestrian connections, adequate
facilities, enhanced pedestrian experience, and the improvement of appropriate traffic calming
and air quality tools;

* Encourage methods of providing pedestrian connectivity between various focal points in the
town through an active transportation and pedestrian trail system;

e Encourage connectivity and walkability by: (a) maximizing street and neighbourhood
connections; and (b) considering a variety of planning design tools.

Path accessibility policies aspire to ensure pedestrian use of trails is safe and comfortable for cyclists and other
wheel-based users; and provide shelters (shade and wind protection), washrooms, benches, water stations,
bike racks, dog waste stations, and trash cans at important intersections or frequency intervals along trails and
streets.

Seasonal Sidewalk Maintenance policies aim to: (1) establish Winter Service Standards for snow removal

and ice control and resources for winter control operations, (2) prioritize sidewalks for snow clearing based
on criteria that takes school routes into consideration, (3) outline responsibilities of residents during months
requiring snow removal in order to avoid obstruction of roadways and sidewalks, and (4) create a more
pedestrian-friendly environment suitable for year-round walking. In accordance with the guidelines set out
under the Minimum Maintenance Standard of Ontario, all sidewalks are to be cleared 48 hours after an event
where the accumulation is eight centimetres (three inches) or greater. Every occupant of a building and every
owner of a vacant lot shall clear any accumulation of snow and ice from the sidewalks on the roads in front
of, alongside, or at the rear of said building or vacant lot. Steps, walks, driveways and parking spaces shall be
maintained so as to afford safe passage under normal use and weather conditions.

A bylaw has been established in some municipalities to provide homeowners and businesses snow removal
services for all sidewalks. However, it should be policy that the municipality provides snow removal services
for sidewalks, bike lanes and roads rather than private property owners. Sidewalk clearing priorities during a
typical winter event are:

o Sidewalks adjacent to high-volume roadways with high pedestrian volumes;

o Sidewalks in the downtown core, including City Hall, public transit terminals and other
government-owned sites; and

e School routes/areas and places of worship.
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3.3.5 Vehicle Speed & Traffic Calming

In Ontario, vehicle speed limits in residential areas are generally 50 km/h, and arterial roads can reach 70
km/h. Traffic calming initiatives aim to designate speed limits in school zones and community safety zones; to
reduce travel speeds and traffic infiltration, thus discouraging non-local traffic and encouraging a reduction of
traffic volumes. The Municipality’s Traffic Calming Policy includes a set of guidelines for investigating, selecting,
and implementing traffic calming measures, and a five-step process for determining whether a collector or local
roadway warrants traffic calming measures. The guidelines were developed to ensure appropriate measures are
implemented with maximum benefit and community support, and ensure that:

» Measures will be considered only when there is a demonstrated safety, speed or short-cutting
concern and when education, enforcement and traffic engineering measures have not achieved
the desired result;

e Impacts to the surrounding road network should be considered, and an area-wide plan carried
out if measures are expected to impact adjacent streets;

o Measures should be restricted to two-lane roadways with posted speeds only up to 50 km/h;

o Pedestrians, cyclists, and emergency vehicles should not be impeded; and

e Implemented measures should be monitored with follow-up studies that assess their effective-
ness.

This policy should be followed when submitting applications for proposed roads within new developments. A

plan may be employed as a traffic calming initiative to support efforts to reduce vehicle congestion at existing
school locations and to align new streets and new school locations to reduce congestion and traffic hazards in
proximity to schools.

A multi-modal approach to reduce vehicle speeds is recommended. Based on key informant interview and
survey responses, speed limit reductions are more effective when complimented by additional traffic calming
measures and enforcement strategies. Traffic calming strategies are physical design features intended to
reduce vehicle speeds. They include narrowing streets, curb extensions, driver feedback signs, on-street
parking, speed bumps, and raised intersections. Some key informants noted enforcement of speed limits

via monitoring and ticketing can be time and human resource dependent. Automated speed enforcement
measures can be used to ensure ongoing monitoring of vehicle speeds.

An example of traffic calming using community safety zones is in North Grenville. The following criteria are
incorporated into the North Grenville Community’s Safety Zone Guidelines:

o Areas of Special Consideration - Community Safety Zones may only be implemented at
locations with schools, day cares, hospitals, retirement homes, community centres, and/or high
pedestrian traffic (i.e., 75 pedestrians per hour for any 8-hour period);

o Safety Warrant - Community Safety Zones must satisfy a safety warrant of either a Collision
Component (collision ratio less than 1:900 (collisions per year: AADT) averaged over 36 con
secutive months) or a Risk Component (a point-based system based on six risk factors:
speeding, volume, truck volume, pedestrian volume, length of sidewalks, and intersections and
entrances):
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o Ability to enforce - Community Safety Zones require the commitment of local law enforcement,
with confirmation that funds are available for proper enforcement

3.3.6 School Crossing and Guards

School crossing guards control traffic and monitor safe crossings at intersections for students during travel
times before and after school. In Ontario, the primary authority of school crossing guards is at the municipal
level. Responsibilities include funding of crossing guards, determining when crossing guards are present, and
where crossing guards are located. Establishing a procedure for assigning crossing guards to an intersection
can ensure crossing guards are placed in areas of highest need/safety concerns.

The Ontario Traffic Council's (OTC) School Crossing Guard Guide outlines School Crossing Guard policies
that determine where crossing guards should be located around schools across the province. These policies
encourage the municipality to evaluate elements in traffic crossing, such as safe gaps in traffic, road width,
traffic volume, and the number of conflicts observed.

The School Crossing Guard Program (SCGP) of Vaughan promotes active and safer travel for school aged
children to and from school. This policy establishes a “framework for the administration, evaluation, approval,
implementation, and removal/reallocation of School Crossing Guards (SCG) in accordance with the Ontario
Traffic Council (OTC) SCG Guide, and in accordance with the Highway Traffic Act”.

3.4 Recommendations

The following recommendations for INFRASTRUCTURE policy have been developed using existing policy best

practices, along with our consultation with planning policy experts.
[ ]

R
B.1 COMPLETE STREETS A ’ ‘

B.1.1 Design or modify all residential streets using a Complete Streets Design Standard (e.g., Complete Livable
o Better Streets Design Manual, AODA requirements) to prioritise pedestrians, cyclists, and other vulnerable
road users.

