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Project overview 
The purpose of this Functional Planning study is to identify a roadway design that will serve the future 

transportation needs of the area along Richardson Way and Richard Road S.W. Canada Lands Company is 

in the process of redeveloping the area, which is expected to add 20,000 people to the area.  

The City is planning proactively so that funding may be identified to implement the roadway changes as 

redevelopment occurs. The Functional Planning Study will identify new street designs for Richardson Way 

and Richard Road S.W. 

There are three equal partners for this Functional Study. These include Mount Royal University, Canada 

Lands Company, and The City of Calgary. The new street designs will include infrastructure that enables 

potential parking options, more transit service, and better access for people walking, cycling, and driving to, 

from, within and through the area as it develops into a mixed-use residential and commercial area over the 

next 10 years. 

Engagement overview 
The project team wanted to better understand stakeholders’ views of what would improve walking, taking 

transit, driving and cycling to and through Richardson Way S.W. for inclusion in the functional plan. 

Engagement sought to understand: 

 How access to and through the area could be improved for people walking, taking transit, driving 

and cycling 

 What street design elements you value and why 

 What street design elements would improve your sense of comfort in the area 

Richardson Way S.W. is an alternate Goods Movement route. Amending the Goods Movement alternate 

route is out of scope of this project. Additionally, adding, removing or amending Calgary Transit bus routes 

or operations is out of scope of this project. 

Engagement occurred in-person and online. Online engagement included hosting an online feedback form 

from April 11-25, 2018 on the engage portal at www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway. By providing online 

engagement, we increased accessibility to the engagement. We offered in-person engagement 

opportunities to targeted stakeholders and all Calgarians to attend, ask questions and provide input. In-

person engagement opportunities included the following: 

April 11 9 a.m. - noon Bethany Chapel 

April 12 1:30 p.m. – 4:30 p.m. Mount Royal University 

April 12 5:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. Mount Royal University 

April 14 9:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. Bethany Chapel 

 

file://coc/csc/Shared/Engage/Projects/2018/RichardsonWayRichardRdFPStudy_2017/06%20Report%20Back%20&%20Evaluate/www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway
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We informed you of the engagement opportunities in a variety of ways. These included: 

 Targeted Facebook posts (April 2-25, 2018) 

 Twitter (April 2-25, 2018) 

 Bold Signs (April 4-15, 2018) 

o East Side RICHARD RD S.W.; South of FLANDERS AVE 

o North Side 50 AVE S.W.; East of CROWCHILD TR 

o North Side 33 AVE S.W.; West of CROWCHILD TR 

o South Side RICMOND RD S.W.; East of 48 ST 

 Variable Message Signs 

o Located on Richardson Way S.W. 

In alignment with City Council’s Engage Policy, all engagement efforts, including this project are defined as: 
Purposeful dialogue between The City and citizens and stakeholders to gather meaningful information to 
influence decision making.  
 
As a result, all engagement follows the following principles:  
 

 Citizen-centric: focusing on hearing the needs and voices of both directly impacted and indirectly 
impacted citizens  

 Accountable: upholding the commitments that The City makes to its citizens and stakeholders by 
demonstrating that the results and outcomes of the engagement processes are consistent with the 
approved plans for engagement  

 Inclusive: making best efforts to reach, involve, and hear from those who are impacted directly or 
indirectly  

 Committed: allocating sufficient time and resources for effective engagement of citizens and 
stakeholders  

 Responsive: acknowledging citizen and stakeholder concerns  

 Transparent: providing clear and complete information around decision processes, procedures and 
constraints.  

 
For more information about engagement at the City of Calgary, please visit: engage.calgary.ca. 

What we asked 
Overall, engagement sought to understand the preferences and impacts of street design elements along 

Richardson Way S.W.  

We sought your input into: 

 How access to and along Richardson Way S.W. could be improved for people walking, taking 

transit, driving and riding bikes 

 What street design elements would help you feel more comfortable on Richardson Way S.W. 

http://www.calgary.ca/_layouts/cocis/DirectDownload.aspx?target=http%3a%2f%2fwww.calgary.ca%2fCA%2fcity-clerks%2fDocuments%2fCouncil-policy-library%2fCS009-engage.pdf&noredirect=1&sf=1
http://engage.calgary.ca/
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 Your preferred options for Section A for people walking, taking transit, driving and cycling through 

the area 

 Your preferred options for Section B for people walking, taking transit, driving and cycling through 

the area 

All questions that were asked are provided in the feedback form in Appendix C. 

What we heard 
Below is a list of themes we heard from you. Themes are developed upon review of all your verbatim 

comments.  

 Improvements for people walking include additional crosswalks, improved lighting, lower speed 

limits, buffers, signage and snow/ice removal 

 Improvements for people taking transit include benches and bus shelters and pull-outs for transit 

vehicles 

 Improvements for people cycling include dedicated bike lanes 

 Improvements for people driving include left turning lanes, lower speed limits and improved visibility 

 The preferred design for Section A was Option 2 for people walking, driving and cycling 

 The preferred design for Section B for walking and cycling was almost even between options 2i and 

2ii. Option 2i was the preferred design for driving 

 Additional street design features for consideration include pull-in bus stops, two-way bike paths and 

plants natural to the area 

For a detailed summary of the input that was provided, please see the Summary of Input section. 

For a verbatim listing of all the input that was provided, please see the Verbatim Responses section. 

Next steps 
Thank you to those of you that provided your input. Your feedback will be shared with the project team for 
use in recommending a final roadway concept for Richardson Way S.W. and Richard Road S.W. A final 
recommended concept will be shared to www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway in Fall 2018.  
 

http://www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway
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Summary of Input 
Your comments are reviewed to create themes. Each theme includes a summary and examples of verbatim 

comments in italics. These are the exact words you used. To ensure we capture all responses accurately, 

verbatim comments have not been altered. In some cases, we utilized only a portion of your comment that 

spoke to a particular theme. This is reflected by using ‘…’. 

Question that was 
asked 

Theme Detailed explanations and examples from verbatim 
comments 

Improvements for 
access to and along 
Richardson Way 
S.W. and/or 
improvements for 
sense of comfort 
along the street  

Improvements for people 
walking include additional 
crosswalks, improved 
lighting, lower speed limits, 
buffers, signage and 
snow/ice removal. 

