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7.5 Waterfront Trail Profile: Distances, Surfaces & Character by Municipality
DESIGNATED UNDESIGNATED
ToTAL ON-ROAD , ON-ROAD OFF-ROAD ; ON-ROAD

MunNICIPALITY DiSTANCE | OFF-ROAD |RESIDENTIAL MAJOR | OFF-ROAD | RESIDENTIAL MAJOR
Niagara-on-the Lake 17.9 24 53 4.1 6.1
St. Catharines 15.2 7.2 7.5 0.5
Lincoln 24.6 1.1 1.5 4.7 17.3
Grimsby 11.55 0.7 6.1 25 2.25
Hamilton 316 10.6 7.7 0.7 9.75 2.85
Burlington 31.1 18.2 114 15
Oakville 17.1 12.3 2.6 2.2
Mississauga 22.5 15.2 7.3 0
Toronto 60.8 25 3 6.3 24 17.6 6.5
Pickering 13.55 6.25 6.5 0.8
Ajax 8.8 5.9 29
Whitby 13.8 9.2 24 22
Oshawa 1.1 7.5 3.6
Clarington 31.3 74 8 10.1 1.1 4.7
Port Hope 28 2.9 1.7 234
HamiltonTwp 4.2 4.2
Cobourg 17.6 4.6 7.9 51
Alnwick/Haldimand 16.6 0.5 14.5 1.6
Colborne/Cramahe 8.8 0 5.9 2.9
Brighton 1.1 2.1 4.2 4.8
Quinte West 34.2 4 6.5 5.9 5.8 12
Belleville 14.1 5 2.1 7
Hasting County 22 22
Greater Napanee 59 59
Prince Ed. County 78 16 62
Loyalist 18 18
Greater Kingston 45.75 2 43.75
Front & Leeds Cty 8 8
Gananoque 55 55
Thousand Island Pwy 60 50 10
Brockville 1.5 15
TOTALS 743.25 148.05 113.3 58.8 76.2 85.8 261.1

Source: WRT Map Book and various local maps; Hasting County-includes trail from Shannonville to Deseronto; Greater Napanee-includes Aldophustown, Deseronto and Napanee

SUMMARIES

Trail from NOTL to Quinte W. 431.4 143.05 111.2 58.8 8.2 35.05 75.1
Total Off Road (Designated and Undesignated) 151.25 35.1%

Total On Road-Res (Designated and Undesignated) 146.25 33.9%

Total On Road-Maj.(Designated and Undesignated) 133.9 31.0%

Estimated portion of major roads without shoulders is 76 kms.

Belleville to Brockville 311.85 5 2.1 0 68 50.75 186
Total Off Road (Designated and Undesignated) 73 23.4%

Total On Road-Res (Designated and Undesignated) 52.85 16.9%

Total On Road-Maj.(Designated and Undesignated) 186 59.6%

NOTES

« Off road - trail users separated from vehicular traffic

* On-road residential -quiet residential or country roads

+ On-road major - high traffic use and a speed limit of 50kph or more; may have paved shoulders increasing comfort level

« Designated-route is signed and recognized as part of the Waterfront Trail.

* Undesignated-route is not formally part of the trail, but is an option for traveling over gaps.Undesignated routes are not indicated on Trust map books.




Waterfront Regeneration Trust

Did you know that ...

95% of users would like to see the Trail linked continuously from Niagara-on-the-Lake
to Gananoque.

77% of users view the Trail as a potential vacation destination.
99% of users would recommend the Trail to other people.

Since its establishment in the spring of 1995, the Lake Ontario Waterfront Trail has attracted
walkers, cyclists, in-line skaters and nature lovers from Niagara-on-the-Lake to Gananoque.
It is through the Trail that people have been mobilized to improve the waterfront as they have
rediscovered the lakeshore and understood the interconnections, both natural and cultural,
that are so crucial to its health and vitality. It is through the spirit of partnership that this
vision is being realized.

During the summer of 2002 the Waterfront Regeneration Trust and the waterfront
municipalities and conservation authorities set out to investigate how user perceptions about
how the Trail had changed from the previous user survey completed in 1996. The 2002
survey gathered data that addressed the economic, recreational, and potential tourism
benefit of the Trail.

This report includes the findings of the 2002 Waterfront Trail User Survey. Local partners of
the Waterfront Regeneration Trust and individual citizens alike will find herein a wealth of
interesting and valuable information about the relationship between the Waterfront Trail and
the people who give it life.

Here are a few of the many supportive comments we received from Trail users:
“I'm thankful that the Trail exists as I always take my visitors to the waterfront”.

“I've seen the Trail develop from very little, to an excellent resource for people who wish
to walk/bike/etc. and commune with our natural resources”.

“I appreciate the Trail being accessible to all of us”.

“The length of the Waterfront Trail directly impacts the amount of money and length
of time I spend. I am always looking for trails that lend themselves to a week long
bike trip”.

“I hope to see more of the Trail along the water”.

“The Waterfront Trail will bring us back!”