B.2 CYCLING ROUTES

B.2.1 Develop a network of protected cycling lanes according to Ontario Traffic Manual Book 18 design guidelines
- to improve safety for vulnerable road users as they travel to and from schools, parks, and other destinations
that families are likely to use.

B.3 BICYCLE PARKING

B.3.1 Develop a municipal bicycle parking program with dedicated funding to ensure that there is sufficient bike
- parking around the municipality, including at parks and other municipal facilities. Ensure any new bicycle
parking is designed using the Association of Pedestrian & Bicycle Professionals Bike Parking Guidelines.
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B.4 STREET PARKING
B.4.1 Implement standardized parking and stopping restrictions in front of schools to alleviate traffic congestion and
o improve safety.
B.4.2 Develop enforcement strategies to increase the compliance of no-parking / stopping by-laws.
B.4.3 Foster collaboration between schools and municipalities in the implementation of parking programs that
o encourage driving families to drop-off children farther from the school, such as ‘Drive to 5’, ‘Park & Stride’, &
‘Walk a Block’.
B.4.4 Prohibit idling of motor vehicles on all streets beside school sites regardless of temperature.
B.5 USE OF SIDEWALKS
B.5.1 Allow children 13 years of age and under to bike, skateboard, scooter, & rollerblade on any sidewalk.
B.5.2 Allow parents accompanying children 10 years of age and under to bike, skateboard, scooter, and rollerblade
e on any sidewalk.
B.6 PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE
B.6.1 Implement a sidewalk network completion program to infill sidewalks, especially (1) in Active School Travel
o Zones and (2) when streets are undergoing repair or replacement.
B.6.2 Ensure all new developments have sidewalks on both sides of the street to ensure safe school travel.
B.6.3 Pave paths with high pedestrian use to make them easier to use in the winter months.
Provide pedestrian lighting on paths that connect to schools to encourage walking to and from school when
B.6.4 . o
there is lower visibility due to darkness, fog, and shorter days.
B.6.5 Provide snow clearing on sidewalks, multiuse paths, bike lanes, and cut-throughs to ensure they are accessible
o year-round. Active School Travel Zones should be prioritised for snow clearing.
B.6.6 Encourage collaboration between municipalities and school boards to coordinate snow removal on shared
e paths for continuity of snow clearance.
B.7 VEHICLE SPEED & TRAFFIC CALMING
B.7.1 Reduce speed limits on residential streets to 40-km/h and 30-km/hr if they are within Active School Travel
o Zones. These lower limits should be applicable 24 hours per day and 12 months a year.
Implement traffic calming measures (e.g., narrowing streets, curb extensions, driver feedback signs) and
B.7.2 ) o L
enforcement measures (e.g. automated speed enforcement cameras, police speed monitoring and ticketing)
together with ongoing speed monitoring to support adherence to the speed limit.
B.7.3 Utilise revenues from automated speed enforcement cameras and red-light cameras to fund road safety

infrastructure and road safety education programs.
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Restrict cars from entering streets immediately beside a school during the normal morning drop-off and

B.7.4 i . : .
afternoon pick-up times. Exceptions should be made for emergency responders, school buses, and caregivers
of children with special needs or mobility limitations.

B.7.5 Develop a traffic calming strategy that prioritises neighbourhoods with greater safety risks to ensure there is a
o clear and consistent needs-based approach to how infrastructure improvements are implemented across a
municipality. Assessment using surveys, interviews, and traffic measurement should be part of this approach.

B.8 SCHOOL CROSSINGS & GUARDS

B.8.1 Develop a School Crossing Safety strategy through collaboration between municipalities and School Boards to
o ensure safety improvements and Crossing Guards are provided where needed and are prioritised towards the
locations of greatest need. Review ‘School Crossing Strategy’ every 5 years to account for changing

infrastructure and needs.

[4] SCHOOLSITE

4.1 Whatis it and Why does it Matter?

In Ontario, publicly funded education is divided into three stages—early childhood, elementary school, and
secondary school®?. Under the Education Act, the Ministry of Education is responsible for setting policies and
guidelines for school boards, allocating school board funding, and setting the provincial curriculum. There are
72 school boards across the province that are responsible for setting their own policies and making decisions
around school closures, the building of new schools, the allocation of provincial funding, and ensuring schools
follow the rules outlined in the Education Act>2.

Design Guidelines and Policies for School Sites and Adjacent Lands Planning are developed to encourage
and support AST engagement, promote physical activity and healthy communities, increase personal safety,
and decrease vehicular congestion around school sites®s. Additionally, these Guidelines ensure that schools
are accessible and that they adhere to safety and design best practices®®. In 2011, The Halton Technical
Stakeholders Sub-Committee developed School Site Design Guidelines that are intended to:

e “Ensure safe connectivity between the school site and adjacent lands

e Ensure school is central to the population it serves

e Ensure school site configuration is designed to maximize pedestrian and bicycle access
e Ensure that roadways can accommodate cyclists

e Ensure that school sites can accommodate cyclists”

School board policies are important, as they allow schools to create quality safety and learning standards and
establish structured operating procedural needs**. AST-related school policies include School Site Design, Kiss
& Ride Facilities and School Traffic Management.
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4.2 Literature

Inner-city school consolidation policies have significantly contributed to the progressive decline in AST
across Canada®. In fact, school consolidation—often affected by the siting of new schools—to more “central”
locations has resulted in an increased reliance on vehicular travel, reducing opportunities for children to walk
and cycle to school. Additionally, the distance between home and school—also influenced by school siting
decisions — is the strongest predictor of children’s mode used for school travel *>->7. When new communities
are being planned, it is crucial for planners to ensure that sites are reserved to promote and facilitate active
travel to school*®. Moreover, when determining the location of a new school, school boards consider a
plethora of factors including property size, land affordability, access to amenities, the student population,
and travel distance®. In the past, small neighbourhood schools were considered as “anchor points” in urban
neighbourhoods providing various recreational and social services, and afterschool programs®. However,

in recent years school site design policies have favoured the construction of larger schools to allow for

the provision of specialized programs (e.g., French Immersion, International Baccalaureate) to serve entire
communities®®et,

As it pertains to school sites design, planners consider the inclusion of facilities required for pedestrian, cyclist
and vehicular access®®. Adequate and secure bicycle parking on school sites promotes and encourages cycling
to school. However, if there is an insufficient supply of bicycle parking, bicycles may be stored in undesirable
places resulting in damage or theft. The storage of bicycles in undesirable locations may become an obstacle
for pedestrians and cyclists, in turn impacting school site accessibility®®. This should be avoided to reduce
conflicts between pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles. The Association of Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals
(APBP) has developed comprehensive bicycle parking guidelines that guide bicycle parking design and bicycle
rack location decisions®?.

