


 

 

 

T H E  V I L L A G E  O F  K E R E M E O S  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  P L A N  

 

 
Y:\Project Files\900 - Keremeos Transportation\Report\Keremeos T Plan Final_May 19 2009.doc 

5/19/2009 

 

 

P A G E  i  

T A B L E  O F  C O N T E N T S  

 

1 . 0  I N T R O D U C T I O N . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1  

1 . 1  P u r p o s e  o f  a  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  P l a n . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1  

1 . 2  S t u d y  O b j e c t i v e s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2  

1 . 3  C o m m u n i t y  B a c k g r o u n d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2  

2 . 0  E X I S T I N G  R O A D  N E T W O R K . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2  

2 . 1  E x i s t i n g  R o a d s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2  

2 . 2  E x i s t i n g  T r a i l s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3  

2 . 3  T r a f f i c  V o l u m e s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3  

2 . 3 . 2  I n t e r s e c t i o n  T u r n i n g  M o v e m e n t  C o u n t s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3  

2 . 3 . 3  R o a d w a y  S e g m e n t  C o u n t s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3  

3 . 0  P R O P O S E D  T R A N P O R T A T I O N  N E T W O R K . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5  

3 . 1  R o a d  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5  

3 . 2  F u t u r e  N e t w o r k  L i n k s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5  

3 . 2 . 1  R o a d w a y  C o n n e c t i o n s  –  V i l l a g e  R o a d s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6  

3 . 2 . 2  R o a d w a y  C o n n e c t i o n s  –  H w y  3  E a s t  a n d  D o w n t o w n . . . 7  

3 . 2 . 3  T r a i l  C o n n e c t i o n s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8  

3 . 3  P r o p o s e d  R o a d  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  M a p  a n d  C r o s s - S e c t i o n s . . 9  

3 . 4  R i g h t  o f  W a y  D e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  P r i o r i t y  S t r a t e g y . . . . . . . . . 1 3  

3 . 4 . 1  R i g h t  o f  W a y  D e v e l o p m e n t  S t r a t e g y . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 3  

3 . 4 . 2  R e c o m m e n d e d  D e v e l o p m e n t  P r i o r i t y . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 3  

4 . 0  C O N C L U S I O N S  A N D  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 4  



 

 

 

T H E  V I L L A G E  O F  K E R E M E O S  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  P L A N  

 

 
Y:\Project Files\900 - Keremeos Transportation\Report\Keremeos T Plan Final_May 19 2009.doc 

5/19/2009 

 

 

P A G E  1  

1 . 0  I N T R O D U C T I O N  

Boulevard Transportation Group was retained by the Village of Keremeos (the “Village”) to conduct a 

transportation plan for the community.  The key elements considered in the plan were a review of the 

roadway network in terms of connectivity, linkages, and classifications in order to provide 

recommendations for future roadway and trail needs, in terms of new and/or altered connections and 

cross sections. 

 

1 . 1  P u r p o s e  o f  a  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  P l a n  

The purpose of a transportation master plan is to recommend future road network connections and 

typical design elements to help guide future transportation development such that limited infrastructure 

funds are spent as wisely and efficiently as possible. By identifying corridors for future upgrades in the 

transportation plan, future functional designs for a road segment or corridor can be established based 

on base elements from the plan, but tailored to specific characteristics of the site (such as property 

requirements, traffic control and operations requirements, costs, etc). The typical process for 

transportation corridor development is as follows: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The functional design stage establishes preliminary design requirements based on operations, property 

requirements, and costs, often for several design alternatives.  The detailed design stage proceeds with 

the selected design from the functional design stage, establishing detailed civil engineering 

requirements, property requirements, and project costs.  Construction is then based upon the detailed 

design. 

Transportation Master Plan 

Road Project - Functional Design 

   Detailed Design 

    Construction 
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1 . 2  S t u d y  O b j e c t i v e s  

The purpose of the study was to aid the Village in the guidance of future transportation infrastructure 

development in the community and ensure consistent and appropriate roadway designs are undertaken.  

Specifically, the study was to identify opportunities for new linkages (both roadway and trail), and to 

establish roadway classifications with design parameters.  This will aid in the guidance of future 

development in the community and ensure consistent and appropriate roadway designs are undertaken. 

