
February 13, 2015 

Mr. J. Philip ParappaUy 
Y ark Region District School Board 
Box 40, 60 Wellington St. VV. 
Aurora, On L4G 3H2 

RE: 	 PROPOSED NORTHBOUND LEFT TURN 
RESTRICTION AT NINTH T.INE & BERCZY GATE (5~ 

Dear Mr. Parappally: 

This will confirm that at a meeting held on February 10, 2015, Council of the City of Markham 
adopted the following resolution: 

"1) That the report entitled HProposed Northbound Left Tum Restriction at 1-.Jinth 
T : ___ .C!.r D~-r..-..-.r r:!.n+""' "l..o ...o.-.o~-.r<=>rl• anrl
Llllt:i......,. Ut:il'-'L..J UUI-'-'' UV .1."-'V'-'.LY._,u., ....,.._n..., 

2) That the petition submitted by Mr. Gord Walter, President of the Sherwood 
Atuber Glen Ratepayers i~..ssociation for a northbound left turn restriction on 
weekdays between 7 AM and 9 AM at the intersection ofNinth Line and Berczy 
Gate be received; Bnd, 

3) 	 That the Region of York be requested to implement a northbound left turn 
restriction at the intersection ofNinth Line and Berczy Gate, weekdays, between 
7 AM and 9 AM; and, 

4) 	 That York Region be requested to review the intersection of}~inth Line and 
Church Street for consideration to provide a northbound advance left turn signal 
co1nbined with an advance straight through movement; and, 

5) That !:Vfarl<..ha_m staff request York Region Transit to review their transit route in 
an effort to capture more st'Jdents travelling from the southeast part of Markham 
that attend Markham District High School by increasing their routes and/or 
provide for additional buses; and, 
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6) 	 That Markham staff be directed to eontact theYork Region Dist.;ct School Board 
a..11d investigate the possibility ofproviding a school bus for studtmts coming from 
the southeast part of Markham attending Markham District High School; and, 

7) 	 That the deputation from Gord Walter, Sherwood Amber Glen Ratepayers 
Association be received; and, 

8) 	 That Markham statfbe requested to report back to General Committee regarding 
their recommendation; and further, 

9) 	 That Staff be authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to 
this resolution." 

If you have a.ny questions, please contact Ravali Kosaraju, Acting Supervisor, TraffiC 
{)nP.ra+1nnc nt Oil-' A'7'7 '7ilf\fl .n.u+ ')t:::()O.....,J:"""'"·'"""J.'-'J.J.I.;J' 1..1-1. .JV.J-o/ I-f VVV '-'AL. ~VVO. 

Yours sincerely, 
/ 

.cSi'ry--------- 'b
/~ 

Kimberley Kitteringham 
City Clerk 

Copy to: 	 Denis Kelly, Regional Clerk 
Rick Takagi, Director, YRT 
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D 	 ,.. ....:11\.T ....+t..t.. · ...:IT .O.'T'-· n ...__• ,• o"'I.T" th1 ..-• ,...SUBJECT:· ._..._ ropvseu j_ 'jO.~:-L.LLUOUnu _Lell lll_l11_KeSLncnon ai 1'\llll LU~e & 

Berc_zy G4tty I 
PF..EPARED.BY: 	 Ravali J<_o~araju, ~upervisot (A._cting)~- Traffic Op.erati()ns, ext 2608 

David Porretta·, Manager (Acting)~ B~_lsiness JV Technical Set-vices, J 

ext 2040 I 

RECOMMENDATION:· 

I) 	That the report entitled "Proposed Northbound Left Tum Restriction at Ninth Line & 
Berczy Gate", be received; I

!
2) 	 And thaLthe petition submitted by Mr. Gord Waiter, President of the Sherwood 

Amber Gien Ratepayers Association. for a northbound left tum restriction on t 

vreekdays between· 7 A~v1 and 9 Mvf at the. intersection of Ninth Line and B"erczy 
Gate be received~ l 

I
3) 	 "'A:u'1d that the Region of York consider in1ple11:1enti:ng a northboun~ left tum restriction I 

at the intersection of Ninth Line and Berczy Gate, weekdays, between 7 AJ\1 a11d 9 
A_M; 

i 
4) 	 And that the Region of York be requested to report back. to General Corrm1ittee 

regarding their recommendation; I 
5) 	 And that Staff be authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to l 

this resolution. 

f 
In response to a resident petition submitted by Mr. Gord Walter, President of the 
Sherwood ~A~111ber Glen Ratepayers A ..Ssociation, this report recorruuends __ that the Region 
consider a northboun.d_ left-tum restriction at :Ninth Line and Berczy Gate, weekdays, 
between 7 AM and 9 AM. The intent of the rest..riction '::vould be to reduce cut-tl1roug..lt 
tr.affic within t.he Shenvood ..A~111ber Glen co:nJ...'11unity. 

