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Transportation Association of Canada 

Chief Engineers’ Council 

 

Minutes  

Dates:  September 27 and 28, 2015 Location: Charlottetown, PEI 

Part 1: Sunday, September 27, 2015 

Chair: Kevin McLeod (Northwest Territories) 

Members Present: 

Alberta Moh Lali 

Association of Consulting Engineering Companies – 

Canada 

David Kozak 

British Columbia Dirk Nyland 

Calgary Pat Grisak (for Troy McLeod) 

Canadian Construction Association Ryan Essex 

Canadian Institute of Transportation Engineers Jen Malzer ( for John McGill) 

Canadian Society for Civil Engineering Susan Tighe 

Edmonton  Barry Belcourt  

Halifax Bruce Zvaniga 

ITS Canada Carl Kuhnke (for John Greenough) 

Manitoba Ron Weatherburn  

Moncton  Jack MacDonald 

Montréal Thameur Souissi 

New Brunswick Dale Forster 

Newfoundland and Labrador Gary Gosse 

Northwest Territories Kevin McLeod 

Nova Scotia Bruce Fitzner 

Ontario Dino Bagnariol 

Ottawa Stuart Edison (for Chris Brinkmann) 

Prince Edward Island Stephen Yeo 

Québec Anne-Marie Leclerc 

Saskatchewan Ron Gerbrandt 

Saskatoon Angela Gardiner 

Transport Canada Martin McKay (for Manon Baril) 

Vancouver Taryn Scollard  

Winnipeg Brad Neirinck 

Yukon Paul Murchison 

 

Regrets: 

AASHTO Mark A. Van Port Fleet 

Toronto Stephen Buckley 

 

Also Present: 

Alberta Manon Plante  

Canadian Construction Association Stephen Dump, J.P.Gauthier, Debbie Hicks 

Saskatchewan Highways and Infrastructure   David Stearns 

TAC Secretariat Sandra Majkic, Sarah Wells  
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1. Welcome and Introductions 

 

Mr. McLeod called the meeting to order and welcomed members and guests in attendance. Roundtable 

introductions followed. 

 

Mr. McLeod invited additions to the agenda; none were proposed and the agenda was adopted as 

circulated. 

 

2. Minutes of Previous Meeting 

 

a) April 2015, Ottawa  

Mr. McLeod invited comments about, or corrections to, the draft minutes of the April 2015 meeting held 

in Ottawa, Ontario; none were offered. 

 

It was agreed by motion (Lali/Yeo) that the minutes be approved as circulated.   

   

It was also agreed by motion (Gerbrandt/Forster) that the approved minutes be posted on the public 

portion of the TAC website. Action: Secretariat 

 

i. Business arising from the minutes 

With respect to business arising from the minutes, Ms. Majkic reported that the MUTCDC funding               

formula was provided to the Council members in June 2015, but since it had been revised to reflect 

corrections required for the cost sharing amongst municipal members. A revised funding formula 

was shared with the municipal members on the Council.  

 

Mr. Lali enquired whether participation by Transport Canada had been confirmed and whether 

there had been any increase in department’s contribution beyond 10%. Ms. Majkic explained that 

Transport Canada confirmed their participation with the 10% cost sharing as per the adopted cost 

sharing formula. 

 

Mr. Lali further enquired whether there will be an option for agencies to spread payments towards 

the project over three fiscal years as it was previously discussed noting that it could help the 

agencies with large amounts. Ms. Majkic explained that it is an option as indicated in the document 

provided to the Council members prior to the April 2015 meeting.  

 

Mme Leclerc noted that her agency will support the project but it will not be able to fulfill its 

commitment for the full amount as per the cost sharing formula.      

 

For other business arising from the minutes, Ms. Majkic further reported that TOMSC was 

expected to provide more information about the working group on autonomous and connected 

vehicles.  A report is expected to the Council on Monday afternoon.    