 

1 . 3  C o m m u n i t y  B a c k g r o u n d  

The Village of Keremeos is located in the Similkameen Valley, south of Penticton and west of 

Osoyoos, and is bisected by Hwy 3 and Hwy 3A. With a population of approximately 1,200 people, it 

is a small but growing community.  The study area encompasses Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, Keremeos By-Pass 

Rd, and the boundary of Village of Keremeos, and is shown in Figure 1.  

 

2 . 0  E X I S T I N G  R O A D  N E T W O R K  

2 . 1  E x i s t i n g  R o a d s  

There are two roadway authorities in Keremeos, namely Ministry of Transportation (MoT) roads and 

Village of Keremeos roads.  MoT roads are Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, and Keremeos Bypass Rd, while all other 

roads within the town boundary are Village roads.  Hwy 3 passes through the centre of Keremeos in 

the west-east direction and meets Hwy 3A in the east area of the Village. Hwy 3 is also designated as 

7th Ave within the Village boundary.  This road plays an important role in the Village, as it serves a 

dual function as the Village’s “Main St” whilst also serving through-Village traffic along Hwy 3 and 

Hwy 3A.  This results in a confluence of local traffic, pedestrians, cyclists, and large trucks all along 

the same road, which results in safety and operational considerations.  One particular consideration is 

the right-angle change in direction that Hwy 3 takes at the intersection of 7th Ave and 7th St in the heart 

of Keremeos.   At present, the intersection geometry is limiting to the point that many large trucks 

cannot accomplish left or right hand turns without crossing the centreline or parallel lanes on the 

inside. 

 

Hwy 3A runs north-south along the east side of Keremeos and connects Penticton with Keremeos. 

Keremeos By-Pass Rd provides a west bypass of Keremeos, and connects Hwy 3 and Hwy 3A.  Speed 

limits on these roads vary, with speeds of 50 km/h in populated / core areas, and 80 km/h or higher in 

rural areas. All of these roads have two travel lanes (one in each direction), while Hwy 3 also has 

sections with on-street parking allowed in the Keremeos core. 
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There are a number of undeveloped or under-developed roadway rights-of-way in the Village, 

primarily in areas that are currently agricultural in nature. A key consideration is therefore the 

identification of potential future right-of-way usage needs in areas that are currently agricultural but 

may undergo future urban growth.   

 

10th Ave has a longest continuous east-west road interval that is parallel to Hwy 3. Boundary Rd is on 

the west boundary of Keremeos and Veterans Ave (8th Ave) is another west-east running road in the 

centre of Keremeos.    See Figure 2 for the existing roadway network. 

 

2 . 2  E x i s t i n g  T r a i l s  

There are two multi-use trails for use by pedestrians and cyclists in Keremeos; the Similkameen River 

Trail, and the Keremeos Connector Promenade (which runs east-west along the old rail bed).  These 

trails effectively form a loop between 1st St in the west and Willis Ranch Rd / 10th St in the east.   

 

2 . 3  T r a f f i c  V o l u m e s  

Data collection for this study is composed of traffic counts (intersection turning movement counts and 

tube counts) and the highway traffic data provided by the Ministry of Transportation.  This information 

was used to establish background traffic characteristics for the community. 

 

2 . 3 . 2  I n t e r s e c t i o n  T u r n i n g  M o v e m e n t  C o u n t s  

Manual counts were undertaken on July 15 and 16, 2008. The counts were performed during the pm 

peak hour at each location. The counting times were mostly 2:30 PM to 3:30 PM and some were 3:30 

PM to 4:30 PM. The counts were done at twelve intersections: (1) Hwy 3A/Middle Bench Rd; (2) Hwy 

3A/9th St; (3) Hwy 3A/Keremeos By-Pass Rd; (4) Keremeos By-Pass Rd/2nd Ave; (5) Keremeos By-

Pass Rd/Hwy 3; (6) Hwy 3/Boundary Rd; (7) Boundary Rd/10th Ave; (8) 10th Ave/4th St; (9) 10th 

Ave/7th St; (10) Veterans Ave/4th St; (11) Veterans Ave/5th St; (12) 7th Ave/7th St. The intersection 

count traffic volumes are shown on Figure 3. 