Most of you shared that you wanted to see 
additional crosswalks and improved lighting for 
people walking. You informed us that making these 
improvements and lowering speed limits would 
improve your sense of safety when walking. We 
heard from you that buffers and clearly visible 
signage are important to you. Few of you also noted 
that snow removal and care of icy sections would 
improve safety for people with mobility challenges. 
 
“…Bike lanes along Richardson Way can also 
provide a buffer for peds.” 
 
“Sidewalks both sides, lower speed limit, more 
marked pedestrian crossings.” 
 
“providing a beautiful walking realm with benches 
and plantings. easily walk side by side or with wide 
stroller. bump outs for ped crossings and raised 
crosswalks with flashing lights and reflective poles” 
 
“Improved street lighting. More diligent sidewalk 
snow cleanup for users with mobility issues and 
disabled users.” 
 
“Pedestrian lights that change automatically in all 
directions. And snow plowing that considers those 
in wheelchairs.” 
 
“Crossing with lights (flashing)” 
 

Improvements for people 
taking transit include 
benches and bus shelters 
and pull-outs for transit 
vehicles. 

We heard from you that you would like transit stops 
to include amenities, including benches and 
shelters. You also shared that you would like to see 
areas for transit vehicles to pull over that do not 
interfere with the flow of traffic.  
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“This is a long stretch of road with only a few bus 
stops, so more stops. Improve the transit options to 
MRU. LRT please.” 
 
“Lower speed limit, areas for busses to pull over 
without disrupting traffic” 
 
“Bus shelters and benches.” 
 

Improvements for people 
cycling include dedicated 
bike lanes. 

Most of you shared that you would appreciate 
dedicated bike lanes in both directions that connect 
to adjoining networks. You voiced concern for all 
ages that cycle through the area and advocated for 
increased safety measures.   
 
“A dedicated bike lane in each direction would be 
great.” 
 
“Protected bike lanes will be needed to make most 
people feel comfortable with this transportation 
mode.  It also requires CONNECTED access to 
adjoining areas and bike lanes, NOT bike paths and 
lanes that end nowhere.” 
 
“Cycling is a hazard to motorists ,keep them of the 
roads” 
 
“dedicated bike lanes/cycle track is a must. cyclists 
need to be fully protected from cars. lots of kids go 
to MRU for camps and classes and live nearby. not 
just adult students in area biking. ped & cycling 
should be priority around campuses.” 
 
“Keep cars and bikes seperate. As a driver and 
biker, I apreciate the separation of cars and bikes, 
it's much safer.” 
 

Improvements for people 
driving include left turning 
lanes, lower speed limits 
and improved visibility. 

We heard from many of you that left turning lanes 
and slower speeds would improve your sense of 
comfort in the area. You indicated that as a driver, 
you would like increased visibility of crosswalks to 
improve safety for people walking.  
 
“Put in a left turn signal from WB Richardson Way 
to SB 37th St. The City has refused 6 
recommendations for this but have never 
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researched it during the 2 - 5.  Cars go thru the 
PetroCan, do U turns on Galbraith & turn left on 
45Ave to avoid the long wait.” 
 
“Longer turn signals and maybe turn lanes 
traffic lights should only change for entrances when 
vehicles/pedesterians waiting to enter. You must 
consider through traffic from/to Glamorgan…” 
 
“Narrower lanes to force reduced speed. Larger 
curb cut-outs and raised/more visible crossings, so 
pedestrians are more visible” 
 
“reduce speed, sunshine is bad a certain times of 
days and with lack a vision, as this becomes more 
pedestrian heavy, slower speeds may be 
beneficial.” 
 

Option preference for 
Section A 

The preferred design for 
Section A was Option 2 for 
people walking, driving and 
cycling. 

Whether you walk, drive or cycle, you preferred 
option 2 for section A on Richardson Way S.W. The 
primary reason for this was due to the separation of 
vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians which you felt 
improved overall safety. You also shared that you 
liked the left turn lane which you indicated would 
improve flow through the area. 
 
“A dedicated sidewalk alongside a dedicated cycle 
track means greater safety for pedestrians and 
cyclists alike.” 
 
“Separated cycle tracks are ideal as compared to 
multi-use pathways. A dedicated sidewalk 
alongside a dedicated cycle track means greater 
safety for pedestrians and cyclists alike.” 
 
“Narrower lanes - lower speeds, left turn lanes allow 
smoother auto flow” 
 
“I like the separation of vehicles from pedestrians” 
 

Option preference for 
Section B 

The preferred design for 
Section B for walking and 
cycling was almost even 
between options 2i and 2ii. 
Option 2i was the preferred 
design for driving. 

Mostly, we heard that you did not see a significant 
difference between options 2i and 2ii for walkers 
however you liked the permanent short-term 
parking option that this design offered. Dedicated 
off-street cycling appealed to you for safety of 
people walking and cycling. You shared that when 
driving, you appreciate the separation from others 
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using the space and appreciated the two-lane in 
both directions as well as the median for left turns.  
 
“No real impact for walking (within all options), but 
best option for allowing short term parking on a 
permanent basis.  Easier to know what you've got 
than things changing constantly throughout the day 
based on time.” 
 
“Walking options pretty much all equal, but this is 
narrowest crossing with calmest traffic.” 
 
“dedicated of street cycling is safer for the cyclist, 
pedestrians walking and not impacting or close to 
street traffic.. Can have its own signage and not 
interfering with street traffic signage or traffic flows.” 
 
“Less risk of accident or injury with less elements 
on the street to worry about and able to focus on 
driving. Pedestrians are away from traffic as well as 
cycling traffic, safer for all involved in the same 
footprint of 36M. Makes more sense and safer.” 
 
“2 lanes of traffic each direction, with a median to 
allow for left turns, and a parking lane.” 
 
“Most lanes of traffic available at all times, reduced 
confusion re: parking ( off-peak near a university 
doesn’t necessarily correspond with ousual off-
peak)” 
 

Street design feature 
that you would like 
the project team to 
consider adding that 
was not included in 
the options. 

Additional street design 
features for consideration 
include pull-in bus stops, 
two-way bike paths and 
plants natural to the area. 