 

b)       Executive Committee Report  

Mr. McLeod noted that the Council Executive met by teleconference between meetings to review issues 

and develop a report to the Board of Directors  as well as an agenda for the Council meeting.   

 

c)       Submission to Board of Directors  

Mr. McLeod drew attention to the report to the Board of Directors that had been circulated in advance.  

He invited comments or questions; none were offered. 
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d)        Executive Director’s Report   

Dr. Wells drew attention to the Executive Director’s report that had been circulated in advance.  She 

noted that the Association is successful in all important measures with a committed membership and 

dedicated volunteers.  

 

Dr. Wells informed participant that the theme for the next conference will be “Efficient Transportation: 

Managing the Demand”. However, some minor changes in the title may be expected following discussion 

at the Board meeting.  

 

Dr. Wells reminded members about a conference session that will provide an overview of the 

Transportation Research Board’s (TRB) activities including the Strategic Highway Research Program 

(SHRP). She further noted that a conference session will also be offered to inform delegates about 

activities of the World Road Association (WRA) also known as PIARC and its technical committees.  

 

Following the report, Mr. Lali remarked that a session on the TRB programs and activities will provide a 

good opportunity for TAC members to learn about their initiatives and research projects. He indicated that 

Canadian participation and information sharing should be further encouraged.                             

 

Dr. Tighe added that it should also be an opportunity to learn about their model for making the 

information and related publications publicly available.   

 

3. Transportation Practices-Australian Case Study   

 

Dr. Susan Tighe provided a presentation about the transportation practices in Queensland, Australia.  Dr. 

Tighe provided some background about the Queensland State transportation system and economy. She 

presented information about innovations, construction policies, asset management contracts and pavement 

research programs.      

  Attachment #1 
 

Following the presentation, Mr. Lali observed that asset management and contracting practices seem to be 

different in Australia and added that information sharing as well as learning from their experiences would 

be beneficial. Mme Leclerc agreed noting that TAC had signed a collaboration agreement with the 

Austroads that provides for information and knowledge sharing.  

 

Mr. Gerbrandt enquired about distractive driving enforcement and traffic fines in Australia.      

Dr. Tighe explained that drivers are highly conscious about fines for distractive driving, which also 

include demerit points. She added that there is a strong traffic enforcement in Queensland, especially for 

speed limits.           

 

4.     Canadian Naturalistic Driving Study  

 

John Pearson (Council of Deputy Ministers Responsible for Transportation and Highways Safety 

Secretariat) joined the meeting to provide a presentation about the naturalistic driving research in Canada 

and US, data collection, analysis and expected outcome from the study. 

                                                                                                                                       Attachment #2 

 

Following the presentation, Mr. McLeod enquired about the car manufacturers’ interest in and 

expectations from the study results. Mr. Pearson indicated that Toyota car manufacturer had expressed 

remarkably strong interest in study results and it is expected that the results will assist manufacturers in 

improving vehicles’ design. 
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Mr. Lali enquired about the next steps following study’s completion next spring. Mr. Pearson explained 

that it will be important to understand the benefits of the study and make researchers aware of data 

available for the future research.  

 

Mr. Gerbrandt enquired whether there had been any changes in US based on the study data. Mr. Pearson 

explained that it may be premature to expect any changes be implemented, but one of the first uses of data 

was to analyze offset left turn lanes.                

 

Dr. Tighe enquired whether there had been any coordination with the research on autonomous vehicles. 

Mr. Pearson indicated that there had been an interest in that research, but there was not coordination of 

research activities.             

 

5.      Vehicle Weights and Dimensions  

 

John Pearson also provided a presentation about vehicle weights and dimensions. He talked about 

national standards for vehicle weights and dimensions, evolution of trailers and long combination 

vehicles, fuel economy and aerodynamics. Mr. Pearson also talked about issues related to low rolling and 

wide base single tires. 

  Attachment #3 

 

Following the presentation, there had been some discussion about the wide base single tires. It was noted 

that some agencies adopted same weight limits for single and dual tires. Participants expressed concerns 

about the lack of research that would quantify the impact of wide base single tires on pavement surface. It 

was acknowledged that due to inconsistencies in pavement design specifications the impact would vary. 