There has been a significant increase in the volume of motorists dropping off and picking up students at
schools, potentially leading to unsafe traffic conditions®. This increase has led to the development and
implementation of parking enforcement strategies around schools. The enforcement of parking regulations
around schools encourages compliance and promotes a safer environment for pedestrians, cyclists and
motorists®®. The Kiss and Ride Program is intended to be an efficient and safe procedure which allows parents
or guardians to drop off and pick up children in vehicles before and after school®*; however, the significant
increase in car travel to school, has resulted in traffic congestion on school sites, potentially increasing the
risk of pedestrian motor-vehicle collisions (PMVCs)*>¢¢. In fact, Waygood et al.%” found that during morning
school travel times, there is a peak in child pedestrian fatalities across Canada, raising concerns around
pedestrian safety. Pedestrian safety within and around schools is of major concern to local governments,
residents and transportation authorities due to the large proportion of pedestrians around schools®®. School
Traffic Management has been identified by parents as a key determinant in the mode of travel used for their
children’s commute to school. As a result, local authorities have developed and implemented programs and
initiatives that enhance traffic safety around schools to encourage and promote active travel to school.

One example is the Traffic Management Plan, which provides a mechanism to control and direct disruptions
through collaboration between various services responsible for road and traffic management?’.
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4.3 Existing Policies and Best Practices
4.3.1 School Site Design

School site design policies are a set of established regulations that ensure that all sites adhere to the best
practices for safety and design. An example of School Site Design Guidelines developed by the Halton
Technical Stakeholders Sub-Committee to ensure that school sites can accommodate cyclists is:

“ e Support bike rack placement outside of Principals office
 Provide bike lockers and other active transport equipment lockers on school sites (scooters, skateboards)
 Design Principal’s office location: front of the school, corner office, large windows looking out onto the bike
racks
o Support location of administrative office beside Principal’s with large windows that look out onto bike racks
e Ensure the planting of low shrubbery outside administrative offices
 Ensure bike pathways are separated from vehicular Traffic”
- Halton Technical Stakeholders Sub-Committee,

Design Guidelines for School Site and Adjacent Lands
Planning Document

4.3.2 Kiss & Ride Facilities

School parking and drop-off policies ensure that speed and parking restrictions are consistent around all
elementary and secondary schools. Additionally, such policies aim to reduce congestion around schools and
increase safety for all road users. An example of a school parking policy can be found in Woodstock, where the
City developed a School Zone Policy EO12 that states:

“Each school zone will have reduced speed limits before and after school frontage, parking restrictions and no
stopping zones, except for school buses where approved”

- City of Woodstock, School Zone Policy EO12
4.3.3 School Site Traffic Management

Safe Site Traffic Management policies and plans aim to provide safety on school sites taking into consideration
the student body, transportation used by students, school staff availability, and geographic conditions.
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4.4 Recommendations

The following recommendations for SCHOOL SITE policy have been developed using existing policy best
practices, along with our consultation with policy experts.

SCHOOL

C1 SCHOOL SITE DESIGN
Design or modify school sites to prioritise pedestrians, cyclists, and school bus services and to minimize
C.11 - ) .
conflict between pedestrians and vehicles.
C1.2 Provide sufficient, accessible, and secure bike storage at all school sites in a safe, visible location using the
o Association of Pedestrian & Bicycle Professionals Bike Parking Guidelines.
Cc13 Provide safe and secure storage within school site for rollerblades, scooters, and skateboards.
C.2 PARKING & DROP-OFF FACILITIES ON SCHOOL SITES
c21 Consider removing Kiss & Ride facilities, when and where appropriate, to discourage driving children to and
- from school.
If this is not possible, a Kiss & Ride facility should operate as follows:
* Do not open until school ends to prohibit cars from arriving early and disrupting traffic flow
during pick up and drop off;
e Are not located close to the school bus loading zones, so that they do not impede school bus
operations; and
e Are designed and located to minimize conflict between drivers, and children walking and cycling.
C.2.2 Avoid installation of new ‘Kiss & Ride’ facilities to discourage driving children to and from school.
C3 SCHOOL TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT
Restrict vehicle access to parking lots and driveway facilities where vehicle traffic and congestion create
C31 o ; . - i )
unsafe conditions on a school site, allowing access only to: Staff, visitors (e.g., volunteer), delivery drivers;
school buses; and Caregivers of children with special needs or mobility limitations.
C3.2 Develop a ‘Traffic Management Plan’ for each school, working in collaboration with the municipality to create a

safer arrival and dismissal experience for students and families accessing the school site.
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5 STUDENT TRANSPORTATION

5.1 Whatis it and Why does it Matter?

Student Transportation as defined by Transport Canada is the transportation of children and teenagers to
and from school”®. In Ontario, approximately 40 per cent of students currently receive student transportation
services’”. Through the Highway Traffic Act, The Ministry of Transportation is responsible for setting standards
that govern safe school bus operation across Ontario’!. A vast majority of student transportation is provided
through contracts between school boards and school bus operators’?. School boards provide student
transportation services to elementary students, and a vast majority provide such services to secondary
students. Within school boards, the proportion of students that are transported ranges from 10 to 86 per
cent’®. School boards are responsible for determining which students are to receive student transportation
services based on eligibility criteria—such as the walking distance to school—based on their own eligibility
policies’®. Additionally, transportation services may vary based on population density, geography, and bussing
eligibility policies’®.

