
Committee Meetings Agenda

Amended at meeting time

October 6, 2020

Call to Order 5pm

1) Presentation of the Mayor’s Good Neighbour Award to Katherine Dewar

2) Planning Board
a) Recommendation - Zoning Amendment - 565 Water St (Hippenstall’s Corner)
b) Recommendation - Major Variance - 285 All Weather Highway

3) Police, Fire and Emergency Services Committee
a) Willow and Elm Street intersection
b) Speed humps in front of Elm Street School
c) Norman and Highland Street intersection
d) Central Street and Maple Avenue intersection
e) Halloween
f) Christmas Parade

4) Committee of the Whole
a) Municipal Government Act Section 119 (a)
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Summerside, PE C1N 1H9  CANADA Small city. Big opportunity. 

 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
SUMMERSIDE, PE - September 28, 2020 
 
On Tuesday, October 6, Katherine Dewar will be presented The Frances O. Perry Good 
Neighbour of the Year award at the start of the monthly council committee meetings at 5 pm. 
Due to Covid regulations, anyone wishing to attend must register by calling 902-432-1246 or by 
emailing lisa.langdale@city.summerside.pe.ca as numbers will be limited. The event will also be 

livestreamed on the City’s YouTube channel:  https://bit.ly/3bDfSlH  
 
The Good Neighbour of the Year - Frances O. Perry Memorial Award is awarded to individuals, 
organizations, businesses or communities based outside of the City of Summerside who have 
been  “Good Neighbors” to our community and who have contributed significantly to the overall 
good of the City of Summerside. This award is usually presented on the City’s birthday on April 
1, however, due to the pandemic City Hall was closed at that time. Please join Mayor Stewart, 
Summerside City Council, and the nominating committee in congratulating Katherine Dewar on 
this award. The City received multiple letters of support for Ms. Dewar’s nomination (all of 
which helped in composing this press release) and Frances O. Perry’s granddaughter Kitty Wiley 
wrote to say, “It is wonderful news about Katherine. She has accomplished a lot in her life (and) 
is a very worthy recipient.” 
 
Mayor Stewart praised the nominating committee for their selection of Katherine Dewar, "The 
committee has made an excellent choice with Katherine Dewar. She has made many valuable 
contributions to the City of Summerside, especially with regard to preserving and highlighting 
the City’s rich history.” 
 
Katherine was born and raised in Summerside and during her younger years was prominent in 
the fields of nursing and nursing education in the city. Katherine co-authored the book This 
Caring Place: A History of the Prince County Hospital and School of Nursing with Wayne Wright. 
This book garnered the first of several PEI Museum and Heritage Foundation awards that 
Katherine has received. 
 
The committee read that Katherine has devoted a significant part of her life to helping others 
and instilling in others a sense of caring for people. The committee also read about her great 
contributions to researching, communicating and preserving the history and culture of 
Summerside, and all of PEI. 
 
Katherine has a great appreciation for how history and heritage strengthen the cultural fabric of 
a community. She is skilled in communicating this through the books and magazine articles that 
she has written and published, presentations given to various groups, and collaboration with a 
number of Summerside’s major resources such as the Eptek Art & Cultural Centre, MacNaught 
History Centre & Archives and the Lefurgey Cultural Centre. She has also made a tremendous 
contribution to the culture and heritage of Summerside by donating photographs, books, time 
and support. 

- 30 - 
 

http://www.summerside.ca/
mailto:lisa.langdale@city.summerside.pe.ca
https://bit.ly/3bDfSlH


Planning Board Agenda

October 6, 2020

1) Call to Order

2) Approval of the Agenda

3) Recommendation - Zoning Amendment - 565 Water St (Hippenstall’s Corner)

4) Recommendation - Major Variance - 285 All Weather Highway

5) Adjournment



Recommendation - 565 Water Street (Zoning Amendment) October 6, 2020 Page 1

Recommendation
October 6, 2020

Department/Committee: Planning Board

Subject: 565 Water Street (Zoning Amendment)

SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:

Purpose: The purpose of the zoning amendment is to allow an apartment building development. The applicant
is proposing apartment buildings with underground parking.

Apartment Buildingmeans a building containing more than two dwelling units except a Row House and Town House as
defined in this Bylaw.

Background: An application was initiated by the City of Summerside (Mike Thususka) for a portion of
PID #68742 to amend the City Zoning Bylaw from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density
Residential (R4) zone. A public meeting was held on September 23, 2020 and Council gave first reading on the
same date.

Report: Under section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw when Planning Board reviews a zoning bylaw amendment, it has
to consider the following general criteria, as applicable. Under Section 8.4 of the Parks and Green Space Plan,
the criteria of b,c,e,g and h must be considered:

a. Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw.
Staff Comment: If Council approves the zoning map amendment, from R3 to R4, the zoning will be R4

unless it is rezoned back to R3. The applicant will be permitted to construct an apartment
building(s) subject to the R4 development standards as noted below. The maximum
building height allowed in the R4 zone is 14m (45.9’), typically a 4 storey building. A
proposed building height, exceeding 14m (45.9’) would require a building height variance
which would be a separate process, requiring written notification to neighbours and Council
approval.

R4 zone
Lot
area

Lot
Depth

Floor Area
Ratio –
FAR %

Lot
Coverage -
LC

Frontage
Front
Yard

Side
Yards

Rear
Yard

Max
Height

Flankage
Yard

m 930 30 -- -- 30 6 4 5 14 5

ft
10,010
.5

98.4
-- --

98.4 19.7 13.1 16.4 45.9 16.4

Floor Area
Ratio

Maximum of 0.60 Main buildings, with a bonus of up to 0.25 for every enclosed parking space below the main
building or within an attached garage, as long as its roof is landscaped and is accessible to residents

Lot
Coverage

Maximum of 30% Main buildings, not counting any attached garage as long as its top surface is landscaped and is
accessible to building residents

Maximum
building
height

May be higher than 14m (46 ft) at Council’s discretion
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b. Conformity with the Official Plan.
Staff Comment: The rezoning conforms to the Official Plan Section 5.2.2 (Location of High Density Housing)

and Section 5.8.2 (Parklands).