Mme Leclerc indicated that the issues related to wide base single tires are part of the agenda for the 

Engineering and Research Support Committee (ERSC) of the Council of Deputy Ministers Responsible 

for Transportation and Highways Safety. 

 

Mr. McLeod added that the Pavement Standing Committee was asked in spring 2015 to provide some 

further information about the wide base tires and they could make a presentation at the next meeting.    

 

Mr. Pearson offered to share a report about the fuel economy test conducted for wide base single tires. He 

also offered to provide a link to a National Research Council’s study about improving aerodynamic 

efficiency of heavy duty vehicles.     

  

6.      Road to Climate Resilience  

 

Dirk Nyland (British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure) provided a presentation 

about Ministry’s climate change and infrastructure engineering design and adaptation practices. Mr. 

Nyland talked about vulnerability assessment and its principles, as well as climate risk parameters. He 

provided some examples of extreme events and talked about lessons learned from those events. Mr. 

Nyland indicated Ministry’s directive to consider climate change and extreme weather events in design 

work noting requirements to adjust current engineering practices based on future climate.   

  Attachment #4 

 

Dr. Tighe enquired whether the Ministry had developed strategies for natural disasters. Mr. Nyland 

explained that it had been reviewed, but cities and municipalities work on those strategies and Ministry’s 

primary role is to ensure that there is no duplication of efforts for highway networks in small 

municipalities.  
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7.       Confederation Bridge-Durability Demands and Solutions    

 

Donald McGinn (Confederation Bridge) provided a presentation about the bridge durability monitoring 

program. Mr. McGinn talked about bridge design and elements, durability demands, maintenance and 

inspection plans.      

                                                                                                                                              Attachment #5 
 

In discussion following the presentation, Mr. McLeod enquired about the annual cost for bridge 

inspection and maintenance. Mr. McGinn noted that the cost of inspection and maintenance is a fraction 

of percentage and it changes with periods.    

 

8.       Replacement of Sir Ambrose Shea Lift Bridge     

 

Doug Power (Newfoundland and Labrador Department of Transportation and Works), provided a 

presentation about the replacement planning and process for the Sir Ambrose Shea Bridge in Placentia, 

Newfoundland. Mr. Power described the existing bridge and issues considered in replacement planning 

process. He talked about design and cost considerations as well as the tendering process.   

                                                                                                                                             Attachment #6 

 

Following the presentation, Mr. Lali enquired whether consideration had been given to different project 

delivery models such as design-build or design-build-finance models. Mr. Power explained that such 

delivery models had not been implemented in Newfoundland and thus, were not considered for this 

project. 

    

9.       Municipal Specifications, Contracts and Supplementary Conditions  

 

Debbie Hicks (Canadian Construction Association) provided a presentation about the value of 

standardization in contracts and specifications. Ms. Hicks talked about benefits of standardization as well 

as challenges to achieve standardization of construction contracts. She noted the work of the Canadian 

Construction Documents Committee (CCDC) highlighting provisions for civil works. In closing, Ms. 

Hicks talked about the opportunities for collaboration to achieve contracts’ standardization.   

                                                                                                                                        Attachment #7 

 

Following the presentation, Mr. Lali remarked that CCDC is dealing with vertical infrastructure. Ms. 

Hicks explained that CCDC2 as a standard prime contract between the owner and contractor had not been 

designed for horizontal infrastructure. Mr. Damp added that CCDC18, a civil works contract, includes 

provisions for roads but the document had not reached its full penetration amongst stakeholders.                     

 

Mr. Damp remarked that a lack of uniformity for general specifications, contract language and the 

inclusion of supplementary conditions can be a challenge and added that standardizing specifications, 

contract terms and minimizing the use of supplemental clauses and conditions could reduce construction 

costs for public owners. Mr. Damp remarked that construction industry’s perception is that the processes 

are moving away from standardization and enquired whether there would be an interest to develop TAC 

guidelines that agencies could follow in order to achieve standardization.  