We heard from you that there are a few additional 
things you would like considered for this area. 
Some of you shared that you would like pull-in bus 
stops to avoid disruption to the flow of traffic and 
improve safety for transit users. You also indicated 
that you would appreciate two-way bike paths. Few 
of you shared that you would like to see natural 
plant species along Richardson Way S.W. as 
opposed to plants that require extra care in our 
climate.  
 
“Two-way bike paths.  Why always one-way only?  
Also - a train station in close proximity would 
increase transit use dramatically.” 
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“SectionB-2i is an excellent design, needs off traffic 
lane bus stops (pull-in) integrated to reduce impact 
to traffic flows and increase safer for transit users 
and vehicle traffic.” 
 
“indigenous grasses and flower plantings would be 
lovely!! the terrible grass we use on these spaces 
now look so shoddy, and must be $$ to maintain. 
The areas filled with natural species always look 
lovely!” 
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Verbatim Comments 
To ensure we capture all responses accurately, verbatim comments have not been altered.  

 

1. a) How could we improve access to and along Richardson Way S.W. and/or improve the sense of 

comfort along the street for people walking? 

 

 Additional crosswalks with lights/signs, especially at key access points to MRU, the Currie 

development. 

 Make, maintain & advertise dedicated pedestrian & cycle lines throughout the Currie area.  It is an 

important conduit to d/town, MRU & residential area.  Pedestrian facilities are good, but cycling 

could be expanded. 

 By improving lighting along the north and south sides of Richardson Way, improving the quality of 

crosswalks, and introducing traffic calming between Richardson Link and Richard Road. Bike lanes 

along Richardson Way can also provide a buffer for peds. 

 Need sidewalks on both sides of the street and another cross walk is required across Richardson 

Way is required. MRU needs to add a sidewalk on the west side of the entrance that goes to Currie 

community. Currently can only walk where cars are on one side 

 Drop speed limit to 50 km/hr as density increases. Improve signage at pedestrian controlled cross by 

MRU bus loop (west side of campus) for drivers headed south. 

 Sidewalks both sides, lower speed limit, more marked pedestrian crossings. 

 Remove median & make lanes more narrow lanes to slow traffic.  Enough crosswalks with lights 

 Add a bike lane. There are high school and university students who need access. 

 Richardson Way being a very busy street, additional lighting, safe light crosswalks, and extended 

sidewalks or separation of sidewalks and street lanes with barriers. 

 Wider sidewalks on both sides of the road. 

 More light and better cared for sidewalks. Maybe even sidewalks on both sides of the street in case 

you are trying to get to the currie barracks 

 Slow the cars down, 60 km/h is a little scary. More pedestrian crossings. Well maintained sidewalks 

on both sides. 

 Trees. 

 Add usable sidewalks to both sides of street. 

 Turn signal to Glenmore trail needed 

 I use it most days for running or riding my bike. At this pin three traffic is very manageable. In the 

use it will need more lighting, and a pathway for bikes and pedestrians. 

 improved lighting 

 Wider sidewalks AND stop people from parking on the grass (west side of the street, where the Cgy 

Housing Corporations townhouses are) 
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 Pedestrian lights that change automatically in all directions. And snow plowing that considers those 

in wheelchairs. 

 Would like bike and pedestrian access from Lakeview without having to use new ring road! 

 Provide pedestrian and bike overpass from Lakeview that doesn’t involve ring road. 

 must have covered bus shelters (stand alone roofs and standalone windbreak) otherwise people will 

not walk . Bicycle paths should be all on one side so all the busy is on one side and there is a quiet 

side. 10 step Green seperator features every 20 paces 

 cross walks by mount royal university need to be more of them there are only cross walks every 

500m people are always running across the road 

 Less fences and more businesses.  Also, you could address the speeding! 

 Wider multi-use demarcated sidewalks for two way bicycle and walking traffic. 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 keeping the bikes away from the pedestrians. providing a beautiful walking realm with benches and 

plantings. easily walk side by side or with wide stroller. bump outs for ped crossings and raised 

crosswalks with flashing lights and reflective poles 

 Tree buffer from roadway 

 Improved street lighting. More diligent sidewalk snow cleanup for users with mobility issues and 

disabled users. 

 it's generally great; the only improvement needed is on the south side, east of Bishop Way - the 

sidewalk doesn't drain well here and is often icy. 

 Crossing Richardson Way is freightening, the traffic is moving fast and you have to cross 4 lanes of 

traffic. I would like to see two lanes of traffic moving slower. 

 Access between buildings built along Richardson Way. Right now new complexes seem to "cut-off" 

access to array the roads. Older neighbouhoods have between house access to streets, parks, etc 

 Prefer to keep bikes and pedestrians separate. Walking path should be wide enough for 2 adults to 

walk comfortably 

 Wider sidewalks. On street parking (when pedestrian feel safer) 

 Pedestrians crossing lights along Richardson Way approaching Richard Road 

 Yes 

 Crossing with lights (flashing) 

 N/A 

 Need sidewalk /wider sidewalk 

 Trees 

 Clear walk ways without obstruction 

 More walkable ways 

 Narrow traffic lanes to reduce speed. Include as much parking as possible 

 Put a light of people crossing the road on every intersection, where pedestrians cross road 

 Actual snow removal at intersections in the winter. Removing special right-hand turns off Richardson 

Way. Wider sidewalk with a green buffer between the road. Raised/more visible crossings 
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1. b) How could we improve access to and along Richardson Way S.W. and/or improve the sense of 

comfort along the street for people taking transit? 

 

 This is a long stretch of road with only a few bus stops, so more stops. Improve the transit options to 

MRU. LRT please. 

 Increase completion of the park areas in Currie.  Install paths so that short cuts can link more 

options to use public transport from the surrounding residential areas. 

 By improving lighting along the north and south sides of Richardson Way, improving the quality of 

crosswalks, and introducing traffic calming between Richardson Link and Richard Road. Bike lanes 

along Richardson Way can also provide a buffer for peds. 

 Should the store in Wykham, at MRU see transit tickets. Might be beneficial for public members in 

Currie. Students don't need it because they have bus passes with tuition. 

 Transit shelters. 