BACKGROUND: 
Sherwood Amber Glen community concerned about cut"through traffic. 
In September 2013, Mr. Gord Walter, President of the Sherwood Amber Glen Ratepayers 
Association, contacted the Operations Department expressing concerns regarding traffic 
infiitrating through the Sherwood Amber Glen community via Berczy Gate and Senator 
Reesor's Drive during the morning rush hour period. Mr. Walter claimed that this i 
activity is compro1nising traffic safety in the community and that a restriction at Ninth I, 

Line and. Berczy Gate be implemented. The Sherwood Amber Glen community is i
located i..11 \"lard 4, near High·way 7 and ~Ninth Line. Berczy Gate has an average daily I 
traffic (ADT) volun1e of 990 vehicles and provides direct access to Ninth Line. (see IAttachment "A"). 

I 
I 
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Traffic surT"ey confirms that cut-through traffic i_s occurring. 
In October 2013, Op_erations staff condUcted a vehicular infiltration survey during the 
weekday morning rush hour period (7 - 9 AM). The study results had identified 
approximately 52 of 69 vehicles (75%) entering Berczy Gate from Ninth Line was 
destined to Highway 7, confirming that traffic infiltration Is occurring. However, given 
that the total t;affic volume on Berczy Gate is well within acceptable design parameters 
of a local residential street, a turn restriction was not recommended. 

Signal timing adjustments at Ninth Line and Highway 7 helped. reduce delays. 
Through consultation with ~fork Region staff, it was detennined that _a likely contributor 
to the cut-through traffic is northbound left-tum vehicies queuing on Ninth Line at 
tilgnway___ f .-- In- .response,-York- Region--increased-- L~e-- arri()ih"lt- -of--time allocated-~tO --thg-­
advance left turn at Ninth Line and Highway 7 to reduce left-fu.L-n, _queues, thereby 
discouraging traffic from using BercZy Gate to- avoid delays. -SubseqUent observations 
confirrn~U that queuing persisted, but was reduced as a result of the timing adjustments. 

Community Concerns regarding cut-throUgh traffic :Persist. 
On September 15, 2014, Mr. Walter attended General Committee. on. behalf of the 
Sh"rwood. A_mber Glen Ratepayers Association to inform Committee of continued 
concerns with cut-through traffic. Referencing results from the 2013• survey, he 
requested that t;he City and Region proceed with implementi'lg a northbound left-tum 
restriction at Ninth Lin~ &. Berczy Gate on weekdays bct'ft!een 7- P..~y1 and 9 ...A..~.1.; Gerieral 
Committee subsequentiy referred the matter to City and Region staff to iiwestigate and 
report back. 

OPTIONS/DIS€USSION: 
A resident petition identified 97o/u of respondents supportive of a restriction. 
In late Sept~rnber 2014, Operations staff contacted ~Y1r. \Valter; advising that a petition 
would be needed to further consider a tum restriction that is not technically supported, 
The pu..pose of a soliciting_ a petition is to provide eorrununity awareness of the concern, 
and to ensure that two-thirds ( 66%) of the affected households solicited would be 
supportive of such a measure, acknowledging the possible adverse impacts· to ·local 
residents, including altering their own travel patterns (a restriction would apply to local 
residents) and a possible increase in traffic volume on DelmarkBouievard, 

In December 2014, Mr..Waiter. submitted a petition that he solil;ited to 204 households in 
the community that would be directly affected by a possibie turn restriction at Ninth Line 
and Berczy Gate (see Attaclunent ''B"). Of the 179 households that responded, 174 
(97%) househoids were suppOrtive of having a northbound left-tu'n1 restriction at ~.Jinth 
T ~ .......... 9 .. 0"""'"'"'"'' r!"t""' f'rn,., '1 A lo.;f 0 A l\.lf MnnfhV Friil::tv

LllJ.V ""'L;I"-'L"-'LJ '-'""""""' .L.LV.<U- I U\-.a.- _, .L ........ ~, .... ~~----J -- ----J­.L 

York Region Transportation staii do not support turn restrictions on Regional 
roads. 
The intersection ofNinth Line and Berczy Gate is under Regional jurisdiction. York 
Region Transportation's objective is to maximize the efficiencyofthe Regional 
transportation netWork to discomage motorists from di~erting through local street~. 
Ho·wever, as cornmunities continue to grow, the municipal road network plays a key roie 
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in distributing traffic. Both Regional and municipal roads are not mutuallv exClusive: 
they comprise an integrated network that needs t~ accom_modate trips for ~!1 pu..rposes'. 

