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FIGURE 1: STRATHCONA COUNTY GRID ROAD NETWORK SHOWING TRAFFIC COUNTS
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ALBERTA’S INDUSTRIAL HEARTLAND - A.S.P.
FOR STRATHCONA COUNTY

NOTE:

1. T.R. 510 TO CLASS 1 PENDING NORTHERN BEAR DEVELOPMENT

2, RGE. RD. 220 FROM 510 TO HWY. 14 TO CLASS 1 FUTURE
CONSIDERATION CONNECTS TO A LEDUC COUNTY UPGRADE GRID
ROAD.

3. T.R. 560 RGE. RD. 205 TO HWY. 830 HEARTLAND CONNECT TO
BRUDERHEIM FUTURE CONSIDERATION.

4. THE RRMP IS A "ANNUAL FUNDED” PLAN WITH THE EXCEPTION
OF MAJOR RECONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. e.g. HEARTLAND ROADS
OR THE CLASS 1 NETWORK.
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% of Total Surface Area

FIGURE 2: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: CLASS | ROADS WITH A COLDMIX SURFACE
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FIGURE 3: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: CLASS | ROADS WITH A HOTMIX SURFACE
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FIGURE 4: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: CLASS Il ROADS WITH A COLDMIX SURFACE
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FIGURE 5: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: CRS ROADS WITH A COLDMIX SURFACE
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FIGURE 6: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: CRS ROADS WITH A HOTMIX SURFACE
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FIGURE 7: SURFACE CONDITION HISTORY: HAMLET ROADS WITH COLDMIX AND HOTMIX SURFACES
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No. of Respondents

FIGURE 8: SURVEY QUESTIONS 1 - 6

SURVEY QUESTIONS 1-6 ASSESSMENT OF SURFACE STATE OF ROADS

OGood to Excellent (Ratings of 6 to 10) B Adequate (Rating of 5) OLess than Adequate (Ratings of O to 4)
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713) 367) 592)



FIGURE 9: SURVEY QUESTION 7

SURVEY QUESTION 7 FACTORS TO CONSIDER WHEN SETTING PRIORITIES

O High Importance (Ratings of 4 to 5)

B Medium Importance (Rating of 3)

O Low Importance (Ratings of 1 - 2)
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Condition of Amount of Number of  Retainingthe Theroadasa Road width Number of Number of Number of
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bumps, (Response collisions surface overall Count 733) and hills complaints (Response
cracks, Count 728) (Response condition road/highway (Response (Response Count 727)
potholes) Count 725) (Response network Count 728) Count 719)
(Response Count 718) (Response
Count 736) Count 734)




FIGURE 10: SURVEY QUESTION 8

SURVEY QUESTION 8 PRIORITIES FOR DETERMINING ROAD IMPROVEMENTS

OHigh Importance (Ratings of 4 - 5) B Medium Importance (Rating of 3) dLow Importance (Ratings of 1 - 2)
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carrying high traffic corners at intersections  improvements to the  curves (Response Count (Response Count 723) dust-suppressed
volumes (Response (Response Count 733) Class 1 network 724) surfaces (Response
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FIGURE 11: SURVEY QUESTION 9

SURVEY QUESTION 9 IMPORTANCE OF BUDGET AND ENVIRONMENT
SUSTAINABILITY MEASURES

OHigh Importance (Rating of 4 - 5) EMedium Importance (Rating of 3) OLow Importance (Rating of 1 - 2)

700
65
90.2% 619
85.4% 558

600 77.0%

500
] 402
g

55.2%

2 400
<)
Q.
v
o

300 -
s 208
S 28.6%
=

200 L 118

56 89 182% 16.2%
100 - 15 12.3% 17 35
7.7%
4.8%
21% 2.3%
0 T T . T
Schedule maintenance and Establish road surface type Increase the recycling of existing Increase spot repairs (e.g. crack
overlay decisions based on  and/or width based on safety and pavements to reduce the filling, seal coats) rather than full
annual road condition type of use (Response Count narrowing effect of successive road resurfacing (Response
assessments rather than 725) overlays (Response Count 725) Count 728)

overlaying a fixed annual number
of kilometres (Response Count
724)