5.2.2 Location of High Density Housing

Council intentionsabout locatinghighdensityhousingare important to residents concernedabout potential location of
row houses and apartment buildings into their predominantly low density neighbourhoods. To help allay these
concerns, Council lays out specific policies belowonwhere theymay allow future high density housing, some of
which elaborate on their foregoing policies for special planning and development areas.

LOCATION CRITERIA:
Council’s criteria for locating high density housing in the City of Summerside include:

 the desirability of infilling properties which are already partly developed for higher density housing;
 the desirability of locating high density housing close to jobs, community facilities and services, and of

promoting pedestrian access;
 opportunities for maximizing the number of opportunities for scenic views through higher density

and taller residential buildings (but with protection of adequate view planes);
 benefits of locating higher density housing in difficult-to-service areas so that they can help distribute

expensive development costs among more users;
 opportunities for innovative mixes of higher density housing with other residential development in

CDA’s;
 opportunities for recycling older (non-heritage) residential properties with higher density

development;
 opportunities for apartments in residential/commercial use buildings;
 avoidance of negative economic and physical impacts on surrounding land uses, whether existing or

proposed;

Objective To encourage high density housing in specific areas

Policies
The following are Council’s statements of policy

1. Promote high density housing on properties already partly developed for high density
housing.

2. Consider applications for high density housing in the following situations:

3. a mix of housing types in CDA ’s;
4. areas presently occupied by conforming mobile home parks (see Council Policy

5.3.2.5);
5. re-zonings in areas presently designated for medium density R3 zone residential use:
6. areas immediately north of the Downtown, (defined as: Notre Dame Street to the

North, Granville Street to the East, Heather Moyse Drive to the South and Duke Street
to the West) subject to no harmful impacts on local heritage housing;

d.) within residential/ commercial buildings

7. Downtown (D) zone (Urban Core Area – all districts).

8. City arterial or collector roads as referenced in Section 7.1 and Figure 7-1.

9. Consider applications for high density housing in other areas with careful
consideration of Council’s ‘location criteria’ listed above.
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7.11CityArterials
 WaterStreetEast
 SouthDrive/WaterStreet
 HeatherMoyseDrive

5.8.2Parklands

Therearemanyothersmallerparksnear theDowntownand in residential neighbourhoods, and there is also agreen
belt along the All Weather Highway in west St. Eleanors. Connections can also be made between the Waterfront
Trail andConfederationTrailandthenontoothertrailsthroughtheCity,with linkstosomeparksandschoolsites.Also,
the City is investigating the possibility of implementing flood greenways along watercourses and drainage areas,
for the dual purposes of containing high seasonal run offs and contributing to a linear park system. Components of
such a linear park system could also be provided through higher parts of conservation areas.

c. Suitability of the site for the proposed development.

Staff Comment: This 4.14 acre site is suitable for high density residential land use. Existing public street
network and municipal services are available for this development. A portion of the 4.14
acres is zoned Conservation, running parallel to the existing water course (stream).

d. Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and projected
uses.
Staff Comment: The subject property abuts a number of uses, the land use to the immediate east is R3

along with a C2 and C3 property, the north boundary abuts M1 (Light Industrial), the south
boundary abuts Parkland and the west boundary of the property abuts Conservation zoning
(stream) with R4 on the other side of the Conservation zoning. There is a non-conforming
salvage yard (Highland Enterprises Ltd) within the R4 zone. There are two other R4 zoned
developments within close proximity. The rezoning from R3 to R4 would be a zoning
transition in height and density, with Greenwood Drive acting as a buffer between the two
zones. The maximum building height in the R3 zone is 10.5m, (34.4’), typically a 3 storey
building. The maximum building height allowed in the R4 zone is 14m (45.9’), typically a 4
storey building. The density increases from two units in the R3 zone to multiple units in the
in the R4 zone.
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Future Land Use Plan (Schedule “B” - Official Plan) supports the proposed residential use.

e. Any comments from residents or other interested persons.
Staff Comment: A public meeting was held on September 23rd, 2020. The public meeting notice was

advertised in the September 4th, edition of the Guardian. Sixteen (16) letters were mailed
to twenty-four (24) property owners. Mike Thususka provided an explanation and slide
show of the development. Highland Enterprises Ltd. (578 Notre Dame St - Robert
Arsenault) sent written comments on a previous application in May 2020, on the subject
property. Mr. Arsenault would like his letter of May 20, 2020 to be considered again for
this application. Kim Gallant Chiheb (23 Greenwood Drive) submitted written comments
and spoke at the public meeting. Bonnie Rogerson and Tracy Brown representing BBEMA
- owners of Ice Pond property, spoke at the public meeting and Barry Ford (539 Sheen St)
spoke at the public meeting. Alison Hart provided written comments via an email to
Councillor Ramsay. The written comments and those concerns/comments made by those
that attending the public meeting are addressed in this report. The written
comments/emails are attached on pages 9, 10 and 11 of this report
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f. Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking and parklands for
accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements.
Staff Comment: The City water supply and sewer treatment systems are can handle the additional loading

created by the change in zoning. Rezoning this development from R3 to R4 increases the
loading on the lift station by less than 1% of the calculated future loading for the entire
drainage basin. The City does not see this as a significant load change therefore there is no
expectation of the Developer contributing to an upgrading of a new lift station. Notre Dame
Street has a 300mm distribution main on the north side of development that can handle the
water requirements for this change in zoning. The City’s sewer main infrastructure for this
development is a gravity main to the east of the property that can handle the change in
zoning. Connection of this development into this system is to be at a manhole or a manhole
will have to be installed as part of this development. A proposed building height, exceeding
14m (45.9’) would require a building height variance which would be a separate process,
requiring written notification to neighbours and Council approval. A proposed street closure
would require a separate process, as per street closure under MGA. Storm water would be
collected on the subject property and connected to the City storm drainage system. The site
will provide on site parking for the development as per the parking requirements in section
10 of the zoning bylaw. Electrical servicing can be provided. Parkland dedication is not
required as there is no subdivision of lands. There is ample parkland (6 acres) across the
street on the waterfront. Under Section 8.4 of the Parks & Green Spaces Plan, the policies
of the Plan must be considered when reviewing a development application under the City
Zoning Bylaw. The City’s Parks and Greenspace Plan Section 6.5.3 outlines the City’s intent
for Greenways, Trails and Boardwalks and Section 7.33 (New Greenways, Trails and
Boardwalks) identifies a proposed greenway (750 Ice Pond Greenway). The City will retain
an easement along the stream to connect the Ice Pond to Greens Shore.
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6.5.3 Greenways, Trails and Boardwalks

