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BELFOUNTAIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY
Mississauga Road, Olde Base line Road, Winston Churchill Boulevard,
Bush Street and Old Main Street

1. ABOUT THE ENIVRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY

Background: In June 2009 Peel Region began a Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
(EA) for improvements to Mississauga Road from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street and Bush Street from
Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard. The

Region of Peel is now expanding the limits of our EA to

include Olde Base Line Road from Mississauga Road to

Winston Churchill Boulevard, and Winston Churchill

Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street

(see map).

Why was the study area expanded?

Based on the feedback received for the Mississauga
Road / Bush Street EA the Region of Peel expanded the
study area to review road safety, sight lines, drainage,
parking and pedestrian and cycling needs.

As described at the Public Open House held on
October 30, 2012 this EA study will not consider
increasing the numbers of lanes. The Project Team will
build on the previous study information to develop a
reconstruction plan for the study area roads that meets
the needs of all road users and maintains the character
of the community.

The Process
The aim of the Class EA process is to provide everyone who has an interest or stake in the study area with
the opportunity to create the best solution. The project team, with your input, will:

e define the problem statement (Winter 201 3)

e develop and evaluate planning alternatives; (Winter and Summer 2013) and

e determine a preferred solution (2014)

Opportunities will be provided for the public to be involved through planned public meetings at key
milestones as the study progresses. A Community Working Group (CWG) has also been established.
The CWG is a representative broadly based group of interested stakeholders who will participate in
focused discussion on project issues through two workshops held over the course of the study. A CWG
orientation meeting was held on October 24, 2012 and additional representation is being confirmed.
The next CWG meeting will be held in February 2013. The meeting notes are available on the study
web site.

2| Page



Your participation is important and your comments are valued. Two public meetings will be held in 2013
to discuss the problem statement, review alternatives and discuss potential solutions. The Region of Peel
encourages you to provide input at future public meetings or by providing comment as the study
develops. Contact information is found at page 6 of this report.

Purpose of the October 30, 2012 Open House

The Region of Peel is undertaking this study through a Context Sensitive Planning and Design Approach
for roads which will focus on improvements to enhance the experience for all of the users and reflect the
character of the community. This is important as it will ensure that the solutions fit with the rural and scenic
quality of the area and are sensitive to the needs of the community.

Enhanced consultation and public involvement is being undertaken through the establishment of the
Community Working Group and the holding of a Public Open House at the outset of the study, prior to
the formal public meetings. The Open House was held so the Project Team could meet with community
residents and stakeholders to discuss the process, and to learn about transportation issues and valued
community characteristics. Over 100 attendees were at the Open House held from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00
p.m. at the Belfountain Public School. Eighty-four individuals provided their contact information at the
welcome table. A workshop booklet was provided and tables were set up to allow people to provide
their written responses contained in the booklet. Over 40 booklets were returned.

Notice for the Open House was provided through the following:
" Mailing of notices to property owners fronting / backing along the study area corridors
= Web site
®  local newspaper advertisement:
*  Erin Advocate on October 17, 2012
Caledon Enterprise /Caledon Citizen on October 18, 2012
Georgetown Independent/Acton Free Press on October 18, 2012
Bolton Caledon on October 18, 2012
Wellington Advertiser on October 18, 2012
B Posting on the community board at the local Community Centre and copies of the notice made
available at the Belfountain Village Store and the Higher Ground Coffee Shop.

The meeting was organized with a drop-in from 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. with the opportunity for viewing
project background displays. During this time community residents and stakeholders provided written
comments on paper posted on the walls around room. This was followed by a short presentation at 7:00
p-m. by Steve Keen of HDR Corporation lead transportation planning consultant for the project. A public
discussion followed. The meeting was facilitated by an independent facilitator, Sue Cumming,
Cumming+Company lead to the public engagement for the project.

This report, written by the Facilitator, is intended to provide a synthesis of the overall key messages heard
and provided information on next steps. The Appendices contain the detailed public comments through
the wall stations (Appendix A), the public meeting discussion (Appendix B) and the responses in the
workbooks (Appendix C). The comments received through the Open House will be considered by the
Project Team and will help in informing the project team as the project moves forward.

The public requested that the Open House Feedback Report be made available for viewing at the
Belfountain Library. This report will be posted on the study web site and a letter will be forwarded to all
of those that included their addresses on the sign-in registrar for the Open House advising of the
availability of the report.
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2. KEY MESSAGES HEARD

There is significant community interest in the Belfountain EA Study. The 100 residents and stakeholders
who attended the October 30, 2012 Public Open House had many comments about the study scope and
process, transportation issues, condition of roads, natural environment and community characteristics.
Many indicated that they had attended previous meetings. Many sought clarification on the stated
commitment that no lane widenings were being considered. The majority of those that attended
provided comments (written and through the discussion) conveying the importance of ensuring that the
study outcomes do not impact the historic and much valued countryside and scenic character of the
Village of Belfountain and the surrounding community. Some questioned the need for the study citing
that things are just fine the way that they are. Others identified concerns about uneven pavements,
excessive speeding, increasing traffic from areas to the north, site line impairments, how trucks and cyclists
use the roads and the need for improved pedestrian pathways. The following is a synthesis of key
messages heard.

a. Maintain the rural character and countryside scenic quality described as mature trees, natural
vegetation, cedar rail, heritage fences, hilly nature of the topography, extensive natural areas
and curvature of the existing roadways. There is strong support for maintaining the rural
character of the area.

b. Preserve historic fences and features throughout the area. Some identified the need for repair
and enhancement to these structures some of which may be on or near regional property and
close to existing roads.

c. Preserve / enhance natural environment. The beauty and significance of the natural
environment is enjoyed by the residents and is an attraction for visitors. The streams, trees, and
forested areas were noted to be of significance. There are many ideas for how to preserve and
enhance the natural environment contained in the workbook responses. The Credit Valley
Conservation Authority representatives are involved in the study and attended the Open House.

d. Develop solutions that balance interests of all residents in the area. Residents who live on
Mississauga Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard each spoke of the increase in traffic along
these corridors. Residents do not want to see improvements made in one part of the study area
that results in traffic being shifted to another part and are looking for a balanced approach for
developing solutions.

e. Address poor conditions of roadway pavement along roads to improve rough and uneven
pavement, due to frost heaves and water in the base. Much opposition was noted of flattening
the roadways. Residents support creative solutions that would repair the roadways without
changing the existing topography and character of the existing roadway.

f. Improve pedestrian safety. While there is an interest in improving pedestrian safety, there are
mixed opinions on how that should be done. Off-road paths are preferred by some for certain
areas, others favour sidewalks in other areas. Better connections to and within Belfountain village
were particularly noted, with some favouring sidewalks and others not.

g. Minimize impact of increase in traffic volumes. Many residents indicated that there has been a
noticeable increase in traffic volume resulting from the growth to the north of Belfountain. Specific
concerns were noted about the traffic impact from new development in Erin (600 homes) and the
potential Orb property development. Residents noted that future increases could impact the
quality of life in the hamlet in Belfountain. Residents living on Winston Churchill noted that they
have seen a spike in traffic including truck traffic with higher than permitted speeds, resulting in
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noise, conflicts and concern about safety. Both Mississauga Road and Winston Churchill are
increasing an increase in traffic volumes. Residents would like to see measures explored for
slowing down traffic and for minimizing the impact from future growth.

h. Address excessive speeds being experienced along Mississauga and Winston Churchill
Roads. Residents would like to see better, appropriately placed signage or other means to slow
the traffic down. It was noted that there is too much speed on Mississauga Road, on Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road.

i. Deal with trucks that travel too fast, creating noise and unsafe conditions. Many noted that
they see trucks on roads that are not designated for trucks. Winston Churchill Boulevard was
noted to be experiencing high truck volumes and speeding which is impacting safety and quality
of life for the residents.

i Accommodate cyclists outside the travelling lane of traffic. Many concerns were noted about
cyclists who “don’t share the road”, in some cases travelling more than two abreast thereby
putting themselves and others at risk. This together with the lack of safe areas for bicycles makes
it unsafe for cyclists and for motorists. Cycling on Mississauga Road was noted to be a challenge
with some preferring bike lanes. Speeding vehicles on Winston Churchill Boulevard were noted to
be a problem for both pedestrians and cyclists. Some note that cycling on Winston Churchill
Boulevard and Mississauga Road would be safer and easier if the shoulders were paved,
especially if gravel trucks are going by. While there is a desire for improved cycling
infrastructure, there are mixed opinions as to how best to accommodate cyclists with a preference
for a rural solution as opposed to solutions that are more urban in nature. The underlying theme
of maintaining the rural character and scenic quality of the area must be considered in
determining future cycling infrastructure.

k. Address issues with motorcycle traffic and speeding. Belfountain is an attractive area for
motorcycles. Concerns were noted about speeding (racing after midnight), passing on curves,
safety and parking. There are mixed views with respect to motorcycle traffic with some
preferring a prohibitive approach of restricting motorcycles in the area and others indicating that
only a few are creating problems.

I.  Improve poor site lines in some locations. It was noted that there are a number of locations
where poor site lines are being experienced. Although Ballinafad is outside of the study area,
poor sight lines on Winston Churchill Boulevard just south of Ballinafad Road were noted to be a
safety hazard resulting in unsafe conditions and potential for accidents. Similarly there are issues
when entering southbound on Mississauga Road from Caledon Mountain Drive. A number of other
locations are identified in the workbook responses for consideration.

m. Address parking congestion in Belfountain on weekends during high tourist periods which is
impacting the safety of walking in the Village. Parking at the Badlands was noted for
improvement. There are mixed views on whether to create more designated parking or to
continue with what is currently available.
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3. NEXT STEPS

The comments received through Public Open House will be considered by the Project Team and will help
in informing the project team as the project moves forward. A number of technical and traffic studies
underway were referenced at the open house and these will also be incorporated. One of the next steps
will be the formulation of the study’s ‘problem statement’ as well as the preliminary development of
range of road reconstruction concepts.

The formal problem statement and preliminary reconstruction concepts will be prepared in advance of
the Winter/Spring 2013 and presented at the first public meeting which will be held in spring

2013. The second Community Working Group Meeting will be held in winter 2013 at which these
materials will be reviewed. Notice for the future public meetings will be mailed to those on the project
mailing list (will include those that included their addresses at the October 30, 2012 meeting) and those
located on all roads within the study area.

Progress on the study can be viewed on the website at:

peelregion.ca/pw /roads/environ-assess

If you would like to comment on the study expansion or be notified about future public meetings, please
contact either of the following team members.

Mr. Hitesh Topiwala, RPP, PMP Mr. Stephen Keen, P.Eng.

Project Manager, Consultant Project Manager
Transportation Program Planning HDR Corporation

Public Works 144 Front Street West, Suite 655
Region of Peel Toronto, ON M5H 2L7

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B, 4th Floor Phone: 416-847-0005 ext 5557
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Fax: 905 857-3127

Phone: 905 791-7800 ext 7805 E-mail: stephen.keen@hdrinc.com

Fax: 905 791-1442
E-mail: hitesh.topiwala@peelregion.ca

6|Page



Appendices
Appendix A Public Comments recorded at wall stations at Open House

Appendix B Comments/ Questions noted through the discussion after presentation

Appendix C Public Comments noted through Workbooks

7| Page



Appendix A

VERBATIM COMMENTS NOTED BY PARTICIPANTS AT WALL STATIONS

The following are the detailed notes that people wrote on the paper at the wall stations during the first
half hour and last part of the October 30, 2012 Public Open House. These are organized by the
question /topic posted on the wall.

What transportation improvements would you like to see considered?

a.
b.

What existing design features would you like to see maintained?

a0 UaQ

Reduce speed on gravel section of Winston Churchill.

Control speed on all of Winston Churchill — 100 km is not a good idea — need stop signs and
speed bumps.

More “share the road” signs on Mississauga Road et al.

Bush Street (near 332) moves road sign on South side back to where it used to be. The centre of
the road to the fence on each side is so different in distance.

Site line on Winston Churchill south of Ballinafad Road needs improving safety a serious problem
— many accidents.

No speed bumps — dangerous to drivers and increase maintenance of car. Increase vehicle
emissions.

How much money has been spent on Olde Baseline between Mississauga Road and Winston
Churchill in last 20 years and how many accidents in the same period?

How many accidents have happened in the EA area in that period?

How much money has been spent in the EA area in the last 20 years?

There has been a huge increase in large truck traffic on Winston Churchill and Olde Baseline with
very little enforcement. How is the Region going to prevent this?

() denotes number of time
Leave the hilly character of Mississauga Road (2) all of them. same comment noted

Yes, leave all of the hills (3).
Maintain the countryside scenic quality otherwise it will just look like Brampton with hills (horrors).
Leave fence lines untouched — trees, stones and rails.

What new design features could enhance the community character?

S@ 000 oo

The west side of Winston Churchill’s Wellington Township. They should be involved.
Bike lanes (2)

Move stop signs at rural intersections

Speed control in 60 to 70 km sections

No bike lane — this is the country. Our roads are too narrow.

More “share the road signs”.

No more signs.

Use more speed slowing devices.
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[F Region of Peel

Working for gou
Ideas for pedestrians Ideas for parking

a. Winston Churchill is completely unsafe a. At the Badlands for safety reasons (2).
for pedestrians due to the extreme b. At CVC area on Winston Churchill — off
speed of cars. Trucks would make it the road.
worse. Instead link up more walking c. Orb lands (soufh of Belfounfqin)
trails = not on the roads. (5) combine with new development.

b. Enforce speed limits

c. Four way stop sign Winston Churchill ( ) denotes number of time
and Ballinafad and Halton 32 and

. same comment noted
Wellington 42.
d. More off road walking trails. (3)
Ideas for cyclists For motorcyclists

a. No widening of roads for designated a. No noise, they’re too loud.
bike lane. b. Sois a lawn mower for longer time.

b. Enforce no trucks. (3) c. Enforcement or elimination.

c. Temporary police presence to force d. This is the best area for motorcycles.
cyclists to obey the rules of the road Most are excellent drivers. Reprimand
(actually stopping at all stop signs). those that are not. (2) Same as vehicles

d. Why ride side by side — at night with and bikers.
limited lighting2 (2) Try single file

e. Make a shoulder for bikes somewhere.

2)

What other ideas do you have?

a.

We do not want straight wide roads with no hills or hills cut way down. We live in this beautiful
area because of its scenic value, its cultural values and natural heritage. These roads should have
as little impact on the aforementioned. If you widen and lower the hills people will just speed
more. Totally agree (3).

b. Make Old Baseline Road a scenic road designation. No, don’t do that!

c. Four way stop sign at Winston Churchill and Ballinafad Road.
d. Designate these roads as scenic.
Questions

1. What is the Region going to do to protect the natural heritage and the Niagara Escarpment from
the impacts of proposed changes?

2. Why is this project being undertaken?

3. What is the problem being addressed? This seems to be a solution in search of a problem — a
laundry list.

4. Why are we always trying to improve (urbanize) and existing utopian? (2)

5. What are you planning for the tourists?
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Appendix B

COMMENTS/ QUESTIONS RAISED THROUGH DISCUSSION AFTER PRESENTATION

The following comments and questions were noted through the discussion:

Comments:

We like Mississauga Road the way that it is now and do not agree that it needs to change.
The roads are fine. There is no room for sidewalks. Bikes are on Mississauga Road now.
McLauchlin Road would be a better place for bikes to be.

We don’t want to see the roads smoothened /flattened out. If you took out the hills it
would change the character of the area dramatically.

Would like to see speed limits reduced and what is there now enforced. Have to listen to
cling on the brakes as people particularly truckers navigate the curves.

Don’t agree with assessment that there are drainage problems. Drive these roads all the
time and do not see pooling of water or water staying on roads.

The area is very quaint and we want it to stay that way. People come here on weekends
to enjoy the Village. There is lots of traffic then but this shouldn’t warrant widening or it
will take away the uniqueness of the area.

Don’t want to see more cycles on these roads if it means that the roads are widened.
Concern that this study will change the scenic designations for the roads in the area

Many in the study area do not access to internet and mail is preferred as well as posting
on the web site.

Concerns about what may be coming with James Dick Property. Response from Steve
Keen: not aware of a license for this property.

Heritage of area is important.

Infrared street lighting in Belfountain. Who put lights up — just done recently and it is very
intrusive. Want these turned off.

This is a special place and we like it the way that it is. This is not Brampton.
Do not support urban looking roads.

Do not support widening. Happy to learn that this is not going to occur here. Will there
still need to be widening to accommodate land on either side for sidewalks or cycling.

Growth is happening here and we need to ensure a balance on the roads so that all of
the traffic doesn’t end up on either one of Winston Churchill or Mississauga Road.

Don’t see the need for sidewalks. People can walk on the side of the road as they have
been.
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We would like to see better pedestrian infrastructure — not an urban sidewalk but a better
pathway for seniors and residents. Could have more walkability along the rail trail.
Important to make it safe without changing the look of the area.

Questions:

How will the entrance to the Orb property affect traffic patterns? Will this affect the
commitment to not have lane widenings?

Is the Niagara Escarpment involved?
Has a problem statement been put together?

Are the Community Working Groups closed meetings¢ Response: The public can observe
the meetings.

Is there a design standard that you are going to be looking at?
Does the study include the town loads?

On Winston Churchill on Peel side — are we looking at upgrading for trucks¢ Many large
trucks on Winston Churchill today. North of Bush there is a shallow creek and Winston
Churchill curves here. Some trees have been cleared on Winston Churchill.

Will there be four lanes to accommodate truck traffice

Two years ago when there was a dig up the rubble was sold and dumped in areas that it
shouldn’t have been. Where will the rubble go? Concern noted that any rubble from
roadworks must not be dumped in the natural and conservation areas and not within the
village.

Does the region own lands on both sides that are wider than the area that is paved
today? Do you intend to collect more land?2 When anyone wants to do something, a strip
of land is extracted from the owner. What do you intend to do with this land?

Have traffic surveys been undertaken can we see the data? Response noted: Traffic
surveys for all four roads will be available at the next public meeting next year.

Many people are going southbound at peak times. Will the surveys take into account new
homes being built in Erin and traffic from other parts going through this area? There are
600 more homes being built in Erin and 2/3 of the traffic goes along Winston Churchill
with the other 1/3 through the Village of Belfountain. These roads are regional roads
and they do carry regional thru traffic and local traffic. The surveys will address traffic
coming from other areas.