 

Mr. Stearns noted that most jurisdictions publish their specifications and perhaps that could be achieved 

by synthesizing the existing documents.     

 

Mr. McLeod enquired about Canadian Construction Association’s (CCA) vision for success in achieving 

harmonization. Mr. Damp explained that developing a national framework or guidelines endorsed by 
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CCA would be a right approach towards standardization across the country, while still allowing contract 

owners to tailor their contracts based on specific requirements.                  

 

Mr. Lali suggested feedback be sought from the Maintenance and Construction Standing Committee 

about liquidated damages to better understand the relevant issues. Mr. Gerbrandt agreed and suggested 

that the CCA identifies the issues of their biggest concern.  

 

Dr. Tighe remarked that efforts are being made to implement standardization of specifications in 

Australia.  

 

Mr. McLeod suggested this topic be considered for further discussion at the future meetings.     

 

10.      Innovations  

 

Mr. Damp introduced J.P. Gauthier (Bentley Solutions), who provided an overview of the innovations in 

design and constructions. Mr. Gauthier talked about advancements in software design that help 

practitioners design, operate and virtually monitor performance of the transportation infrastructure. 

He noted the use of 3D modeling that is becoming a norm for some contractors.  

 

Mr. Damp said that there is an opportunity to increase innovations in the road building sector through 

collaboration with public agencies to promote or adopt innovations quickly. He sought opportunities for 

collaboration in developing a framework for innovation in Canada that can help reduce overall 

infrastructure construction costs.  

 

Mr. McLeod remarked that although innovations are coming at fast pace, implementation may be lagging 

in fairly structured, public sector working environments. He added that innovative technologies such as 

drones or 3D modeling had already been used in low risk areas of practices. 

 

Mr. Kozak noted that offering sophisticated solutions and technologies bring challenges for the 

consultants as well as work owners and that standardization would be beneficial.       

  

Mr. Damp reiterated that CCA would like to collaborate with TAC to develop a national framework for 

innovations.  

 

Mr. McLeod remarked that definition of innovations is fairly broad and he suggested input be sought 

from standing committees to determine whether further discussion is needed.  

 

11.      Appointed Members’ Report   

 

a) AASHTO 

In Mr. Van Port Fleet’s absence this item was deferred.   

 

b) Canadian Society for Civil Engineering 

Dr. Tighe provided a report on behalf of the Canadian Society for Civil Engineering (CSCA) and 

highlighted activities related to developing strategic directions of the organization.  

                                                                                                                                                Attachment #8 

c) Association of Consulting Engineering Companies – Canada 

Mr. Kozak provided a presentation on behalf of the Association of Consulting Engineering Companies – 

Canada.                                                                                                                                 Attachment #9 
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d) Canadian Construction Association 

Mr. Essex reported on several issues of interest to the Canadian Construction Association (CCA). 

  Attachment #10 

In his report, Mr. Essex noted that release of the Infrastructure Report Card had been deferred due to 

federal elections. He added that information will be shared with the Chief Engineers’ Council at the next 

meeting.          

 

e) ITS Canada 

Carl Kuhnke (University of Saskatchewan) provided a report on behalf of the Intelligent Transportation 

Systems Society of Canada and highlighted upcoming events of the Society. 

  

f) Canadian Institute of Transportation Engineers (CITE) 

Jen Malzer (City of Calgary), CITE President provided a report on behalf of the Canadian Institute of 

Transportation Engineers and highlighted the technical activities underway through the Institute.  

 

12.       Council’s Strategic Planning  

 

Mr. McLeod thanked invited speakers and members for their presentations and input and said the Council 

would consider provided remarks and means to address the issues raised during discussion. He noted that 

an initial discussion with standing committees is planned following their reports on Monday to determine 

key issues and challenges they may have identified and for which they may require Council’s direction. 