Summerside’s linear network of greenways, trails and boardwalks will be expanded to integrate together
as many other green areas, recreational facilities and tourist attractions as possible. Where trails cannot

be provided through built-up areas, connections will made via sidewalks. There are exciting potentials for
routing new greenways around conservation areas, together with trails and public viewing areas. In the

case of privately-owned conservation areas, agreements for such greenways will have to be reached

with the owners. It is noted that donations of land or access easements may be eligible for income tax
incentives under the Federal Ecological Gifts Program (EGP), if the land is ecologically significant and is

protected from development in the future. Where appropriate, drainage greenways will be built which
combine trails with storm water channels.

Council policies are to:

Expand Summerside’s linear network of greenways, trails, and boardwalks to integrate together as many
parks, recreational facilities and tourist attractions as possible.

Section 7.3.3 New Greenways, Trails and Boardwalks:

750 Ice Pond
Greenway

This proposed greenway would run through the Ice Pond Conservation
Area and its proposed extension (see 810), and would interconnect
Confederation Trail with Green’s Shore Park
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110 Acres of Conservation lands in the area (2 square kms)

g. Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally.
Staff Comment: The proposed change in zoning from R3 to R4 will have a minimal impact on the amount of

the traffic in the area. Two of the streets surrounding this property (South Dr., Water St.)
are rated as collector streets and are designed/intended to handle large volumes of traffic
from multiple local streets, one of which is Greenwood Drive. The expected change in
volume due to the change in zoning from R3 to R4 would create an additional 400 vpd
which increases the volume by .08 % of the total maximum volume of 5000 vpd for a local
street. Assuming a 25% increase in traffic over the next 8-10 years, Greenwood Drive
would still be at 50 % capacity. The proposed R4 Development would also reduce the
amount of street accesses to two locations rather than a possible 25 access points in an R3
(duplex type) development which reduces the number of conflict points along the street.
Accesses will be reviewed at time of development. There is an existing sidewalk along the
east side of Greenwood Drive with a crosswalk at the intersection of Greenwood Dr. and
Water St. which connects with the boardwalk along the waterfront. There is a future
pedestrian trail intended to connect the Ice Pond Conservation Area (190) and the
Bedeque Bay Boardwalk (340) via the Ice Pond Greenway (750), see map criteria f. As
previously noted in staff comments criteria f., the City will secure an easement with the
developer for the pedestrian trail that runs through the subject property.

h. Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources.
Staff Comment: A buffer area has been identified by the PEI Department of Environment, the buffer area

was determined as the result of a previous project (installation of the box culverts where the
stream runs under Notre Dame and Water St). No construction is permitted within the
buffer area. The potential developer has incorporated the existing environmental buffer into
their design providing a sidewalk/path along the buffer.
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i. Impacts on City finances and budgets.
Staff Comment: Not applicable

j. Other matters as specified in this Bylaw.
Staff Comment: In written comments received from Kim Chiheb, she mentions that the site, in the past, has

been utilized for parking for events at Greens Shore. The property was never intended for a
parking lot. A parking lot, would not be effective use for this waterfront property, furthermore,
a parking lot is not a permitted use under the current (R3) zoning. As per section 5.5 of the
Zoning Bylaw, the City may initiate an official plan or zoning amendment for any lands, but
all in accordance with this bylaw. Staff have consulted with Legal Services and confirmed
that the City is not in a conflict of interest.

k. Other matters as considered relevant.
Staff Comment: The subject property was owned by the Town of Summerside. In 1986 the Town conveyed

the property to Summerside Regional Development Corporation (SRDC) to be developed,
the property was zoned Institutional. In 1991, SRDC rezoned the property to Downtown
Commercial. In 1998, the zoning was changed to R3 as a result of a Zoning Bylaw review
process. In 2017, SRDC made application to rezone from R3 to R4, the application was
denied as there was no development/concept plan. Upon the dissolution of SRDC the
subject property was conveyed back to the City in 2018. The photo below (dated 1970)
shows the land as vacant infilled land.
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STAFF REVIEW: City Staff supports the application, from the City of Summerside, to rezone from R3 to R4.

As per Section 5.10 (b, iii) of the Zoning Bylaw, the Planning Board shall make a recommendation to Council on this
application before it is approved or denied.

The planning board recommendation whether carried or defeated will be brought forward for Council for a final
decision.

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION: The application initiated by the City of Summerside (Mike
Thususka) for a portion of PID #68742 to amend the City Zoning Bylaw from Medium Density Residential (R3)
zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone be recommended to be approved by Council:

Moved by: __________________________________ Seconded by: __________________________

Motion:

Carried For

Defeated Against

Letter from Highland Enterprises Ltd (Robert Arsenault)
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From: Kim chiheb
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 2020 3:30 PM
To: Mayor Basil Stewart <basil.stewart@city.summerside.pe.ca>; Councillor Carrie Adams
<carrie.adams@city.summerside.pe.ca>; Councillor Greg Campbell <greg.campbell@city.summerside.pe.ca>;
Councillor Justin Doiron <justin.doiron@city.summerside.pe.ca>; Councillor Norma McColeman
<norma.mccoleman@city.summerside.pe.ca>; Councillor Brian McFeely
<brian.mcfeely@city.summerside.pe.ca>; Councillor Barb Ramsay <barb.ramsay@city.summerside.pe.ca>;
Councillor Cory Snow <cory.snow@city.summerside.pe.ca>
Subject: FW: Green Space is Good for Mental Health

I hope you all will take some time to read a couple of email that I will send to you this is the first one .
I would also like for you as our city councillors, who I believe will vote on the same night as the meeting about
the lot of green space that is being rezoned .To take some time and evaluate the traffic that
Is on Greewood Drive mainly from 7am to 6pm ,7 days a week , that is very heavy coming from the industrial
businesses that are all only a block or 2 from this piece of land .As it will be you who has the say on what this
land should be used for ,I think it would be nice if you seen for yourselves exactly how much traffic is on that
small street .I look forward to hearing how many of you take the time to sit and watch mainly between 7am and
9am and 4pm and 6pm ,as this would be around the same time that 182 apartments would be coming and
going onto that same street.Thank you Kim Chiheb .