Will you have to widen if these other areas continue to grow and affect Belfountain?
There is no desire to widen these roads.

We have worked with the CVC on our property. What is their role in this study?
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[F Region of Peel
Working for gou

Drive. More traffic (i.e. Orb Development and Erin growth) will seriously impact the quality of
life in the hamlet in Belfountain.

10. Cyclists travelling 2 abreast on Mississauga Road.

11.The lack of bicycle lanes makes it unsafe for bicyclists and slows down for motorists.

12. Speeding.

13. Trucks on roads designated “no trucks”.

14. Poor sight lines on Winston Churchill Boulevard just south of Ballinafad Road prevents serious
safety hazard — the site of numerous accidents.

15. Cycling on Mississauga Road a challenge, bike lanes could help. Speeding vehicles on
Winston Church Boulevard a problem for pedestrians and cyclists.

16. Speeding by cars and motorcycles. Motorcycle racing after midnight. Passing on curves.

17. At the moment, in my case, just speeding vehicles and bicyclists.

18. There is too much speed and truck traffic on Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line
Road. This is a very special area of Ontario — very scenic, historical and importance of the
Niagara Escarpment must be our highest priority. Low impact roads on green infrastructure.

19. Parking congestion in Belfountain on weekends during high tourist periods. Makes walking in
the village very unsafe. Need protected walking areas. Need designated parking areas.

20. More trucks on Winston Churchill Boulevard which theoretically are not allowed.

21. Speeding on Winston Churchill Boulevard.

22. Cycling on Winston Churchill Boulevard and Mississauga Road would be safer and easier if
the shoulders were paved, especially if gravel trucks are going by.

23.None.

24. Speed and noise of many vehicles (i.e. mostly motorcycles but many cars and trucks too).

25. Traffic load way too high. Speeds are wildly excessive.

26. Truck ban is not enforced. Too many speeders.

PART 2: HOW DO YOU ENVISION THESE ROADWAYS IN YOUR COMMUNITY?

Improvements through Context Sensitive planning and design will enhance experience for all users and
reflect the character of the community

1. What transportation improvements would you like to see considered?
Table 3 - Transportation Improvements people would like to see considered
1. The road conditions seem generally fine = speed limits are too high for safe use though.

2. At Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road, purchase a portion of the
northeast corner and route traffic safely across Old Base Line Road.

®
o
@
+
(1]
[=
3
|=o Winston Churchill Boulevard
Winston Churchill Boulevar

3. Road shoulder should be improved.

4. Improve sight line at Ballinafad Sideroad (I know this is south of area). Wider area (bike
lanes or extended pavement past white / yellow lines) to allow safety for non-motorised
users. Purchase land for parking so visitors may not park on or half on the road (as if they
are the only users). Our roads are used by many!
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12.
13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

19.
20.
21.

22.
23.

24.
25.
26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
i
32.

ion of Peel
Working for gou

Police monitoring speed limits. Volume of traffic during rush hours requires patience to turn
onto Mississauga Road = for this reason | would be concerned about the plan for 72 house
subdivision which would add considerable to normal volume increase year to year of
through traffic.

Bike “passing” lanes (i.e. extended shoulder) on blind hills so cyclists can move over and
allow vehicles to pass. (There is an enforcement component to this issue as well to
“encourage” cyclists to travel single file and to the right.)

Again an issue of quantity and speed.

Traffic calming entering Belfountain. Use the road grips like they have on Winston
Churchill Boulevard approaching Mayfield — instead of speed bumps.

None or a reduction in vehicular traffic.

. | fear that the “Build it and they will come” agage may erreversibly destroy the character

of the area.

. Ban cyclists on Mississauga Road. Put a roundabout at Winston Churchill and Bush, at

Mississauga Road and Olde Base Line Road and perhaps one at Olde Base Line Road
and Winston Churchill Boulevard.

Improve base of road.

Bicycle lanes added.

Non — these are country roads and quite passable for local residents. Improving the roads
will lead to more people wanting to move into the area. Sprawl is unacceptable and
constant growth unsustainable.

Speed control. No trucks on all roads — enforce it.

No trucks! “Share the Road” signs. “Scenic” designation for this area.

Pave Winston Churchill Boulevard and remove hill just south of Ballinafad Road.

Reduce speed. Speed traps regularly on Winston Churchill Boulevard, not just Olde Base
Line Road.

Improve roadway conditions.

Cyclist's pathway. Scenic designation = sensitive design. No gravel truck traffic.

Need to slow traffic coming north on Mississauga Road around the bend into Belfountain =
i.e. speed bumps. Path space between Caledon Mountain Road and town for pedestrian
traffic (not a typical sidewalk but perhaps some more natural stone, etc. to preserve rural
country setting). Kids could bike to school; walk to school, etc. = School to conservation
area.

Less speeding. No expansion of streetlights.

Enforce speed limits. Enforce stop signs. Regular police presence on busy weekends.
Speed bumps.

Double line to discourage passing on hills. “No passing” signs.

Roundabouts? They work very well in other areas and are so easy to navigate.

Paving of Winston Churchill Boulevard south of Olde Base Line Road to Terra Cotta,
therefore less traffic on Olde Base Line Road. Increase police traffic presence. Lower
speed limits. 50-60 kph on subject roads.

Increased police patrol.

Improve road storm runoff = keep it clean. Designated walking areas.

Slower speeds. No truck traffic.

Nothing wrong with the roads.

Add bike lanes.

Enforce speed limits and truck bans. Put more stop signs at intersections to control speeds.

Put speed bumps in posted 60 km/h areas.
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33.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.

ion of Peel
Working for gou

Make safe the extremely dangerous crossing of Ballinafad Road with continuation of
Wellington-Halton 12 and Winston Churchill Boulevard due extremely short sight line
south. Ideas 1) Remove hill south of the E/W roads on Winston Churchill Boulevard; 2)
Four way stop sign.

What existing design features would you like to see maintained?
Table 4 = Existing design features that people would like to see maintained

Maintain rural / farm feel with fences, walls, trees, etc.

Existing rolling hills and trees naturally help to keep speed down.

Hills, bends and trees. These are what define the area and make the roads special, which
in turn calms traffic.

Rural hilly character of a beautiful country road. Rural character and environmental and
historical heritage in the corner community garden in Belfountain.

Street lights with “character” for safety and appeal. Large old trees, good fences — with
character. Hills and curves — they have been here forever = this is why people come to
and love our area.

When purchasing and building a home on Mississauga Road | was happy to comply with
all requests from CVC and Escarpment Commission to maintain and support the health of
the environment i.e. forests, wetlands, and streams before building.

Rural character: mature trees, ditch profile, natural vegetation, cedar rail, heritage fences.
Road is generally designed and maintained for area.

All of them = if we need safe walkways for pedestrians = build walking trails from the
village to the school. No bike lanes. Keep the heritage walls, split rail fences, etc. We live
in a heritage village in a turn of the 20™ century home for a reason.

. All of them, narrow hilly winding roads with steep ditches. No changes at all no sidewalks,

no street lamps.

. Rural quality = 2 lanes and perhaps designated bike lane. No sidewalks or urban type

infrastructure.

. Keep all hills and grades — do not straighten or widen or make any cuts into the sides of

the right-of-way for Mississauga Road. Same topography.

Parkette at Bust Street and Mississauga Road.

Leave the wonderful hills on Mississauga Road. No street lights.

Heritage fences, old trees, hills, curves

Hills, valleys and two lanes — nature’s corridor. No sidewalks — low lighting

Roadside fences (split rail, rock, etc.). Large old trees that line roadway. Hills and curves.
The hilly nature of the road — very scenic. Ditches — no underground sewers or curbs.
Re-build of stone fences for a reasonable distance from property entrances.

Hills

Rural Road cross section = no curbs and gutters. Maintain rolling hills and stone fences.
We like the hilly scenic character of the roads. Don't cut down the hills or widen roads.
Parkette. Maintain rural nature of road (no curbs, sidewalks). Preserve wetlands, water
courses and other ecologically sensitive areas.
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What existing design features would you like to see maintained?

Table 5 - Design features that people think would enhance the community character?

e
2.
Sk

10.
111c
12.

13.

14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
e
20.
21.

22.

23

More fences, walls, trees, etc.

A lookout on the bend / corner on the south end of Belfountain on Mississauga Road.
Saving the original fence lines stone and cedar rail that exist and replacing the row of
beautiful maples along the road that | had to remove as they had deteriorated over more
than a hundred years — | am concerned that enhancing the road would take precedence
over the environmental concerns that are very important to everyone!

Could you continue funding heritage stone fences as part of project?

Leave it for community to enjoy with no more to increase traffic. Time to share with other
arteries north and south!

Leave it alone.

It's hard to think of what changes could be made that would not degrade the unique and
scenic nature of this heritage hamlet.

No additional “adornment” to encourage more traffic / tourism. Less is definitely more.
“Quaint” street lighting in the village.

Bicycle lanes.

Bicycle lanes. (is an important tourist component in village of Belfountain).

| don’t think any needed features are required to enhance the community. The area has
changed drastically over the years and | would like it to stay the same.

3-way stop sign at Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road. 4-way stop
sign at Winston Churchill Boulevard and Ballinafad Road.

Different walkway options

Road which don’t do seasonal buckling. Proper repairing (no bumps) when resurfacing.
No sidewalks.

Do not add sidewalks. Improve lighting at intersections.

Re-build of stone fences for a reasonable distance from property entrances.

The roads are just fine!

Keep it simple — model design based on current character — vistas, aesthetics.

| think the whole EA rectangle should be made a scenic area for roads so the character is
maintained.

Leave it alone = keep it quaint.

. Maintain rural nature of road (no curbs, sidewalks). Preserve wetlands, water courses and

other ecologically sensitive areas.
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What would you like to see within the corridors?
Table 6 = What people would like to see within the corridors

A focus on anything that can enhance the rural charm of the area — stone wall restoration,
farm fence restoration, tree plantings, reducing speed limits, etc., etc.

Intersection Control. Ballinafad Side Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard, 2-way stop
control East-West is very dangerous. If not changed to 4-way stop, it should be at least 3-
way, East-West and North.

Information for local owners should be sent by snail mail, not just email as many don't use
email.

Heritage fence lines = Winston Churchill Boulevard. Both sides of Winston Churchill
Boulevard have the same stone fences yet two years ago only the east side was called
heritage and plans were to take road allowance from the West side (Wellington). This has
since been changed, but are both sides now called Heritage fence lines? If not, why not,
both were built at the same time.

The roadway corridors should remain pretty much as they are. These are country roads
with character, popular with cyclists and weekend drivers because they offer a difference
from most other roads in that they are hilly. It is wonderful to crest a hill and get an
unexpected view.

Wildlife underpasses for salamanders and turtles. Mature trees. Split rail fences.
Maintain the beautiful stone fences, many well-kept, wood, wire, and huge old trees.
Rural character — mature trees, ditch profile, natural vegetation, cedar rail and heritage
fences.

Preservation

Take a look around you = then leave it alone.

Plant new maples along Mississauga Road to replace dying and dead maple trees.
Maintain the current form and topography. Do not shave off hill tops.

Native plantings where plantings are used.

Please don't change these corridors, especially as they reflect the local environment /
character of the community. Don’t add street lights, sidewalks. No sidewalks or street
lights.

. Ditches, no curbs, single lane in each direction, one bicycle lane (not two) for bi-directional

bicycle travel

no need to widen existing roads, pave any dirt road sections

Just as they are now, rolling, curving, rural!

Maintain the status quo.

More trees. Keep out invasive species — roadside ditches.

Lots of hills and tree lined roads — historical fences — rural scenic countryside is very
important. Not wide

Lovely streams and springs. Historical markings.

Maintain existing rural character and nature.
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What ideas do you have for improving conditions for pedestrians?
Table 7 - Ideas for improving conditions for pedestrians

Don’t typically travel these roads on foot but wider shoulders and reduced speed limits
should help here.

More police control on Winston Churchill Boulevard below Olde Base Line Road. Gravel
road and they pass our house doing 80 to 100 km/h. The police are welcome to use our
land as a sitting spot for speed control.

Make more parks and walking trails. Could use Orb Lands.

Make area a bit away from actual road = whether dirt, gravel or sidewalk. Reasonable
speed limits = enforced. Sides are wide enough for our runners and walkers. Walking
trails. At most — an improved narrow walkway — no curbs, etc.

Provide parking in the village of Belfountain so there is room for the pedestrians to use
existing wide shoulders.

No sidewalks. It's not safe to walk on country roads —should walk in parks/within villages.
No cement sidewalk but more like trail walkway for students to go from school to park.
Please know that there are only a few times when there are enough pedestrians to pose a
problem. Those pedestrians need to know that they must walk on the shoulders = they're in
the country now.

Reduce speed. Look both ways.

. Path space between Caledon Mountain Road and town for pedestrian traffic (not a

typical sidewalk but perhaps some more natural stone, etc. to preserve rural country
setting). Kids could bike to school; walk to school, etc. — School to conservation area.
Separation of vehicles from pedestrians. Speed bump into Belfountain.

In Belfountain, the concrete wall should have sidewalk for pedestrians.

Enforce 40 kph speed limit. Enforce stop signs.

Sorry, | cannot comment because | don't live in this town.

Designated vehicle parking. Traffic calming. Increased traffic police presence on
weekends. One side of road for pedestrians, one side for parking.

Encourage pedestrians to use Bruce Trail.

They only walk in the immediate village = put sidewalks around the stores.
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What ideas do you have for accommodating parking?

Table 8 = Ideas for accommodating parking

We feel there is sufficient parking already in the area to accommodate visitors. This is
really only a concern 2 to 3 weekends a year in the autumn when people come to view
the leaves.

Parking at south end of Belfountain on Orb Lands.

Buy the farm with old silo (or a portion of) for parking for sight-seeing folk, bikers,
walkers, hikers, etc. (not in study area — parking for Badland viewing)

There is parking at the conservation that is adequate.

Not an issue.

As is. Policing of violation and excessive speed and noise.

Buy property from Orb at south end of Belfountain to make a public parking lot for
tourists.

Vacant lot at corner of Mississauga Road and River (kitty corner to River Rd) i.e. beside
the shops.

Weekend — invite tourists to park at the school and walk into the village.

Definite problem at the “Bad Lands” — buy property on north side for proper parking lot2

. It's okay now.
12.
38

How can you stop people going to the park from parking in town for 6 to 8 hours?
Town to buy property within walking distance of Belfountain to provide parking for day
trippers.

Create pay parking area outside of village.

At the Badlands.

Allow on both sides of the road. Direct them to park in the school.

Wide shoulders. The fall is a short season; do we really have to block all the shoulders?

What ideas do you have for improving conditions for cyclists?
Table 9 - Ideas for improving conditions for cyclists

Significant reduction in allowable speed for cars will improve conditions for cyclists and
reduce traffic noise too. Win-win situation.

Cycle clubs from GTA use our roads with little respect for others on the road yet our local
taxes pay for these roads, not theirs. Why improve on cycle conditions, at my cost?
Improve road shoulders.

Shoulders.

No cyclists after dark = especially when wearing dark clothing, no lights, etc. Reasonable
speed limits = enforced.

Bike “passing” lanes (i.e. extended shoulder) on blind hills so cyclists can move over and
allow vehicles to pass. (There is an enforcement component to this issue as well to
“encourage” cyclists to travel single file and to the right.)

It is not particularly safe for cyclists and motorists to share the roads around Belfountain.
Not an issue. Cycle on a safe roadway and don’t hog the road.

Do not have “add ons” to make this more of a tourist mecca. We are on the sup of mega
development all around and we need to preserve something!

Ban them from Mississauga Road. Create new route elsewhere for them. Mississauga Road
cannot be made safe for cyclists without changing the width / topography which most
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12. Maintain current character of roads.
13. Same as cars.

9.

Others comments about the study

The following are additional comment noted in the workbooks. Each number represents a different

individual’s comment.

1.

Our family has owned this property since the 1960s when | was a child we used to run back and
forth the road to visit our neighbours since there was very little traffic to be concerned with. Now
the traffic is so heavy we have had to put in a gate to ensure our children do not go near the
road. The properties on Mississauga Road tend to be close to the road and the road should be
treated more as a residential road than a highway. If the speed limit was reduced to 50 km/h,
most safety concerns regarding sightlines and cyclist safety would be eliminated.

Below Olde Base Line Road on Winston Churchill (gravel) = It is my understanding that they re-
ditched this area to allow water to be pulled from the road, eliminating potholes, etc. When?
Why ditch? | was told the ditches were always there and they were just re-doing them. WRONG.
I've lived here since 1952 and there were never ditches there. My property now gets excessive
water in front paddock. | can’t cut the grass along the road (as | have for years) because the ditch
blocks the area and the banks are now too steep. Cars continually are being pulled out of the
ditches yet we never had this problem before. Old saying, “if it isn’t broke, don’t fix it".

Our property is fronted at Olde Base Line Road with large majestic oak trees which we would like
protected.

What are you planning for all the tourists2 Use dark sky lighting. Spray for invasive species
phragmites in newly constructed road ditches. Clean construction equipment to stop spread of
invasive species phragmites (see invasive species at CVC). Put signage in Belfountain for the
environment. How are you going to collaborate with the new housing development on the south
end of Belfountain2 Are they putting in a road between Mississauga Road and Shaws Creek
Road?

Thankfully people travel from everywhere to see our beautiful, unique area and spend $ here.
Our roads must be maintained, upgraded but while trying to keep with community spirit and
heritage.

Are there opportunities to help facilitate internet service providers (Bell, Rogers, etc.) to extend
high speed internet service as part of this project? This could be a significant community benefit.

This seems to be a way to spend lots of money trying to “fix” what should be left alone. We live
in a home built before the 20™ century = with trees that are very old and very beautiful. We
moved here to live in a small village and raise our daughter in a beautiful part of Ontario. If we
wanted our tax money put towards developments that support quarries or Brampton overflow of
traffic, we would have stayed in Toronto.

An attempt to pursue an agenda of change where none is required through and “inclusive” search
for a non-existent problem. Why do | feel that we are being conned. The 30m easement right of
way is very telling?

There will be many pressures = housing, gravel, tourism. Progress does not mean growth;
presumable we have become more enlightened about the fragile nature of this environment.
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10. When the Forks of Credit reno happened, a thousand truckloads of rubble were dumped (and a
property owner was paid a fee) at the west end of Belfountain, burying a valley. Please do not
repeat this atrocity.