 

2 . 3 . 3  R o a d w a y  S e g m e n t  C o u n t s  

Roadway segment counts were obtained from two sources: 1) tube counts conducted by Boulevard 

Transportation Group, and 2) highway count volumes obtained from the Ministry of Transportation 

(MoT). 

 

The tube counts were taken at five locations within Village of Keremeos during three week days (July 

15 to July 17, 2008): (1) 2nd Ave east of Richter St; (2) 4th Ave between Hwy 3 and Veterans Ave; (3) 







 

 

 

T H E  V I L L A G E  O F  K E R E M E O S  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  P L A N  

 

 
Y:\Project Files\900 - Keremeos Transportation\Report\Keremeos T Plan Final_May 19 2009.doc 

5/19/2009 

 

 

P A G E  4  

6th Ave between 6th St and 7th St; (4) 7th St between 7th Ave and Veterans Ave; (5) 10th Ave between 4th 

St and 5th St. The highway traffic volume data were obtained from the MoT’s website. Estimates for 

the Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) were available for five locations in the Keremeos vicinity: 

(1) Hwy 3 400m east of By-Pass; (2) Hwy 3 300m west of By-Pass; (3) Hwy 3 200m east of Hwy 3A; 

(4) Hwy 3A 800m east of Hwy 3; (5) By-Pass Rd 1400m south of Hwy 3A. These MoT volume 

estimates are based on counts taken in 2000 or 2002.  

 

The tube count and MoT traffic volumes are shown on Figure 4. These counts show that, 

unsurprisingly, the highest volumes are along Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, and the Keremeos Bypass.  These are 

the only routes with more than 1,000 veh/day; all Village roads have less than 1,000 veh/day.  In terms 

of magnitude, all Village roads would be considered to function as “local roads” in terms of operation, 

in consideration of the TAC Geometric Design Guidelines for Canadian Roads. 

 

Vehicle speeds were also collected by the road tube counters. The standard metric for establishing the 

speed characteristic of a road segment is the 85th percentile speed. This is the speed for which 85 

percent of all vehicles travel at or below.  For all of the locations counted, the 85th percentile speed was 

less than 50 km/h with the exception of eastbound traffic on 2nd Ave, which had an 85th percentile 

speed of 51-55 km/h.  However, due to the proximity to intersections of the counters on 4th St, 7th St, 

and 10th Ave, it is not entirely unexpected that vehicle speeds at these locations were lower than 50 

km/h, as vehicles are likely either accelerating from the intersection or slowing down on approach to 

the intersection (and in either case not travelling at full running speed).  Nonetheless, the counters on 

2nd Ave and 6th Ave indicate that most vehicles are travelling below or close to the speed limit, which 

indicates that as a general rule there is not a speeding problem in the Village.   

 

There may, however, be some local roads where vehicles are perceived to be speeding.  On local roads, 

some residents may consider vehicles as speeding even if they are travelling at or below the speed 

limit. Also as the data is related in 85th percentile it is expected that the other 15 percent are travelling 

faster. The data collected shows that the highest speed recorded was in excess of 70 km/h at some 

locations (for a few vehicles). Where 85th percentile speeds are high traffic calming can be used as a 

deterrent. However, where 15% or less of traffic is speeding then mitigation is typically undertaken by 

police enforcement.   
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3 . 0  P R O P O S E D  T R A N P O R T A T I O N  N E T W O R K  

3 . 1  R o a d  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s  

The key considerations in establishing roadway classifications are traffic volumes (existing and 

estimated future volumes) and mobility needs. These considerations ensure adequate capacity / laning 

is provided, as well as facilitating through-movement vehicles on specific routes but not on others 

where traffic is less desirable (such as local roads).   

 

For Keremeos, all non-Highway roads are relatively low volume, but nonetheless some key routes 

exist that facilitate a collector road function (i.e. connecting local roads to a major through road, which 

in the case of Keremeos is Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, or the Bypass road).  Key roads that currently serve this 

purpose are 2nd Ave, 9th St North (between Hwy 3 and 2nd Ave), 7th St (south of Hwy 3), 5th St, 4th St, 

Boundary Rd, and 10th Ave.  In addition, both 6th Ave and Veterans Ave serve as parallel downtown 

routes, on either side of the main business area along Hwy 3.   