Mr. McLeod added that it will also be an opportunity to share with standing committees emerging issues 

identified by the Council and ask standing committees to address them as appropriate. He further added 

that the Council will encourage continuous discussion with standing committees in addition to receiving 

semi-annual reports.      

 

Mr. McLeod summarized the issues that were identified during Council’s discussions as follows:  

- Harmonization of specifications;  

- Infrastructure renewal and investment; 

- Asset management;  

- Standardization in innovations; and  

- Vehicles’ weights and dimensions.          

  

He invited Council members to identify any other issues or share the items of interest.   

 

In discussion, the participants shared information and raised the issues related to:   

- Procurement practices; 

- Performance based contracts for maintenance;  

- Changes in taxi industry regulations, including Uber;  

- Innovation practices in data collection;  

- Premature asphalt failures; and  

- Winter maintenance contracts.  

 

Following roundtable discussions, Mme Leclerc mentioned a forthcoming report from the Quebec’s 

Auditor General on infrastructure and offered to share more information with the Council at the next 

meeting.  

 

13.      Other Business 

 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned until 2:00 PM on Monday, September 28
th
. 
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Part 2: Monday, September 28, 2015 

Chair: Kevin McLeod (Northwest Territories) 

Members Present: 

Alberta Moh Lali 

Association of Consulting Engineering Companies – 

Canada 

David Kozak 

British Columbia Dirk Nyland 

Calgary Pat Grisak (for Troy McLeod) 

Canadian Construction Association Ryan Essex 

Canadian Institute of Transportation Engineers Jen Malzer (for John McGill) 

Canadian Society for Civil Engineering Susan Tighe 

Edmonton Barry Belcourt  

Halifax Bruce Zvaniga 

Manitoba Ron Weatherburn 

Montréal Thameur Souissi 

New Brunswick Dale Forster 

Newfoundland and Labrador Gary Gosse 

Northwest Territories Kevin McLeod 

Nova Scotia Bruce Fitzner 

Ontario Dino Bagnariol 

Ottawa Stuart Edison (for Chris Brinkmann) 

Prince Edward Island Stephen Yeo 

Québec Anne-Marie Leclerc 

Saskatchewan Ron Gerbrandt 

Saskatoon Angela Gardiner 

Transport Canada Martin McKay (for Manon Baril) 

Vancouver Taryn Scollard  

Winnipeg Brad Neirinck 

Yukon Paul Murchison 

 

Regrets: 

AASHTO Mark A.Van Port Fleet  

ITS Canada John Greenough 

Moncton  Jack MacDonald 

Toronto Stephen Buckley 

 

Also Present: 

Alberta Manon Plante  

Applied Research Associates Inc.   David Hein 

Hatch Mott MacDonald Ltd.   Tom Eichenbaum 

Saskatchewan David Stearns  

TAC Secretariat Sandra Majkic, Luay Mustafa, Craig Stackpole   

 

Standing Committee Representatives: 

Joint Active Transportation Subcommittee  Dean Cooper 

Asset Management Task Force  Nicole Fleury 

Geometric Design Keith Boddy 

Maintenance and Construction Phil Hutton 

Pavements Amir Abd El Halim  

Road Safety Walter Burdz, Krista Tanaka, Jonathon Regehr 

Soils and Materials Guy Doré 

Structures Ruth Eden 

Traffic Operations and Management Rob Hird, Leanna Belluz  
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1. Opening Remarks 

 

Mr. McLeod reconvened the meeting and reviewed the items remaining on the agenda.   

 

2. Project Presentations  

 

a) Overview of Projects in Progress and Development  

The Secretary highlighted the reports about projects in progress and in development that had been 

circulated in advance of the meeting.  

 

Mr. Lali observed that it appeared no funds were raised for projects in 2015/16 fiscal year. Ms. Majkic 

explained that the information about pooled funds is shown for projects that were launched in that fiscal 

year and there were no projects launched to date. She noted that the information had been assembled to 

indicate the number of projects launched and amount of funds raised since the pooled fund project model 

had been introduced. Mr. Lali remarked that although there were no projects launched the funds were still 

being raised and that should be noted. 