 Lower speed limit, areas for busses to pull over without disrupting traffic 

 Keep bikes on paths and off sidewalks, slow traffic with narrower lanes 

 Bus shelters. Also change the names!! Having Richard this and Richard that and Richardson 

something else makes your eyes roll while trying to figure out where you need to be going. 

 utilize bus pull ins vs on street or in traffic lane bus stops, bus hubs away from major traffic corridors 

on campus. 

 Build pull-ins for buses at Bishop Way, Quesnay Woods Drive, and Richard Road 

 There are key transit stops along this road, so it is important that these are well lit and that there is 

still an opportunity for individuals to safely cross the street. 

 Same as previous. 

 Bus shelters and benches. 

 Make lanes wider? 

 At this point it always seems somewhat isolated, but I don’t have any issue. The trees are great; 

don’t take them away! 

 more bus stops 

 A bus that went from Mount Royal University down Sarcee and continuing onto 29 st and then 

ending at 17th Ave. 

 Direct bus link from Lakevjew 

 Provide direct bus link from Lakeview to Richardson Way via 37 Street/ring road. 

 big bus shelters in scale with the population. 

 Same as walking...duh 

 LRT line should go to Mt Royal 

 Not applicable as I don't use transit along Richardson Way SW 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 more trees and classic lighting 

 Additional stop near Mount Royal Recreation/West Residences. 
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 The BRT stops east of 37th street need shelters; other than that, Richardson Way is great for taking 

transit 

 Crossing Richardson Way is not easy, four lanes of traffic moving too fast for people trying to access 

transit stops. 

 MRU  is the large stop for 13,000 students and growing. Limited access for travelling students. 

 Greater frequency of BRT's (25 minitues interwal is not rapid transit) 

 Future transit access (C-train) would be great, much faster for students to travel to school 

 More options for student access to MRU 

 Central transit station 

 Already building BRT stops 

 BRT route 

 Bus stops that have clear across 

 

1. c) How could we improve access to and along Richardson Way S.W. and/or improve the sense of 

comfort along the street for people driving? 

 

 The road surface on this stretch is always in bad shape, with potholes and puddles. 

 Flanders overpass was a great start!  Place a priority on completing road construction in Currie.  Is 

Currie still planning direct access to Richmond Rd? 

 Nothing - the street already prioritizes automobile traffic over any other mode. 

 reduce speed, sunshine is bad a certain times of days and with lack a vision, as this becomes more 

pedestrian heavy, slower speeds may be beneficial. 

 Put in a left turn signal from WB Richardson Way to SB 37th St. The City has refused 6 

recommendations for this but have never researched it during the 2 - 5.  Cars go thru the PetroCan, 

do U turns on Galbraith & turn left on 45Ave to avoid the long wait. 

 Create a longer left-hand turn lane from Richardson Way Westbound onto 37 St southbound and a 

dedicated right-hand turn lane onto 37 St. northbound. The back-up blocks the middle (through) lane 

creating chaos from well before Sarcee Rd. 

 Exit lanes for major intersections 

 Have enough crosswalks with lights to manage pedestrian traffic.  Move bikes off the road and onto 

bike paths 

 Better signage! Having roundabouts with a sign saying each exit takes to to Richard road is 

completely useless. 

 Use a bus only road network separate all other traffic, safer for bus users and  reduced impact to 

local traffic as bus stops are not mixed into regular on street traffic flows. Have a dedicated two BRT 

to a West LRT station/stations for access to campus. 

 The road needs paving 

 Longer turn signals and maybe turn lanes 

 I think it is a very fast road, I can’t see how people could have an issue with it. I drive it frequently. 
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 Better visibility at cross walks 

 Pave the potholes. 

 Keep it slow on the driving. 

 shoulders, slower speed limit 

 The traffic light at the MRU bus loop should only go red when buses are coming or going. 2) the 

traffic light at Richardson Way and Richard Road should work in favour of the cars on the streets, 

NOT the cars exiting the school parking lot! 

 traffic lights should only change for entrances when vehicles/pedesterians waiting to enter. You must 

consider through traffic from/to Glamorgan. your communication plan ignores the older 

neighborhoods. 

 the streets lights are on a timer which is rediculous late hours of the night. I work night shift and 

every night at 11 oclock I have to sit at two sets of lights and wait a minute to change even though 

their are 0 cars around. 

 Who cares - Its already amazingly overbuilt.  I care about my family not the comfort of the driving 

experience. 

 Distinct bike path so we are not forcing cyclists into the rutted road edges. 

 Maintain the lane widths and the median.  Keep bicycle traffic off road - there seems to be enough 

space to create a wider multi use sidewalk. 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 narrow the street and provide interest along so it doesn't feel like such a long straight away, curb 

bumpouts at corner crossings to alert drivers to pedestrian realm 

 its just the same one has a buffer but Im certain the bike lane benifets from this 

 Drivers already have sufficient comfort. 

 Improve light timing on Richardson Way so that through traffic doesn't have to stop at every light. 

Provide education and traffic enforcement for Richard Road round abouts. 

 Does the road need to be 4 lanes? The road essentially goes nowhere. 

 If streets are narrowed then snow removal should occur promptly or we loose lane 

 Multiple pathway/route options on narrow streets, including through campus 

 Less potholes. Advances left turn signal from Richardson way onto 37th street south 

 N/A 

 Slow to traffic down 

 Over bridge if possible at main intersection 

 Slow speed down. Left turn light off Richardson Way onto 37 Street SW 

 Narrower lanes to force reduced speed. Larger curb cut-outs and raised/more visible crossings, so 

pedestrians are more visible 

 Speed is important. Do not want blocked to driver due to parking 

 This looks like inter city parking only options. Have to know more parking spaces when transit is 

limited 
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1. d) How could we improve access to and along Richardson Way S.W. and/or improve the sense of 

comfort along the street for people riding bikes? 

 

 A dedicated bike lane in each direction would be great. 

 See answers provided for the Pedestrain question 

 Add bike lanes or a multi-use path along Richardson Way SW that connects to something along and 

across 37th and something along Richard Rd. 

 Dedicated bike path possibly? 

 Prohibit on-street parking. 

 Bike path 

 Walking/Biking paths not on the road 

 Reduce the speed for vehicles. 