 

Because of the grid layout of the Village, at present virtually every through-road (i.e. roads that do not 

have gaps, such as 4th St, 5th St, and 7rd St) serves a collector road function.  Overall this actually gives 

a good spacing of potential collector routes.  The only consideration is 4th St versus 5th St; being that 

they are one block away from each other, there is not really a need for both to be designated as a 

collector (or major) road.  In order to prevent unnecessary overbuilding of roadway cross sections, it is 

recommended that only one of these two routes be considered for collector (or major) roadway 

designation.  In consideration of the discussion in Section 3.2.3 (possible trail route along 4th St), in 

consideration of higher traffic volumes on 5th St (as per Figure 3), and in consideration of a potential 

2nd St connection / collector road (see Section 3.2.1), it is recommended that 5th St be considered for 

this collector / major function.   

 

Three road classifications are therefore proposed for the Village of Keremeos: Highway, Major Road, 

and Local Road.  The Highway classification would be for Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, and the Keremeos 

Bypass.  

 

3 . 2  F u t u r e  N e t w o r k  L i n k s  

There are three main types of potential future network links:  Village roads, a downtown – Hwy 3 East 

connector, and trails.  
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3 . 2 . 1  R o a d w a y  C o n n e c t i o n s  –  V i l l a g e  R o a d s  

In considering future roadway needs for the village, there should be continuous corridors in both the 

north-south and east-west directions that serve as collector type roads.  Because of the rural nature of 

much of Keremeos, there is the opportunity to provide north-south trail routes away from or as 

separate parallel routes to main roadways, which can enhance the trail experience (since there are less 

vehicles or no vehicles at all).   

 

In the north area of Keremeos (upper bank), there are no real opportunities to provide additional north-

south connections because of the abrupt elevation change. However, in the east-west direction, there is 

the opportunity to extend Sparks Dr so that it connects with Keremeos Bypass Road.  Sparks Dr 

currently extends only part way from Hwy 3A, with a dead-end well east of the Keremeos Bypass 

Road. If extended, however, it could provide an alternate and parallel route to 2nd Ave, in particular 

should any new development occur in the currently agricultural northwest portion of the Village.  

There should, however, be at least one local road connection built between an extended Sparks Dr and 

2nd Ave (should Sparks Dr be extended).  Also, should Sparks Dr be extended, there are right-of-way 

considerations as well as Village boundary considerations; additional road right-of-way may be 

required, and consideration may be required for expanding the Village boundary to the north (since it 

currently runs right along Sparks Dr). 

 

In the lower section of Keremeos, there are a number of roads that are discontinuous.  Some are 

blocked by buildings and cannot readily be extended (such as 6th St and 9th Ave). Others, such as 1st, 

2nd, 3rd, 8th, and 9th streets do not extend over the railway right-of-way but could, if desired, be readily 

extended.  It is not recommended to extend 8th or 9th Streets, since 7th St would provide appropriate 

access and is recommended as a Major road.  Out of 1st, 2nd, and 3rd Streets it is recommended to 

extend 2nd St, as it has only one segment not built (between 9th Ave and Veterans Ave) and it lends 

itself better to a future Major road status since it connects from north of Hwy 3 all the way to 12th Ave 

(and in fact provides a continuous route with the west end of 12th Ave). 1st St should be retained as a 

trail corridor (as currently functioning, between the rail trail and the riverwalk trail).   

 

The final main connection opportunity is to extend 6th Ave west to Boundary Rd, so that it intersects 

with Orchard Dr. This would provide a fully continuous parallel Hwy 3 route. 

 

The recommended future road connections are therefore: 6th Ave (between 3rd St and Boundary Rd), 

Sparks Dr (between Richter St and Keremeos Bypass Rd), and 2nd St (between 9th Ave and Veterans 

Ave).  These roads would all be Major roadway designated.  Also, should Sparks Dr be extended, then 

a local road connection should be made between Sparks Dr and 2nd Ave. 
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Note that there may be specific local roadway segments that could be connected or extended if desired 

or if development dictates.  However, from the perspective of a Major roadway connected network, 

any such connections are not necessary and should therefore be considered on a individual basis by the 

Village.  In particular, it is not recommended to fully connect all north-south local roads the entire 

distance between Hwy 3 and 10th (or 11th) Ave, as this would reduce the benefits of Major roadways in 

handling the majority of traffic, whilst also increasing traffic on local roads. 