From: Alison Hart
Date: September 21, 2020 at 9:09:13 AM ADT
To: Councillor Barb Ramsay <barb.ramsay@city.summerside.pe.ca>
Subject: Rezoning of land at Hippenstall Corner, Green Shores

Dear Ms Ramsay,

Let me head this up by saying how very thankful I am to live in Summerside, for the unusual number of innovative
minds working together and those who put plans into action!

Having said that, I am writing to you as my councillor to express strong opposition to the proposed rezoning of the
parcel of land at Hippenstall Corner which I understand will be discussed at the next Council Meeting today.

Any future development of this significantly located piece of land should be given broader consideration by all
residents of this end of town, if not all residents of Summerside, as it will determine the long-term direction in which
we grow as a city. From my perspective, a decision to rezone will indicate the value that we place as a community
on the remaining open green spaces within the city. And particularly as part of the truly ‘green’ end of the city where
so many go for peace and connection to nature.

Rezoning to R4 would make a long-term difference impossible to reverse once approval given. My understanding is
that R4 rezoning could include a multi-storey apartment building, with all this entails.

This prime piece of land forms part of the treasure that is Greens Shore. It could, instead, be set aside as a treed,
landscaped area in order to "protect and enhance valuable natural resources, while providing controlled public
access” (2019 Official Plan).
Its proximity to the newly renovated “ice pond” would only add to that and be a showpiece for the quality of life which
Summerside - so far - represents. The values shown by council leadership for this end of Summerside include:
establishing the solar park, the new eco-park and most recently the ‘activity lane’ for pedestrians and cyclists
leading from Pope Road to C.U.P. which naturally leads down to Greens Shore. What has been established in the
process is a green corridor leading to the sea and the boardwalk.
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I have heard about this issue at short notice, and the following are just a few points from the Official Plan which
relate to the values Summerside holds, and are relevant to questioning the rezoning of this parcel of land at this
location.

The purposes of the Official Plan include:

Summerside Parks and Green Space Plan (January 2013) This Plan which lays out Council policies for:
• Reconfiguring and expanding the City’s park system over time to effectively and efficiently meet changing
community needs across urban and suburban areas.
• Guiding Council in the selection of suitably-sized and equipped parks at the right place and at the right time.

* Adding more designated conservation areas to protect and enhance valuable natural resources, while
providing controlled public access.
• Extending and intensifying Summerside’s network of greenways, trails and boardwalks, with
interconnections to recreational facilities, parks and conservation areas.
• Promoting City green partnerships with the public and private sectors.

GOALS include: Conserve and enhance the City’s traditional social character, heritage buildings and natural
environment, and ensure that new development is compatible with these values

Adding more designated conservation areas to protect and enhance valuable natural resources, while
providing controlled public access

At the Council meeting, as my representative, please add my voice to those in opposition to the rezoning, with a
proposal that this issue receive broader community input and thought.

Sincerely,

Alison Hart
North Market Street
Summerside
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Recommendation
October 6, 2020

Department/Committee: Planning Board

Subject: 285 All Weather Highway - Variance

SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:

Purpose: The purpose of the variance(s) is to allow for an increase to the building height of an accessory
building, allowing an accessory building with a proposed height of 5.26m (17.25’), where an accessory building
height of 4.5m (14.7’) is permitted. The roof pitch on the accessory is designed and will be constructed to
match the existing roof pitch (12/12 pitch) on the existing residence.

Proposed Accessory Bldg. Existing Single Family Dwelling

Background: The applicant has applied for a building permit for the proposed accessory building. The
Accessory Building exceeds the allowable height as per the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw.

Report: Under section 7.2 of the zoning bylaw, variance applications shall be considered by Council, Planning
Board or the Development Officer, as applicable, against the following tests for justifying a variance. All
applicable criteria must be met:

a. That the hardship is due to unique physical conditions of the lot or property, including small lot size,
irregular lot shape, existing building location on the property, or exceptional topographical
conditions, which make it impractical to develop in strict conformity with Bylaw standards.
Exceptional topographical conditions may include, but are not limited to: trees, slope of the land,
etc.

Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. The existing building slope is
established, the applicant wants to have the roof pitch of the proposed accessory building match
the roof pitch of the exiting residence.
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b. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the official plan.

Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. The variance meets the intent of
the official plan.

c. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the zone.
Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. The variance meets the intent of
the zone (R1).

d. That the proposed variance would not impact negatively on adjacent properties, or on the essential
character of the surrounding neighborhood, including taking into consideration any comments from
neighbors.

Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. Six (6) letters were delivered to 6
properties within 30m of the boundaries of the subject property. Comments from adjacent property
owners were due on or before September 21st, 2020. No verbal or written comments were received
from the notified property owners.

TECHNICAL SERVICES STAFF REVIEW: Technical Services staff support the application from Duke and Betsy
Cormier.

As per Section 7.3 of the Zoning Bylaw, the Planning Board shall make a recommendation to Council on this application
before it is approved or denied.

The planning board recommendation whether carried or defeated will be brought forward for Council for a final
decision.