For over a decade, City and/orRegional staffhave responded to requests for tum 
restrictions at over 50 locations in Markham to address traffic infiltration (see Attachment 
"C"). In several instances, these restrictions were approved and implemented. Both 
Regional and Muoicipal staff are in agreement that this continued practice is not in the 
City or Region's greater interest. Turn restrictions typically satisfy only a locitlized area, 
as the restrictions inevitably push the problem to other roads or neighbourhoods, 
intrnrlnf'inrr ,::orrgf1ro rlriu1n rr "h,,,:ho-.~.-..,,:r "'ll.rl ..,.,..........,..:........""..--.~ ....~ ...... .-.. +t.~ +-,... ...... ~- ~-'-,...+~ -- - -+~-----1 -
.................................u...o ...,..._.._...,~..._...., •..u.J. Y..1..1.15 u .....J.J.U. v J.VL.U. UJ. u. \.IU~J..LJ:JJ.UJ..llli::ll.Ll!::, U!Ci Uilll;:)}'UllClllUll lltilWUl.K.. 


Implementing a nlrn restriction requires· approval from Regional Council. 
Fl'lr tllf" RPlTlnn tn ,..,....,,(.1;..-tA-r a hH·n .....,. ...+..-...-.+; ............ .-.+ ... n ..... .......; ............ l ~-+--.... --~-- ... ru-·w--.,,..,.-,·',

'!"- ~.... ...._.._._ ... '"'O-"-~..__.. _ ...._.. ~'-"-'--"-'·'-'·'·J.'I"'.I. u. u.u._.._.._ .._...,.;,LJ.J.'-'UVU UL Cl .L'-V,51U!.LCU .l.LlLCili:)V\.IllUll, i1 ..._., '-' 

resolution from the ·local municipalitv would need to be received. reauesting: such. - - ~ ~ - '-" 

Through the aforementioned traffic studies conducted, there is_ no tech..trica! _merit in 
warranting a tum restriction at Ninth Line and Berczy Gate. However, the local 
conuounity is concerned that traffic infiltrating through their community is resulting in 
aggressive driving behaviour, compromising their safety and diminishing their. quality of ir 

iife. These concerns have been validated through a petition that indicates 97% of \ 
respondents supporting a tum restriction. Therefore, it is recommended that the Region I 
consider impiementation of a restriction at Ninth Line and Berczy Gate and report back to 
General Cornmittee \Vith theit recofl1_.__._tnendatiort. 

f 
rFli~AJ.'iCIAL CONSIDERATIONS ANTJ TEl\tiPLATE: 
INot Applicable. I 

HUMAN RESOURCES CONSIDERATIONS: I 
Not Applicable. ! 

I 
ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIC PRIORITIES: 
This report aligns with the community safety component of Markham's transportation 
strategic priority. . / I 

'rBUSINESS UNITS CONSULTED AND AFFECTED: 
iYork Region Transportation has been consulted regarding the cut-through traffic I

concerns in the Sherwood At-nber Glen con1n1u1lity. 

Plf.COMMENDED BY: 

/\7 

c:::>j<~~\M~ 
Bob Nicholson, 

Acting Director, Operations 


f 

I 
i 
l 

B!elllia Libred. 17 i 
Co~issioner,,Community &Fire Servi~es 

i 
I 
r 
I 
I 
I 
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ATTA<;H1\1ENTS: 

Attaclunent "A"- Location ~v1ap, :Ninth Line & Berczy .Gate 

Attach_ment "B" - Resident Petition 
..A.ttach..T..ent "C"- City of~/!arlrlla.tn Turolng It~strictions on Regional Roads 

http:of~/!arlrlla.tn


---~----~--- "?·-,_--~---.-.-..---------.. -. -~~·-·--·-· --..,.-..,.--.-~~..,-,_, 

-<:..::_,1-,'__._:_,-~--'-· 

p 

' 

C Existing Traffic Signals 

Existing All··way Stop 
Control 

Cut-throughTraiffic 
Route · 

Petition· Survey Area· 

· Ninth Line 8, Berczy <Gat•~ 


!'rop~ed NB Left T!!!!! 