 

In terms of priority for any upgrades, existing roads designated as Major roads that are nearer to the 

downtown should be considered first (i.e. 7th St, 6th Ave, and 5th St).  Undeveloped roadways should be 

considered as the urbanisation of agricultural areas dictates (i.e. 2nd St extension / upgrade, 6th Ave 

extension, Sparks Dr extension and upgrade).  

 

3 . 2 . 2  R o a d w a y  C o n n e c t i o n s  –  H w y  3  E a s t  a n d  D o w n t o w n  

There has been previous investigations and consideration of providing an alternative connection 

between Hwy 3 East (towards Osoyoos) and Keremeos, which would allow local traffic to bypass the 

geometrically limited intersections of Hwy 3 & Hwy 3A and Hwy 3 & 7th St, and potentially alleviate 

some traffic volume concerns from the Hwy 3 corridor.  The Urban Systems study Village of 

Keremeos Downtown Connector Study, Aug 2005 identified and investigated four alternatives for 

providing a secondary connection between Keremeos and Hwy 3 East via Willis Ranch Rd.  The 

difference between the options was whether Willis Ranch Rd was connected to 10th Ave, Veterans 

Ave, 7th Ave, or 6th Ave.   

 

Based on a consideration of traffic volumes, traffic desire lines, and geometric factors, three options 

are suggested in this report for connecting Hwy 3 East of Keremeos with the Village. While there are 

other alternatives, these options connect existing traffic corridors and provide the best downtown 

connectivity. These options would either supplement the existing Hwy 3 routing by providing an 

alternative access, or would completely re-route Hwy 3.  

 

 Option 1 – 7th Ave / Hwy 3 connection 

 Option 2 – 7th Ave / Willis Ranch Rd connection 

 Option 3 – Veterans Ave / Willis Ranch Rd connection 

 

Option 1 would effectively re-route Hwy 3 into a direct east-west route, instead of the current left-and-

right turn configuration.  This option has the greatest benefit for through traffic, as for passenger 

vehicles wayfinding is no longer an issue as route continuity is maintained, and large truck mobility is 
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P A G E  8  

greatly improved by eliminating the need for turns at the two Hwy 3 intersections with limited 

geometry. This also would improve safety for Village and through-highway traffic (including 

pedestrians and cyclists). This option would also better serve downtown Keremeos businesses, as all 

traffic would pass through the Village core (without bypassing to the south, through residential areas, 

as could occur for Option 3 and possibly Option 2).  This option would, however, likely have a larger 

cost than the other options in that the grade change between the upper and lower banks of the Village 

must be overcome. There are also some specific design considerations regarding existing loading dock 

locations along 7th Ave (east of 7th St) that would require consideration in any detailed design or 

feasibility assessment. 

 

Option 2 could either work as a full Hwy 3 re-routing or as a secondary route.  Option 3 would serve as 

a secondary east connector. Both Options 2 and 3 would have similar costs, but could have different 

impacts in that Option 2 would utilise the existing main east-west corridor (7th Ave) whereas Option 3 

would result in a shift south for some vehicles to/from Veterans Ave.  Neither Option 2 nor 3 address 

the existing geometry difficulties and associated safety concerns of the intersections at 7th St / 7th Ave 

and Hwy 3 / Hwy 3A / 9th St.  These options would also create another intersection on Hwy 3 east of 

Keremeos, which would introduce a new conflict location and new safety concerns beyond the Village 

limits. 

 

Cost is a consideration for any of these cases, and the Ministry of Transportation would need to be a 

key partner in pursuing any of these options. 

 

3 . 2 . 3  T r a i l  C o n n e c t i o n s  

There are no officially designated or maintained trails between the lower and upper levels beyond Hwy 

3 or Keremeos By-Pass Rd, a connection in the middle of the Village would be beneficial for 

promoting walking and possibly cycling and other modes. The Village currently owns a piece of right-

of-way between the upper bench and the main town level at 4th St.  As such, this could be a potential 

location for an upper and lower level trail connection. A second possibility is at 5th St, where a 

driveway connection currently exists between the upper and lower levels.  It is however private 

property, and therefore property acquisition would be required for this route.  Therefore the 4th St route 

is likely the more feasible alternative. 

