


This Design Guide is a blend of principles and best
practices assembled for the successful execution
of pedestrian mews and mid-block connections.

It is intended for use by architects, planners, the
development industry and City staff in providing
guidance on the design and execution of
pedestrian oriented and scaled mews and mid-
block connections.

Pedestrians mews or mid-block connections help
facilitate walkable development blocks, building
on the network of existing and/or planned streets,
and connections to other development blocks
including access to planned or existing open
spaces.

As an urban amenity, they have a strong civic
quality that is inviting, comfortable, safe and easy
to use for pedestrians.

Fig 1: Wide pedestrian mews with enhanced landscape planting




Fig 2: Generous pedestrian walking zone framed by
townhouses
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1.2 Scope

The scope of this Design Guide is to provide
design guidance on the following topics as
they relate to pedestrian mews and mid-block
connections:

¢ Location and Placement of Pedestrian;
Mews and Midblock Connections;

¢ Relationship to Built-form;

¢ Landscape Treatments;

* Site Furnishings; and,

* Relationship to Elevated Walkway

Crossings.

Pedestrian Mews & Mid-Block Connections
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2.1 Location & Placement

1. Location: Design pedestrian mews and mid- Arterial Street
block to generally be located at the mid-point
of a development block.

2. Broader Linkages: Ensure  overall

connectivity is coordinated with adjacent
development blocks and with existing and W g=mmmm===p
planned streets, path networks other mid- W . ...
block connections and open space.

3. Ease of Use: Ensure that mid-block

connections facilitate ease of navigation,

and are continuous, direct and universally

accessible.

4. Transit Supportiveness: Locate and
design connections to support the journey to
transit stops or stations where development
is intended to integrate with transit, either

existing or planned. Fig 4: Mid-block connections and pedestrian mews
should be centrally located allowing permeability and
fostering connections to adjacent development, public
sidewalks and transit.
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Fig 3: Pedestrian mews framed by high-quality land- Fig 5: Units interfacing a mid-block pedestrian
scaping and townhouse blocks. connection with enhanced landscape planting.
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5. Design: ensure that pedestrian mews:
 provide a comfortable year-round
microclimate for pedestrians;

* have a minimum overall width of 12.0
metres;

* incorporate a clear, unobstructed walkway
zone having a minimum width of 3.0 to 4.0
metres (i.e. within the 12.0 metres);

« support cycling amenities, including
storage, without impact to the intended
pedestrian quality, function or intended
character of the mews or connection;

* use hard and soft landscape materials to
create a strong urban expression and civic
presence;

Min. 15.0m
Separation Distance
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Incorporate benches, seating, pedestrian
scale lighting and other urban elements
used to create a safe, attractive and
comfortable pedestrian experience along
the walkway;

originate at the connecting public sidewalk
in a manner that is generally perpendicular
to the public sidewalk, ensuring that clear
sightlines are maintained from one end to
the other;

be located at-grade, connecting at the
same level of the adjoining public sidewalk;
and,

be open to the sky.

1

Landscape Zone Walkway Zone

Landscape Zone g

40m 3.0-40m

40m

(< Varies 120m

Varies —

Fig 6: Section drawing illustrating the appropriate widths and allocation of space within mews.
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6. Design: Mid-block connections should:
¢ include a minimum clear, and unobstructed
walkway zone of 2.0m;
+ be wider where higher volumes of
pedestrian footfall is anticipated; and
 use a combination of hard and soft

landscape materials with pedestrian scale
lighting.

Min. 3.0 - 4.5m
Separation Distance
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Fig 7: Include a variety of droughtresistant, low Fig 8: Section drawing illustrating the appropriate
maintenance planting within the mid-block connection. widths and allocation of space within mid-block
connections.
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2.2 Relationship to Built-Form

The design of development that frames, or is
contiguous with, a pedestrian mew and/or mid-
block connection should address the following
guidelines.

1. Massing: Provide a comfortable built form
scale for pedestrians through appropriate
massing, height and architectural articulation.

2. Entry: Create a sense of entry to the mews
or connection by articulating building fagades,
incorporating chamfered corners, step-
backs, use of colour, materials, patterns and/
or textures in the built-form in an enhanced
manner.

3. Containment: Provide a strong sense of
enclosure along the length of the walkway.

Fig 9: Decorative walls articulated to create a
prominent entry into the mews and delineate the semi-
public space.

Design Guidance

Fig 10: Massing, step-backs and, and wall-plane
changes configured to frame the pedestrian mews and
provide containment along the extent of the mews.

Fig 11: Successful kpedestr/an mews provide a
comfortable human scale and sense of enclosure.

Pedestrian Mews & Mid-Block Connections
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Fig 12: A step-back above at or above the 3rd storey
helps maintain skyviews, sense of openness, and
foster a comfortable pedestrian scale along the extent
of the mews.
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4. Skyview: Incorporate a step-back above
the 3rd storey (internal to the connection) to
mitigate tunnel-like conditions and maintain a
sense of openness.

5. Visual Interest: Provide variation in setbacks
along the building edge that fronts onto the
walkway to achieve visual interest, with
landscaped areas and/or amenity space at-
grade.