School boards are also responsible for overseeing and providing resources for student transportation
consortia. However, it must be noted that each school board within the same consortium may have varying
eligibility policies’®. Transportation consortia—two to five school boards in the same geographical area—

are responsible for: (1) the administration of transportation policies; (2) student transportation service
planning; and (3) the determination of student pick-up and drop-off locations and times. Currently, there

are 33 transportation consortia that cover all but one of the 72 boards across Ontario’. The Ministry of
Education and student transportation consortia work together to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of
student transportation’®, providing student transportation funding to all school boards through the Student
Transportation Grant. All school boards are granted autonomy and authority over student transportation
services. On an annual basis, the Ministry collects data from school boards on student transportation services
across the province. This data is used to support policy development and decision-making around student
transportation services’?. The Education Act does not require school boards to provide student transportation
services, but section 21 (2)(c) of Act accommodates students who are unable to attend school in the event
that student transportation services are not offered by a local transportation consortium’.

Policy areas influencing Student Transportation Services across the province include Redefining Student
Transportation Services, School Bus Stop Location, Walking Distance Criteria and Vehicles.

5.2 Literature

Student transportation across Ontario faces many challenges relating to safety, equity, and accountability .
The journey to school is an integral part of a student’s day, especially for those living in rural communities who
tend to experience longer bus ride times’®. For a variety of reasons, the average distance a student must travel
between home and school has significantly increased over time’4. The results of several studies have shown
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that travel distance is the most influential predictor of AST engagement®. Study findings have indicated that as
the distance between home and school increases, engagement in AST further decreases.

As it pertains to school bussing, there is currently a limited body of existing literature. However, previous
research has identified various multi-faceted and complex implications of rural school bussing including: the
impact of changing patterns of school networks, the impacts of longer ride and waiting times on children’s
overall health, and unaccounted economic costs associated with school consolidation practices®”. Additionally,
journeys to school have implications on economic, environmental, and social sustainability’s. Decisions around
school bus stop locations requires the balancing of conditions that would be ideal with the realities of a
community’s topography, road system and weather’>. In Ontario, school boards or transportation consortia are
responsible for determining the ideal location of a bus stop along a school route’®. Regarding safety, all school
bus stop locations are determined on a safety basis for students, taking into consideration the boarding and
disembarking processes’”.

5.3 Existing Policies and Best Practices
5.3.1 School Bus Stop Location

School bus stop location policies aim to provide bus stop locations that are safe for boarding and embarking
students. Such policies also ensure that bus stops are located in accordance with policies and procedures that
consider road safety and traffic conditions for all road users. An example of a school bus stop location policy
developed by the Tri-Board Student Transportation Services states:

“To ensure safe transportation to and from schools within the jurisdiction of Tri-Board Student Transportation
Services, bus stop placements shall be approved by the Tri-Board. The following criteria will be assessed in the
establishment of a school bus stop:

o Meets all of the requirements of the Highway Traffic Act;

o Meets all of the requirements of the policies and procedures set out by the board

e School bus stops are not placed on private or un-assumed municipal roads

o A site inspection may be arranged to determine whether the bus stop location meets all aspects of

the safety criteria”

- Tri-Board Student Transportation Services

5.3.2 Walking Distance Criteria

Such policies aim to establish standards for the ‘walking distance’ beyond which a student qualifies for school
bus transportation. The eligibility of student transportation is based on: (1) the student’s address, (2) the
walking distance, (3) and health and safety concerns. Local school boards set walking distance criteria policies,
and most boards have three separate policies with only 10 out of 35 policies across all consortia having only
two. An example of an existing policy to establish the walking distance criteria is as follows:
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The board will establish walking zones for each school based on the following distances from the school
property:

elementary students 1.6 km

secondary students 3.2 km

Distance measuring will be done by the SCSTC using a digitized map, vehicle and/or a measuring wheel.
Measurements are taken from the student’s residential property line nearest to the closest entrance of the
school property.

The boundary of each walking zone will reflect the most direct and practical walking route from the school to
home.

Students, including those with special education needs, who reside within a designated walking zone for their
home school, are not eligible for transportation, unless otherwise qualified by policy.

Where feasible, within urban areas, students may be provided with transit passes allowing
them access to public transportation as an alternative to the provision of school bus transportation.

Responsibility for getting to and from school rests with the student and parents/guardians.
The responsibility to confirm if the established walking zone is safe for their student lies with the
individual student’s parent/guardian.

- Simcoe County District School Board

5.3.3 Vehicles

Policies around school vehicles aim to: (1) promote the safe transport of students, (2) reduce greenhouse

gas emissions from school buses, and (3) improve environmental sustainability’®. All school buses across

the province must meet the safety standards as set out by the province and Transport Canada. Additionally,
Ontario regulations ensure that bus drivers are specially trained and have good driving records’®. One example
of such policy developed by Simcoe County District School Board (SCDSB) states:

‘It is the policy of the Simcoe County District School Board (SCDSB) to provide transportation services to
eligible students that are safe, equitable, efficient, cost effective, and within the allocated funding.”

- Simcoe County District School Board

5.4 Recommendations

The following recommendations for STUDENT TRANSPORTATION policy have been developed using existing
policy best practices, along with our feedback from policy experts.
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D.1 REDEFINING STUDENT TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
D.1.1 Define the term “Student Transportation” to be inclusive of all students, whether or not they qualify for school
o bus service.
D.1.2 Move away from using the term ‘bus eligibility’ and establish new definitions for ‘walk zone’, ‘school bus zone),
o and ‘out of catchment zone’ with all students falling into one of these three categories.
D.2 SCHOOL BUS STOP LOCATION
Establish provincial standards for location of school bus stops, to include maximum distance from home and

D.2.1 . } i
measures to provide safety and comfort for children using stops.

Design bus stops to be community stops (e.g., common location where many children get on the bus)

D.2.2 ; ) e } . o
wherever possible to encourage walking within a maximum distance. Home stops should only be utilised in
areas of high-speed multi-lane roadways where safety is an issue.