 Bikes need to be kept on a dedicated bike or walking network for the safety of pedestrians, street, 

and transit traffic.  bikes and pedestrians on a regular sidewalk are not a safe mix. 

 Bike paths (not lanes) 

 Get bike lanes so they are out of the way of the traffic and predestrians that are walking. 

 Grade or barrier separated bike lanes. Only real solution. 

 Lakeview is inaccessible since the circle went I'm. 

 Add bike paths or on-street cycle lanes. 

 Keep the traffic slow or out in a pedestrian/bike track off the road instead of a sidewalk. 

 bike lanes 

 There’s lots of room for a bike lane. 

 More available bike paths going the University. 

 Pedestrian overpass to Lakeview with connection to pathway system in Glenmore Park. 

 Stop ignoring the recreation and family bikers. set and enforce a speed limit. Dont just design for 

commuter biking. 

 Some safe way to bike would be a start. Right now I just ride on the sidewalks so that I don't get run 

over again. 

 Protected bike lanes will be needed to make most people feel comfortable with this transportation 

mode.  It also requires CONNECTED access to adjoining areas and bike lanes, NOT bike paths and 

lanes that end nowhere. 

 Cycling is a hazard to motorists ,keep them of the roads 

 Have a bike ramp that joins the Stuart Olsen parking lot to Richard Rd, so those of us riding west 

over Crowchild on 50 Av/Mt Royal Gate can access Richardson Way without riding all the way to the 

end of Mt Royal Gate. 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 dedicated bike lanes/cycle track is a must. cyclists need to be fully protected from cars. lots of kids 

go to MRU for camps and classes and live nearby. not just adult students in area biking. ped & 

cycling should be priority around campuses. 
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 looks like the multi use plan adresses this 

 Bikeway separated from traffic. 

 Improve cycling routes off Richardson Way so that there is no need to cycle on Richardson Way.  A 

north/south bike path through Currie Barracks to the 33 Ave pedestrian overpass has been needed 

since Sarcee road was narrowed. Make Mt Royal Circle for bike 

 Keep cars and bikes seperate. As a driver and biker, I apreciate the separation of cars and bikes, it's 

much safer. 

 Same as walking  

 Not always respectful of walkers 

 Cycle tracks 

 A bike lane would be great 

 Yes 

 Bike lanes! or bike paths off the road 

 More bike lanes/bike access to for individuals allows us to be more cost efficient for people living 

nearby 

 Slow to traffic down 

 Keep bikes away from vehicles 

 More bike paths 

 Multiuse path on 1 side, sidewalk on other 

 Separate graded and protected bike lanes that connect to a network 

 Path for bikes is important for softer to rider and others 

 

2. You were asked to review design options 1 and 2 for Section A on the map and select your 

preferred option for people walking, cycling, and driving through the area by responding to the 

statements at the bottom of this page. 

 

Comments associated with your preferences for design option 1 

Walking 

 Keeps bikes and pedestrians away from regular vehicle traffic flow which is an improvement of 

safety. The concern will be at crossings, lighting, markings, signage and speed limits should all be 

considered for safe crossings of bikes and pedestrians. 

 A larger sidewalk on the south side 

 Median is safer. 

 Don't like riding my bike on the street don't mind sharing path 

 Maintains more flexibility for bike and walking paths (not one way only) 

 like that the design accomidates everyone 
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 there is very little foot traffic right now. A multi-use path is more cost effective and provides better 

visibility when crossing the street. 

 Cheaper 

 Wider is better connection to other pathways 

 Prefer multiuse pathways 

 The distance away from traffic makes me feel safer 

 I can use the multi-use pathway to walk and it’s more cost-effective 

Cycling 

 Safer for cycling and reduced risk as increased distance for vehicle traffic.  1M is not a safe distance 

with vehicle traffic moving at much faster speed. Less confusion for drivers as to what is a lane vs 

bike lane. Have seen cars in on street bike lanes 

 Seems safe. 

 If given the option of cycling near traffic or away from it, I prefer to be separated from traffic. 

 Is best for avoiding conflicts with the bus stop on the south side of the road. Option 2 would be best 

for all users if it went around the bus stop, like on the north side of the road. 

 As above 

 See above 

 same as above and designated bike paths are a good idea 

 I cycle a lot and Richardson Way is not a useful route - it doesn't go anywhere. Put the cycle tracks 

on 50th Ave SW and add a north/south path through Currie Barracks to 33 AVE SW pedestrian 

overpass 

 Not enough separation from the cars for the cyclists in option 2. 

 Seems safer - away from traffic a bit 

 More access 

 Prefer multiuse pathways 

 Same as above, ease of maintence 

 Bike path & multi-use pathway are off-road 

 I can ride down on both sides and it’s more cost-effective 

Driving 

 Safer.  Keeps pedestrians and bikes back away from traffic which reduces the risk of accident and 

injury for all involved.  This is a safety concern, dedicated lanes/paths for each mode of movement is 

much safer for all. 

 Feels safer and more controlled 

 would have dedicated turning lanes cut into the meridian 

 Less busy lane changes from existing road 

 Median provides good separation. 

 Allows the bus space to pull out of the lane. 
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 No street bike lane 

 Similar to current 

 fewer lanes of pedestrians/cyclists to look for when turning left or right. 

 More separation from the cyclists in option 1. 

 Smaller median: lanes slows traffic 

 Important to help median especially when paint on road is covered by snow 

 Prefer left-turn lane. 

 More room to move, feel less constricted. Can handle more volume at peak times 

 Actually no difference for driving as same 2 lanes on each directions. I just prefer option 1 for cost 

saving 

Comments associated with your preferences for design option 2 

Walking 

 consistent separation of bikes and walking safer 

 Greater separation between modes 

 There doesn't seem to be a difference for walking 

 I believe that traffic will move faster on a road with a median putting pedestrians at risk 

 More paths 

 I like that the bikes will not be on the side walk plus there are sidewalks on both sides of the street 

strictly designated to pedestrians. I also like that the sidewalks have space between the roads and 

bike lanes. Only concern is for crossing the street 

 I like the separation of vehicles from pedestrians 

 cyclists in Calgary, unlike Europe, feel they own the road and a multi-purpose pathway would quickly 

turn into a bike only speedway 

 Not shared with bikes. 

 more of a shoulder seems safer 

 Because mediums often mean less snow plowed, so it is harder to walk and because although 

having a multi-use path is not bad, it may increase the chances of bike on pedestrian accidents. 