  

b) Canadian Roundabout Design Guide Project  

On behalf of the project steering committee, Keith Boddy introduced Tom Eichenbaum of Hatch Mott 

MacDonald to provide a presentation about this project conducted under the auspices of the Geometric 

Design Standing Committee (GDSC).         

                                                                                                                                        Attachment #11  

 

Following the presentation, Mr. Boddy confirmed that the GDSC had recommended the project 

deliverables be reviewed by letter ballot and it was agreed by motion (Nyland/Gardiner) to review the 

report by letter ballot.                                                                                                 

                                                                                                                          Action: Secretariat   

 

c) Best Practices for Asset Management Project  

On behalf of the project steering committee, Nicole Fleury introduced David Hein of Applied Research 

Associates to provide a presentation about this project conducted under the auspices of the Asset 

Management Task Force (AMTF). 

                                                                                                                                         Attachment #12 
Following the presentation, Ms. Fleury confirmed that the AMTF had recommended the project 

deliverables be reviewed by letter ballot and it was agreed by motion (Gerbrandt/Leclerc) to review the 

report by letter ballot.    

                                                                                                                                     Action: Secretariat   
        

3. Standing Committee Presentations and Project Proposals  

 

a)       Asset Management Task Force 

Nicole Fleury (Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation) provided a presentation on behalf of the Asset 

Management Task Force (AMTF). She highlighted the technical discussions that had been held during the 

Task Force’s meeting and identified priorities and emerging issues.  

  Attachment #13 

 

Ms. Fleury noted that a report had been submitted on behalf of the Task Force for Council’s information.    

                                                                                                                                        Attachment #14 
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She conveyed a recommendation from the AMTF to form a subcommittee for the transportation 

geographic information system (GIS-T) and integration of data for asset management enterprise. Ms. 

Fleury provided a brief description of subcommittee’s mandate and objectives.      

There were no questions raised and it was agreed that a subcommittee be formed to support the mandate 

of the Task Force.    

 

Ms. Fleury informed the Council that a request from the Transportation and Economy Task Force of the 

Council of Deputy Ministers Responsible for Transportation and Highway Safety had been received to 

share information from the Synthesis of Transportation Best Management Practices project. She added 

that information will be shared upon approval of the report by the Chief Engineers’ Council letter ballot 

and enquired whether there were any objections. There were no objections.    

 

b)       Geometric Design Standing Committee 

Keith Boddy (Nova Scotia Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal) provided a presentation on behalf 

of the Geometric Design Standing Committee (GDSC). He summarized discussions held during the 

committee’s meeting and provided an update on projects being conducted under the auspices of the 

committee.  

 Attachment #15 

c)         Maintenance and Construction Standing Committee  

Phil Hutton (Ministry of Transportation of Ontario) provided a presentation on behalf of the Maintenance 

and Construction Standing Committee (MCSC).  He identified priorities and emerging issues under 

discussion and provided an update on volunteer projects being conducted under the auspices of the 

committee. 

  Attachment #16 

Mr. Hutton noted that the committee formed a working group to further explore Canadian private-public 

partnerships (P3) project delivery models and determine the best approach to address this topic. R. 

Weatherburn enquired whether there had been plans to initiate discussion with P3 Canada. Mr. Hutton 

explained that the committee had discussed that approach but it had not been determined yet if and what 

discussion would be required given P3 Canada’s role in project delivery.   

 

Mr. Murchison remarked that a document providing information and guidance on the subject would be 

useful for agencies that don’t have much experience in such delivery models.            

 

Mr. Hutton reported that, as a result of a volunteer project, the MCSC developed guidelines for 

coordination of utility relocation and recommends guidelines be approved for publication.  There were no 

questions or objections. It was agreed by motion (Belcourt/Lali) that the guidelines be reviewed by letter 

ballot. 