D.3 WALKING DISTANCE CRITERIA
D.3.1 Establish provincial standards for the ‘walking distance’ beyond which a student qualifies for school bus
- transportation.
D.3.2 Regularly review the criteria used to determine if bussing services are offered to students who do not live
- within the ‘school bus zone', such as children with special needs, children attending special programs, hazards
on walking routes, and courtesy bussing.
D.4 VEHICLES
D.4.1 Investigate the implementation of electric / hybrid school buses and vehicles to decrease carbon emissions

created from school travel and to decrease pollution children are exposed to while traveling to school.

SCHOOL TRAVEL PLANNING

16

6.1 Whatis it and Why does it Matter?

In 2006, Active and Safe Routes to School (ASRTS)—a nationwide health initiative developed by Green
Communities Canada—adapted a School Travel Plan model from international best practices””. School Travel
Planning is a multi-sectoral, multi-disciplinary and school-specific intervention involving key stakeholders who
assess, document, and intervene on AST barriers by means of developing and implementing a documented
School Travel Plan (STP) 881 This collaborative and structured process between schools and local communities
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facilitates: (1) building capacity for AST engagement, (2) the auditing of existing infrastructure and facilities
and (3) the development and implementation of a tailored action plan®. The STP intervention involves the
mobilization of key community stakeholders who play a pivotal role in promoting the program to the local
community and identifying multiple strategies to alleviate school-specific barriers®83#4 These stakeholders
compose an STP committee of members from various disciplines including education (principals, teachers,
and student and parent representatives), transportation (e.g., traffic engineer), municipal planning (e.g., land
use planner), safety (e.g., police officer), and health (e.g., public health nurse)®'38> STP strategies are classified
according to the “6E’s” of the Safe Routes to School (SRTS) National Partnership framework: Education,
Encouragement, Enforcement, Engineering, Equity, and Evaluation’?2.

Led by a trained facilitator, the STP process is guided by an iterative and reflective 5-step process: (1) Set-Up:
STP committee is established and the project timeline is determined; (2) Baseline Data Collection: surveys are
distributed and analysed, and a neighbourhood needs assessment is conducted; (3) Action Plan Development:
STP committee develops a written STP document; (4) Action Plan Implementation: action plan is implemented;
and (5) Evaluation: post-plan/follow-up data collection to evaluate progress’?#4+8>. Evidence revealed that the
STP intervention has been proven to address perceived AST barriers in a positive manner®. Additionally, the
intervention has been shown to considerably change perceptions around social issues including neigbourhood
safety and crime®’. Overall, School Travel Planning increases a school’s capacity to address transportation
challenges while enabling active/healthy transportation choices’?83848687,

6.2 Literature

Given the myriad of factors—individual, social, environmental and policy—that influence AST engagement,
policy makers, schools and public health professionals have collaborated over the years to develop
comprehensive and school-specific interventions that aim to increase students’ participation in AST’?82. AST-
related interventions aim to change commuting behaviours by implementing targeted programs and initiatives
that encourage a shift from the use of passive (e.g., bus and car) to active (e.g., walking and cycling) modes of
transportation’?#?. Additionally, such interventions tend to follow collaborative and multi-step methodologies.
Active transportation promotion interventions can take on many forms including health promotion (e.g., walk
to school days) and community enforcement initiatives (e.g., walking school bus)’?#. Other examples include
educational awareness campaigns that aim to improve safety, knowledge and enforcement strategies in the
form of crossing guard programs “>7787,

6.3 Existing Policies and Best Practices
6.3.1 School Travel Planning

School Travel Planning (STP) serves to guide a long-term commitment to providing support, resources, training
and education towards active and sustainable school transportation. There are currently no existing STP policy
best practices that aim to create a culture of walking, cycling and transit usage. However, there are many
excellent examples of STPs that have been implemented across Ontario. These include the Ontario Active
School Travel (OAST) School Travel Planning Manual and the ELMO-ASRTS School Travel Planning Manual.

28



INVESTIGATION OF SUPPORTIVE POLICY FOR ACTIVE SCHOOL TRAVEL

The OAST STP Toolkit serves as a guide for regional stakeholders and facilitators to take schools through the
five-phase STP process’. The ELMO-ASRTS School Travel Planning Manual was adapted from the national
STP Toolkit specifically for the Elgin, Middlesex and Oxford communities?.

6.3.2 Road Safety Education

Road safety education are programs that attempt to increase the safety of pedestrians, cyclists, and drivers
by providing education and instruction on the skills needed to safely navigate the transportation network, the
laws in the Ontario Highway Traffic Act, and the consequences of not following these laws. The education
targets children, families, and community members of all modes of travel.

There are a range of education strategies that are implemented across the province. Some municipalities have
included education and promotion of road safety in their Transportation Master Plan. The City of Brampton
has created the Brampton School Traffic Safety Council to address safety concerns and promote pedestrian
education. They assist schools in developing these education campaigns?.

Peel region’s Sustainable Transportation Strategy includes a variety of road safety education pilot projects. The
strategy notes collaboration between stakeholders within the region to deliver education. Booths and events
are used to distribute educational material and communicate with road users in person”. Peel and other
regions note the use of virtual education campaigns and digital materials to reach a larger audience.

Mississauga’s Road Safety Committee also promotes active collaboration between road safety stakeholders to
deliver educational materials to road users:

“The Road Safety Committee provides a community perspective on road safety issues, promotes public
awareness and education for road safety initiatives and programs, with an aim to enhance community
participation and cooperation. Road Safety Mississauga will consult with and promote partnerships with other
committees and agencies, while supporting ongoing City programs and projects in an effort to raise the profile
of road safety in Mississauga. The objective of the Road Safety Committee is to promote road safety for all
methods of transportation, including pedestrian, cyclist and vehicular traffic.”