 Keep people and bikes separate to avoid any potential collisions. 

 Pedestrian infrastructure is not mixed use reducing conflicts, only issue might be lack of refuge for 

the long four lane street crossing. 

 the median is a waste of space 

 Because the people and bikes won't interact on the same path. 

 More comfortable for pedestrians 

 Separation of cycling and walking since there would be many young cyclists and others who choose 

not to use common sense when passing walkers 

 People will walk on both sides anyway. Safer and better traffic flow not having to cross street to get 

to path 
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 Less potential conflict with cyclists than the MUP in Option 1. 

 Cyclists have own path 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 A dedicated sidewalk alongside a dedicated cycle track means greater safety for pedestrians and 

cyclists alike. 

 Walking is separate from cycling. 

 Seems more removed from traffic - safer - not part of the bike path 

 Don’t have to worry about bike traffic while walking 

 Greater separation from automobiles & slightly narrower driving lanes → lower speeds 

 Both are ok; if high bike traffic then optin 2 

Cycling 

 consistent bike lanes along the full stretch better 

 Greater separation between modes 

 More options 

 Option 2 is preferable, but I prefer bike paths off the road 

 A cycle track on both sides of the road 

 The specific bike lanes are good as they give a designated space for the bikers to be safe in their 

lane. 

 I like the separation of vehicles from pedestrians 

 Keeps them off the sidewalk 

 Separate lanes for bikes. 

 Amulti-use path is not bad, but may increase the chances of a bike on pedestrian accidents. 

 Keep people and bikes separate to avoid any potential collisions. 

 Cycle tracks provide better and safer flow through intersections and other conflict point with cars 

 would prefer bikes are on only one side of the road. have at least one side for quiet walking and 

more green features 

 Because the bikes and people won't interact on the same path. 

 Less chance of accidents 

 Same as above 

 Cyclists have own path 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 Separated cycle tracks are ideal as compared to multi-use pathways. A dedicated sidewalk 

alongside a dedicated cycle track means greater safety for pedestrians and cyclists alike. 

 No fighting with pedestrians 

 More paths 

 Convenient to have bike paths and cycle tracks on north and south side 

 I like having a dedicated lane for each direction 

 Cycling separate from walkers 
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 Separate bike lanes that don’t involve travel mode sharing 

 Away from traffic and walking people 

Driving 

 consistency, less confusion of changes in lanes for bikes and pedestrians 

 Left turn lane provided 

 Turning lane 

 I prefer having the left turn lane to the median 

 I likely would want the longer turning lanes and the ability to be able to have these. Only concern is 

highschool drivers using the turning lane inappropriately due to their potential lack of knowledge of 

how to use these lanes 

 I like the separation of vehicles from pedestrians 

 Because traffic there does not go that fast, and therefore the simplier the design the easier it is to 

drive. 

 Removing median should encourage a slower safer street rather than two opposing raceways. 

 the median is a wast of space 

 it will be easier to see bikes and keep away. 

 No use in a large meridian as in A 

 There are too many cyclists and drivers who don't know or obey the rules of the road. 

 Lanes slightly narrower but otherwise no difference 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 There is no need for such a large median as Option 1 provides. 

 Let turn lane - median doesn’t need to be so large 

 Left turn lane 

 Narrower lanes → lower speeds, left turn lanes allow smoother auto-flow 

 Cyclist are not part of the road way where car drive 

 

3. You were asked to review design options 1i, 1ii, 2i and 2ii for Section B on the map. Please select 

your preferred option for people walking, cycling, and driving through the area 

Comments associated with your preferences for design option 1i 

Walking 

 I prefer to remove the median 

 Walking is the same in all instances 

 My taxes are very high so cost is number 1 factor 

 Narrow roadway will slow traffic 
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 Good distance from actively moving vehicles and narrow lanes bring down vehicle speeds. 

Permanent parking lane, feel safer crossing at intersections as vehicle turning speeds will be lower 

 Solve all the problems. It builds 2 m sidewalf on both sides. 

Cycling 

 I prefer to remove the median but would prefer the cycle path off the street 

 This will only ever be a people moving street -prefer no median, cycles on one side only and 
ABSULUTELY NO ON STREET PARKING 

 Adequate space 

 Separate bike lanes and extra layer of protection from having vehicles afforded by permanent 
parking 

 It builds one-way cycle track on both sides 
 

Driving 

 I prefer to have permanent parking available 

 No medium, so it makes it simpler. 

 This will only ever be a people moving street -prefer no median, cycles on one side only and 
ABSULUTELY NO ON STREET PARKING 

 Narrower lanes-lower speeds, clearly declined and permanent parking lane is less confusing. More 
car parking made available 

 It builds one parking lane all day 
 

Comments associated with your preferences for design option 1ii 

Walking 

 If there's going to be parking on this busy stretch, it should be off-peak only. 

 Both sides are safe and away from cars and roads. 

 More room. 

 Because it has less of a medium than other options and yet has more going for it in regard to the 
bike barrier. 

 I like the extra parking space to make the area more active. 

 pedestrains need to be separated from cyclists. they travel at very different speeds and deserve 
their own space. 

 

Cycling 

 No need to worry about parked cars, pedestrians or oncoming traffic. The median still keeps 
everyone safe. 

 Less of a medium. Which helps for people crossing when the medium does not get shoveled well. 

 I like the buffered lanes 
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 full cycletracks are must have in new design. best option for everyone. 

 Wide dedicated cycle tracks are ideal for cyclist safety and speed. 
 

Driving 

 Median is essential for safety. Bikes are not a factor. Pedestrians are not a factor. 

 Maintains median 

 I like the extra parking. 

 cars feel safer being separated from cyclists. meridian divides from oncoming traffic. narrower lanes 
are safer and force drivers to be more attentive. 