~lestricllim 


{7AN!_:: 9AI~MOIN-FRI) 


~~~KHAI"] 

Traffic Operations 


FE~brucary 2015 


ATTACHMENT A 

-,--,-.--.-:-. 



-- -----------~---• ••---~-,-~---~~T_,...,.,.-- ------~--------,-~,---~--~--::--~____,.....~. -~-··--..~, -.- ---.,---

---

---
--- ---

---
------ --

--

--~ --~~--·--- ____, - - -­

._, 
:_l. 
I" ,,~,-,·•• 

Senat()r R:e~es()r's DrivE~ Traf1k lnfiltratic»n Petitic>n sunnna1:y 
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Ur~~=-L~~tactec! 
less unsureFor 

5049 
S.OI}~35 87.5% 240Henri~orson £.!:... -2--l-_]...__~,...- 37 

. 5 . 2 . . 36John Dexte1· Pl. 83.7% 043 36 0.0% 
SF:D East 75.9% 029 22 0.0% --7·-----­
SF:D South 39 32 82.1% 2 S.19-6 

--

---t 34 .-~--1---4 j 1 ---j 94.12%,------
SlUm mary 204. 1'74 85.3% s 2.5% =21 .·. 4 =·.. 179 ·..· 97.21% ' ·-----­
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I Mn I · ~trppt \ For Against , I ·Unable Notes 

64 Senator Reesor's Drive I I f'J 
I to Contact 

F left flyer 

~ 66ISenator Reesor's Drive . . I ' v Vacant1·1 

\G8Isenator Reesor's Drive · y 

'169!Senator Reesor s Dnve I · Y 

\70 Senator Reesor's Drive y 

71 Senator Reesor's Drive ~ ~ ieft fiyer 

J 72jSenator Reesor's Dri'\;e 

I " ' 
I I I ! I\73 Senator Reesor's Drive i r \eft fiVerr 

r75 fSenato! ·Reesor's D'riVe yI " l
I I I I
7b senator Reesor's Drive J' 

77 .
y I 
 .Senator Reesor's Drive. I 

~~ .·.y I' 10 
Senator Reesor's Drive. I
' y I 
 ...79 
Senator Reesor's Drive, . 

~ ·, ..I 80 Isenator Reesor's Drive I i I 
 F I left flye.r__j 
...Senator Reesor's Drive . .·81 
 I y I I 


82 y .Senator Reesor's Drive .,__I I I 

; .. I ! I
I 83ISenator Reesor s IJnve y 

I 84ISenator Reesor's Drive y 
1 

85 1senaior Reesor'_s_ Drhie. I • y I I I II 

86 Sen'ator Keesor~s Drive . y 
1 

.~ .· .. 

87 Senator Reesor's Drive y i 
88 Sendtur Reesor's Drlve y 

I 

89 Senator Heesor's Drive-· y 
1 

an 
JV Senator Reesor's Drive . y I 
91 SenatUI Reeso'r's Drive y I . 

92 Senator Reeisor's-orive . · y .. . 

94 Senator Reesor's brive · ·- · !\' F I left flyer J 
96 Senator Reesor's Drive y I . 

98 Senator Reesor's Drive· I I I f I F left flyer 

' - ~Total 22 u I v1291 

I I I I 


jcontacted 22 

I 

Percent of Households 7t: QhOL.
I ..J•UU~U 0.00% 24,14% 

1Percent of contacted 100.00% VoUV/0I 
n nno/ 



.....;-- T 

jcontacted 35 

IPercent of Households 82.05% 10.26% 

1Percent of contacted 91.43% 

- ~-- !e-ft--flyer~ in msl!!::Gx---­

------1 
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\14\John Dexter Place y 

' ' I I Against _l I INo .)treet For Unable Notes 
. .·. to Contact 

2 John Oe_xter Place y I !via email I
4 John Dexter P_lace F . 

6 John Dexter Place 
·. y . 

8 John Dexter Place . y 

JoHn -Dexter P!3ce y · .. 

12 John '-DeXter Place y 

lis John Dexter Place y 

16 John -_Dexter Place· y . . . . 
'" "' John D~xtcr Place : . F .. 

18 Ju\1n DeXter Pb'ce .. . y ··. . , 
19 John Dexter Place y I :: 