- Mississauga Road Safety Committee, Terms of Reference

6.4 Recommendations

The following recommendations for SCHOOL TRAVEL PLANNING policy have been developed using existing
policy best practices, along with feedback from policy experts.
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E.1 FUNDING & PARTNERSHIPS
Support every school to develop and implement a School Travel Plan identifying actions to increase children’s
E.11 active travel to and from school. A bi-annual review of the plan by School Council, administration, and a
student group (e.g., junior / intermediate class, eco-club, healthy schools) should be completed.
Foster interdisciplinary collaboration and funding (e.g., school board, school transportation consortia,
E.1.2 municipality, public health, law enforcement, post-secondary education, non-profit organizations) to support
school travel planning programming.
Encourage partnerships/collaborations between municipalities and School Boards in a community (e.g., Active
E13 School Travel Charter) to ensure they work together on common goals to support active school travel and
school travel planning.
E14 Encourage the Ministry of Education to work with the Ministry of Transportation and Ministry of Municipal
o Affairs & Housing to develop curriculum to educate students on road safety.
E.2 EDUCATION & ENCOURAGEMENT
E2.1 Develop and / or implement pedestrian and cycling skills training so that all students gain a basic competency
- in these important life skills.
Require all schools to participate in the Eco-Schools Program so that students gain an understanding of
E.2.2 : ) .
environmental stewardship and the benefits of active school travel.
E.2.3 Develop school board-wide encouragement and education campaigns to promote active school travel.
E2.4 Build capacity in each school to allow for a dedicated staff to lead promotion and education around active
- school travel.
E2.5 Prioritise cycling programs and initiatives, including education for other road users about cycling policies and
- infrastructure.
Foster collaboration between municipalities and public health units (and provincial ministries) to develop a
holistic strategy to educate drivers and other road users about road safety. Key elements of these strategies
should:
» Provide funding for road safety education that includes experiential learning.
E.2.6 » Utilise community events to educate young people, school age children and their parents about

road safety.

Instill social responsibility to minimize risk of harm to others by risk-takers' behaviours.

Consider implementing student leadership programs (e.g., CAA ‘School Safety Patrol’ program,
Trailblazer Program) that provide an opportunity for older students to model positive road safety
behaviours.

Leverage partners to share consistent educational messaging broadly throughout the community
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7 CONCLUSIONS

This report underlines the critical role policies and procedures play in supporting and promoting the use of
active travel modes by Ontario students. The research findings presented on the five key topics—Planning,
Infrastructure, School Site, Student Transportation and School Travel Planning—signify the myriad of policy
factors that influence AST engagement. This report will serve as a guidance document that will inform
Ontario municipalities, school boards and student transportation consortia in the development of policies that
support and promote active transportation for school journeys. Each policy recommendation and its primary
authority—provincial, municipal, or school board—can be found in Appendix A: Identifying Supportive Policy
for Active School Travel.
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o GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Active School Travel (AST): Any form of human-powered transportation, including but not limited to walking,
cycling, skateboarding, rollerblading, etc.

Built Environment: Human-made surroundings that provide the setting for human activity including land use
patterns, transportation systems, and urban design.

Complete Streets: Streets designed for all ages, abilities, and modes of travel. Providing safe and comfortable
access for pedestrians, bicycles, transit users and the mobility-impaired is an integral planning feature and not
an afterthought.

Master Plan: A document that identifies specific facilities, services and policies that a municipality will imple-
ment to serve the current and future population. It sets direction for a municipality’s day-to-day programs and
provides a basis for budget planning that is consistent with the growth management policies of the municipal-
ities’ official plan. Examples of a Master Plan include Transportation Master Plan, Active Transportation Master
Plan, Parks and Recreation Master Plan, among others.

Official Plan: A legal document prepared with input from members and organizations of the community, that
helps to ensure future planning and development will meet the specific needs of the community.

Planning Act: Provincial legislation and a legal document that sets out the ground rules for land use planning in
Ontario, describes how land uses may be controlled, and who may control them.

Protected Cycling Lane: A bike lane with concrete medians and planters, bicycle parking corrals, or vehicle
parking lanes that divide them from vehicle traffic.

Provincial Policy Statement: A key component of Ontario’s land use planning system, as it provides direction
on matters of provincial interest related to land use planning and development, and guides the provincial “poli-
cy-led” planning system.

Public Health: All organized measures (whether public or private) to prevent disease, promote health, and
prolong life among the population as a whole. Its activities aim to provide conditions in which people can be

healthy and focus on entire populations, not on individual patients or diseases.

Road Safety: A set of methods and measures used to reduce the risk of a person being killed or injured using
the road network, including pedestrians, cyclists, motorists, and their passengers.
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APPENDIX A

IDENTIFYING SUPPORTIVE POLICY FOR ACTIVE SCHOOL TRAVEL
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Primary Authority

Level of Policy

Provincial

Municipal

School Board

Ref #

Recommendation

Province

Municipality

School
Board

Provincial
Policy
Statement

The
Planning
Act

Highway
Traffic
Act

Ministry of
Education

Official
Plan

Secondary
Plan

Bylaw

Board
Policy

Transportation
Consortia Policy

School
Policy

SECTION A. PLANNING

Al

Planning for Sustainability

Al.1l

Develop a Sustainable Transportation Strategy to establish an action
plan to significantly increase the proportion of trips made by walking,
cycling, transit, and carpooling to improve collaboration among the
Province (i.e., Ministries of Transportation, Education, Municipal Affairs
and Housing, Health & Long-Term Care), municipalities, school boards,
transit providers, and non-profit organizations.

Al.2

The Province and municipalities will work together to update the
Ontario Provincial Policy Statement and Regional Transportation Plans
to include stronger language and directives for active transportation,
active school travel, and healthy schools.

A2

Planning Active Transportation Connections

A2.1

Develop new funding streams to increase the amount of high-quality
supportive infrastructure for active transportation across Ontario.

A2.2

The Planning Act will mandate that each municipality has a
Transportation Master Plan which focuses on walking, cycling, and
other active modes, to outline how to support and promote active
transportation in the community.

A2.3

Incorporate the NACTO All Ages & Abilities design standards to build
communities that are accessible to the entire population. Cycling routes
and other active transportation networks should prioritise schools as
key origin-destination nodes.
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A2.4

Establish a new designation of ‘Active School Travel Zone’ to create a
framework for prioritising roads and paths that are important routes for
children in a community to access their school by active modes. The
Active School Travel Zone definition would tie-in with the creation of a
provincial standard for the ‘Active Travel Distance’ (e.g., 400, 800, 1000
metres).