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION: The variance from Duke and Betsy Cormier to allow an
accessory building height of 5.26m (16% variance) bears the recommendation of the Planning Board:

Moved by: __________________________________ Seconded by: __________________________

Motion:

Carried For

Defeated Against



Police, Fire & Emergency Planning

Committee Agenda

October 6, 2020

1) Call to Order

2) Approval of the Agenda

3) Willow and Elm Street intersection

4) Speed humps in front of Elm Street School

5) Norman and Highland Street intersection

6) Central Street and Maple Avenue intersection

7) Halloween

8) Christmas Parade

9) Adjournment



Elm Street @Willow Avenue Intersection Review Oct 2, 2020

An All-Way Stop control warrant analysis for the intersection of Elm Street at Willow Avenue was

conducted to consider the potential to modify the current traffic control from a Two-Way Stop to an All-

Way Stop. Speeding on Elm Street was another issue put forward, with speed bumps suggested as a

solution. These suggestions were considered, and this report summarizes findings based on an analysis

of the area in question, aided by traffic counts performed on both streets.

All-Way Stop Warrant Review

All-Way Stop Warrant conditions are given by the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) to ensure

an All-Way Stop would provide optimal safety and efficiency at the intersection in question, and the

applicable conditions are as follows:

a) Where the traffic volumes on the intersecting roads are approximately equal.

b) Where the vehicular volumes on the minor road average 200 per hour.

c) Where the vehicular volumes on the major road average 300 per hour.

d) Where the average delay to the minor road vehicular traffic entering the intersection

exceeds 30 seconds per vehicle during the peak hour.

Traffic counts were performed on Elm Street and Willow Avenue and they produced an AADT (Average

Annual Daily Traffic) of 654 on Elm Street, and an AADT of 617 on Willow Avenue. This suggests that

there is an approximately 50-50 split of traffic on both streets. This meets TAC’s first warrant condition,

although the low volume of traffic suggested by the traffic count should also be considered. The 50-50

directional split paired with a high traffic volume would suggest the need for an All-Way Stop as this

would cause long delays for one street.

The highest vehicle flow rate of the two counts on Willow Avenue gives 25 veh/hr which does not meet

TAC’s warrant condition of a 300 veh/hr vehicle flow rate. The vehicle flow rate on Elm Street was found

to be 26 veh/hr which does not meet the warrant condition of a 200 veh/hr vehicle flow rate. This

suggests that both roadways are not busy enough to warrant an All-Way Stop. Special consideration

should be given to the number of pedestrians crossing this intersection since it is a school zone. So, a

very conservative estimate of 300 pedestrians crossing the intersection per 8 hours was used. This was

based on more than a quarter of the number of students at the school crossing twice per day. This

resulted in an added vehicle and pedestrian flow rate of 62 per hour. This still falls short of the lowest

warrant condition suggested by TAC.

Delays on the minor road were not considered since the traffic count suggests this would not be an issue

due to the low volumes.

All warrant conditions were considered for this intersection, and the findings suggest that the volumes

of the road are approximately equal, but the volumes are low enough that an All-Way Stop is not

warranted. It should be noted that the study does not consider a potential added consideration to the

fact that most of the pedestrians at this intersection are children and may require a higher level of

safety. Since there are already two crossing guards at Poplar and Hawthorne, this represents a higher

level of safety for this area and the school should encourage students to use these crosswalks when

possible. These two roads are also connected to each other a block away, so a crossing guard could be

moved from the less busy crosswalk to Elm. The crosswalk signage at this intersection could be



improved, as there is only one sign at the two crosswalk approaches. Double sided crosswalk signs

should be placed on both sides of the road so that drivers coming from all approaches can easily notice

the crosswalk. Signs on both sides of the road would also address the poor sight distance from the West

approach on Willow. A crosswalk ahead sign should also be placed at this approach. The crosswalk lines

on Willow should also be considered for re-painting to stand out more, as they are mostly faded. Other

typical alternatives to consider in some crosswalks include flashing crosswalk signs or crossing flags, but

as stated above there are already 2 crossing guards in the vicinity, during peak crossing times.

Speeding on Elm Street

The posted speed of Elm Street is 40 km/h. The traffic count produced an average speed of 45 km/h,

with 11% of the drivers (150 of 1,300) travelling at 60 km/h or higher. The average speed was lower

during school hours at 42 km/h, with only 6% of drivers (25 of 375) travelling 60 km/h or more. Many

drivers were slightly over the posted speed, but this is the result found in a high percentage of traffic

studies performed in Summerside. Since there is a relatively low average speed and a low percentage of

drivers travelling 20 km/h or more, especially during school hours, speeding does not seem to be a

major issue on Elm Street. Speed bumps are proposed to be placed on Elm Street to slow down traffic

further. Speed bumps may be effective at slowing down traffic for a short area immediately before and

after the speed bumps, but do not greatly reduce the overall speed. This is shown by a traffic study

completed before and after placing a speed bump on Arcona Street, with the counters placed 60 meters

away from the speed bump. There was little deviation in the number of excessive speeders. The

percentage of excessive speeders even increased in one count downward from the added speed bump.

This shows that drivers will slow down to go over the speed bump, then return to the speed that would

have been recorded without the bump in place. Different types of speed humps were investigated in

other areas. A longer and higher hump was reviewed. It did in fact slow down vehicles slightly, directly

before the hump, but the excessive speeding continued right after the hump. There is a speed bump on

Willow just west of the school boundary and that street still shows 10 % of the vehicles going more than

20 over the posted speed limit.

Recommendations

- An All-Way Stop is not warranted at this intersection due to the low volumes measured by the

traffic count.

- The crosswalks on Willow and Elm should be improved to meet current standards. This would

include double sided signs on both sides of the road for both crosswalks, along with a crosswalk

ahead sign at the West approach of Willow to address the poor sight distance.

- The crosswalk on Willow should be considered for re-painting as it is mostly faded.

- Students should be encouraged to use the crosswalks with crossing guards at Poplar or

Hawthorne when possible. If Elm and Willow appear to have a higher number of crossings than

one of these two streets, moving a crossing guard to Elm / Willow should be considered.