 

It is also recommended to provide an off-road trail or path along 4th St (within the existing right-of-

way) between the River trail and the proposed upper level connection. A similar off-road trail or path 

is recommended along 8th St between 9th Ave and 12th Ave, as this would provide connectivity between 

existing trails at either end.  An example of an off-road parallel path is shown in the picture below. 
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Example of an Off-Road Trail Parallel to a Roadway. 

 

3 . 3  P r o p o s e d  R o a d  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  M a p  a n d  C r o s s - S e c t i o n s  

The proposed road classification map is shown in Figure 5.  This map consists of the three 

recommended roadway classifications (Highway, Major Road, and Local Road), proposed future road 

connections, possible east connector routes, and existing and proposed multi-use trail routes. 

 

Typical cross sections for the three road classifications and roadway trails are shown in Figures 6, 7, 8, 

and 9.   

 

In addition to through roads, consideration may be given to alternative cross-sections to facilitate 

angled or perpendicular parking in the downtown area on side streets, namely 5th St and 6th St (between 

6th Ave and Veterans Ave), and possibly 6th Ave and Veterans Ave as well.  In many cases these streets 

currently have informal perpendicular or angled parking, which is beneficial as it maximises parking 

supply in the commercial core.  An example of perpendicular parking on one side of the street and 

parallel parking on the other is shown in Figure 10. 

 

In the downtown core it is recommended that curb and gutter installations be used, however in more 

rural areas of the village bioswales may be used for runoff water management.    
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Figure 6: Recommended Major Roadway Cross-Section (Highways Downtown) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 7: Recommended Major Roadway Cross-Section 
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Figure 8: Recommended Local Road Cross-Section Design 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9: Recommended Trail Cross-Section 
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Figure 10: Possible Angle Parking Scheme for Downtown Streets (60 degree angle shown) 
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Trails should be prohibited to motorized traffic.  At intersections with roadways, trail access should be 

restricted by a removable post placed in the centre of the trail or by movable gates that can be moved 

to allow passage of maintenance and emergency vehicles.   

 

3 . 4  R i g h t  o f  W a y  D e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  P r i o r i t y  S t r a t e g y   

3 . 4 . 1  R i g h t  o f  W a y  D e v e l o p m e n t  S t r a t e g y  

Typically property is taken equally from both sides when a roadway is to be redeveloped and the right 

of way requires widening.  As a general rule this is preferred as it evenly distributes the portion of land 

taken, and can also provide a more aligned centreline. This could, however, change through the 

development process if a functional roadway design plan is developed for a specific project, where it 

becomes evident that it is more feasible to modify the roadway right-of-way acquisition approach or 

cross-section design. This could be done by either 1) taking more property on one side than the other 

or 2) the proposed cross sections may be adjusted in certain locations if appropriate given right-of-way 

limitations.  For example, if acquiring a full 20m right-of-way along a Major road route is prohibitively 

expensive, then reducing sidewalk width, boulevard width, and eliminating parking width from one (or 

both) sides of the road could be considered, among other schemes. 

 

3 . 4 . 2  R e c o m m e n d e d  D e v e l o p m e n t  P r i o r i t y  

In terms of a recommended development priority strategy, it is recommended to initially focus any 

projects in areas where they will be of most immediate benefit to most community residents (i.e. in the 

current Village core / developed areas), and then expand to undeveloped / agricultural areas as 

development needs dictate.  It is also recommended that when new road segments are built in rural 

areas that consideration be given to a full corridor upgrade at the same time.  (E.g. if 2nd St is 

connected across the rail bed, it should also be upgraded to Major road status from 10th Ave to at least 

Hwy 3.) 