11. Although part of the study, natural heritage is not mentioned in this booklet with specific questions.
| would like to know what if anything is going to be done with the current road drainage that is
funneled into the creeks and wetlands in Belfountain without any treatment (quantity or quality). In
some cases asphalt spillways into the creeks exist which contributes to the degradation of the
West Credit and its tributaries in the study area. | also would like to see wildlife passage built into
the roads as | often see road kill (outside of the village).

12. Does the traffic study of these roads really reflect the “need” for replacing / redesigning them?
(Especially in times of fiscal restraint) Make stats on above available, easily! There is NO need for
sidewalks or street lights. Much greater publicity needed to give opportunity for more
participation in the process. These meetings have not been widely publicized.

13. Since previous study’s recommendations, not improvements, what is the probability that
recommendations from this study will be implemented? i.e. lots of studies, no action — no money.

14. Also left out part of Winston Churchill Boulevard that is not paved and is a safety risk when it
rains, snows as it is well used by fast moving through traffic. | like walking and recently have
avoided Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road because of the significant
increase in fast traffic — trails or designated pedestrian walkways (trails) would be appreciated in
some areas. | am in favour of bicycle lanes on Mississauga Road — it is already used by cyclists
and should be made safer.

15. Winston Churchill Boulevard is a series of other roads loosely commented. The southern end is
actually 6 Line Caledon / 11 Line Erin. It dead ends in Terra Cotta and basically ends at Bush
Street. It went from a back road to a major road.

16. Pave the south portion of Winston Churchill Boulevard to King Street.

17. Designate the entire study area as scenic. The end result is that | do not want these roads to be
Bramptonized! There is no character to Brampton roads. These roads help define the character of
Belfountain and area.

18. This is the country, not the city — leave it that way!

19. Ata a time when budgets are strained, think of who is going to pay for unwanted changes. WE
AREN

20. Why do meetings have such a delayed planning? If it was a business, things wouldn’t take so long.
| can understand why it is important to cover all issues but years seem ridiculous if needs are not
met in good time. Bicycle lanes seem to be an important safety issue also drains and ditches.

21. Will the phone companies be involved in any of the planning? They are constantly doing work
along Winston Churchill Boulevard. Are any of the above ground cables going underground? A
shame doing all this planning when technology is advancing so quickly and may need to disrupt
the countryside that has limits to the world web.

22.Don’'t change what we havel My family lives here because of the way our neighbourhood is!!!!

23. Property boundary of 17263 Old Main is incorrectly surveyed — title boundary is larger than
what the iron bars currently depict. Please re-survey based on title / deed (in land registry
office).
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24.XX is applying for a new gravel pit north of Bush Street on Winston Churchill Boulevard. How will
you ensure the trucks do not head south down Winston Churchill Boulevard and enter this EA area?

25.1t’s very important to protect the heritage fences and very old maple trees along the roadside
within the Region’s right-of-way — do not destroy these!

26.Keep heritage fences and trees, keep hills, and keep single streetlights marking intersections at
night.

27.You are doing this for outsiders and we don’t need the higher taxes this will bring. Leave us be;
Do not change the topography.

28. Please no more speed bumps like Forks of Credit.
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Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Olde
Base Line Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard
Environmental Assessment

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the study area for this project?
The study area consists of Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Olde Base Line
Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard.

What is the purpose of this project?

The purpose of the Environmental Assessment (EA) study is to develop a context sensitive
design solution for Region of Peel owned roadways in the study area that will improve pavement
conditions, drainage and sightlines, meet the needs of pedestrians and cyclists, enhance safety
for all road users and maintain the character of the community.

What is context sensitive solution?
Context sensitive solution involves designing local land use projects so that they meet the needs
of the road users and the environment while respecting the local land use context.

"Context sensitive solutions (CSS) is a collaborative, interdisciplinary approach that involves all
stakeholders to develop a transportation facility that fits its physical setting and preserves scenic,
aesthetic, historic and environmental resources, while maintaining safety and mobility. CSS is an
approach that considers the total context within which a transportation improvement project will exist."
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Are the roads going to be widened in this study area?

No. The widening of the roads is not considered for this project. This is a road rehabilitation
project which will include enhancing the safety of all road users while maintaining the character of
the community. The Region of Peel’s Long Range Transportation Plan, 2012 has not identified
the need to widen these roads. Our transportation needs assessment has also concluded that
there is no need for road widening along the roadways in the study area.

How did the current project come about?

An EA study undertaken between 1992 -1998 was put on hold due to the Rockfort Quarry
application. In 2009, a new Schedule C EA study commenced for Mississauga Road, Bush
Street, and Old Main Street; based on input from the public, the study area was expanded in
2012 to include Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road to provide a more
comprehensive review of the road network.

Are the new subdivisions of Erin and Belfountain being considered in the study?
Inquiries regarding the status of development applications should be addressed to the Town of
Caledon and County of Wellington.



What are the criteria for becoming a CWG member? Do you have to live in the area?
Community Working Group (CWG) members were required to submit a letter or email of interest
summarizing who they represent and information about themselves. The deadline for
submissions was November 14, 2012. The project team reviewed the submissions and CWG
members were selected to provide a broad cross-section of interests, various skills, and
knowledge. All our CWG members currently either live or work within the study area.

How many times will the CWG meet during the course of the EA?

CWG meetings were held on October 23, 2012 and April 4, 2013. Another meeting will be
scheduled prior to the Public Information Centre #2 anticipated for winter 2013. Additional
meetings with the CWG will be added throughout the study, as required.

What perspectives are represented on the CWG?

The CWG includes new and long time residents, business owners and employees in the study
area. With the varied interests represented on the CWG, the views of the community are
represented and will help us in developing a solution for the study.

When will the EA be completed?
The EA is tentatively scheduled to be completed and filed with the Ministry of Environment for
review in Spring 2014.

When will the project go to construction? How long will construction take?
The implementation plan for the roadways in the study area is proposed in two stages:

1. 2017 for Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road; and,
2. 2019 for Mississauga Road, Bush Street, and Old Main Street.

These timelines are subject to change pending the Region of Peel’'s annual capital budget
process.

Construction for each phase will take approximately 2-3 years.

What is the cost of this project?
The budget for this EA study is approximately $980,000.

For further information please contact:

Gino Dela Cruz, P.Eng. Asha Saddi

Project Manager, Region of Peel Technical Analyst, Region of Peel
Transportation Division Transportation Division

10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B 10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B
Brampton, ON L6T 3B9 Brampton, ON L6T 3B9

Tel: 905-791-7800 x 7805 Tel: 905-791-7800 x 7794

Email: gino.delacruz@peelregion.ca Email: asha.saddi@peelregion.ca




Public Information Centre #1
May 9, 2013



The Project

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1
MiSSISSAUGA ROAD, OLD MAIN STREET, BUSH STREET,
WINSTON CHURCHILL BOULEVARD AND OLDE BASE LINE ROAD

The Region of Peel is undertaking a Schedule ‘C’ Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) to
develop a road design that addresses safety and pavement condition deficiencies on Mississauga
Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road. The
approximate limits of the project area are illustrated on the map.

The EA will review and recommend solutions to address:

parking

road safety deficiencies

sight lines that do not meet standards
pavement condition deficiencies

road drainage problems

pedestrian and cycling needs

This EA will not be considering road widening or increasing the number of lanes and will provide a
solution that meets the needs of all road users and maintains the rural character of the community.

The Process

The Class EA process includes:
e public and agency consultation
e an evaluation of road improvement alternatives
e an assessment of the possible environmental effects of the improvements
o the identification of reasonable means to mitigate any adverse impacts

Public Information Centre
Two Public Information Centres (PICs) are planned for this study. The first PIC will consist of an Open House followed by a presentation and
facilitated discussion. The PIC will provide an overview of what we have heard and the technical work completed to date. Please join us at
this PIC to share your opinions on:

e  Draft Problem Statement

e  Preliminary Alternative Solutions

e  Preliminary Evaluation Criteria

The Project Team members will be present to answer questions and discuss the next steps of the study. The first PIC is scheduled for:

Date:
Time:

Location:

Thursday, May 9, 2013

Open House begins at 6:30 p.m.

Presentation and Discussion 7:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m.

Belfountain Public School, 17247 Shaws Creek Road, Caledon

Comments and Information

Please visit our

website: http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/roads/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.htm for updates on this project.

Comments and information regarding the study are being collected to assist the Region of Peel in meeting the requirements of the EA Act.
This material will be maintained on file for use during the project and may be included in project documentation.

To provide comments or request additional information about this project, please contact any of the following team members:

Gino Dela Cruz Asha Saddi Tyrone Gan

Project Manager, Region of Peel Technical Analyst, Region of Peel Project Manager, HDR

10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 100 York Boulevard, Suite 300
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J8

Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7805 Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7794 Tel: 289-695-4622

Fax: 905-791-1442 Fax: 905-791-1442 Fax: 905-882-1557

Email: Gino.DelaCruz@peelregion.ca Email: asha.saddi@peelregion.ca Email: Tyrone.Gan@hdrinc.com

The Region of Peel is committed to ensure that all Regional services, programs and facilities are inclusive and accessible for persons with
disabilities. Please contact the Project Manager if you need any disability accommodations to participate in the PIC.

This notice first issued April 24, 2013
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Your comments on the draft problem statement

2. Principles for guiding solutions to address the problem statement
The following principles have been developed to provide guidance to the study team when generating
alternative solutions to address the problem statement. It is recognized that different users may have competing
interests.

* Maintain the rural character and countryside scenic quality

* Preserve historic fences and heritage / cultural / archaeological features

= Preserve / emharee the natural environment

= Enhance local tourism and economic development of the area

Do these principles reflect your views Yes No Don't Know Tell us why you feel this way
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b) Are there additional evaluation criteria that you would like to see considered?

Yes

No Don’t Know____ Please describe these

Please share other comments about this study here
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Mississauga Road, Olde Base Line Road, Winston Churchill Boulevard,
Bush Street and Old Main Street, Environmental Assessment Study

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1
FEEDBACK REPORT

1. ENIVRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY AND CONTEXT FOR PUBLIC
INFORMATION CENTRE #1

In June 2009 Peel Region began a Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA)
for improvements to Mississauga Road from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street and Bush Street
from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard. The Region of Peel expanded the limits
of the EA to include Olde Base Line Road from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard
and Winston Churchill Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street (see map).

Why was the study area expanded?

Based on the feedback received for the
Mississauga Road / Bush Street EA the Region of
Peel expanded the study area to review road
safety, sightlines, drainage, parking and
pedestrian and cycling needs.

What is this project about?
Existing problems on the study area road network
consist of:
Deficient pavement conditions and
drainage
Deficient sightlines
Safety for all road users
Safety of wildlife
Motor vehicle accidents

The purpose of the project is:
Rehabilitation of the roads
Enhancing safety
Supporting bicycling and walking

As described at the Public Open House held on October 30, 2012 and the Public Information
Centre #1 held on May 9, 201 3 this EA study will not be considering road widening or
increasing the number of lanes. The Project Team will build on the previous study information to
develop a plan for the study area roads that meets the needs of all road users and maintains the
rural character of the community.
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The Process
The aim of the Environmental Assessment process is to provide everyone who has an interest or
stake in the study area with the opportunity to create the best solution. The Project Team, with
your input, will:

e define the problem statement (Winter/Spring 2013)

e develop and evaluate planning alternatives; (Summer 201 3) and

e determine a preferred solution (Fall 2013/ Winter 2014)

Opportunities will be provided for the public to be involved through planned public meetings at
key milestones as the study progresses. A Community Working Group (CWG) has also been
established. The CWG is a representative broadly based group of interested stakeholders who
will participate in focused discussion on project issues through workshops held over the course of
the study. Two meetings of the CWG have been held — on October 23, 2012 and April 4,
2013. Meeting notes from these discussions are available on the project study website
(peelregion.ca/pw /transportation/environ-assess /mississauga-road-bush.html). The CWG will
meet again in the Fall of 2013.

Enhanced consultation and public involvement is being undertaken through the establishment of
the Community Working Group and the holding of a Public Open House at the outset of the
study, prior to the formal public meetings. The Open House was held so the Project Team could
meet with community residents and stakeholders to discuss the process, and to learn about
transportation issues and valued community characteristics. Over 100 attendees were at the
Open House held from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. at the Belfountain Public School. A workshop
booklet was provided and tables were set up to allow people to provide their written responses
contained in the booklet.

Your participation is important and your comments are valued. A second Public Information
Centre will be held in the Fall 2013. The Region of Peel encourages you to provide input at
future public meetings or by providing comment as the study develops. Contact information is
found at page 8 of this report.

The Region of Peel is undertaking this environmental assessment study through a Context Sensitive
Planning and Design Approach which focuses on improvements to enhance the experience for all
road users and reflects the character of the community. This is important as it will ensure that the
solutions fit with the rural and scenic quality of the area and are sensitive to the needs of the
community.
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Public Information Centre #1 held May 9, 2013
The first Public Information Centre was held on May 9, 2013 at the Belfountain Public School
from 6:30 p.m. to 2:00 p.m. Over 70 people attended. Notice for the May 9, 2013 Public
Information Centre was provided through the following:
" Mailing of notices to property owners fronting / backing along the study area corridors
®  Project Study Web site
®  local newspaper advertisement:
Erin Advocate on April 24, May 1 and May 8, 2013
Caledon Enterprise /Caledon Citizen on April 25 and May 2, 2013
George Town Independent/Acton Free Press on April 25 and May 2, 2013
Wellington Advertiser on April 26 and May 3, 2013

The meeting was organized with a drop-in from 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. and the opportunity for
viewing project background displays. This was followed with a presentation at 7:00 p.m. by
Tyrone Gan, Project Manager, HDR Corporation lead transportation planning consultant for the
project. The Project Team gave a presentation on the following:

Information relative to Region of Peel Strategic Goods Movement Network Study and
Regional Road Characterization Study approved at Regional Council on May 9, 2013.

Purpose of the EA Study, overview of identified problems and results of needs assessment
including traffic analysis and safety considerations, draft problem statement and
principles for generating alternative solutions, proposed alternative operational and
physical improvements that could be considered and the proposed draft evaluation
criteria.

A public discussion followed. The meeting was facilitated by an independent facilitator, Sue
Cumming, Cumming+Company public engagement lead for the project.

The Public Information Centre presentation and display board material is available on the
project study website. A Feedback Form was provided to enable attendees to provide written
responses.

This report, written by the Facilitator, is intended to provide a synthesis of the overall key
messages heard and provide information on next steps. The Appendices contain the detailed
public comments noted through the discussion at the meeting (Appendix A), responses in the
Feedback Forms (Appendix B) and comments received through emails and letters (Appendix C).
The comments received through Public Information Centre #1will be considered by the Project
Team and will help in informing the Project Team as the project moves forward. This report will
be posted on the project study website and a letter will be forwarded to all residents in the area
advising of the availability of the report. Copies of the Feedback Report are also available for
viewing at the Belfountain Public Library.
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2. KEY MESSAGES HEARD

There is significant community interest in the environmental assessment study. The residents and
stakeholders who attended the May 9, 2013 Public Information Centre had many comments
about the study scope and process, transportation review findings, regional standards and types
of solutions that would be considered. Many indicated that they had attended previous meetings.

A number of residents question the Region of Peel’s characterization of safety considerations
expressing concern that the Region’s safety standards could lead to dramatic changes in the
profile of the roads which is not supported by the community. Residents indicated that the
information shows that there has not been an increase in accidents in the area, that there have
been no fatalities and that animal fatalities are part of living in a rural community. Many noted
that they felt the pavement conditions could be addressed through patching and repaving in
sections where needed and question the rationale for what they perceive to be unnecessary and
costly reconstruction believing that there is no need to make changes to the roadway structure.

There is also concern that the Region of Peel will make changes that will increase the likelihood of
these roads being used for more trucks. They believe that truck traffic through the areq,
particularly on Olde Base Line Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard, is an issue today. The
majority of the residents oppose the establishment of truck priority routes through the Regional
Strategic Goods Movement Network and object to having Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde
Base Line Road identified as such. Concerns expressed included noise, safety, speeding and
incompatibility of tranquil character of area. Some of the written comments expressed support
for improving truck routes and that trucks could and should be accommodated to service industry.

The majority of those that attended provided comments (written and through the discussion)
conveying the importance of ensuring that the study outcomes do not impact the historic and much
valued countryside and scenic character of the roads through the community and Village of
Belfountain. While many identified concerns about pavement conditions, excessive speeding,
proliferation of signage, increasing traffic from areas to the north, truck traffic, cyclists on the
road and pedestrians, most residents are concerned about how solutions would be implemented.
Many sought clarification on the stated commitment that no lane widening be considered.

The road profile is of significant importance to those in the community who want to see it
maintained. The low increase in traffic volumes over the last 15 years together with low accident
statistics lead many to question the motivation for the study and re-emphasized the need for care
in identifying solutions. A key concern noted by many is the view that if “you fix it they will come”
noting that flattening out the curves, smoothing out the roadway structure and taking away
vegetation would lead to increased traffic and increased speeds.

Many residents appear to support the status quo or strategic rehabilitation of the roads. Other
residents support reconstruction at key intersections, in areas where sightlines are problematic
and cite the importance of improving the safety of roads for all users — including trucks.
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The following is a synthesis of key messages heard.

a.

In developing operational and physical improvements, priority should be on
maintaining the profile of the roads in the area.

There is much concern that operational and physical improvements could change the road
profile, flatten out certain areas, and reconstruct the roads which would significantly alter
the much loved character of the area. The rural character and countryside scenic quality
of the area is described as mature trees, natural vegetation, cedar rail, heritage fences,
and hilly nature of the topography, extensive natural areas and curvature of the existing
roadways. The road profile is what defines the area and residents are opposed to
changes to the road profile that they believe would be made if the Region of Peel were
to implement standards for road safety and road condition that might apply elsewhere.

Only resurface and rehabilitate — do not take out the curves or hills of the study area.
Residents prefer to see rehabilitation instead of reconstruction.

Several residents question the road standards and asset management of the Region of
Peel preferring more patching to reconstruction. Others want to better understand the
condition of the roads in the study area today versus the Region of Peel’s service level for
all roads within Peel. Residents emphasized that this is a unique area with rural roads
and that the hilly topography and natural environment are fundamental to the character
of the area. Many stated that they are “okay” with having a road standard below that
which may exist in other parts of Peel. Others want to see the road rehabilitated.