                                                                                                                                        Action: Secretariat   

 

Mr. Hutton added that the committee discussed options for universal access to the document once it is 

published noting that document should be freely available to a large number of individuals or 

organizations including road agencies, utility companies, designers, contractors etc.    

 

d)         Pavements Standing Committee   

On behalf of the Pavements Standing Committee (PSC), Amir Abd El Halim (Stantec) provided a 

presentation. He reported on the technical issues that had been discussed during the meeting. 

  Attachment #17 

 

Mr. Abd El Halim reported that the committee had discussed wide base single tires indicating that some 

agencies are evaluating impacts of those tires on pavement surface as well as options for regulations. Mr. 

Lali remarked that Alberta Transportation staff had been doing some research and expressed some 
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concerns with a report prepared by Michelin. He added that his agency will continue exploring this issue 

and noted that any input from the Pavements Standing Committee would be appreciated.              

 

McLeod noted that wide base single tires were discussed at the Council meeting on Sunday and it was 

noted that there will not be a single solution given jurisdictional differences in impacts from wide base 

single tires use.  

 

It was agreed that the Pavements Standing Committee continues exploring this issue and prepares a 

matrix that could provide some guidance about potential damage from the wide base single tires 

depending on pavement structures and truck fleet. A report is expected in spring 2016.     

  Action: PSC  

e)        Road Safety Standing Committee  

Walter Burdz (Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation) provided a presentation on behalf of the Road 

Safety Standing Committee (RSSC), highlighting committee discussions and key activities.  

  Attachment #18 

 

On behalf of the RSSC, Mr. Burdz recommended that a new funded project be undertaken to study safety 

impacts of bicycle infrastructure in Canada. He suggested a consultant assignment of $125,000 would be 

required. It was agreed by motion (Leclerc/Essex) that funding be sought to conduct the project. 

                                                                                                                                         Action: Secretariat 
  

Mr. Burdz informed the Council that the RSSC will be providing a report on the status of work regarding 

the Road Safety Professional Designation and enquired if time for this item can be allocated at the next 

meeting agenda. There were no objections.   

                                           

f)       Soils and Materials Standing Committee    

On behalf of the Soils and Materials Standing Committees (SMSC), Guy Doré (Université Laval) 

provided a presentation including an overview of technical discussions at the meeting.   

                                                                                                                                           Attachment #19 

 

Following the presentation, Mr. Nyland noted that the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and 

Infrastructure had been reviewing slope stability practices due to increased rainfall intensity and enquired 

if that had been discussed by the committee. M. Doré noted that it had been discussed but not from a 

geotechnical perspective. Mme Leclerc remarked that it had been previously discussed that the Society of 

Geotechnical Society be approached to establish a collaboration agreement and initiate discussions of 

mutual interest.                                                                                                            Action: Secretariat  

 

g)       Structures Standing Committee    

Ruth Eden (Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation) provided a presentation on behalf of the 

Structures Standing Committee (SSC) and highlighted the technical discussions as well as priorities and 

emerging issues of interest to the committee. 

    Attachment #20 

 

h)      Traffic Operations and Management Standing Committee  

Rob Hird (Nova Scotia Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal) provided a presentation on behalf of 

the Traffic Operations and Management Standing Committee (TOMSC), during which he identified 

priority and emerging issues of interest to the standing committee. 

 Attachment #21 
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As part of the presentation, Mr. Hird noted that a joint Connected/ Autonomous Vehicles Working Group 

had been formed and that the terms of reference as well as the five-year work plan had been prepared and  

will be provided to the Chief Engineers’ Council.                                               

  Attachments #22 and #23   
 

Mr. Hird added that the Working Group members include representatives from TOMSC,RSSC and Urban 

Transportation Council. 

    

Mr. Lali remarked that lots of work on this topic had been produced by the American Association of State 

Highway Administrators (AASHTO). Ms. Belluz (Transport Canada), Chair of the Working Group 

confirmed that work completed by AASHTO had been acknowledged and will be considered in the work 

proposed by the Working Group. 