A designated ‘Active School Travel Zone’ shall:

- Utilise traffic calming measures

- Prioritise walking, cycling and transit over cars
Be prioritised for snow clearance

« Be assessed for crossing guard support needs

- Be prioritised for enhanced pedestrian crossings and sidewalk
improvements

« Be prioritised for cycling infrastructure improvements

- Be prioritised for safety enhancements funded by
enforcement camera revenues

- Have wayfinding signage and ‘Drive to 5’ drop-off locations
Be shown on published ‘Routes to School Maps’

A designated ‘Active School Travel Zone’ shall also where possible:

«  Have low vehicle speed limits (e.g., 30kph, 40kph)
« Not be a truck route

A3

School Location Planning (i.e., School Closures, New Schools)

A3.1

Prioritise keeping schools in locations with appropriate walking and
biking infrastructure open, as they are important community hubs and
foster increased active school travel.

A3.2

Ensure school board decision-making around the planning for new
schools and closing of existing schools has positive impacts on
sustainable mobility.
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A.3.3

Establish a collaborative process for planning new schools before
subdivision approval that involves developers, municipal planners, and
school board planners that prioritises sustainable mobility and active
transportation as key factors in site selection criteria, and that sets
minimum standards for connectivity and proximity of a new school to
local active transportation networks.

A.3.4.

Municipalities should make central properties financially accessible to
school boards for new school development in the spirit of creating rich,
desirable communities with the school as a walkable, central hub.

A.3.5

School siting decisions should be approved by the local municipality
through a statutory process.

A.3.6

School boards shall review their policies for capacity planning and pupil
accommodation reviews to formally recognize the importance of
schools to rural and single-school communities.

SECTION B. INFRASTRUCTURE

B.1

Complete Streets

B.1.1

Design or modify all residential streets using a Complete Streets Design
Standard (e.g., Complete Livable Better Streets Design Manual, AODA
requirements) to prioritise pedestrians, cyclists, and other vulnerable
road users.

B.2.

Cycling Routes

B.2.1

Develop a network of protected cycling lanes according to Ontario
Traffic Manual Book 18 design guidelines to improve safety for
vulnerable road users as they travel to and from schools, parks, and
other destinations that families are likely to use.

B.3

Bicycle Parking

B.3.1

Develop a municipal bicycle parking program with dedicated funding to
ensure that there is sufficient bike parking around the municipality,
including at parks and other municipal facilities. Ensure any new bicycle
parking is designed using the Association of Pedestrian & Bicycle
Professionals Bike Parking Guidelines.
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Level of Policy

Primary Authority
Provincial Municipal School Board
Provincial The Highwa . - .
Ref # | Recommendation Province | Municipality S;:;Z' Policy Planning T%afﬁcy l\élg::z;go(;f O;T;cr:al Secslr;:ary Bylaw E(C;Iaigj/ g;i:;i?;tszﬁgy SPC(;?C?)
Statement Act Act
B.4 Street Parking
841 Implement standardized parking and stopping restrictions in front of X X
schools to alleviate traffic congestion and improve safety.
5.4 Develop enforcement strategies to increase the compliance of no- X X
parking / stopping by-laws.
Foster collaboration between schools and municipalities in the
5.4.3 implementation of parking programs that encourage driving families to X X X
drop-off children farther from the school, such as ‘Drive to 5, ‘Park &
Stride’, & ‘Walk a Block'.
Prohibit idling of motor vehicles on all streets beside school sites
B.4.4 X X
regardless of temperature.
B.5. Use of Sidewalks
851 Allow children 13 years of age and under to bike, skateboard, scooter, X X
& rollerblade on any sidewalk.
5859 Allow parents accompanying children 10 years of age and under to bike, X X
skateboard, scooter, and rollerblade on any sidewalk.
B.6 Pedestrian Infrastructure
Implement a sidewalk network completion program to infill sidewalks,
B.6. especially (1) in Active School Travel Zones and (2) when streets are X X
undergoing repair or replacement.
Ensure all new developments have sidewalks on both sides of the street
B.6.2 X X
to ensure safe school travel.
Pave paths with high pedestrian use to make them easier to use in the
B.6.3 : X X
winter months.
Provide pedestrian lighting on paths that connect to schools to
B.6.4 | encourage walking to and from school when there is lower visibility due X X
to darkness, fog, and shorter days.
Provide snow clearing on sidewalks, multiuse paths, bike lanes, and cut
B.6.5 | throughs to ensure they are accessible year-round. Active School Travel X X
Zones should be prioritised for snow clearing.
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B.6.6

Encourage collaboration between municipalities and school boards to
coordinate snow removal on shared paths for continuity of snow
clearance.

B.7

Vehicle Speed & Traffic Calming

B.7.1

Reduce speed limits on residential streets to 40-km/h and 30-km/hr if
they are within Active School Travel Zones. These lower limits should
be applicable 24 hours per day and 12 months a year.

B.7.2

Implement traffic calming measures (e.g., narrowing streets, curb
extensions, driver feedback signs) and enforcement measures (e.g.
automated speed enforcement cameras, police speed monitoring and
ticketing) together with ongoing speed monitoring to support
adherence to the speed limit.

B.7.3

Utilise revenues from automated speed enforcement cameras and red-
light cameras to fund road safety infrastructure and road safety
education programs.

B.7.4

Restrict cars from entering streets immediately beside a school during
the normal morning drop-off and afternoon pick-up times. Exceptions
should be made for emergency responders, school busses, and
caregivers of children with special needs or mobility limitations.

B.7.5

Develop a traffic calming strategy that prioritises neighbourhoods with
greater safety risks to ensure there is a clear and consistent needs-
based approach to how infrastructure improvements are implemented
across a municipality. Assessment using surveys, interviews, and traffic
measurement should be part of this approach.