Assess issue of truck usage on these roads relative to community impacts. Residents
object to the creation of Truck Priority Routes along Winston Churchill Boulevard and
Olde Base Line Road.

There is opposition to the creation of Truck Priority Routes along Winston Churchill
Boulevard and Old Base Line Road. Winston Churchill Boulevard is experiencing
problems with trucks that travel too fast, are noisy, impact safety and the quality of life
for the residents. Many are very concerned that there would be traffic accidents if this
becomes a primary truck route.

Others, in written comments support truck travel along these roads for good movement
through the area and would like to see the roads rehabilitated to accommodate trucks.

Address speeding without making roads smoother and level which residents are
concerned could make cars go faster and exacerbate existing speeding concerns.
Many noted that making the road smoother and level will only make cars go faster.
Residents are concerned that if the profile of the roads was flattened, this could lead to
more speeding and collisions.

Reduce posted speeds and increase enforcement on roads to reduce safety concerns.
Residents support reduced posted speeds together with increased enforcement to address
safety on the roads. Some would like to see the reduction of speeds for the whole area
instead of having different speeds apply to different sections.
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f. Assess the need for the Region of Peel to design and construct the roads to meet
Regional safety standards.
Many residents could live with the roads as they are. They have seen the roads repaired
over the years. They would like to see an approach that reflects the character of the
area noting the relative stable nature of traffic over the past 15 years.

g.- Review approaches for improvements to pavement condition.
The public would like to have more information at the next stage of the study on what
good base /structure for the roadways would entail, and how this could be implemented
without changes to the road profile. The Project Team will be addressing this through the
provision of further information when the solutions are developed and reviewed with the
public.

h. Improve sightlines by trimming back trees and overgrowth.
Residents do not support moving vegetation away from the road. There may be a small
percentage of driveways where sightlines could be improved and this could be done by
trimming back trees and growth in locations where it has overgrown.

i. Implement site specific improvements to address problem areas.
A number of residents support making improvements and feel that these roads need to be
improved to address site specific concerns - for example, sightline deficiencies along Olde
Base Line Road and the intersection of Olde Base Line Road and Mississauga Road.

i Review potential property impacts affecting driveways, fences and vegetation.
Additional concerns have been noted about impacts to mature trees, cedar rail and
heritage fences along the roadway.

k. Minimize impact from future growth north of the community.
Residents would like to see measures explored for minimizing the impact from future
growth. Suggestions include improvement to Highway No. 124 to act as a by-pass. It
was noted that good east/west truck routes already exist at King Street and Charleston
Side Road (Highway No. 124) both leading to Highway No. 10.

|. Develop a realistic approach for accommodating pedestrians in the Village and for
cyclists on major roads.
Residents would like to see a realistic focus on accommodation for pedestrians in the
Village. They indicate that people do not walk on Mississauga Road or Winston Churchill
Boulevard today. Some residents support paving the shoulder for cycling and pedestrian
use.

m. Declutter signs.
Signage improvement is identified. Residents noted that there already are many signs
today including animal crossing signs, watch for snow plough signs, different posted speed
signs etc. A coordinated approach to signage would be appropriate.

7| Page



3. NEXT STEPS

The comments received through the Public Information Centre will be considered by the Project
Team as the project moves forward. After considering public comments on the evaluation
criteria, guiding principles, and alternative solutions that were presented at the Public
Information Centre, the next steps will be to evaluate the alternative solutions and determine
preliminary recommendations.

The evaluation of the alternative solutions and preliminary recommendations will be
undertaken during the Spring and Summer of 2013 and presented at the second Public
Information Centre which will be held in the Fall of 2013. A notice for the second Public
Information Centre will be mailed to all those on the project mailing list.

The next Community Working Group Meeting will be held in the Fall of 201 3.

Progress on this study can be viewed on the project study website at:

peelregion.ca/pw /transportation/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.html

If you would like to comment on the study or be notified about future public meetings, please
contact either one of the following Project Team members:

Mr. Gino Dela Cruz Mr. Tyrone Gan

Project Manager, HDR Project Manager
Infrastructure Programming & Studies 100 York Boulevard, Suite 300
Transportation Division, Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J8
Public Works, Peel Region Tyrone.Gan@hrdinc.com

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B, 4th Floor Phone: 289-695-4622
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Fax: 905-882-1557

Gino.DelaCruz@peelregion.ca
Phone: 905-791-7800 ext. 7805
Fax: 905-791-1442
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Appendix C Comments received through emails and letters
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Appendix A

COMMENTS/ QUESTIONS NOTED AT PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #1

The following comments and questions were noted through the discussion:

Comments:

a.

This is a very special area. | fear that there would be more traffic accidents if this
becomes a primary truck route. There are not many accidents right now!

The presentation identified that many of the accidents were related to animal crossings.
The natural environment, hilly terrain and topography are conducive to lots of wildlife.
The issue is vehicle speeding along these roads. The more you flatten the profile of the
roads, the more speeding will occur which could then lead to more collisions. It seems
that this is counterproductive to what you are talking about. Making the road smoother
and leveled will only make cars go faster.

Any changes to the roads should not be about raising it to the top standards. This is a
rural area which has a unique hilly topography. Very much opposed to changing this
topography. Would like to see as little as possible when it comes to reconstruction.

The Niagara Escarpment needs to be involved with this study and to protect the natural
environment and uniqueness of the area.

| read the newsletter and would like to hear from the Councillors why they think this
study is necessary and to justify the comments made. Both Councillor Paterak and
Councillor Thompson elaborated at the meeting on their comments underscoring their
understanding of the character of the area and the need to balance any solution with
level of service, connectivity of a Regional road network and having roads in good
shape.

| am not a resident of Belfountain and am here to ensure that the residents of this area
are aware of issues that residents in our area have with Brampton Brick Yards with
significant truck traffic — 5000 trucks, one per minute that are going through an area of
the NEC. The natural environment and community character are being disregarded for
industry and the site is being filled with 1.8 cubic metres of excess construction waste.
The plan has already been endorsed by Council. This could happen here if you do not
speak up now!

. Another individual spoke indicating that he resides on the Forks of the Credit and roads

in that area were rebuilt five years ago. Every Friday and Saturday night there is
racing along the roads. Speeding has become an even worse issue. If Mississauga
Road is rebuilt and the hills taken out, you can expect to see more speeding here as
well. Notwithstanding contact with the OPP there is no new enforcement coming. Our
experience has shown that the OPP doesn’t have the budget and manpower to enforce
speeding on these rural roads.

| appreciate that the Project Team is saying that they are trying to find the right balance
of safety and not encouraging more speeding but there doesn’t seem to be a safety
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issue here. Do not take hills and valleys out of roadways within this study area as it will
encourage more speeding.

i. Would like to reinforce that part of the rural character is to not have increased traffic
along these roads.

i- Safety and traffic numbers don’t support reconstruction in my view. Don’t want to see
the curves taken out. Without significant traffic increase it leaves us to wonder why a
road reconstruction is being proposed. It is to service development from the Dufferin
Aggregates Pit north in Erin off 10t Side Road. Have you looked at the proposed
Solmar development? We fought the fight with the aggregates here and won. This
study needs to respect that.

k. Would like to understand why Winston Churchill Boulevard and Old Base Line Road and
Bush Street are identified as a primary truck route. What types of trucks, how many,
where are they coming from. People in this area do not want more trucks. | hear that
you think there are a wide range of trucks that could use the roads, but this area is not
compatible with larger trucks, with aggregate trucks and big loads. Highway No.124
should be used as a by-pass. Trucks are already on Highway No. 124, it is four lanes.
Brampton Brick already uses it.

l.  There seems to be a focus in the presentation on hazards with poles and trees and poor
sightlines. There may be a small percentage of driveways where sightlines could be
improved and this could be done by trimming back trees and growth. If you move the
vegetation away from the road, widen the roads and take out the hills you will
effectively destroy the character of this area.

m. There is a suggestion of signage as an improvement. We already have too many signs
today. There are lots of animal crossing signs, watch for snow plough signs, different
posted speed signs beyond which there is no benefit — we have a problem of visual
pollution here. There is no net gain from putting up even more signs.

n. | appreciate that you are saying that you want to take a fresh look at signage and
would reduce sign clutter. You have also said that the prevailing speeds may be too
high and that the posted speeds may not be appropriate. | don’t want to see a
different speed for each section of the road. This gets too confusing and people ignore
the signs and go at a higher speed. If as you are saying you are going to determine
the appropriate speed for each section of the road, could you not post it at the lower
speed to provide consistency throughout the area? Why not post 50 or 60 kph on all
roads?

o. If you widen it, they will come. If you fix the roads, they will come. Fixing the roads
could result in increased speeding along these roads.

p. Need to accept that wildlife is going to be here and will be crossing roads. You should
decide what speed is safe for night time for wildlife crossings (deer) and then compare
that to what people are driving. The lower posted speed should become the regulated
speed.
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g. Lots of taxpayers money goes to enforcement throughout the Region of Peel. We know
that this is not a high priority area. If full time radar was used, five days a week that
would slow people down. Set the limit and enforce it.

r. The standards for the study area need to be compared to other roadways to further
explain the meaning of the analysis/findings. The accidents noted do not show a high
trend.

s. No need for sidewalks, as pedestrian volumes are low. No one walks on Winston
Churchill Boulevard or Mississauga Road. Can understand pedestrians may walk in the
Village of Belfountain but not along the roads.

t. By the way, there are no boulders in the roads.

u. The Project Team should review the OMB decision on the quarry to better understand
how significant the issue of trucks is to the people in the community.

v. Would like to know more about what is happening at the Badlands. We see lots of
people walking on the road and even a wedding party taking pictures. Parking is a big
issue and there are safety concerns. How do | find out more2 (Contact information was
noted and Region of Peel staff involved with the Badlands will provide information to
person who requested it).

w. While overall traffic is low, there has been an increase in traffic on Winston Churchill
Boulevard which needs to be addressed. Development in Wellington County will use
these roads.

x. Sightlines are an issue in some locations. We have many family members who live in the
area. Sightlines on Olde Base Line Road are problematic. We see lots of cars come
over the hill going too fast and going into ditches. There have been accidents.
Someone did die here. We need to look at how to make the roads safer. | support
road improvements for safety while maintaining the rural character. There are lots of
things that could be considered — at Olde Base Line Road and Mississauga Road a
traffic circle/ roundabout could be considered.

y. | would like to see you consider holding an interim meeting before you come back with a
solution at the next Public Information Centre. This would allow us to see what direction
you are going in and to provide further input.
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Questions:

a. If safety is not a problem, why improve roads?

b. The safety index is low but what can we compare to? Which standards are you trying to
address.

c. Collision impact by type shows animal type is the largest. Why would this be a reason to
rebuild road?

d. Why is this study being done and why now2 Would like more clarification in light of low
increase in traffic and low accident rate. Understand that you are referencing
pavement conditions and safety concerns, but couldn’t these be addressed by patching
and other operational improvements?

e. How does this area compare to safety in other areas? s it in the bottom or top of
areas identified for safety improvements?

f. The Regional traffic forecast for all roads is 2% a year. What is driving the increase in
traffic?

g. If there is no vehicle traffic increase why is safety an issue? If the number of accidents is
low, why do we need to fix roads?

h. There are minimum design standards. These are rural roads and many roads in the
Region of Peel fall below the standards. Are there liability issues for the Region of
Peel? Is that what is driving this study? Why design to standard if there are no
problems2

i. Will you widen the roads?

i- Data in traffic trend graphs in presentation (AADT) shows an increase in traffic; however,
PIC in 2010 showed different data. Why the difference in data? Seems like there is an
island of information without anything to compare it to.

k. Will there be a need for the Region of Peel to acquire land?

l.  Will you be undertaking a cost /benefit analysis relative to safety?2 Will you be looking
at asset management and how much it would cost to just patch vs. repaving or
reconstructing.

m. Would like to better understand road standards and requirements. When will the

information on road standards requested at the Community Working Group Meeting be
available?
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Appendix B

COMMENTS FROM FEEDBACK FORMS
Feedback Forms were provided to obtain written responses. The following responses were
received. These are verbatim comments transcribed from the individual forms.

1. Draft Problem Statement
The Project Team developed the following draft problem statement:

Work to date has confirmed similar issues identified in the 2010 study. Existing problems on the
study area roads (Mississauga Road/Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard and
Olde Base Line Road) consist of: Poor pavement conditions and drainage, deficient sightlines, safety
for all road users, including safety of wildlife, motor vehicle accidents involving wildlife.

The following were noted on the Feedback Forms. Each number represents a different response:
Table 1 = Comments on Draft Problem Statement

1. No road is perfect. Since these roads are not among (PSI ranking) the top 150
riskiest road, then we should do the bare minimum, such as rehabilitation of these
roads not reconstruction. Safety issues mostly can be addressed through lower
speeds and enforcement of speeds and enforcement of truck traffic. Preserving
the environment is most important in this special area. Leave the hills alone!

2. First, with respect to drainage — 35 years of travelling these roads have never
presented drainage issues. Second, with respect to deficient sightlines — flat roads
will not reduce accidents, only increase speed and therefore accidents. Third,
wildlife is an integral part of our environment. It is driver awareness, not road
conditions, (except weather) which is important.

3. Mississauga Road Portion at Olde Base Line Road should have a large sign arrow
pointing to Winston Churchill Boulevard. If people wished to by-pass going
through Belfountain, turn left, west to Winston Churchill Boulevard. Slow down,
look out for wildlife. A certain percentage is heading to Brisbane, Erin and
Hillsburgh.

4. Draft problem statement does not state that Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde
Base Line Road will be a truck haul route = only mentioned tonight.

5. The draft problem statement is relative only in comparison to other roads in the area and
are better than some; worse than others. With respect to drainage, | have not
experienced road flooding in the study area. Deficient sightlines only occur at a few spots
on the study and individual property owners are aware of the limitations in living on a
somewhat hilly road. However, as a draft problem statement, it covers all possible issues.

6. Of primary concern to me is Olde Base Line Road — all above deficiencies should be
corrected /improved. As a proposed truck route, school bus and cyclist safety is critical.

7. | agree with all of the above. | would like the accommodation of all road users, cars,
trucks, school buses, farm machinery and motorcycles.

8. One person’s problem is another person’s feature. Most accidents in our area result from
excessive speed. Just sit on Olde Base Line Road between Winston Churchill Boulevard
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and Mississauga Road during morning or evenings and check the speeds — they are
excessivel We don’'t want changes that make people feel like going faster is OK.

9. Poor pavement conditions and drainage are simply maintenance issues. Deficient
sightlines are what give these roads character. Removing crests and curves will spoil their
appeal and increase traffic speed. How will that help residents or wildlife2

10.1 only see the poor pavement conditions and drainage problems as problem. Travelling at
posted speed limits minimizes all other.

11.0On pavement conditions and drainage = | am no expert but to my eye they are fine. If
you are going the posted speed the sightlines are fine for rural living. Might be a few
driveways that need to be improved. The speed and quantity of vehicles have increased
therefore wildlife and road users are at higher risk and accident involving both will be
difficult to control.

12.Problem is only poor pavement conditions and drainage.

2. Principles for guiding solutions to address the problem statement

The following principles have been developed to provide guidance to the study team when
generating alternative solutions to address the problem statement. It is recognized that different
users may have competing interests.
= Preserve historic fences and heritage / cultural / archaeological features
=  Preserve / enhance the natural environment
®  Protect the Niagara Escarpment
®  Balance interests and meet needs of all road users = motorists, pedestrians, cyclists,
farm vehicles, horses, trucks, wildlife
Maintain the rural character and countryside scenic quality
Provide a context sensitive design
Enhance local tourism and economic development of the area

Do these principles reflect your views2 Yes No Don’t Know Tell us why you feel
this way

Table 2 = Comments on Principles for generating alternative solutions

The following responses indicated “Yes” and included the following comments:

1. Yes, in part. First four reflect my views. Lowering speeds will also help with balancing
interests of all road users. But the other part is you can’t do the first four issues well,
if you make Winston Churchill and Olde Base Line Road primary trucking routes. Then
these first four principles will be negatively impacted. This special area is more
important to preserve than for the flow of traffic, which has remained relatively
stable for the past 15 years.

2. Yes, to first six. No to enhance local tourism. Local economic development is not the
focus of our NEC area. We love to have others enjoy and respect our trails etc.

3. Yes, | head down to by brother in-laws farm in Cheltenham, McLaughlin Road and Old
School Road. | live in Erin. | always go down Winston Churchill Boulevard to Olde
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Base Line Road, east on Olde Base Line Road to Mississauga Road then Mississauga
Road to King Street. | myself and my wife and soon always go this route and have
done so since 1984. Preserve, protect rural community and heritage. Post more signs
to warn of wildlife/deer to protect wildlife.

Yes, these are rural roads in a rural area, whilst they are regional roads they are not
highways. People choose to live in these areas and along these roads because of what they
are, not what commuters or engineers think they should be.

Yes, we moved here 30 years ago just for these reasons.

The principles somewhat reflect my views. Mississauga and Main Street will remain a two
lane road with only minor resurfacing of road. There should be increased emphasis on road
quality on Winston Churchill and Olde Base Line Road with a light at Mississauga and Olde
Base Line Road. Although there is emotional appeal to restrict trucks and economic
development, the aggregate industry has been operational for over 150 years and has
provided tax revenues for generations. What is the rate of accident relating specific to truck
traffic in the area?

The following responses indicated “No” and included the following comments:

1.

No, seven points above are impossible if area to become a truck route. Should
prioritize road users as follows: motorists (no trucks), horse trailers, cyclists, farm
vehicles, trucks, pedestrian and wildlife.

No, the EA team should be guided by the regional plan primarily.

No, trucks should not be using Olde Base Line Road. We strongly oppose any suggestion to
permit truck usage or to increase usage. Already they try to use this route to gain time on
their trips. No, to economic development as this could be interpreted to mean quarry
proposals. The other principles are fine.

No, | would modify trucks to read “trucks for local delivery only”. Enhance local tourism and
economic development of the area should not be our concern. Tourism as always looked
after itself. We don’t want any economic development in our area as above. Principles
would not be able to continue. There are other roads (i.e. Highway No. 124 and Highway
No. 10 that could be used for any outside users. | would add another principle = do not
make these roads a haul route for commercial vehicles.