 

Highest Priority Developments 

 

 Downtown Major roads 

o 7th St (between 10th Ave and 6th Ave) 

o 5th St (between 10th Ave and 7th Ave) 

o 6th Ave (between 7th St and 5th St) 

o 10th Ave (between 7th St and 5th St) 

 4th St trail / pathway connection (specifically the upper/lower bank connection) 
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Secondary Priority Developments 

 

 Other Major roads, on existing roadway corridors 

o 6th Ave (between 5th St and 3rd St) 

o 10th Ave (between 5th St and Boundary Rd) 

o Boundary Rd 

o 2nd Ave / 9th St North 

 8th St trail / pathway connection 

 New Major road connections, initiated on the basis of proposed developments 

o 2nd St 

o 6th Ave (between 3rd St Boundary Rd) 

o Sparks Dr 

 

Note that the potential Hwy 3 East / downtown Keremeos connection options were not listed in this 

priority list, as the above list focuses only on Keremeos-only roads.  This project is still a consideration 

for the Ministry of Transportation and the Village, however there are more stakeholders and cost 

implications to be considered, where the stakeholders have differing levels of priority for such a 

project.  (For example, while the project could be of great benefit for Keremeos, the large cost likely 

makes this project a lower priority item from the Village’s perspective, at least in terms of the ability 

for the Village to get such a project underway.) 

 

4 . 0  C O N C L U S I O N S  A N D  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S  

The following conclusions and recommendations are made regarding the existing transportation 

characteristics, anticipated transportation needs and network opportunities for the Village of 

Keremeos, and together form a summary of the transportation plan.  

 

The Village of Keremeos has a function of serving both local residential traffic as well as through 

traffic on Hwy 3.  The Village road network is in general a well-defined grid system with preserved 

and/or identified right-of-ways, which can allow for well managed future growth and infrastructure 

management.   

 

Existing roadway volumes and speeds were collected throughout the community.  It was found that the 

Highways through and adjacent to the Village have the most volume, with all Village roads having less 

than 1,000 veh/day (and thereby may be considered as low volume). Vehicle speeds were also 

collected, and were found to generally be near or below 50 km/h (for the 85th percentile speed).   
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In consideration of the traffic volume and mobility needs for the community, three road classifications 

are proposed: Highway, Major Road, and Local Road.  The designation of Major roads was based on a 

consideration of existing roadway layouts and through-routes, as well as a consideration of future 

roadway network connection needs and opportunities.   

 

The Highway classification would be assigned for Hwy 3, Hwy 3A, and the Keremeos Bypass. 

Recommended Major roads are 10th Ave, 6th Ave, 2nd Ave, Sparks Dr, 7th St, 5th St, 2nd St, and 

Boundary Rd.  Of these, 2nd St, 6th Ave, and Sparks Dr would also have associated extensions or 

connections.  Any Sparks Dr extension should also be accompanied by a new roadway connection to 

2nd Ave in the west part of the Village.  All other roads are recommended to be classified as Local 

roads.  

 

In terms of trail connections, the existing riverwalk trail and railway trail provide a good base trail 

system.  In addition, it is recommended to provide a trail connection between the upper and lower 

banks at 4th St.  Also, a parallel path or trail alongside 4th St is recommended between the river walk 

and the proposed upper/lower bank connection.  A similar parallel path is recommended along 8th St, 

connecting trail segments that currently end at 12th Ave / 8th St and 9th Ave / 8th St. 

 

For each of the road classifications, typical road cross sections are suggested. A trail cross section is 

also suggested.  In the downtown area, angled parking is an option, and curb and gutter designs should 

be used. In more rural areas of town, bioswales may be considered as a cost effective and 

environmentally prudent measure.  Also, modifications to the proposed cross sections may be 

considered if right-of-way acquisition is prohibitive. 

 

In terms of a right-of-way development strategy, it is recommended that, where required, property be 

acquired equally from both sides of the corridor.  This approach may be modified at the functional 

design stage, however, if local constraints dictate that it is more feasible to either acquire more right-

of-way from one side of the corridor or to modify cross sectional design elements.  

 

The priority and timing of any Major roadway upgrades or extensions should be to begin with 

segments closer to the Village core (i.e 7th St, 6th Ave, 5th St, 10th Ave, and the 4th St trail connection), 

with any roadway development in currently agricultural development to occur or be considered as 

those areas become developed. 
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Finally, three connection options for a new east Keremeos-Hwy 3 connection were investigated by 

Urban Systems.  The option which would have the greatest benefit in terms of safety and mobility for 

all users (large trucks, cars, pedestrians), and downtown core business impacts is a direct connection 

between 7th Ave and the Hwy 3 centreline east of the Village.  This would, however, likely be the most 

expensive option. Cost would, however, be a critical consideration for any of the options, and pursuing 

any of the options would require a partnership and discussions with the Ministry of Transportation. 
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