6. Animation: Line mews and connections with
active uses to facilitate more eyes on the
street and in turn ensure safe and comfortable
spaces.

Fig 13: Ground-related unit entrances provide an
appropriate interface; setbacks, projections, diverse
architectural features and landscape planting help to
create a dynamic built environment with visual interest
for users of the mews.
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7. Surveillance: Provide an appropriate
percentage of glazing to articulate the built
form that line mews and connections to
facilitate informal surveillance, while still
mitigating any privacy concerns for private
residential uses.

8. Human Comfort: Mitigate the effects of
wind and provide weather protection such as
continuous canopies where appropriate.

Fig 15: Appropriate fenestration helps to foster
visual interest and passive surveillance; blank and
unarticulated walls should be avoided within the mews.
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Fig 14: Canopies or weather protection above unit entrances should be well-integrated into the overall design of
the building.
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2.3 Entrances & Access to
Walkways

1. Consistent Surfaces: Ensuring that
paving surfaces and materials are generally
consistent or complimentary to the adjoining
public sidewalk.

2. Universal Design: Ensure that mid-block
connection pavement surfaces meet public
sidewalks at the same height threshold to
facilitate universal accessibility.

3. Sightlines: Incorporate enhanced soft
landscaping without impacting pedestrian

sightlines into the connection or from within Fig 16: Arrange landscape planting to ensure the
the connection to the public sidewalk. sightlines of the mews remain clear and the pedestrian
zone unobstructed.

Fig 17: Select paving material that is high-quality,
durable and provides a high-level of accessibility
throughout all seasons.
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4. Artful Urban Realm: Incorporating artful
installations such as paving medallions or
animated features to denote the entrance to
the walkway.

5. Wayfinding: Include signage, where
appropriate, that is visually integrated with
connection design or adjacent built form.

building when selecting the paver size and laying
pattern to achieve a complementary design.

i

Fig 18: Pavers are an opportunity for playful design
details that create visual interest and enhances the
aesthetic quality of the mews.

1 1
Fig 20: Legible wayfinding should be provided in
prominent locations and visible at all times.
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2.4 Landscape Treatments

To achieve a civic quality and promote a safe and
comfortable pedestrian experience, the following
landscape treatments should be provided within
mid-block Connections:

1. Resiliency: Durable, slip resistant and
resilient paving surfaces for walkways.

2. Seasonal Interest: Soft  landscape
treatments such as trees, low shrubs and
other plant materials to create seasonal and
visual interest.

3. Sustainability: Sustainable ground covers in
lieu of sod where appropriate.

4. Soil Capacity: Continuous soil trenches for
trees that provide a minimum 30.0 m3 per
tree.

5. Structured Parking: Provide a minimum
clearance of 1.5 meters between the finished
grade of the mid-block connection and the top
deck of any below-grade structure to allow
trees to mature.

Fig 21: Diagram and perspective views illustrating the
envisioned pedestrian experience within the mews
and mid-block connections.
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built-in
seating spaced at frequent intervals along the
length of the walkway.

Site Furniture: Benches and/or

Lighting: Pedestrian scale lighting for safety,
comfort, ambience and accessibility.

Cycling Amenity: Bike
appropriate.

racks where

Refuse: Waste and recycling receptacles.

. Patios and Cafes; Where desirable, patios

internal to the walkway may be incorporated
to support active uses, provided they do not
obstruct the required (3.0 - 4.0 metre) walkway
width.

Fig 22: Furnish the mews with appropriate elements

conducive to social interaction amongst residents.
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2.5 Elevated Pedestrian
Crosswalks & Bridges

Elevated bridges spanning over mid-block
connections or mews may be desirable for larger
development blocks where an internal corridor is
needed to facilitate on-foot movement between
uses in a development.

1. Number of Bridges: Limit the development
to a single overhead pedestrian bridge.

2. Architectural Treatment: Design the bridge
to be a distinctive architectural feature within
the development having a maximum corridor
width of 5.0 metres.

3. Clearance: Provide a minimum 9 metre
clearance measured from grade to the
underside of the structure.

4. Transparency: Incorporate a high degree of
transparency, through appropriate material
selection, to help activate the mews or
connections further.

5. lllumination: Provide adequate night-
time illumination along the underside of the
structure for safety and pedestrian comfort
and within the bridge space itself.
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Fig 23: Well-integrated pedestrian bridge positioned at
the primary entrance of the mews to maintain skyviews
and sense of openness.
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Fig 25: Perspective view illustrating the envisioned height and scale of an enclosed pedestrian bridge in relation to
the mews.
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Fig 26: Elevated pedestrian walkway connecting two residential buildings, suspended above enhanced mews.
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Disclaimer: Images shown in this design guide are representative of exemplary projects as works of
others. Through this document, they are cited for education and awareness purposes only, highlighting
projects that illustrate design excellence in both the public realm and built environment.

Front Cover (Left to Right): a. b. c. City of Richmond Hill;
Rear Cover (Left to Right): a. b. City of Richmond Hill, c. UrbanToronto User: Paclo (Toronto, ON
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https://www.richmondhill.ca/urbandesign
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