Remove “enhance” natural environment, balancing interests and providing context sensitive
design.

The following responses indicated “Don’t Know” and included the following comments:

1.

Don’t know, | believe that you can have your cake and eat it too. Balancing the interests of all
road users can be accomplished while still achieving all of the above. | do not agree with
those who wish to preserve the area as it is today by maintaining a road network that is
clearly deficient, unsafe, and is not fulfilling its planned function. A nice, safe, full service
regional road will be attractive, pleasant to drive on and will boost property values. All the
while providing a safe and efficient route for people and goods.

Don’t know. If feel most of the above do reflect my views except for any potential
increase in usage of Winston Churchill Boulevard, in particular for truck traffic. | also
feel strongly that the economic development of the area is likely to affect most of the
principles above mentioned.
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3. Preliminary Alternative Solutions and Evaluation Criteria

The Project Team presented preliminary operational improvements and physical improvements
together with preliminary evaluation criteria that would be used to evaluate potential solutions.

a) Are there other operational and/or physical improvement options that you would like to
see considered? Yes No Don’t Know. Please describe these

Table 3 = Comments on Preliminary Alternative Solutions presented at PIC #1

1. Only resurface and rehabilitate = do not take out the curves or hills of the study area.

2. Yes, we are not looking for pristine road conditions — roads in adequate condition will
force reduced speed. Strict enforcement of using Highway No. 124 for truck traffic.

3. Yes, widen Highway No. 124 to four lanes to accommodate aggregate trucks and
commuter traffic. This will maintain this area to what people want.

4. Yes, school buses, garbage trucks, farmers, bikers.

5. Yes, consider intersection improvements i.e. roundabouts. Special attention to make all
driveway entrances/exits safe.

6. Yes, | think the improvement of sightlines lines and the reconstruction of the paved surfaces
are the most important improvements. A traffic circle could be implemented at Mississauga
Road and Olde Base Line Road. Also a sweep corner with an intersection could be
considered at Old Base Line road and Winston Churchill Boulevard. | strongly also believe
that these roads should be improved to a full load Primary Truck Route as described in the
Peel Road Network Study that designated Old Base Line Road and Winston Churchill
Boulevard as Primary Truck Routes.

7. Yes, would want all “improvement” options that would be made for trucks to be eliminated.
Another route should be provided for trucks. If Winston Churchill and Olde Base Line
Road had never been paved, trucks would not be using this route. “Improvements” will
bring increased speeds and more traffic from trucks. In our view, these are not
improvements.

8. Improve Highway No. 124 to double lane both ways between Erin and Highway No. 10.
Consider all of the way to Airport Road. This provides good alternatives to trucks and
commuters. You will have to do this in the long term anyway.

9. Yes - resurface Winston Churchill and Olde Baseline for efficient truck/motor vehicle /bus
traffic. It should be noted that the property on the northwest corner of Olde Base Line
and Mississauga will be doubly impacted by having the increased mixed traffic corridor
and stop light within its property vicinity. Our future development will see the
access/egress from the driveway turning onto an upgraded, busy, mixed traffic corridor.
It is anticipated that at certain times of day vehicles will sit idle passed the driveway while
waiting for the light to change. Having elucidated the cons of upgrading Winston Churchill
and Olde Base Line, it is still my belief that a secure, well managed truck /motor
vehicle /bus route AND traffic light are necessary.

10.Correct current deficiencies = do not raise speed limits. More signage and OPP
enforcement. Improve safety conditions for roadway.
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b) Are there additional evaluation criteria that you would like to see considered?

Yes No Don't Know___ Please describe these

Table 4 = Comments on draft Evaluation Criteria presented at the PIC

o

. | would like Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road to be designated

Scenic Roads.

. Yes, recognize and respect the need to preserve the uniqueness and recognized value of

this world biosphere. The NEC needs to play a very important role in this process, as well
as CVC.

. Yes, Mississauga Road requires a great deal of road work — old base of Corduroy Road

needs work and improving to improve safety at Residents driveways. Do not raise the
speed limit.

Other than addressing needs of users of roads, should also study the impact of the uses on
local residents along these routes and their quality of life.

Yes, do anything that will prevent loss of life. Everyone needs to use these roads.

Yes, important to evaluate long term solutions not just short term.

Yes, the overall savings in kilometers driven through Peel by trucks should be considered.
Every round trip truck haul would save 28 km using this network. While it is important to
get local input into your study, at some point we need a regional network that some locals
who are protecting their back yard may not agree with. | live on one of the major
intersections in this study and support the truck use of these roads.

It would benefit all parties if the Region would do a cost benefit analysis of continuing
repairing these roads vs. reconstruction.

4. Other comments noted on the Feedback Forms

The following are additional comments noted on the Feedback Forms. Each number represents a
different individual’'s comment.

1. The problem is speeding, not that the roads need to be rebuilt.

. Much of what is being suggested can be construed as “fear-mongering”. Statistics

apparently support very few, if any serious accidents during a specified
timeframe. So, where are these safety concerns coming from2 Are roads that are
flat going to reduce already low accident rates2 Our community would like
transparency and openness. If you have a lot of money to spend consider what the
residents feel is significant.

. Enhance bike safety use, NEC use of bikes, less vehicular traffic = no large trucks

and residents traffic safety. if Brampton Brick wishes to use roads King Street to
Mississauga Road to old Brick Yard charge them a toll usage of $200 in and $200
out per truck (for each truck, each load). Have them pay $5 million dollars
upfront to pay for improvements to King Street, Mississauga Road = $5 million
upfront a year = every year. Allow roads for night speed for wildlife safety. Post
appropriate speed per section of road.
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4. | note with interest the comments of the CWG. All believe that it was transparent.
If it was transparent then why did they didn’t know about the truck routes coming
to Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road until tonight.

5. Resurface Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road for efficient truck /motor
vehicle /bus traffic. It should be noted that the property on the northwest corner of Olde
Base Line Road and Mississauga Road will be doubly impacted by having the increased
mixed traffic corridor and stop light within its property vicinity. Our future development
will see the access/egress from the driveway turning onto an upgraded, busy, mixed
traffic corridor. It is anticipated that at certain times of day vehicles will sit idle passed
the driveway while waiting for the light to change.

6. Having elucidated the cons of upgrading Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line
Road, it is still my belief that a secure, well managed truck /motor vehicle /bus route AND
traffic light are necessary.

7. Don'’t be railroaded by vocal minority who make it uncomfortable to comment or discuss
pertinent safety and logistical traffic movement essential to the study. Thank you from
concerned resident.

8. Do not delay.

Q. The time is now to make these improvements and establish a Major Road Network in this
area that is more than just a line on the map. Industry has been suffering over the
decades that they have been denied an efficient route through this area. As a result
millions of kilometers of unnecessary travel have taken place. With the big build to the
south on our doorstep we must establish a full service road through this area to link
Brampton with Caledon and Wellington County. In future Mississauga Road will have a
key intersection on the GTA West Corridor and this link in the network will be ever more
critical.

10.We have observed the increased traffic and speeds since Olde Base Line Road was
paved. Straightening Olde Base Line Road brought increased speeds. We don’t want
drivers to have a sense that driving faster is now safer. The OPP has no resources to
regulate speeds on Olde Base Line Road even now. Please look at ways to reduce speeds
on Olde Base Line Road and to reduce its usage as a commuter road. That status did not
exist until Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road were paved.

11.The scale of this study and the possible impacts of some of the proposals seem to be
completely out of proportion to the reality of the situation. First, traffic has been more or
less stable over the last 15 years, with a projected increase of only 2% into the future.
Second, accident statistics hardly indicate a major problem. Yes, there are some sightline
challenges, wildlife will cross roads but perhaps it is these challenges along with the
scenery that would help slow traffic down.

12.We have lived here since 1973 (40 years) and my family has seen these four roads
change and be repaired over this time. These changes have been done as a result of
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increase of traffic, public safety issues and Region of Peel’s standards. We would like this
area to continue its rural character for generations to come. By doing a major overhaul of
these roads you will risk public safety as the volume of traffic will increase and speed at
which it travels will increase as well. We have watched this occur over the last 40 years.

20| Page



[F Region of Peel
Working for jou

Appendix C

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY LETTER AND EMAIL
The following responses were received. These are verbatim comments transcribed from the
individual letters and emails. Each number represents a different individual’s letter or email.

1. | would like to congratulate all of you for an excellent meeting on May 9%, 2013. | believe
there was good discussion and a lot of points were cleared up. | did not have an
opportunity to complete my statements so | thought | would share them with you now. |
would personally like to thank Mr. Gan for the answers to some of my questions regarding
the data for the traffic studies. | was concerned that 1 study indicated that the AADT was
close to 726 vehicles and the other indicated 3450 vehicles. It was pointed out that | was
incorrect in interpreting these numbers. Thank you again for showing me that the 726
vehicles was peak AM and PM only and not daily traffic.

By your confirmation that both of these studies are in fact correct, it brings up more
questions and concerns. If we assume that peak AM and PM traffic is 6-9 AM and 4-7 PM
respectively, that is 6 hours in total. This means that there is an average of 726/6 or
121vehicles/hr. This seems reasonable. This leaves ~2700 vehicles for the rest of the

day. Now those of us that live in the area will recognize that there is virtually no traffic
overnight, but for the benefit of doubt let’s assume that the rest of the traffic is distributed
throughout the rest of the day. This would mean that there are 2750 vehicles in 18 hours
or 151vehicles/hour. Is it plausible that this humble area is the only area in the entire world
that has a higher hourly traffic rate during non-peak hours than peak hours?

Mr. Gan mentioned that you have an obligation to hold public safety paramount. | can
certainly sympathize with you. You are in a difficult position as you are getting the numbers
from Region of Peel, but as a traffic engineer you surely cannot believe these numbers to
be accurate. As a traffic engineer, you certainly cannot believe that turning Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road into truck routes will improve the safety of
the road. | felt you were sincere when you spoke about how you would feel if you did
nothing and someone in the future was hurt or killed in an accident in this area. The
reciprocal is also true, what if you completed your task here and there are more accidents?

| have made a few assumptions in my calculations. | apologize if they are incorrect. If my
numbers are flawed, | would welcome any input that can rectify them. It seems the Region
of Peel is transparent in this Assessment, as none of my questions are being answered.

It is apparent that the facts and figures provided by Region of Peel are flawed,
incomplete, and misleading. It is also apparent that these facts and figures are endorsed
by HDR with little to no validation or verification. One can only conclude that there is a
hidden agenda that we are not aware of yet. | for one would appreciate a direct and
honest approach. Region of Peel has to stop being transparent and state what they want
and why they want it and stop pretending they are not influencing the process.
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2. | attended the meeting May 9th, and was stunned to learn, that council that
very day, had endorsed the "good movement Initiative". Has the Region of Peel
now aligned themselves with the aggregate companies? If so, shame, shame, shame!
Really, was there ever any consideration for the residents, at any time during the
processes, prior to the meeting on May 9th? As the meeting progressed it was
apparent the Region of Peel's representatives that night, could only continue to
reiterate what was on the slides in the presentation, often not being able to fully
answer questions posed by the public. The serenity, the green space shared by
man, and wildlife, is what enticed me to relocate from a fast paced life in Halton
Hills 21 years ago. Neighbors in this area, being here well before me, were of the
impression from the Region then (80's/early 90's) that, WCB would not become a
truck route. As with the application for the proposed pit (WCB/OBL), was valiantly
fought against and won, by the residents. So to, this new agenda of "good
movement initiative" will not go away quickly or quietly...it is strongly opposed by
the residents.

3. | live in the area being studied. | am glad that the road network in finally being upgraded
to proper standards. | have several suggestions that | would appreciate being taken into
account as you plan these road upgrades. Please fix the hilly areas where sightlines are
cut down to an unsafe distance, and thrill seekers are more likely to drive above the set
speed limits.  Please upgrade Olde Base Line Road, Winston Churchill Boulevard and
Mississauga Road south of Belfountain, so they are safe, smooth, and wide enough to be
used as the designated Primary Truck Route. Please consider intersection improvements to
The Grange Side road and Mississauga Road where a hill on The Grange Side road slopes
steeply toward Mississauga Road. Attempting to stop before sliding onto Mississauga
Road during winter driving conditions is rather treacherous.

4. | am a resident who lives in the area being studied. | use these roads on a daily basis. |
have the following comments on the Environmental Assessment for the above roads:  There
are serious safety concerns regarding sightlines in the study area. Some of the hills should
be smoothed out so that appropriate sight distances can be achieved. | am supportive of
the utilization of Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road as truck routes. This
will keep trucks out of Belfountain and provide a suitable route through this
area. Provisions should be made to keep cyclists off the traveled portions of the road
perhaps by paving the shoulders.

5. | am a new driver who uses these roads on a daily basis. My grandparents also live in the
area. There are some hills in the area that are too steep to see over. | sometimes ride my
bike on these roads and it is dangerous to ride on those sections. | think that it would be a
good idea to make a truck route on roads that are away from Belfountain Village. Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road make sense to me for this purpose.

6. Thank you for your presentation the other night. My message is simple, do the responsible
thing and fix the roads. Having an efficient route for all road users pays dividends for our
society. The true environmental costs come when commuters and local goods are diverted
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miles out of their way resulting in millions of tons of unnecessary gas emissions. More
important to me is the cost in lives. Every extraneous mile travelled will statistically translate
into loss of life. It is also a fact that unsafe road conditions inevitably result in loss of life.
As such | whole heartedly support the improvements you are making to the road network.
These roads are not the private driveways for a few select residents. They are part of a
network that serves, really, all of Ontario. Having a strong economy allows us to enjoy the
lives we do. With the coming population to the south it is important to put in place a safe
and efficient road network that serves everyone. Thank you for your efforts in this
important issue.

7. Overall, | was not at all happy with the responses provided by the presenters to the
comments and questions from the public. It appeared that no matter what issues were
raised; many of the responses were justifications as to why the so called “experts” were
right and the public view point was flawed. | got the feeling that, although the public was
heard, no one was listening to the point of understanding or caring about what the public
opinion was. Is this just an exercise in placating the residents with an “opportunity” to
speak and some small gestures of minor amendments to what the so called ‘experts” will
decide anyway?

Specifically, the presenters indicated that traffic volume had remained steady however,
some of the volume had transferred from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard;
this is true, | live on Winston Churchill Boulevard and | have witnessed this. The reason for
the shift is because Winston Churchill Boulevard was paved over the gravel. | understand
the need to upgrade the road; it’s in poor condition and will get worse.

| am in favour of paving the shoulder for cycle and pedestrian use. This was the first time |
recall any mention of Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road being
developed as a truck route; this answers a lot of questions about why there is all the fuss
about sight lines and flattening parts of the road! | have no objection to increased
commuter traffic, but object strongly to creating a truck route.

An Old Base Line Road/Winston Churchill Boulevard truck route makes absolutely no sense
at all when you consider the “Principles for Guiding Solutions” outlined in the presentations
including:
® Maintain the rural character and countryside scenic quality
Preserve historic fences and heritage /culture /archaeological features
Preserve /enhance the natural environment
Protect the Niagara Escarpment
Balance interests and meet the needs of all road users
Provide a context sensitive design

Enhance local tourism and economic development
Good East/West truck routes already exist at King Street and Charleston Side Road

(Highway No. 124) both leading to Highway No.10. | saw no evidence of the need to
create additional truck routes through this supposedly protected area and, | thought we
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had been through all the reasons this area needs protecting from trucks during the James
Dick quarry battle. There are already too many trucks using Winston Churchill illegally,
creating noise, vibration and air pollution. In truth we were better off when the road was
gravel and quiet! Please do all in your power to avoid an unnecessary truck route.

8. I live on Winston Churchill Boulevard within the study area. | would like to see the
improvement of these roads. | firmly believe that the hummocky terrain along the area
roads should be graded to allow for safe site distances. | know of at least two major
accidents that have occurred due to the site distance issues along Olde Base Line Road.
One involved an off duty police officer coming over one of the hills and having to ditch his
car due to children crossing the road to a school bus. This occurred at 262 Olde Base Line
Road. Clearly this could have been a tragedy and can easily be avoided in the future by
properly reconstructing the road. | believe that the area needs a higher level of service
route, one that accommodates all vehicles including trucks. This should be Olde Base Line
Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard. Thank you for considering my input.

9. | was out of the country last week and missed the public meeting, but suffice it to say, | was
so very disappointed to hear that the Region of Peel’s new “good movement initiative”
involves turning Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road into truck haul
routes. If the Region of Peel has been working on this “initiative” for some time, why were
we not told about this at the Community Working Group meetings? You will recall that |
and others repeatedly stated that we did not want Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde
Base Line Road to become haul routes — but yet no one from the Region of Peel mentioned
this “good movement initiative”. | know that you have heard from others on the same issue,
and can expect this to be something that will be loudly and actively opposed by the
residents.

10.1 was unable to attend the May 9 session (due to a previous professional commitment). |
too am extremely disappointed that the Region of Peel’s new “good movement initiative”
involves turning Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road into truck haul
routes. | cannot be more emphatic is raising objection to this.

11.1 travel Mississauga Road to Olde Base Line Road every day. | would like to see a report
on the collisions at this intersection as | have never seen one in the 16 years | have travelled
it. | feel that installing any more roundabouts would be a waste of money, and | do not feel
they are safe. | would like to know the cost of the one that went in at Dixie & Olde Base
Line Road. You could reduce the speed on Mississauga Road, but drivers do not observe
the current one. Many cars pass me doing highway speeds. This is a country road so | do
not want to see paved shoulders or curbs, or guard rails were they are not warranted. |
also don't support putting sidewalks in Belfountain.

12.At our recent Accessibility Advisory meeting here in Caledon, | brought this project to the
committee's attention and found that our town's co-ordinator and chairperson were not
completely aware of the current developments. There may be accessibility issues with
the road enhancements proposed. Would you be able to include these people on your
mailing lists and /or email updates concerning this project?
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NOTICE OF PuBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2
MissISSAUGA ROAD, OLD MAIN STREET, BUSH STREET,
WINSTON CHURCHILL BOULEVARD AND OLDE BASE LINE ROAD

The Project

The Region of Peel is undertaking a Schedule ‘C’ Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment (EA) to develop a road design that
addresses safety and pavement condition deficiencies on
Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill
Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road. The approximate limits of the
project area are illustrated on the map.