 

Mr. Hird further reported that, as a result of a volunteer project, the TOMSC recommends a 

supplementary tab sign tab be approved for inclusion in the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

for Canada (MUTCDC) with the School Area (WC-1) or Playground Area (WC-3) signs to indicate 

the end of the area or zone. It was agreed by motion (Gardiner/Yeo) that the project report and 

recommendation be reviewed by letter ballot.     Action: Secretariat  

 

i)       Joint Active Transportation Subcommittee (JATSC)     

Dean Cooper (Stantec) provided a presentation on behalf of the Joint Active Transportation 

Subcommittee. He reported that the Task Force had finalized the terms of reference and confirmed its 

mandate as a forum for members to share information about the work related to active transportation that 

is being pursued across TAC’s councils and committees.  

                                                                                                                                             Attachment #24 
 

Following the presentation, Mr. Zvaniga enquired whether the Toronto Centre for Active Transportation 

(TCAT) participates in Task Force’s discussion. Mr. Dean explained that TCAT did some work with the 

TAC Sustainable Transportation Standing Committee, but it had not been yet involved with JATSC.          

 

Mr. McLeod thanked the Standing Committee Chairs for their reports and commended committees for 

their work and contribution in completing Council’s mandate. He invited Chairs to share with the Council 

any issues or items that require Council’s discussion or directions. 

 

The following was noted:  

 Funding is required to invite international guest speakers to participate in committee discussions. 

 TAC’s role in resolving industry wide issues such as insurance, health etc.  

 Involve research and educational institutions to participate on TAC projects by completing  

          literature review and environmental scans to reduce project cost.  

 Length of time required to secure required project funding. 

 

Regarding invitations to international speakers, Mme Leclerc suggested that options be explored through 

TAC’s agreements with international organizations such as (AASHTO) and Austroads noting that those 

agreements should be implemented more effectively.         

 

Mr. Lali remarked that the Council understands committees’ frustrations with time required to collect 

project funding and suggested Council members’ further review funding requirements and support 

projects as appropriate.     
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Mr. McLeod explained that the Council previously discussed its priorities and invited committees to 

consider innovations when discussing relevant issues such as innovative project delivery, maintenance 

and inspection practices etc. He added that the Council also discussed harmonization in trucking industry 

and tasked Pavement Standing Committee to further explore issues related to wide base single tires.         

 

4.      Other Business 

 

Mr. McLeod reminded members that the next Council meeting will be convened on April 9
th
 and 10

th
 in 

Ottawa. 

 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

 

 

Prepared by:   Sandra Majkic 

Distributed:                  November 26 2015 
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List of Attachments 

 

1. Presentation: Transportation Practices-Australian Case Study 

2. Presentation: Canadian Naturalistic Driving Study 

3. Presentation: Vehicle Weights and Dimensions Policy 

4. Presentation: Road to Climate Resilience   

5. Presentation: Confederation Bridge  

6. Presentation: Sir Ambrose Shea Lift Bridge   

7. Presentation: Value of Standardization  

8. Canadian Society for Civil Engineering Update   

9. Association of Consulting Engineering Companies – Canada Update 

10. Canadian Construction Association Update 

11. Presentation: Canadian Roundabout Design Guide Project 

12. Presentation: Synthesis of Asset Management Best Practices in Canada  

13. Asset Management Task Force Presentation  

14. Asset Management Task Force Report 

15. Geometric Design Standing Committee Report 

16. Maintenance and Construction Standing Committee Report 

17. Pavements Standing Committees Report 

18. Road Safety Standing Committee Report 

19. Soils and Materials Standing Committee Report 

20. Structures Standing Committee Report 

21. Traffic Operations and Management Standing Committee Report 

22. Joint Connected and Automated Vehicles Working Group-Terms of Reference 

23. Joint Connected and Automated Vehicles Working Group-Work Plan 

24. Joint Active Transportation Subcommittee Report  

 

 
  