B.8

School Crossings & Guards

B.8.1

Develop a School Crossing Safety strategy through collaboration
between municipalities and School Boards to ensure safety
improvements and Crossing Guards are provided where needed and
are prioritised towards the locations of greatest need. Review ‘School
Crossing Strategy’ every 5 years to account for changing infrastructure
and needs.
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Level of Policy

Primary Authority
Provincial Municipal School Board
Provincial The Highwa - _ .
Ref # | Recommendation Province | Municipality SBC:;((;I Policy Planning T%afﬁcy I\E/!ngoif O;‘;cr:al Secslr;:ary Bylaw Egis g(:izz[:t?:sgﬁ:y Sé:]”c:sll
Statement Act Act
SECTION C. SCHOOL SITES
C.1 School Site Design
Design or modify school sites to prioritise pedestrians, cyclists, and
C.1.1 | school bus services and to minimize conflict between pedestrians and X X X
vehicles.
Provide sufficient, accessible, and secure bike storage at all school sites X
C.1.2 |in a safe, visible location using the Association of Pedestrian & Bicycle X X X X
Professionals Bike Parking Guidelines.
Provide safe and secure storage within school site for rollerblades,
C.13 X X X X X
scooters, and skateboards.
C.2 Kiss & Ride Facilities
Consider removing Kiss & Ride facilities, when and where appropriate,
to discourage driving children to and from school.
If this is not possible, a Kiss & Ride facility should operate as follows:
e Do not open until school ends to prohibit cars from arriving
C21 early and disrupting traffic flow during pick up and drop off; X X X
e Are not located close to the school bus loading zones, so that
they do not impede school bus operations; and
e Are designed and located to minimize conflict between
drivers, and children walking and cycling.
C2o Avoid installation of new of Kiss & Ride’ facilities to discourage driving X x
children to and from school.
C.3 School Traffic Management
Restrict vehicle access to parking lots and driveway facilities where
vehicle traffic and congestion create unsafe conditions on a school site,
C.3.1 | allowing access only to: Staff, visitors (e.g., volunteer), delivery drivers; X X
school buses; and Caregivers of children with special needs or mobility
limitations.
Develop a ‘Traffic Management Plan’ for each school, working in
C.3.2 | collaboration with the municipality to create a safer arrival and dismissal X X X

experience for students and families accessing the school site.
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Level of Policy

Primary Authority
Provincial Municipal School Board
Provincial The Highway . . .
Ref # | Recommendation Province | Municipality ~Ss Policy Planning | Traffic M|n|strY of | Official |~ Secondary Bylaw Boa'lrd Transpc')rtahc.)n SChf)Ol
Board Education Plan Plan Policy | Consortia Policy | Policy
Statement Act Act
D. STUDENT TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
D.1 Redefining Student Transportation Services
Define the term “Student Transportation” to be inclusive of all students,
D.1.1 . . X X X X
whether or not they qualify for school bus service.
Move away from using the term ‘bus eligibility’ and establish new
D.1.2 | definitions for ‘walk zone’, ‘school bus zone’, and ‘out of catchment X X
zone’ with all students falling into one of these three categories.
D.2 School Bus Stop Location
Establish provincial standards for location of school bus stops, to
D.2.1 | include maximum distance from home and measures to provide safety X X
and comfort for children using stops.
Design bus stops to be community stops (e.g., common location where
many children get on the bus) wherever possible to encourage walking
D.2.2 L . . o X X
within a maximum distance. Home stops should only be utilised in areas
of high-speed multi-lane roadways where safety is an issue.
D.3 Walking Distance Criteria
Establish provincial standards for the ‘walking distance’ beyond which a
D.3.1 : . X X
student qualifies for school bus transportation.
Regularly review the criteria used to determine if bussing services are
offered to students who do not live within the ‘school bus zone’, such
D.3.2 } . . . ) : X X
as children with special needs, children attending special programs,
hazards on walking routes, and courtesy bussing.
D4 Vehicles
Investigate the implementation of electric / hybrid school buses and
D.4.1 | vehicles to decrease carbon emissions created from school travel and X X
to decrease pollution children are exposed to while traveling to school.
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E. Scho

ol Travel Planning

E.1

Funding & Partnerships

E1.1

Support every school to develop and implement a School Travel Plan
identifying actions to increase children’s active travel to and from
school. A bi-annual review of the plan by School Council, administration,
and a student group (e.g., junior / intermediate class, eco-club, healthy
schools) should be completed.

E.1.2

Foster interdisciplinary collaboration and funding (e.g., school board,
school transportation consortia, municipality, public health, law
enforcement, post-secondary education, non-profit organizations) to
support school travel planning programming.

E.1.3

Encourage partnerships/collaborations between municipalities and
School Boards in a community (e.g., Active School Travel Charter) to
ensure they work together on common goals to support active school
travel and school travel planning.

E.1.4

Encourage the Ministry of Education to work with the Ministry of
Transportation and Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing to develop
curriculum to educate students on road safety.

E.2

Education & Encouragement

E2.1

Develop and / or implement pedestrian and cycling skills training so that
all students gain a basic competency in these important life skills.

E2.2

Require all schools to participate in the Eco-Schools Program so that
students gain an understanding of environmental stewardship and the
benefits of active school travel.

E.2.3

Develop school board-wide encouragement and education campaigns
to promote active school travel.

E2.4

Build capacity in each school to allow for a dedicated staff to lead
promotion and education around active school travel.

E.2.5

Prioritise cycling programs and initiatives, including education for other
road users about cycling policies and infrastructure.

Vil
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Level of Policy

Primary Authority
Provincial Municipal School Board
Ref # Recommendation Province Municipality — Prsgllglal Pl;hne;ng H'II'%:;:‘Viiy Ministry_/ of | Official Secondary Bylaw Boa_rd Transpgrtatic?n SCh.OO|
Board Statement Act Act Education Plan Plan Policy | Consortia Palicy | Policy

Foster collaboration between municipalities and public health units (and

provincial ministries) to develop a holistic strategy to educate drivers

and other road users about road safety. Key elements of these

strategies should: X X

« Provide funding for road safety education that includes
experiential learning.

E2.6 .

Utilise community events to educate young people, school
age children and their parents about road safety.

Instill social responsibility to minimize risk of harm to others
by risk-takers' behaviours.

Consider implementing student leadership programs (e.g.,
CAA ‘School Safety Patrol’ program, Trailblazer Program) that
provide an opportunity for older students to model positive
road safety behaviours.

Leverage partners to share consistent educational messaging
broadly throughout the community
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