The EA will review and recommend solutions to address:
» road safety deficiencies

 sight lines that do not meet standards

* pavement condition deficiencies

» road drainage problems

¢ parking

» pedestrian and cycling needs

This EA will not be considering road widening or increasing the
number of lanes and will provide a solution that meets the needs of
all road users and maintains the rural character of the community.

The Process
The Class EA process includes:
e public and agency consultation
e an evaluation of road improvement alternatives
e an assessment of the possible environmental effects of the
improvements
e the identification of reasonable means to mitigate any
adverse impacts

Public Information Centre
Two Public Information Centres (PICs) have been planned for this study. The first PIC (May 9, 2013) sought feedback on the
Draft Problem Statement, Preliminary Alternative Solutions and Preliminary Evaluation Criteria. The second PIC will consist of an
Open House, where you can speak with different team members about your specific concerns. The PIC will provide an overview
of what we have heard and the technical work completed to date. Please join us at this PIC to share your opinions on:

e Alternative design concepts developed by the study team

e Evaluation of alternative design concepts
e Preliminary recommended design concept

The Project Team members will be present to answer questions and discuss the next steps of the study. The second PIC is
scheduled for:

Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2013
Time: Open House 4:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Location: Caledon Country Club, 2121 Olde Base Line Road, Caledon

Comments and Information

Please visit our website: http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/roads/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.htm for updates on this
project. Comments and information regarding the study are being collected to assist the Region of Peel in meeting the
requirements of the EA Act. This material will be maintained on file for use during the project and may be included in project
documentation.

To provide comments or request additional information about this project, please contact any of the following team members:

Gino Dela Cruz Asha Saddi Tyrone Gan

Project Manager, Region of Peel Technical Analyst, Region of Peel Project Manager, HDR

10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 100 York Boulevard, Suite 300
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J8

Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7805 Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7794 Tel: 289-695-4622

Fax: 905-791-1442 Fax: 905-791-1442 Fax: 289-695-4601

Email: Gino.DelaCruz@peelregion.ca Email: asha.saddi@peelregion.ca Email: Tyrone.Gan@hdrinc.com

The Region of Peel is committed to ensure that all Regional services, programs and facilities are inclusive and accessible for
persons with disabilities. Please contact the Project Manager if you need any disability accommodations to participate in the PIC.

This notice first issued November 4, 2013
































































































































































































Mississauga Rd., Old Main St., Bush St., Olde Base Line Rd. and Winston Churchill Blvd. EA
Summary of PIC #2 Comments noted on Plan & Profile Drawings

Station

l Comment

| Response

Mississauga Road / Old Main Street

20+300 Review warrants for all-way stop | Intersection does not meet
at Mississauga Road/Olde Base warrant for all-way stop control
Line Road intersection based on the minimum volume
warrant (arterial and major
roads), and the collision warrant
22+450 Additional culvert at driveway on | Comment noted; however,
east side outcome of proposed design is
not affected by this culvert
(approx. 25m beyond existing
ROW)
23+060 Please grade from heritage stone | Culvert has been relocated to
wall to mountable curb. Very align with stone arch in wall.
important that wall has good Grading does not impact stone
drainage and will help re: wall.
maintenance.
Move culvert south in line with
stone arch in wall.
23+340 Consider reducing the slope on Design will pave to curb return,
The Grange Side Road approach | but grading on The Grange Side
to the intersection (school bus Road is outside of current scope
has slid onto Mississauga Road).
23+500 Lay some fiber optic cable for Comment noted; however not in
high speed internet service current scope
23+700 Allow for natural gas Comment noted; however not in
current scope
24+520 Existing rock cut or hill on both Noted on plans
sides
24+575 Save tree Reviewed options; however tree

removals are required to
accommodate design

24+600 to 25+000

Will there be passing lanes on
this uphill section?

Passing lanes are not proposed
as they would require road
widening and are not required
based on low volumes

24+900 Land for potential acquisition is Design has been revised (rural
valued cross-section was replaced with
Concern over property — semi-rural cross-section) to avoid
consider curb property acquisition at this
location
24+960 Like shoulder for bike lanes Comment noted
25+680 Please do not impact the fence Revised design does not indicate

impacts to the fence

November 20, 2013 PIC

HDR
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Mississauga Rd., Old Main St., Bush St., Olde Base Line Rd. and Winston Churchill Blvd. EA
Summary of PIC #2 Comments noted on Plan & Profile Drawings

Station Comment Response
25+800 Please do not widen the road — Paved shoulders (not sidewalks)
no sidewalk are proposed at this location.
Any pavement widening is being
minimized and kept within the
Regional ROW.
26+100 Speeding issue — add sign Comment noted — enforcement
warning of pedestrians required

26+260 to 26+430

Prefer retain narrow shoulders
and no sidewalks

Comment noted; however
design recommends sidewalk on
the west side to connect to
south side of Bush

26+400

Property boundaries not
accurate to title — off by 7+ft

Property boundaries were
provided by the Region.
Outcome of proposed design is
not affected by property lines at
this location.

26+430

Sidewalks? Place to park if
walkways? Emergency?

Current design provides parking
and sidewalk. Vehicles can pull
over onto parking area in an
emergency.

Bush Street

12+120

Retain parking

Design revised to include parking
on Old Main Street immediately
north of Bush Street

12+110

Investigate for sidewalk passage

Design revised to connect
sidewalk on Bush Street and Old
Main Street through sidewalk
passage

12+010

Culvert replaced 7-8 years ago

Comment noted — existing
culvert is undersized

11+360 to 12+100

Some residents support
sidewalks, others strongly
oppose them

Comments noted. Design
recommends sidewalk on the
south side of Bush to connect to
west side of Old Main Street

11+300 Speeding problem Proposed reduction of speed
limit west of Shaws Creek —
enforcement required
11+100 Please don’t damage all the new | Current design avoids impacts to
evergreen trees (planted fall fence and trees
2013 along old fence line)
11+100 Like that the road is being Comment noted
shifted to the south where it
used to be — lots of room!
11+000 Replace our mailbox if moved To be reviewed during detailed

back to the south

design
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Mississauga Rd., Old Main St., Bush St., Olde Base Line Rd. and Winston Churchill Blvd. EA
Summary of PIC #2 Comments noted on Plan & Profile Drawings

Station Comment Response
10+990 Don’t feel this (driveway) culvert | Based on proposed drainage
is required section, a culvert will be required
for roadside ditch
10+240 Trim vegetation Comment noted; to be reviewed
10+100 Remove dangerous cement curb | Current design replaces curb
(at south jog of WCB with shoulder and ditch
intersection)
10+060 Dangerous intersection (north Design recommends reducing

jog of WCB intersection)

posted speed limit through the
intersection

Winston Churchill Boulevard

44+960

Consider stop sign at 10" Side
Road as speed control measure

Intersection does not meet
warrant for all-way stop control
based on the minimum volume
warrant (arterial and major
roads), and the collision warrant

44+480

Too close to pond

Design has been revised (rural
cross-section was replaced with
semi-rural cross-section) to
minimize impacts to pond and
vegetation at this location

44+300

Protect trees; provide buffer

Comment noted

43+740

Beautiful trees

Design has been revised (rural
cross-section was replaced with
semi-rural cross-section) to
minimize tree removals at this
location

43+400

Resident noted drainage low
area

Comment noted. Design has
been revised (rural cross-section
was replaced with semi-rural
cross-section) to minimize
impacts to adjacent areas

43+140

Stop sign would slow traffic
down

Intersection does not meet
warrant for all-way stop control
based on the minimum volume
warrant (arterial and major
roads), and the collision warrant

41+870

Consider stop sign at 5" Side
Road as a means to reduce
speed

Intersection does not meet
warrant for all-way stop control
based on the minimum volume
warrant (arterial and major
roads), and the collision warrant

November 20, 2013 PIC
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Mississauga Rd., Old Main St., Bush St., Olde Base Line Rd. and Winston Churchill Blvd. EA
Summary of PIC #2 Comments noted on Plan & Profile Drawings

Station Comment Response
41+320 Ditch requirement through Design has been revised (rural
wetland? cross-section was replaced with
semi-rural cross-section) to
minimize impacts to adjacent
areas
40+000 What will happen to this area Improvements to this section of

(OBL south of WCB)? — potholes,
rough grading

road completed through
separate study — ESR completed
and detailed design currently
underway

Between 10" Side Road and The
Grange Side Road

Likely turtle overwintering pond

Comment noted; to be reviewed
along with NRSI’s
recommendations

Olde Base Line Road

30+600

Driveway goes up. If profile
lowered, driveway more leveled
— who is responsible for grading?

Region would be responsible for
regarding impacted driveways,
as required

30+640 to 30+820

Noise concern

Proposed reduction in posted
speed limit will reduce noise
level

30+820

Suggest a deeper rock cut to
lower top of knob to avoid
(reduce) filling the bottom

Design must be sensitive to
grade changes at driveways

31+000 to 31+160

Stone wall under wooden fence

Comment noted

32+280

Can hear trucks

Comment noted — increase in
traffic volumes / change in mix
of traffic not proposed and
existing truck restrictions to
remain

General comments

WCB and OBL

Is it worth investment to have
wide shoulders when there are
few cyclists?

Goal of the study is to
accommodate all road users

November 20, 2013 PIC
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Mississauga Road, Olde Base Line Road, Winston Churchill Boulevard,
Bush Street and Old Main Street Environmental Assessment Study

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2
FEEDBACK REPORT

1. ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY AND CONTEXT FOR PUBLIC
INFORMATION CENTRE #2

In June 2009, Region of Peel began a Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
(EA) for improvements to Mississauga Road from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street and Bush
Street from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard. The Region of Peel expanded the
limits of the EA to include Olde Base Line Road from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill
Boulevard and Winston Churchill Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street (see map).

Why was the study area expanded?

Based on the feedback received for the
Mississauga Road / Bush Street EA the Region of
Peel expanded the study area to review road
safety, sight lines, drainage, parking and
pedestrian and cycling needs.

What is this project about?
Existing problems on the study area road network
consist of:
Deficient pavement conditions and
drainage
Deficient sightlines
Safety for all road users
Safety of wildlife
Motor vehicle accidents

The purpose of the project is:
Rehabilitation of the roads
Enhancing safety
Supporting active transportation

As described at the Public Open House held on October 30, 2012 and Public Information
Centres held on May 9, 2013 and November 20, 2013 this EA study will not be considering road
widening or increasing the number of lanes. The Project Team will build on the previous study
information to develop a plan for the study area roads that meets the needs of all road users
and maintains the rural character of the community.
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The Process

The aim of the Environmental Assessment process is to provide everyone who has an interest or
stake in the study area with the opportunity to create the best solution. The Project Team, with the
Community Working Group and public input, has:

e defined the problem statement (Winter/Spring 2013)
e developed and evaluated planning alternatives; (Summer 2013) and
e determined a preferred solution (Fall 2013/ Winter 201 4)

The Region of Peel is undertaking this Environmental Assessment study through a Context Sensitive
Planning and Design Approach which focuses on improvements to enhance the experience for all
road users and reflects the character of the community. This is important as it will ensure that the
solutions fit with the rural and scenic quality of the area and are sensitive to the needs of the
community.

Opportunities have been provided for the public to be involved through planned public meetings
at key milestones as the study progressed. A Community Working Group (CWG) was also
established. The CWG is a broadly based group of interested community stakeholders who have
participated in focused discussion on project issues through meetings held over the course of the
study. Three meetings of the CWG were held on October 23, 2012, April 4, 2013 and October
16, 2013.

A Public Open House was held at the outset of the study, prior to the formal public meetings, so
the Project Team could meet with community residents and stakeholders to discuss the process, and
to learn about transportation issues and valued community characteristics. Over 100 attendees
were at the October 30, 2012 Open House.

Public Information Centre #1 was held on May 9, 2013 at the Belfountain Public School and was
attended by 70 people. The meeting was organized with a short drop-in open house from 6:30
to 7:00 followed by a presentation by Tyrone Gan, Project Manager, HDR Corporation, lead
trcmsportahon planning consultant for the project on the following:

Purpose of the EA Study,

Overview of identified problems and results of needs assessment including traffic analysis

and safety considerations,

Draft problem statement and principles for generating alternative solutions,

Proposed alternative operational and physical improvements that could be considered,

and

Proposed draft evaluation criteria.

Meeting notes from the CWG discussions and Facilitators Feedback Reports from the Open House
and Public Information Centre #1 are available on the project study website
(peelregion.ca/pw /transportation/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.html).

3|Page



Public Information Centre #2 held November 20, 2013

Public Information Centre #2 was held on November 20, 2013 at the Caledon Country Club from
4:30 to 8:30 p.m. Over 105 people attended. Notice for the November 20, 2013 Public
Information Centre was provided through the following:

" Mailing of notices to property owners fronting / backing along the study area corridors
and all those who showed interest at previous consultation events
®  Project Study Web site
®  Local newspaper advertisement:
Erin Advocate on November 6 and November 13, 2013
Caledon Enterprise on November 7 and 14, 2013
George Town Independent on November 7 and 14, 2013
Wellington Advertiser on November 8 and 15, 2013

The purpose of the Public Information Centre was to present and receive public comments on the
alternative design concepts and recommended designs. The input received is being reviewed to
refine the designs and to determine the final recommendations. The PIC was organized as an
open house with the opportunity for people to drop-in anytime from 4:30 p.m.to 8:30 p.m. to
view plans and to discuss their input with the Project Team. The format of the PIC was designed
to maximize the opportunity for each property owner and stakeholder to review the designs for
each section of the road on large plan and profile drawings. These were displayed around the
perimeter of the room on long tables at a large scale suitable for seeing how the designs would
affect each property. A number of other information stations were set-up to provide information
on study elements. In addition to the Project Team, other Region of Peel staff and staff
representing the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) and Niagara Escarpment Commission were
in attendance to provide information and participate. Information was shared at these stations
through discussions with the Project Team, handouts and review of other related reports and
studies.

The information stations included:
Proposed Road Profile and Cross-section recommended designs for:
Mississauga Road /Old Main Street
Olde Base Line Road
Winston Churchill Boulevard
Bush Street
Belfountain Village
Key Design Principles and Design Criteria
Traffic and Road Safety (sight distances at driveways, collisions by road
segment/intersection, roadway hazards, stopping sight distance deficiencies, existing and
proposed posted speeds)
Pavement/Assessment Management Approach and Specifications (Ride Condition Index)
Peel Long Range Transportation Plan
Goods Movement in Peel and Strategic Goods Movement Network Study
Natural Environment Inventory
Built and Cultural Heritage
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The Public Information Centre material is available on the project website. A Feedback Form was
provided to enable attendees to provide written responses.

This report, written by the Independent Facilitator, Sue Cumming, Cumming+Company public
engagement lead for the project, is intended to provide a synthesis of the overall key messages
heard and provide information on next steps. The Appendices contain the input from the Public
Information Centre (Appendix A), responses in the Feedback Forms (Appendix B) and comments
received through emails and letters (Appendix C). The comments received through the Public
Information Centre will be considered by the Project Team and will help in informing the Project
Team as the project moves forward.

This report will be posted on the project website and a letter will be forwarded to all residents in
the area advising of the availability of the report.

Your participation is important and your comments are valued.

2. KEY MESSAGES HEARD

There is significant community interest in the Environmental Assessment study. The residents and
stakeholders who attended the November 20, 2013 Public Information Centre were particularly
interested in learning about the recommended designs for sections of the road that most affected
them. They met with the Project Team to review the plan profile and cross-sections and to
understand what was being recommended. People were encouraged to write comments on the
aerial plans and many chose to do so identifying additional details and providing specific
feedback.

A number of residents noted their concerns about the potential for any increase in truck usage of
the study area roads. Some noted that they had been to meetings before the Public Information
Centre set up by others in the community privately that had heightened concerns about goods
movement through the area. After reviewing and learning of the recommendation to reduce the
posted speeds on these roads and after discussion on the Strategic Goods Movement Study, some
of these concerns were alleviated. There remains concern that the Region of Peel will make
changes in the future that will increase the likelihood of these roads being used for more trucks.
They believe that truck traffic through the areaq, particularly on Olde Base Line Road and
Winston Churchill Boulevard, is an issue today. The majority of the residents oppose the
designation of truck priority routes through the Regional Strategic Goods Movement Network and
object to having Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road identified as such.
Concerns expressed included noise, safety, speeding and incompatibility of rural character of
area.

The importance of ensuring that the study outcomes do not impact the historic and much valued
countryside and scenic character of the roads through the community and Village of Belfountain
was reiterated and confirmed. There remain a number of concerns pertaining to maintaining the
rural character of the Village with mixed views on how to address connectivity, pedestrian and
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cycling safety. Some expressed concern about the impacts to their properties of the proposed
sidewalks on Bush Street, impact to hydro poles and front yards.

Given the detailed nature of the recommended designs, comments are notably specific to certain
properties. The Project Team through their review of the input received will be refining the
designs to address the input as part of the final recommendations. The detailed comments are
noted on the plans and a summary is provided in Appendix A.

Through discussion and review of input received, there appears to be support for the approach
undertaken and the recommended designs. Several commented that having reviewed the plan
for Mississauga Road and Winston Churchill Boulevard that they like what is being put forward.

The following is a synthesis of comments and input received.

a. Reassess issue of truck usage on these roads relative to community impact.
Residents continue to object to the designation of Truck Priority Routes on Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road.

There is significant opposition to the designation of Truck Priority Routes along Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Old Base Line Road. Many believe that the Region needs to
rethink the approach of designating these roads for a truck route and for an increase in
truck usage citing that such an outcome would destroy the community. While people who
attended noted that they were pleased that Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base
Line Road will not be designated as priority truck haul routes as part of this study, there
remains concern about future intent. This is a sensitive issue given the effort that the
community has expended over a decade on addressing truck travel and other impacts
relative to quarry proposals in the area with many feeling that their gains in this regard
are being diminished by the Strategic Goods Movement Network Study. There are
similar objections to any consideration of changed status for Mississauga Road and Bush
Street.

A few others, in written comments, support truck travel along these roads for goods
movement through the area and would like to see the roads rehabilitated to
accommodate trucks as part of this study.

b. Reduce posted speeds and increase enforcement on roads to reduce safety concerns.

Residents support the reduced posted speeds being recommended and understand how
the reduction of speeds affects the profile for each section of the road. In addition to the
reduction of the posted speeds, the Region of Peel is encouraged to work with Police to
increase enforcement.

c. In the final design, minimize road profile changes.