- Excessive speeding on Elm Street does not appear to be problematic. Speed bumps should only

be considered for a short area of interest that would require a higher level of safety.

- Speeding can be addressed by coordinating with Police Services the times that the excessive

speeding is occurring.

- If reports of speeding persist, a temporary speed radar placed on Elm should be considered.

- An opportunity exists to work with the students at this school to educate on crosswalk rules.





Street: Elm -- Poplar to Hawthorn
City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report
MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: mid street

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 404911. The study was done 
in the South bound lane at Elm -- Poplar to Hawthorn in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study began 
on 09/16/2020 at 01:30 PM and concluded on 09/18/2020 at 01:30 PM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours. Traffic 
statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 1,307 vehicles 
passed through the location with a peak volume of 42 on 09/18/2020 at [08:30 AM-08:45 AM] and a 
minimum volume of 0 on 09/16/2020 at [11:15 PM-11:30 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 654.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 
were traveling in the 50 - 55 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 45 
KM/H with 87.73% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 2.27% percent of the total vehicles 
were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 50KM/H and the 85th 
percentile was 57.88 KM/H.

SPEED
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CHART 1
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 
Vehicles in the study was 627 which represents 49 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 
Vans & Pickups in the study was 561 which represents 44 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 44 which represents 3 percent of the total classified vehicles. 
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 48 which represents 4 percent of the total classified 
vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4

5.4 7.3 10.9 23.3 >

CHART 2

627 569 38 46 0
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During the peak traffic period, on 09/18/2020 at [08:30 AM-08:45 AM] the average headway between 
vehicles was 20.93 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/16/2020 at [11:15 PM-11:30 PM] the 
average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 15.00 and 36.00 degrees C.
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Street: Willow -- Northumberland--Bdewer

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: mid willow st

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 404910 . The study was done 

in the West Bound lane at Willow -- Northumberland--Bdewer in Summerside, PE in Prince county . The 

study began on 06/03/2020 at 02:00 PM and concluded on 06/05/2020 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 48 .00 

hours. Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 1,284 

vehicles passed through the location with a peak volume of 24 on 06/04/2020 at [08:45 AM-09:00 AM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 06/03/2020 at [10:15 PM-10:30 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 642.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin . At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 50 - 55 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 50 

KM/H with 97.89% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 1.56% percent of the total vehicles 

were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 50KM/H and the 85th 

percentile was 59.21 KM/H.
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CHART 1
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin .

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles . The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 1051 which represents 82 percent of the total classified vehicles . The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 216 which represents 17 percent of the total classified vehicles . The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 12 which represents 1 percent of the total classified vehicles . 

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 1 which represents 0 percent of the total classified vehicles .

< 6.1 12.5 23.1

6.0 12.4 23.0 >

CHART 2
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During the peak traffic period, on 06/04/2020 at [08:45 AM-09:00 AM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 36 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 06/03/2020 at [10:15 PM-10:30 PM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 13.00 and 47.00 degrees C.
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Norman Drive @ Highland Avenue Intersection Review Oct 2, 2020

An All-Way Stop control warrant analysis for the intersection of Norman Drive and Highland Avenue was

conducted to consider the potential to modify the current traffic control from a Two-Way Stop to an All-

Way Stop. The all way stop was suggested to address concerns of speeding on Norman Drive. Another

issue brought forward was concerning drivers running the stop signs at Highland. These suggestions

were considered, and this report summarizes findings based on an analysis of the area in question, aided

by traffic counts performed on both streets.

All-Way Stop Warrant Review

All-Way Stop Warrant conditions are given by the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) to ensure

an All-Way Stop would provide optimal safety and efficiency at the intersection in question, and the

applicable conditions are as follows:

a) Where the traffic volumes on the intersecting roads are approximately equal.

b) Where the vehicular volumes on the minor road average 200 per hour.

c) Where the vehicular volumes on the major road average 300 per hour.

d) Where the average delay to the minor road vehicular traffic entering the intersection

exceeds 30 seconds per vehicle during the peak hour.

Traffic counts were performed on Norman Drive and Highland Avenue and they produced an AADT

(Average Annual Daily Traffic) of 87 on Norman Drive, and an AADT of 199 on Highland Avenue. These

are very low counts, so the warrant conditions suggested by TAC will not be met. It is noteworthy that

the major street only facilitates 30% of the total intersection volume, so most cars are already being

forced to stop, with only 87 cars per day continuing through Norman.

Since the warrant conditions are not met due to the low volume, and most cars are already being

stopped at the Highland approaches, an All-Way Stop is not warranted.

Speeding on Norman Drive

The posted speed of Norman Drive is 40 km/h. The traffic count produced an average speed of 44 km/h,

with 9% of drivers (14 of 151) travelling at 60 km/h or faster. These results suggest that there isn’t a

major speeding problem on Norman, although there were a few instances in the 2 days of vehicles

travelling at very high speeds. These are concerningly high speeds in a residential area. These results are

likely caused by one or two drivers who might live in the area. The speeds of the individuals could be

addressed by coordinating with Police Services the times that the excessive speeding has occurred, and

an additional measure would be by temporarily placing a speed radar sign in the area.

Running Stop Signs on Highland Avenue

There appears to be sufficient sight distance at the Highland Avenue approaches to this intersection.

This suggests that the running of stop signs is not the fault of the intersection design. Asking the Police

Services to temporarily watch this intersection might be needed if this problem persists.



Recommendations

- An All-Way stop is not warranted at this intersection due to the very low volumes.

- Speeding appears to only be an issue with a low number of vehicles (14 in 48 hours). Patrol

enforcement in the targeted times may be used as a deterrent for these few fast drivers to slow

down.

- Running of stop signs seems to only be the fault of the driver, most likely because of the low

volume on the through road. Patrol enforcement may also be used as a deterrent if the

problem persists.





Street: Highland St--Driscoll to Norman

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: mid street

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 404911. The study was done 

in the West bound lane at Highland St--Driscoll to Norman in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study 

began on 09/21/2020 at 10:30 AM and concluded on 09/23/2020 at 10:30 AM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours.  

Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 367 vehicles 

passed through the location with a peak volume of 11 on 09/22/2020 at [03:00 PM-03:15 PM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 09/21/2020 at [02:00 PM-02:15 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 184.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 30 - 40 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 40 

KM/H with 93.19% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 0.00% percent of the total vehicles 

were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 30KM/H and the 85th 

percentile was 49.55 KM/H.
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CHART 1

25 136 35 65 55 39 8 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0

to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to

Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 178 which represents 49 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 169 which represents 46 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 12 which represents 3 percent of the total classified vehicles.  

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 8 which represents 2 percent of the total classified vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4

5.4 7.3 10.9 23.3 >

CHART 2

178 171 10 8 0

to to to to to

During the peak traffic period, on 09/22/2020 at [03:00 PM-03:15 PM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 75 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/21/2020 at [02:00 PM-02:15 PM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 10.00 and 36.00 degrees C.
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Street: Highland St--Jennifer to Norman

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: mid street

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 403912. The study was done 

in the East bound lane at Highland St--Jennifer to Norman in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study 

began on 09/21/2020 at 10:30 AM and concluded on 09/23/2020 at 10:30 AM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours.  

Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 397 vehicles 

passed through the location with a peak volume of 12 on 09/22/2020 at [02:45 PM-03:00 PM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 09/21/2020 at [01:15 PM-01:30 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 199.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 29 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 25 KM/H 

with 44.41% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 1.15% percent of the total vehicles were 

traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 29KM/H and the 85th percentile 

was 37.30 KM/H.

SPEED

< 30 40 41 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 100 120
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CHART 1
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 214 which represents 62 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 111 which represents 32 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 15 which represents 4 percent of the total classified vehicles.  

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 7 which represents 2 percent of the total classified vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4

5.4 7.3 10.9 23.3 >

CHART 2

214 113 13 7 2
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During the peak traffic period, on 09/22/2020 at [02:45 PM-03:00 PM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 69.231 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/21/2020 at [01:15 PM-01:30 PM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 10.00 and 38.00 degrees C.
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Street: Norman -- Jenniffer. to highland

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: 318 Norman

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 404910. The study was done 

in the South bound lane at Norman -- Jenniffer. to highland in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study 

began on 09/21/2020 at 10:30 AM and concluded on 09/23/2020 at 10:30 AM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours.  

Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 173 vehicles 

passed through the location with a peak volume of 17 on 09/21/2020 at [12:45 PM-01:00 PM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 09/21/2020 at [01:15 PM-01:30 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 87.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 30 - 40 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 44 

KM/H with 86.09% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 4.64% percent of the total vehicles 

were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 30KM/H and the 85th 

percentile was 54.58 KM/H.
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CHART 1
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 89 which represents 59 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 39 which represents 26 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 10 which represents 7 percent of the total classified vehicles.  

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 13 which represents 9 percent of the total classified 

vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4
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CHART 2
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During the peak traffic period, on 09/21/2020 at [12:45 PM-01:00 PM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 50 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/21/2020 at [01:15 PM-01:30 PM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 9.00 and 37.00 degrees C.

Page:10/02/2020 01:04 PM 1



Central Street @Maple Avenue Intersection Review Oct 2, 2020

An All-Way Stop control warrant analysis for the intersection of Central Street at Maple Avenue was

conducted to consider the potential to modify the current traffic control to mitigate some issues

brought forward. These issues brought forward included long queue times from Maple Avenue onto

Central Street, speeding on Central Street, and parking on both sides of the road on Maple Avenue. This

report summarizes findings based on an analysis of the area in question, aided by traffic counts

performed on both streets.

All-Way Stop Warrant Review

All-Way Stop Warrant conditions are given by the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) to ensure

an All-Way Stop would provide optimal safety and efficiency at the intersection in question, and the

applicable conditions are as follows:

a) Where the traffic volumes on the intersecting roads are approximately equal.

b) Where the vehicular volumes on the minor road average 200 per hour.

c) Where the vehicular volumes on the major road average 300 per hour.

d) Where the average delay to the minor road vehicular traffic entering the intersection

exceeds 30 seconds per vehicle during the peak hour.

Traffic counts were performed on Central Street and Maple Avenue and they produced an AADT

(Average Annual Daily Traffic) of 2,804 on Central Street, and an AADT on Maple Avenue of 734

Eastbound and 1,309 Westbound. This suggests that Central Street facilitates 70-80% of the total

volume at the intersection. This compared to TAC’s warrant condition of an approximately 50-50 split

suggests that an All-Way Stop will disproportionately affect the two roadways, creating longer queues

on the much busier Central Street, and increasing the overall average wait time at the intersection.

The highest vehicle flow rate of the two counts on Maple Avenue gives 55 veh/hr which does not meet

TAC’s warrant condition of a 200 veh/hr vehicle flow rate. This suggests that the volume on Maple

Avenue is not large enough to create long queues of multiple cars. The vehicle flow rate on Central

Street was found to be 117 veh/hr which does not meet the warrant condition of a 300 veh/hr vehicle

flow rate. This suggests that Central Street is not busy enough to cause issues with wait time on Maple

Avenue.

A traffic study was performed during two peak time periods to find the average delay on Maple when

traffic is at its busiest. The highest average delay was determined to be 8.5 seconds, with a mode

(appears most often) of less than a 5 second delay. This does not meet TAC’s warrant condition of 30

seconds.

All warrant conditions were considered for this intersection, and none of these conditions were met.

This suggests that an All-Way Stop would decrease the level of service at this intersection and is not

warranted.



Speeding on Central Street

The posted speed of Central Street is 40 km/h. The traffic count produced an average speed of 56 km/h,

and a mode speed of 50 km/h, with 24% of drivers (1,300 of 5,500) going 60 km/h or more. The majority

of drivers exceeding the posted speed limit is a result of the natural driving environment (lane width,

shoulder width, curbing, lack of driveways accesses to consider), which leads to the speed that drivers

feel comfortable with along this section. This is why stop signs are not an effective measure to reduce

overall speeding. Research suggests that speed differential (as opposed to just higher speeds) typically

leads to poor safety performance on roadways. Rationalizing the posted speed versus the speed

suggested by the natural driving environment is an important consideration in this area. A 3 way stop

was installed in a subdivision last year and data collected before and after that installation was analyzed.