 Seems like more room, not so cramped and don’t have to worry about parked cars 

 More parking 
 
 

Comments associated with your preferences for design option 2i 

Walking 

 better consistency in lanes, sidewalks and 2 general lanes always open and flowing 

 Bikes will not use the sidewalks 

 I like that there are specific paths again for the pedestrians to walk without people 

 No real impact for walking (within all options), but best option for allowing short term parking on a 
permanent basis.  Easier to know what you've got than things changing constantly throughout the 
day based on time. 

 Maintains parklike setting with some parking 

 Median give the pedestrian a buffer in case traffic going the opposite direction doesn't see a 
pedestrian crossing. 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 Each design is roughly equivalent for pedestrians. 2i is preferred for other reasons. 

 Do not have reason as long as it is kept the same 

 I don't like any of the options but if were going to spend the money let's do it right 

 Either seems safer for walking 
 

Cycling 

 consistency along full stretch 

 I prefer off-road bike paths for safety, connectivity to other paths, and a more relaxed ride. 

 dedicated of street cycling is safer for the cyclist, pedestrians walking and not impacting or close to 
street traffic.. Can have its own signage and not interfering with street traffic signage or traffic flows. 

 More room for buffers 

 I like the specific bike paths especially that they are distant from the drivers 
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 2i and 2ii the same for cycling, they have grade separated cycling lanes. The other two options could 
work, if there was a physical separation of bike lanes (vs. Just paint). 

 Separate from roads and sidewalks. 

 Same as above 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 buffer zone 

 Looks safer - a bit removed from traffic 

 Prefer cycle tracks 

 Moving bikes away from traffic  

 Off-street bike path 
 

Driving 

 better flow all hours 

 Keeping more general lanes free of people parking is better for driving and prevents the need to 
clutter up middle lanes to get around people parking. 

 Less risk of accident or injury with less elements on the street to worry about and able to focus on 
driving. Pedestrians are away from traffic as well as cycling traffic, safer for all involved in the same 
footprint of 36M. Makes more sense and safer. 

 Two lanes for driving all day, wider lanes too. 

 The parking lanes are nice as they will be good for the university students. 

 2 lanes of traffic each direction, with a median to allow for left turns, and a parking lane. 

 Less unnecessary parking 

 Parking lane is useless and takes up space, it will either end up being permit parking so everyday 
people cant park there anyways, it will be paid parking and cost a fortune or the university students 
will park there and it will never be usable for anyone 

 Simple,. No changes during the day. Full time parking. Less confusion. 

 Don’t like giving up lane for parking. Better traffic flow 

 Maximizes travel lanes and has a median between opposing lanes. This option also provides wider 
3.5m lanes. I believe wider lanes to be a negative thing for all other road users, as it encourages 
speeding, but can understand why drivers would want it. 

 Most lanes of traffic available at all times, reduced confusion re: parking ( off-peak near a university 
doesn’t necessarily correspond with ousual off-peak) 

 Separation of different modes of mobility - safer. 

 Dedicated parking lane is best - everyone knows it is parking and does not ram into a car when it is 
off peak parking 

 buffer zone 

 Wider lanes and available parking provide an ideal driving circumstance of these possibilities. 

 Prefer short term parking, also prefer to keep median and have it be reconstructed rather than be 
removed 

 Moves traffic 

 Like having some perm parking 

 Centre medians good safety feature 
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Comments associated with your preferences for design option 2ii 

Walking 

 It incorporates everything I want as a pedestrian: sidewalks, bike path with buffer, median, and 
enhancements. 

 Neighborhood feel 

 Walking options pretty much all equal, but this is narrowest crossing with calmest traffic. 

 Less traffic going by 

 nice distance for walking from cars, bike not on road, occasional parking is nice. 

 More public space, median for street crossing refuge, off peak single active lane to cross. 

 I do not support a parking lane. MRU has large parking lots. On street parking is a waste of road 
space. 

 All are basically equal. Option 2ii appears best because it gives the shortest crossing distance (not 
including bike paths). 

 Provides separation for walkers from bike traffic. 

 improved landscaping, more separation from vehicles and bikes, more quality green spaces, parking 

on the street reduce vehicle speed 

 Any are fine. They are all the same 

 its better 

 Center median provides a safe zone, parking on both sides slows traffic, bike path off roadway 
provides a safe zone between cars and bikes for pedestrians. 

 Liked 2ii for the other reasons and side walk plan is similar for all 

 Either seems safer for walking 
 

Cycling 

 more protection from cars 

 Wide cycle lane buffered by parking, predictable and easily observed car lanes 

 Consistent buffer between bikes and cars on both sides, not just one. 

 I do not support a parking lane. It blocks visibility and cars cannot see cyclists. This is already a 
dangerous problem with some blacks of the 12th Ave S cycle lane in downtown Calgary. 

 Provides an off-street bike path with both a curb buffer and parked cars. So long as sight-lines are 

good in intersections, this is a fantastic design. 

 Best buffer between cyclists and vehicles 

 Provides two way bike traffic off the road. 

 separation from vehicles, improved landscaping, wider bike lanes, more quality green spaces 

 Biking is off street. Likely safer 

 Cyclists are off the roadway, and parked cars on both sides slows cars. 

 Cycling is separated from the road 
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Driving 

 Street layout naturally adjust to  peak demands. 

 Provides parking on both sides of the roads during off peak hours. 

 more parking spaces, narrower crossing easier to see pedestrians crossing 

 Off peak parking will encourage more to cycle or take transit compared to permanent on street 
parking 

 Bikes are off the roadway, extra parking is always good. I live in Currie, we have student parking 
issues in our neighbourhood. 

 Parking on both sides 
 

We asked you if there is a street design feature that you would like the project team to consider 

adding that is not included in the options. Your responses are below. 

 Two-way bike paths.  Why always one-way only?  Also - a train station in close proximity would 

increase transit use dramatically. 

 Pleas don't put parking on Richardson 

 Removal of the median with two-way bike paths off the street 

 Trees, narrow lanes, no on street parking, and separate bike lanes 

 SectionB-2i is an excellent design, needs off traffic lane bus stops (pull-in) integrated to reduce 

impact to traffic flows and increase safer for transit users and vehicle traffic. 

 please add bus stops on both sides of the road and make the curbs higher. However i would like to 

see the current speed limit of 60 remain. 