There appears to be an understanding of why some road profile changes are necessary.
Residents emphasized that this is a unique area with rural roads and that the hilly
topography and natural environment are fundamental to the character of the area. As
the Project Team refines the plans, they would like to see the final recommendation
minimize road profile changes wherever possible to maintain this important character.
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d. In developing the final recommendations, priority should be placed on ensuring the
protection of historic fences, mature trees, natural vegetation, cedar rail and other
features that define the unique character of this area.

Residents provided comments on the plans for the recommended design identifying where
mature trees, heritage fences, ponds, etc. should be carefully addressed in the final
recommendations to ensure that these are protected.

e. Reassess design for the Village of Belfountain to maintain a rural streetscape and
minimize impact to heritage features, hydro poles and front yards from proposed
sidewalks and road width.

Many who reside in the Village of Belfountain are concerned about the proposed urban
streetscape with mountable curbs and object to sidewalks in front of their homes, citing
concerns about removing hydro poles, historic fences, widening of the pavement width
and impacts to front yards and the rural character of the Village. They feel that their
input is being disregarded and ask that the Project Team reassess the recommended
designs along Bush Street through the Village.

Others note that there are solutions that should be addressed through the Village
including the talked about multi-use trail or potentially a paved shoulder. A sidewalk akin
to what exists in Brampton or Mississauga is not a solution that people feel is acceptable
for Belfountain.

f. Sidewalk consideration along roadways received mixed reviews

There remain mixed views throughout the study area about sidewalks. Some support the
inclusion of pedestrian infrastructure while others feel that sidewalks are unnecessary and
that the proposed designs are not in keeping with the rural character of the community.
Some noted their support for cycling infrastructure as proposed while others feel that
cyclists are being accommodated already and what may be needed is cyclist education
and signs for cyclists reminding them to ride single file and not five abreast.

dg. Cycling on paved shoulders and cycling infrastructure received mixed reviews.
Some noted their support for cycling infrastructure as proposed while others feel that

cyclists are being accommodated already and what may be needed is cyclist education
and signs for cyclists reminding them to ride single file and not five abreast.
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h. Review potential property impacts affecting driveways, fences and vegetation in final
design and work with homeowners to minimize impact and disruptions.

Additional concerns noted how the recommended design would impact mature trees,
mailboxes, recent tree plantings, culverts and heritage fences along the roadway. Those
affected would like to be assured that the Region will involve them in discussions about
how these features will be affected, to discuss any potential property takings and
minimize impact during the final design and construction stages.

i. Implement site specific improvements to address problem areas.

There appears to be support for improving sightline deficiencies and addressing issues
related to the curvature of the roadway in specific areas to improve safety particularly
at intersections. The recommended designs are felt to be addressing these. Some would
like a further review and possible refinement in the final recommendations for key
intersections in the study area. In some areas, additional stop signs are suggested by
residents. There is an understanding that new posted speed signage would be placed
throughout the study area.

i. Address condition of Winston Churchill Boulevard south of Olde Base Line Road.

While outside the EA Study Areaq, several noted concerns with speeding and poor surface
of Winston Churchill Boulevard south of Olde Base Line Road. There are mixed views as
to whether the road should be reconstructed. This is being addressed as part of a
separate study.

3. NEXT STEPS

The comments received through the Public Information Centre will be considered by the Project
Team as the project moves forward. After considering public comments on the alternative design
concepts and recommended designs that were presented at the Public Information Centre, the
next steps will be to refine the designs and determine the final recommendations.

The development and evaluation of alternative design concepts, along with the final
recommendations, will be documented in an Environmentally Study Report (ESR). The ESR will be
filed for public and agency review in late spring/early summer of 2014. A notice of study
completion containing information about where the ESR can be reviewed will be mailed to all
those on the project mailing list.

Progress on the study can be viewed on the website at:
http: //peelregion.ca/pw /transportation/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.htm
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If you would like to comment on the study, please contact either one of the following Project Team
members:

Mr. Gino Dela Cruz Mr. Tyrone Gan

Project Manager, Region of Peel HDR Project Manager
Infrastructure Programming & Studies 100 York Boulevard, Suite 300
Public Works Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1)8

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B, 4th Floor Tyrone.Gan@hrdinc.com
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Phone: 289-695-4622
Gino.DelaCruz@peelregion.ca Fax: 289-695-4601

Phone: 905-791-7800 ext. 7805
Fax: 905-791-1442
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Appendix A
COMMENTS/ QUESTIONS NOTED AT PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE #2

The following questions/comments were noted at the PIC. Each number represents a different
individual’'s comment.

1. Question about how to stop the designation of the area roads for truck haul routes.
Concerns noted that the details being shown at the PIC are small and specific to individual
properties and not addressing the much bigger issue of goods movements in Peel.
Significant concern that the goods movement study when implemented or as it is
implemented will impact the community in a harmful way. Strong objection to the
possibility of an increase in trucks through the study area. Truck usage does not fit with
the rural concept and would like to know how to stop this. No one seems to be listening
and have heard that more trucks mean progress but what does this really mean2 The
development of the Goods Movement plan is top down and not bottom up. The Region of
Peel needs to rethink the approach of designated these roads for a truck route and for an
increase in truck usage. This would destroy the community and is not what the people
want.

2. Very concerned about how the Project Team is picking and choosing how to address input
particularly when voice of concern on specific properties is outweighed by overall general
comment and feedback.

We don’t believe that there is a drainage issue along Bush Street and yet drainage is a
major piece of why the change is being recommended. We are very upset about the
changes to the drainage ditch, the footpath that would go in front of our house on our
property and the mountable curbs which would impact us. At present the walkway is very
narrow and people drift by. The change being recommended will impact our privacy and
enjoyment of our front yard and property. The hydro poles and pond and culvert on our
property will be destroyed. We don’t see why the section of the road needs to be
widened and flattened out.

We don’t want the urban streetscape. What is being shown is more of an urban look which
doesn’t fit with the rural character of the Village and area.

There is enough room there today for cyclists. Our experience is that the cyclists travel in
herds. They travel five or six abreast and they can do this on the road the way that it is
today.

The recommended changes are too close to our house.
The new designs show too much clutter.

If you want bike lanes then the regional road allowance is where this may be feasible but
not along Bush Street in front of our homes.
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For the section from Olde Base Line Road to King Street if it becomes wider, we will be
seeing more asphalt. If paved over, we could see problems with floodwater. Instead of
natural demarcation there will be six miles of paint.

Very upset that the recommendations if implemented will in our opinion destroy the
heritage hamlet. It will look like any other roadway. We have provided our feedback
citing concerns with the heritage fences and properties and this is being disregarded.

Belfountain is a world biosphere area according to the Niagara Escarpment and needs to

be maintained as a heritage village. Please back up and look at this again.

The following comments and questions were noted on the road plans and profiles displayed at
the PIC. The station numbers correspond to the location identification on the plans. This is a

summary of the comments. The Project Team is reviewing the detailed comments in the review of
the input and finalization of the recommendations.

Table 1 - Summary of Comments Noted on Recommended Drawings

Station

Comments noted

Mississauga Road

20+300 Review warrants for all-way stop at Mississauga Road /Olde Base Line Road
intersection

22+450 There is an additional culvert at driveway on east side

23+060 Please grade from heritage stone wall to mountable curb. Very important
that wall has good drainage and will help re: maintenance. Move culvert
south in line with stone arch in wall.

23+340 Consider reducing the slope on The Grange Side Road approach to the
intersection (school bus has slid onto Mississauga Road).

23+500 Lay some fiber optic cable for high speed internet service

23+700 Allow for natural gas

24+520 Existing rock cut or fill on both sides

24+575 Save tree

24+600 to 25+000

Will there be passing lanes on this uphill section?

24+900 Land for potential acquisition is valued. Concern over property = consider
curb

24+960 Like shoulder for bike lanes

25+680 Please do not impact the fence
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Table 1 - Summary of Comments Noted on Recommended Drawings

Station Comments noted

43+400 Resident noted drainage low area

43+140 Stop sign would slow traffic down

41+870 Consider stop sign at 5™ Side Road as a means to reduce speed

41+320 Ditch requirement through wetland?

40+000 What will happen to this area (OBL south of WCB)2 = potholes, rough
grading

Between 10™ Side Likely turtle overwintering pond (comment provided to NRSI; not noted on

Road and The Grange | plan)

Side Road

Olde Base Line Road

30+600 Driveway goes up. If profile lowered, driveway more leveled — who is

responsible for grading?

30+640 to 30+820 Noise concern

30+820 Suggest a deeper rock cut to lower top of knob to avoid (reduce) filling the
bottom

314+000 to 31+160 Stone wall under wooden fence

32+280 Can hear trucks

Generdal comments

WCB and OBL Is it worth investment to have wide shoulders when there are few cyclists?
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Appendix B

COMMENTS FROM FEEDBACK FORMS
Feedback Forms were provided to obtain written responses. The following responses were
received. These are verbatim comments transcribed from the individual forms.

1. Recommended Designs for each of the roads

The study team presented the recommended designs for each of the roads and other alternatives that
were considered. Do you agree with the recommended designs¢ What comments or suggestions do
you have about the recommended designs for each of the roads that concern you?

The following were noted on the Feedback Forms. Each number represents a different response:

Table 2 = Comments on the Recommended Designs

Overall
1. Please try to do something to slow traffic. | live in the south area of the study area
(below the gravel portion) and the speed of vehicles is very high and if it is all
paved it will exponentially increase the volume as well.

2. Recommended designs look acceptable. Would like to know which of the study
area roads will have mountable curbs. Thank you for your hard work and
patience.

3. Should place signs for cyclists reminding them to ride single file and not five
abreast.

4. | agree that the roads system identified should be upgraded to the current E.A.
design for pavement structure, lane widths and for posted speed. The new site
line design should accommodate 20 km per hour. It does not make economic sense
to build to 60 = 70 km per hour and then in a few years have to reconstruct. The
present traffic flow between 6 a.m. and 9 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m.
demands that Olde Base Line to Winston Churchill and Winston Churchill
accommodate high volumes of commuter traffic. A growing population in the Erin
Area adds to the urgency of the maximum upgrade for commuter traffic.

5. Adding bike lanes would be great. We are supportive of lower speed limits and
greater enforcement to improve safety. Smoothing out the hills may only
encourage greater speeds and defeat the original purpose.

6. | support the design as put forward save for my comments about robust structure above. If
you build these roads correctly the first time you may never have to do so again for many
years. While the design put forward is structurally suitable to carry all traffic, one should
consider the important role that these roads will play as hundreds of thousands of new
residents and jobs are added to the area south of the Study Area.
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Olde Base Line Road:

1. There is no need for Olde Base Line Road to be a heavy truck route. Gravel trucks
from future James Dick Quarry located north of Bush Street on Winston Churchill
Boulevard can use Wellington (#52) over to Trafalgar Road as there is an existing
truck route from the Erin pit. Keep Olde Base Line as a rural road.

Mississauga Road:

1. We agree with the recommendations that you have proposed and wish that you
could start as soon as possible.

2. Preserve heritage stone wall at 23+000 Mississauga Road. Relocate culvert in
road to match natural drainage through stone wall (at the stone arch) from there it
goes into an old concrete culvert for 300 feet. Grade away from stone wall and
match grade with mountable curb.

Winston Churchill Road:

1. | reviewed the Winston Churchill Design and | like it — especially the recommended
design — the paved shoulder is an important safety improvement.

2. Excessive speed on Winston Churchill south of Olde Base Line Road needs to be
dealt with. Need to discuss increased coverage with Police. Concerned about
heavy truck activity and gravel trucks.

3. Consider stop signs on Winston Churchill Boulevard at 5 sideroad and 10 sideroad
as a way to enforce speed limit.

Belfountain Village:

1. Absolutely no sidewalk or road widening inside the Belfountain Hamlet as the
lanes are too close to the road already. Do not dump project rubble on
Belfountain as you did with the thousand plus truckloads from the Forks of the
Credit Road project. Please do nothing. In widening Mississauga Road entering
Belfountain you will prevent flying squirrels from crossing the road.

2. Alternative Design Concepts and the Evaluation Process

The study team evaluated alternative design concepts based on evaluation criteria developed with
public input. The preferred designs aim to accommodate the existing mix of traffic while
maintaining the rolling terrain, retaining the rural character of the area, and minimizing impact to
adjacent properties and landscapes. What comments do you have about how the alternative design
concepts were evaluated?
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The following were noted on the Feedback Forms. Each number represents a different response:

Table 3 = Comments on Alternative Design Concepts and Evaluation

1.
2.

3.

Two comment forms indicated that they responded this in question one.

| would support the use of rock cuts along Olde Base Line Road to eliminate the
requirement to place extensive fill in the low spots. Pending geotechnical confirmation, |
think you will find that the hills are constituted of Bedrock Outcroppings that can easily be
handled with vertical rock cuts. | would also support the use of traffic circles in this area.

A further individual re-emphasized their view that the speed limits should not be reduced.

3. Other Comments noted on the Feedback Forms

The following are additional comments noted on the Feedback Forms. Each number represents a
different individual’'s comment.

1.

We are strongly opposed to any proposed changes to the weight restrictions on any of
these roads. We cannot have gravel trucks going through these roads due to safety,
heritage and quality of life reasons. We spent eleven years fighting against the
proposed James Dick quarry and do not want a repeat fight!

. Pleased to hear that Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road will not be

designated as priority truck haul routes.

. We wish you could expedite the addition of paved shoulders to improve safety for

walking and biking on Mississauga Road.

The speed limit on Bush Street at Winston Churchill is 80 km per hour. Crossing it is a risk!
The curve before and after limits vision. Heading north on Winston Churchill at Charleston
Sideroad, the signs in the ditch block vision.

. | like the pavement/asset management approach. Pavement shaving seems to be a fiscally

responsible method of maintenance.

This study has a serious flaw in that it does not indicate a major upgrade in Winston
Churchill from Olde Base Line south to Balinfad Road. This would best accommodate
westbound traffic from the study area and west to the Guelph area and south to Highway
No. 401 via Trafalgar Road.

It is important to balance the use of these roads as major roads with the desire of some
residents to keep these roads exclusively as a private driveway to country estates. These
roads can serve both functions as illustrated by extensive study by the Region. Improving
these roads to accommodate all road users, cars, busses, trucks, farm machinery, bicycles
and motorcycles is not only in the public interest, but also fulfills the Regional Official Plan
policy to achieve a safe and efficient network for the movement of people and goods.
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Appendix C

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY LETTER AND EMAIL

The following responses were received. These are verbatim comments transcribed from the
individual letters and emails. Each number represents a different individual’s letter or email.

1. Thanks for setting up the PIC #2. Please see my comments below. As you know | live and
work in the Study Area residing at the major intersection of Mississauga Road and Olde
Base Line. | support the use of these roads for all road users, including goods movement
and truck uses. There was a handout that made the following statement: "This area is not
designated for significant future growth, therefore the volumes will remain relatively
constant. There is no need to construct the pavement to handle significant volumes of truck
traffic." Unfortunately this statement is not accurate for the following reasons:

The area immediately south of this area is designated for some of the highest

growth of any area in North America.

The materials (aggregates) needed to construct this high growth area come from
immediately north of the Study Area.

The only reason that there is not more truck traffic on these roads today is the poor
condition of the roads and the fact that they are posted as No Truck Routes.

The current lack of availability of these roads for truck traffic leads to congestion on
other longer routes rather than promoting a safe and efficient Road Network as stated
in the Peel Official Plan.

My company would save at least a million kilometers per year of travel if these roads
were permitted to carry truck traffic today. These savings would increase over time as
the land between Mississauga Road and WCB north of Bovaird Drive begins to develop
as is currently being planned.

These roads are designated Major Roads in the Peel Official Plan.

These roads are designated Medium Capacity Arterial Roads in the Caledon Official
Plan.

These roads are identified as a Primary Truck Route in the recent Peel Goods
Movement Network Study.

Now is the appropriate time to construct this route with a robust Pavement Design to
accommodate both the current users of this road, but also future traffic as is planned
for this road network.

2. Comments received by email from individual representing Norval pit-STOP Community
Organization

Impacts on the broader area should be considered, with a special consideration given
to potential aggregate haul routes (gravel trucks). Even though not part of the study
areaq, these road reconstructions could lead the way to paving a truck route through all
of Winston Churchill, south of the study area.

Winston Churchill Blvd south of the study area, between Hwy #7 & Wanless Rd will
never be a suitable gravel haul route, even with proposed “improvements”. The natural
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heritage, fish habitat, steep topography, structural deficiencies, hidden drive ways,
residential and educational institutional uses on WCB north of Norval make
it unsuitable for hauling aggregate.

— WCB and Hwy#7 in Norval is a permanent bottle neck for truck traffic. As N.W.
Brampton builds out and connects with Norval, walk-able and bike-able urban transit
must be taken seriously. Bikes and pedestrians are not compatible with gravel trucks.
There are better locations for a truck route in Brampton (for example; Mississauga Rd.,
and the planned N-S Parkway between Heritage & Mississauga Roads as found in the
Halton Peel Boundary Area Study. There is also the future extension of the 410,
connecting to the future Parkway in NW Brampton, should be considered in how future
truck routes should flow.

— If the roads in this EA are to be used as a gravel haul route, the aggregate producer
should pay for all of the road reconstruction. Stop passing costs down to the taxpayer.

3. Email comments from a member of the CWG. While | appreciate you have may have met
your obligations regarding public consultations under the confines of your EA scope, |
believe you are missing an golden opportunity to participate with the local community in a
little more depth, while there is still the opportunity before your design becomes more rigid
and has less chance of being modified. Talking to my neighbours, there is clearly
community concern over the design. And | do not mean detail design, but rather broad
stroke design. For instance, your design for Bush Street shows rollover curbs with grated
drainage, which may not be in keeping with community wishes, and without alternatives
ever presented during the consultation process. While you note that “To accommodate
sidewalks through this constrained area and beyond would mean significant property and
environmental impacts”, | for one believe it would not hurt to give this further exploration.