There were in fact a few more instances of excessive speeding in the same 48 hour period, after the stop

signs were installed. This supporting data suggests that stop signs do not lessen the number of instances

of excessive speeding. There also was calls of numerous drivers not abiding by the new stop signs.

Parking on Maple Avenue

Measurements were made on the East and West sides of Maple Avenue through GIS software. It was

found that the width of the road is the same as most of our local streets, 8.5 m. This asphalt width

allows for 3 vehicles wide, parking on one side and 2 way traffic or parking on both sides and one lane of

alternating traffic. If parking on both sides of the road continues to be a persistent issue, active

measures such as no parking signs along the North side of the road should be considered.

Recommendations

- An All-Way Stop is not warranted at this intersection since none of TAC’s warrant conditions are

met.

- Speeding on Central Street is of some concern since 24% of drivers travel 20 km/h over the

posted limit but adding stop signs will not decrease overall speeds (based on TAC’s research as

well as local before and after data collection).

- Speeding can be addressed by coordinating with Police Services the times that the excessive

speeding is occurring. A speed radar signs is located north of this intersection above the

graveyard.

- If parking on both sides of the road persists, no parking signs may have to be considered on the

North side of the road.





Street: Central -- Maple to Highland

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: St. Pauls cemetary

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 404911 . The study was done 

in the North bound lane at Central -- Maple to Highland in Summerside, PE in Prince county . The study 

began on 07/29/2020 at 01:00 PM and concluded on 07/31/2020 at 01:00 PM, lasting a total of 48 .00 hours. 

Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 5,608 vehicles 

passed through the location with a peak volume of 70 on 07/30/2020 at [12:45 PM-01:00 PM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 07/30/2020 at [02:30 AM-02:45 AM]. The AADT count for this study was 2,804.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin . At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 50 - 55 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 56 

KM/H with 99.82% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 1.60% percent of the total vehicles 

were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 50KM/H and the 85th 

percentile was 63.92 KM/H.
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin .

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles . The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 4582 which represents 82 percent of the total classified vehicles . The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 946 which represents 17 percent of the total classified vehicles . The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 37 which represents 1 percent of the total classified vehicles . 

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 0 which represents 0 percent of the total classified vehicles .

< 6.1 12.5 23.1
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CHART 2
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During the peak traffic period, on 07/30/2020 at [12:45 PM-01:00 PM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 12.676 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 07/30/2020 at [02:30 AM-02:45 AM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 22.00 and 49.00 degrees C.
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Street: Maple St-- Central to Duke
City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report
MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: 508 Maple

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 402406. The study was done 
in the East bound lane at Maple St-- Central to Duke in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study began 
on 09/16/2020 at 01:30 PM and concluded on 09/18/2020 at 01:30 PM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours. Traffic 
statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 1,467 vehicles 
passed through the location with a peak volume of 39 on 09/16/2020 at [03:00 PM-03:15 PM] and a 
minimum volume of 0 on 09/16/2020 at [10:30 PM-10:45 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 734.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 
were traveling in the 30 - 40 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 46 
KM/H with 94.84% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 3.63% percent of the total vehicles 
were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 30KM/H and the 85th 
percentile was 53.48 KM/H.
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29 39 40 44 49 54 59 64 69 74 79 84 99 119 >
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 
Vehicles in the study was 984 which represents 72 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 
Vans & Pickups in the study was 312 which represents 23 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 39 which represents 3 percent of the total classified vehicles. 
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 40 which represents 3 percent of the total classified 
vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4

5.4 7.3 10.9 23.3 >

CHART 2

984 316 36 36 4
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During the peak traffic period, on 09/16/2020 at [03:00 PM-03:15 PM] the average headway between 
vehicles was 22.5 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/16/2020 at [10:30 PM-10:45 PM] the 
average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 15.00 and 33.00 degrees C.
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Street: Maple St-- Central to Summer

City: Summerside

Computer Generated Summary Report

MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study

Location: West of Asphalt walkway

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 403912. The study was done 

in the West bound lane at Maple St-- Central to Summer in Summerside, PE in Prince county. The study 

began on 09/16/2020 at 01:30 PM and concluded on 09/18/2020 at 01:30 PM, lasting a total of 48.00 hours.  

Traffic statistics were recorded in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 2,617 vehicles 

passed through the location with a peak volume of 72 on 09/17/2020 at [03:15 PM-03:30 PM] and a 

minimum volume of 0 on 09/16/2020 at [11:30 PM-11:45 PM]. The AADT count for this study was 1,309.

Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles 

were traveling in the 45 - 50 KM/H range or lower.  The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 46 

KM/H with 95.48% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 39 KM/H. 0.89% percent of the total vehicles 

were traveling in excess of 89 KM/H.  The mode speed for this traffic study was 45KM/H and the 85th 

percentile was 54.54 KM/H.

SPEED

< 30 40 41 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 100 120

29 39 40 44 49 54 59 64 69 74 79 84 99 119 >

CHART 1

117 452 151 382 582 566 195 71 25 13 6 4 9 5 9
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Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.

CLASSIFICATION

Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger 

Vehicles in the study was 1397 which represents 54 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of 

Vans & Pickups in the study was 1072 which represents 41 percent of the total classified vehicles. The 

number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 67 which represents 3 percent of the total classified vehicles.  

The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 50 which represents 2 percent of the total classified 

vehicles.

< 5.5 7.4 11.0 23.4

5.4 7.3 10.9 23.3 >

CHART 2

1397 1085 55 48 2
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During the peak traffic period, on 09/17/2020 at [03:15 PM-03:30 PM] the average headway between 

vehicles was 12.329 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 09/16/2020 at [11:30 PM-11:45 PM] the 

average headway between vehicles was 900 seconds.

HEADWAY

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 15.00 and 36.00 degrees C.
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