[ [John Dexter Place U11Stii€ 

21 Jol1n Oe.xter Place . y ..• 
. 

22 Johil Deic.tei Place y 

23 john D_exter .Place y ... 
via email I 

24 John Dexter Place .Y 
I 25 !John Dexter Piace y . 

26 Johh Dexter Place v Vacani. · .. 

L7 john Dext~r Place y . 

28 john Dexter Place , y ..· 
29 John Dexter Place y 

I bohil Dexter Place y 

jl john Oextt:r Place I y .. I I I 
32 John Dexter Place y 

I 33 Uohn Dexte't Pia1..e y .. 

' " 

I 35 !John DeXter·PJace I y 
I 34 !John Dexter Place F loon t cau 

36 John-Dexter Place y via emaii 
37 John Dexter Pidt..e .. y via email 
38 John Dexter Pi ace ·. unsure-­ ... 
39 John Dexter Place y 

John Dexter Place y 

41 John Dexter Place y 

42 John Dexter Piat:e y 

43 John uexter Piace v .· 

44 John Dexter Place y 

45 John Dexter Place y 

46 John Dexter Place y 

48 John uexter Place y 

John uexter Piace y 

52 John Dexter Place F 
54 John Dexter Place y via emaii 

I 4o I Total I 36 I 0 
' 

5 2 
' 

jcontacted 38 

I 
!Percent of Households 83.72% 0.00% 11.63% 

1Percent of contacted I 94.74% I 0.00% I I 

F left flyer in mailbox I 



I 
I 

_...l:''' c I 
I 
I 

Street For Against Unable Notesj No I I 

2 Henry Corson Place y 

u IH c PI yenry orson ace 

/5 HEmry Corson Place y I I 
i ? IHenry Corson Pi~ce I y I I 

~ Henry Corson Place. y 
-'-

11 Henry Corson P!ace unsure .. 
14 Henrr CorsOn Place y 

15 Henry Corson Place y. . 

116 !Henry Corson Place . y 

117 Henry COrson Place y ·. 

\ 18-rHenryCDrsorl Pf<lce - r y i I r 
/ 1~ /Henry Corson Place y I . ' I 
! /0 IHenry Corson pface 

I
I 1 !Henry Corson Place y I 

I 
' ' I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

! 

"• I II I I
1 'Jl 1-!cnr\1 r .... r<" ....... o• ... -~ I y
- ',~,,. 1 .._,...,_,,_,,,I IQ<,.<;;: 

yI 22 Henry Corson Place 

FI 231 Henry Corson Place ·. 
·...·.y 

) 25 IHenr{ Corson Pii.=tce_ y 
F241Henry Corson Place 

I 

I 

I I 
yL6 Henry .Corson Place 
v27 Henry Corson Place ' 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

?R HPnru"t-nr~-,..,n ·or.:.,;..:.,. y I I II -- , .. - ... ,~..., .......... I"""'"' 
 iI 29 IHenry Corson Place 
I 

y t 
I 

I 
I ' 

-i · 33-jHerHy Corson Plat~ y .I I I 
I yI 34jHenry Corson Place I i I I I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Total 35 2 2 1 I 
I 

I 

j. 32 jHen~_Y C~_~'~un P~ace y I I I 

1-35 -I Henry Corson P!ace y 

36 Heriry Corson -Place yI 
37 Henry Corson Place I y 

Henry Cors-on Place y38 I 
:tO u.-..-.~. r----- n• 

_.... .J l''o::·'''_Y'-VI~UltrtdLe FI y 
I I 

11 40 jHen, y Cu(sun Piace I 
yI 41IHenryCQrson Place I II 42 [Henry Corson Place I y I I 
y .43 Henry Corson Place I 
yHenry_Corson Place44 I 
y45 Henry Corson Place I 

47 Henf'j Corson P!acc II i N I I 

i 

I 
I 
l 

L Contacted 38 l I ! 
I 

Percent ot HouSeholds 87.50% 5.00% I· 5.00% 
I 
IPercent of contacted 0..,.1'10/ s.2o% 1 I I' I ............... A! I 

. 

F left flyer in mailbox 
i 