 Physical separation of bike lanes (can be like 8 and 12 ave bike lanes, using curbing and visible 

poles. 

 if no median, perhaps the bumps/lights on the middle line that you find on highways? more street 

lighting also. 

 indigenous grasses and flower plantings would be lovely!! the terrible grass we use on these spaces 

now look so shoddy, and must be $$ to maintain. The areas filled with natural species always look 

lovely! 

 1i - but changed, with barriers/buffers of 1 meter on each side, and bike paths of 2 meters on each 

side. 

 Just leave thing 

 bicycle trafic calming features. Get the University foot, bycicle, and vehicle traffic onto university 

grounds as early as possible 

 Fewwr options please - this was hard to compare. 

 As mentioned above, pedestrians crossing in every direction all at once. The intersections are huge 

and it would save everyone time. Also, not having to press the pedestrian walk button. 

 For Section A, I'd like to see an option that better lines up with Option 2ii in section B: two separate 

bike paths, removal of median, narrower street, off-peak parking. 

 A daily cyclist count indicator as exists downtown, in either direction. 
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 Please consider where people are cycling - look at the heatmaps. I bike everywhere and now that 

Currie Barracks has roads, I never want to ride Richardson Way - it is an indirect route to nowhere. 

Richard Road isn't safe to cycle. 

 As a cyclist, I prefer not to have one-way cycle paths. Please make the cycle paths both directions. 

 As [personal information removed] passes by our windows slowing the traffic speed down will not 

keep the loud noise coming off the roads. By adding more traffic through this road the noise will just 

increase.  A noise wall will be needed! 

 Multiple options for getting through, in and out with the road closures of campus, if is now a fortress 

saying "commits not welcome here." 

 At bus stop have a bench to sit on! 

 Better pedestrian crossing and bike right of way getting across Richmond way, larger curb cutouts, 

raised crossings etc 

 Include pathways whatever it's possible to and include controlled traffic lights and lights for people 

crossing the road where there's no traffic light 

 Provide as much parking as possible to narrow lanes and reduce traffic speed. All points crossing for 

pedestrians at any traffic light, so traffic stops for pedestrians only once per cycle 

 Make sure to address any traffic related to ring road that will open in 2021 

 Please consider adding a left turn signal from Richadson Way to 37th street south 

 Focus should be on walking and cycling infrasturcture. MTM MRU students don’t have cars 
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Appendix A 

Section A 
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Appendix B 

Section B 
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Section B (continued) 
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Appendix C 

Feedback Form 

PROVIDE YOUR INPUT 

This project aims to understand how to improve walking, driving and cycling to and through the area at 

Richardson Way and Richard Road S.W. 

We are seeking your input to help us understand: 

 How access to and through the area could be improved for people walking, driving, taking transit 

and cycling; 

 What street design elements you value and why; and, 

 What street design elements would improve your sense of comfort in the area. 

 

Please respond to the questions on this feedback form and leave it with City of 

Calgary staff at the front table at this engagement session.  
 

1. How could we improve access to and along Richardson Way S.W. and/or improve your sense 

of comfort along the street for: 

 

People walking?   

 

 

People taking transit?   

 

 

People driving?   

 

 

People riding bikes?   
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2. Review design options 1 and 2 for Section A on the map. Please select your preferred option 

for people walking, cycling, and driving through the area by responding to the statements at 

the bottom of this page. 

Section A:  
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 I prefer design option 1 or 2 (please circle your preference) for walking, because: 

 

 I prefer design option 1 or 2 (please circle your preference) for cycling, because: 

 

 I prefer design option 1 or 2 (please circle your preference) for driving, because: 

 

3. Review design options 1i, 1ii, 2i and 2ii for Section B on the map. Please select your 

preferred option for people walking, cycling, and driving through the area by responding to 

the statements at the bottom page 4. 

 

 

 

 

 

Description: 

 Existing lanes and centre 

median maintained 

 One-way bike path (off-street) 

on north side of street 

 Multi-use pathway on south 

side 

 Cost of implementation - $ 

Description: 

 Existing lane configuration 

maintained but travel 

 lanes narrowed and centre 

median removed 

 One-way cycle track (on-street) 

on south side and 

 one-way bike path (off-street) 

north side 

 Cost of implementation - $$ 
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Section B:  

             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Description: 

 Maintain curb 

 Narrow travel lanes 

 Remove centre median 

 Cycle tracks (on-street) on north 

and south sides 

 Permanent parking (short-term) 

on north side 

 May require localized tree 

removal 

 Cost of implementation - $$ 

Description: 

 Maintain curb 

 Narrow travel lanes 

 Reconstruct centre median 

 Cycle tracks (on-street) on north 

and south sides 

 Off peak parking (short-term) on 

both sides of street 

 May require localized tree 

removal 

 Cost of implementation - $$$ 
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 I prefer design option 1i, 1ii, 2i or 2ii (please circle your preference) for walking, because: 

 

 

 I prefer design option 1i, 1ii, 2i or 2ii (please circle your preference) for cycling, because: 

 

 

 I prefer design option 1i, 1ii, 2i or 2ii (please circle your preference) for driving, because: 

 

Description: 

 Maintain south curb and 

reconstruct north curb 

 Reconstruct centre median 

 Permanent parking (short-term) 

on north side 

 One-way bike paths (off- street) 

on north 

 and south side 

 May require localized tree 

removal 

 Cost of implementation - $$$ 

Description: 

 Maintain south curb and 

reconstruct north curb 

 Reconstruct centre median 

 Off-peak parking (short-term) 

provided on both sides 

 One-way bike paths (off- street) 

on north and 

 south side 

 May require localized tree 

removal 

 Cost of implementation - $$$ 
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4. If there is a street design feature that you would like the project team to consider adding that 

is not included in the options, please add it in the box below. 

 

 

 

Thank you for sharing your feedback with us. 

For more information or to complete this feedback form online, go to 

www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This personal information is being collected by The City of Calgary under the authority of Alberta’s Freedom of Information and Protection of 

Privacy Act, Subsection 33 (c). It will be only used for the collection of information related to the Richardson Way Study project. If you have any 

questions, please contact The City at 311. 

 

http://www.engage.calgary.ca/richardsonway