We care very much about the rural look and feel of our community, and the impact that a
potential ‘cookie-cutter’ Regional standard design configuration may impose. There is a
wonderful opportunity for the Region to take advantage of an engaged local community in
the Region’s provision to the community with a design that the community is proud of and
that does not potentially change our rural character, perhaps drastically. Once you have
upgraded the roads, they will be permanently changed; there will be no opportunity for a
‘do-over’ here. The Region’s principle drivers for the upgraded roads are safety and low
long-term maintenance costs. As community stakeholders, we must add the equally
important drivers of functionality and aesthetics. It would be sad and disheartening to our
community if we missed the opportunity to have them incorporated at this, the pre-design
stage.

| for one would like you and your team (or a subset as appropriate) to meet with us again,

even if it is under the auspices of good public relations with the ratepayers (rather than the
‘official’ EA process). As | mentioned, this is an opportunity for further local input of

19| Page



Belfountain Hamlet people on what is not just a Regional road (Old Main Street and Bush
Street), but what is more appropriately framed as ‘our local town’ road.

4. There is nothing new here in what you are putting forward; | know about the pinch point, |
also thought we talked about using the term multi-use trail or even paved shoulder, not a
Brampton Mississauga type sidewalk. Please listen - | thought you heard; very frustrating.
Heed comments and try again. Documenting questions and concerns is not good enough.
What | have been talking about has been on the table since the beginning of this process.
Based on the quality of this iteration, the design for the Hamlet must be approved by the
BCO; 'consultation' is not yet over folks. Let's get this right, or at least better.

5. I's a relief that the EA has concerns that Base Line not be reconstructed as a heavy truck
route. | think it took a lot of "wind out of the sails" for many residents. It's a beautiful
countiry road...what Caledon is all about. | don't mind the "weekend Caledon
wannabees"...it's the noisy tri-axle gravel trucks with pup trailers that concern me, the
horses and cyclists.

When James Dick gets his ducks in order and develops his gravel pit off Winston Churchill,
north of Belfountain, the haul route can be established along Wellington roads #52/124 ,
Trafalgar Rd. south to Highways #7/ 401/ 407, and the future truck bi-pass. This route is
already in use from many pits, including the Erin pit at the 10th line. The Belfountain pit
would exit onto the section of Winston Churchill that is at Wellington road; so why not have
the entire route in Wellington / Halton2 This is a shrewd approach; Peel gets the gravel
taxes...fewer trucks on our roads, and Wellington/ Halton has to maintain their haul route!

6. The CCC has said it one way.....although that applies to Belfountain too, what | will add is
more specific to Belfountain...the design and look of the road is still yet to be determined
as well as the much desired community connectivity and pedestrian and cyclist safety
concerns addressed. Intersection configuration at Mississauga Road and Olde Baseline and
at Bush Street and Winston Churchill Boulevard, governing safety and traffic volume
allocation, is also still in question.

7. Very many thanks for your prompt reply. Obviously the objectives of your Department
have merit in theory. As a retired geologist who likes walking | appreciate what you are
trying to do here. However, with respect to our little property and hereabouts | believe that
there is no immediate need for any more road work for several reasons based on the
dominant importance of road side ditches and relatively porous overburden, our climate,
and width of roadways. The most important aspects of drainage and safety were dealt
with satisfactorily about 10 years ago by ditch deepening and installment of traffic lights
at our intersection. Regrettably walking hereabouts is necessarily on the hard top roads
everywhere except in the village where curbs occur. In fact no one walks on our side of the
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roads north and east of our fences because there is no need to as we are located outside
the "paths" required to access school, playground, library and post box, for example.

8. We have owned our property on Olde Baseline Road for 40 years. We realize many of
those involved in this study were not born or were not in the regional government 40 years
ago. Let us briefly share what we have seen in that time, related only to roads —

40 years ago, Olde Baseline Road was unpaved and had a natural curve around a large
rock outcropping just west of Mississauga Road. That curve had the effect of slowing
traffic. The gravel road at that time had been constructed by local government
presumably meeting the required road-building standards. The gravel had the effect of
keeping traffic low because outsiders, especially weekend visitors, did not like getting dust
on their cars.

The local government decided to ‘improve the road’, make it safer, by removing the rock
outcropping to reduce accidents. | recall my father saying, “This will increase traffic,
increase speed, and increase accidents.” He was right. People could drive faster, so they
did drive faster, never mind the speed limit.

The local government then, without our support, decided it should ‘improve’ the road, make
it safer, by paving it. Presumably they paved it in conformity with their road-building
standards. Again my father said, “This will increase traffic, increase speed, and increase
accidents.” He was right. The local government turned Olde Baseline Road into a shortcut
for out of area commuters, and they are hell-bent to get to work as fast as they can.

We have the same number of homes on this section of Olde Baseline Road as we did 40
years ago. Our needs have not changed.

Now, local government has decided that ‘improving sight lines’, a euphemism for removing
the rolling hills natural to the area’s roads, will make the road safer. | echo my late father’s
words and say that it will increase traffic, increase speed and increase accidents. All of
the ‘improvements’ made so far have had that effect. Each time an ‘improvement’ has
been made in the name of safety; traffic, speed and accidents have increased. With
drivers being able to ‘see farther ahead’, they will feel comfortable stepping up their
speed even more.

The local government changed its road standards and now find Olde Baseline Road does
not meet its standards — not surprising in light of the fact they changed the standard. The
local government staff has decided to widen the road, pave the shoulders and exercise its
30 meter right of way, in the name of safety. Thousands of mature trees, including some
50-100 year old maples, will be cut. Fences, wood and stone, that have been in place for
decades will need to be moved at the owner’s expense. Already traffic consistently
exceeds the speed limit. We invite anyone to stand with us at our road between 6:30 and
8:30am, and again in the evening, to observe traffic. Instead of 60 kph, it averages in
excess of 80 kph. An unobtrusive speed camera (not one with the large sign showing the
speed in lights) left in the area for a month would tell the story clearly. We even have

21 |Page



crazy drivers passing on that stretch to gain and extra 30 to 45 seconds in their commute.
Widening the road, and paving the shoulders will lead to higher speeds and ever more
serious accidents.

Consider how we feel. Noise, visual, and diesel/gasoline pollution have increased with
these ‘improvements’. The quiet enjoyment of our property has been taken from us, and
will worsen with these ‘improvements’. The safety of ourselves, our children and
grandchildren has deteriorated. These ‘improvements’ have consistently shown that they
increase danger, not safety, as measured by the very statistics that staff uses to propose
yet further improvements. No-one seriously thinks that making the roads more amenable
to higher speeds and more traffic will make them safer. The value of our properties will
decrease. This is essentially a ‘taking’ of our property without any compensation. Even a
30 meter right of way was imposed on the land-owners, never purchased.

We live in an area where we need three different approvals just to expand a deck on our
house — the escarpment, green belt and regional government interests must be met. We
are hesitant to clear a tree on our property for fear of disturbing the well-studied
salamander. We have had government employees studying wetlands on our property.
Yet, along comes the local government to excavate the natural rolling hills, to cut down
thousands of trees, to move or blast natural rock of the escarpment, to force us to move our
rock and wood fences, all in the name of ‘improvements’ that we do not want, have never
asked for and with which we do not concur.

We fought for a decade to defeat the plans of our recently-moved-in neighbor to the
west, Mr. Dick, to tear a massive hole in the escarpment. Now, with the support of him and
his lobbyists, the roads coming past his recently acquired ‘farm’ are being classified as a
‘heavy truck haul route’. When he revives his application for his gravel pit in the next 5-10
years, all the arguments against the traffic issues will be moot.

Outside users of our section of Olde Baseline Road have never observed the speed limits
or even the signage. When trucks were prohibited, they still used the road. When they
were limited by time of day, they did not adhere to the limits. Cars and trucks do not
observe the speed limits. Local government has never enforced the limits. We do not think
the government even has the resources to enforce the limits. Perhaps installing speed
bumps similar to those used by the ‘red hills’ every quarter mile would regulate speed. We
suspect that drivers would petition the government to remove them because it impedes their
commute.

In any event, while we expect that our government has carefully used the regulations and
laws that it proscribes itself, and is following this process to simply attain what it has, from
the outset, designed to have, we desire to have our objection together with the rationale
behind it, put on record.

22 | Page



Community Working Group
Meeting Notes






FReg

jon o Peel

Wonking for you

2.0

Opening Remarks

2.1

Steve Ganesh introduced the project and explained that the Region of Peel was looking
to work with the community to preserve and maintain the community character while
providing a safe road network.

22

Steve Ganesh provided a brief overview of some of the Region of Peel initiatives
including the Active Transportation Plan which encourages alternative modes of travel,
such as walking and cycling, and, the Road Characterization Study, which considers the
design elements within the road right of way that reflect the character of communities
adjacent to the road.

23

Steve Ganesh thanked the members for contributing their time and thoughts throughout
the process.

3.0

Mandate, Roles, Responsibilities and Meeting Organization

3.1

Sue Cumming reviewed the Terms of Reference with the CWG, confirming the non-
voting stature of the committee and its important role in providing input and advice on
study directions. She also provided the committee with Ground Rules for the facilitator’s
commitment to the CWG members:

o Treats everyone equally

e Helps everyone feel comfortable participating

o Ensures that everyone’s voice is heard

o Sets a tone of respect for different viewpoints

o Stays neutral

o Keeps the discussion on topic, organized and focused

o Provides guidance and support for the CWG

She discussed expectations of the CWG members, seeking their commitment to the
following:

o Everyone is equal

o All members need to feel comfortable to participate

o We don’t have to agree, but will respect each other’s viewpoints

¢ Bring your ideas to the meetings - not your agenda

¢ If you don’t understand, just ask what is meant

¢ One speaker at a time, do not interrupt, be respectful of time

o Ensure opinions outside of the CWG meetings represent personal viewpoints

versus those of the Group

Sue Cumming conveyed that significant agenda time at all meetings would be devoted to
roundtable discussion. Presentations by the Project Team when warranted would be
short, and, where feasible, information would be sent out in advance of meetings with the
meeting agenda.

An important role of the CWG was to liaise with members in the community. She
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advised that in doing so, should members communicate their opinions, they need to do so
in a manner that is reflective of their own views and not speak on behalf of other CWG
members.

32

All correspondence between CWG members and the Project Team should be forwarded
to Asha Saddi and copied to all members. Meeting notes will be taken at each future
meeting to record the ideas and key messages. These will be provided in draft for the
CWG’s confirmation with a request for any changes within two weeks of distribution
after which time the notes would be posted on the Region of Peel web site.

33

If a CWG member was not able to attend, an alternate could attend on their behalf and
the name of the individual should be provided in advance to Asha Saddi.

34

The timing for future CWG meetings was agreed to be appropriate with a 6:30 p.m. start.
A light supper will continue to be provided at future meetings.

4.0

Project Background

4.1

Hitesh Topiwala and Stephen Keen reviewed the PowerPoint presentation with the
CWG.

4.2

An overview of the Environmental Assessment (EA) process and Schedule “C” projects
was provided. It was explained that the creation of the Community Working Group and
the scheduled Public Open House for October 30, 2012 were not mandated by the EA
process. The Region of Peel had included these as an opportunity for community
engagement in this project.

43

It was noted that no changes had been made to the drainage system since the 2009 study
was initiated. It was explained that the Region of Peel could not proceed with any
drainage recommendations until the EA study was completed and the necessary permit
approvals were in place.

44

It was noted that the Rockfort Quarry application delayed the study expansion.

4.5

Winston Churchill Boulevard is part of the shared jurisdiction between Wellington
County and Region of Peel. Wellington County is a participant through the Technical
Advisory Committee.

5.0

Group discussion on transportation issues, the needs and vision for the roads

5.1

Questions/comments about why the study is being undertaken (again)

Why is the study being undertaken? It was noted that the study had started twice
before and the community will want to know why it was being started again.

What will the outcome be? Discussion ensued on who makes decisions on the study,
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the role of senior Regional staff and Council, and, the impact of the community is voice
in influencing outcomes.

52

Important to convey to the community - what the study is not about:

Not about the widening of roads

Not about improvements that do not respect the natural and rural character of the
area and the roads

Not about safety improvements at any cost

53

Overriding theme of balance and respect for rural and village character

Opposed to having an urbanized treatment of roads in the Study Area.

Want to see a “made in the community” solution respecting the rural character of
the area and the roads.

Do not want to see Mississauga Road and Winston Churchill urbanized. Do not
want to see the roads become a “King Street”.

5.4

Must have focus on improvements for pedestrian and cycling that enhance the
community character

It was noted that 100% of school children (180) are bussed to the Belfountain
School. This is determined by the District School Board’s policy respecting road
classification. A Grade 4 class had written to the Mayor requesting bike lanes
and sidewalks be built around the school and in the community. The Mayor had
attended the school to talk with the school children.

Would like to see safe pedestrian and cycling corridors to/from the school.
Would like to improve safety for school children walking along Old Base Line
Road to the Conservation Area for field trips where there was no wide shoulder
or sidewalks.

A question was raised about whether there was room on the shoulders for cycling
infrastructure, given the soft shoulders, narrow space and steep grades. A
reference was also made about concerns of driving in to a pond on an owner’s
property.

In some areas it may be practical to separate cars from people while in other
areas the topography would preclude this and other improvements need to be
explored. Rumble strips along the shoulder could be considered.

It was acknowledged that safety considerations were a challenge given the
existing grades. The issue of guard rails was discussed.

Unsafe cycling practices were occurring on Old Base Line Road with cyclists
travelling in the center of the road.

Vehicle sight lines were an issue with cycling safety. CWG members were not
supportive of flattening out the road. They felt focus should be on cycling
behaviour.

Members supported a sidewalk or pathway being built through the Village from
Caledon Mountain Drive to Bush Street and to Belfountain School. It was noted
that presently there was no safe way to walk to the Village.
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55

Not supportive of road improvements that would result in an increase in truck traffic

The Community was concerned about the potential for growth in truck traffic.
Constraints on existing roads do not allow truck traffic. The CWG felt that road
improvements should not accommodate truck traffic.

5.6

Need to balance improvements so that traffic is not shifted from one road to another

It was acknowledged that there was more traffic. There were more people
travelling to the stores in the Belfountain Village and Erin which brought in more
commuter traffic.

People will travel the path of least resistance. Members did not want to see one
route improved over another in order to redirect traffic. Achieving a balance was
important to the community members.

Speeding was an issue along Winston Churchill despite the sight lines. The road
improvements along Winston Churchill have resulted in more racing and
speeding in the area. Noise is also an issue for those whose homes are closer to
the road. There are marsh and pond areas near the edge of the road along
Winston Churchill.

The community members would like to see traffic volume and speed addressed,
especially commuter traffic going south along Winston Churchill in the morming,
It is important to working group members not to redirect the problem from one
route to another. There was a lot of traffic moving through Belfountain Village.
New planters and gardens were put in to help reduce cut through traffic.
Community members underscored the importance of an overall solution that did
not impact the Village, Winston Churchill or other roads in area.

Volume was also a factor to be considered. There was a need to determine how
to manage volume from motorcyclists, tourists and commuters in a way that
maintained the character of the roads and the area.

5.7

Ideas about community character

There was a strong environmental and natural character in the area which was
why many chose to live in the area. All agreed that this was extremely important
and that the outcomes of this study could not be safety at any cost.
Improvements need to respect the environment.

People in the community were very passionate about the natural and rural
character of the area and supported preserving / enhancing the area. This would
be a strong factor in assessing the benefits of any safety improvements that came
forward in this Study.

Not looking for a lot of change. Many in the community do not support the
building of sidewalks and curbs along the roads. There is an interest in traffic
calming / slowing people down. Roads as they are with some potholes are quite
acceptable. Community members were not looking for a perfect road. They did
not want to see a highway type of road condition in the area. People like
Mississauga Road as it is.

5.8

Other information communicated to the Project Team

Members have previously requested collision data and there is not much data
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available.
= [t was noted that a proposal for 72 lots off Woodland Court, from Mississauga
Road to Bush Street, was being considered again with a potential application for
the preparation of a draft plan. The community members wanted to ensure the
study team was aware of the pending application. It was noted that this
application had been debated for at least 30 years. The Project Consultant
advised that a development in this area would not justify road widening,
= Water issues in Belfountain.
=  Winter ponding was not being experienced on the roadways.
5.9 | Suggestions for outreach
=  The community members were supportive of expanding outreach through
networks. Notices could be forwarded to CWG members who would distribute
them through the Belfountain Village Association, Schools and other networks.
= The community members confirmed that notices posted in the community hall,
coffee shop and community space would be effective. Some community
members felt that only a few residents may see an advertisement in the
newspapers and supported a mail out (Canada Post mail drop) along the streets in
the Study Area, including River Road and Caledon Mountain Drive.
6.0 | October 30 Open House Outreach
6.1 | Input for Open House
= A start time of 6:30 p.m. was felt to be early. A presentation start time after 7:00
p-m. was good and would provide residents with an informal opportunity to learn
about the study and discuss what was important to them.
= Draft Workbook was good for use at the Open House.
= [t was felt that a representative from the Credit Valley Conservation Authority
should also be present at the Open House to answer any appropriate questions.
= The community members wanted to see key messages communicated:

o The study was not about widening roads.

o It was important to learn about the community character to ensure the
right balance is achieved between making the road improvements and
enhancing the community character.

o Focus on engagement with community through CWG, Open House and
other means.

7.0 | Next Steps
7.1 | Open House — October 30, 2012
Technical Studies
Community Working Group Meeting — Winter 2013
Public Information Centre — Winter 2013
8.0 | Closing Remarks
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8.1  Steve Ganesh reiterated that the Region of Peel would like to actively engage the
5 community and if the CWG members knew of other organizations (e.g. ski clubs, school
students, etc.) that would appreciate additional outreach, to please advise the study team.
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Item

1.0

Welcome, Introductions and Purpose of Meeting

1.1

Sue Cumming introduced the new Project Managers for the Region of Peel and the
Consultant and explained the purpose of the meeting. Roundtable introductions were

made.

Sue Cumming welcomed the new members to the CWG and asked everyone to
provide a short introduction about what was important to them about being part of the
CWG. CWG members commented on why they wanted to be part of the CWG
together with preliminary observations/comments about transportation and community
issues. The following points were noted:

To convey the importance of respecting and maintaining the unique
community and rural character. Road character is important to local context.

To provide a voice for the children in the area.
To better understand how the study is being carried out.

To address the needs of all road users including farm vehicles, sanders, snow
ploughs and tractors in a safe way while maintaining the character of the
community.

A CWG member discussed issues concerning traffic and truck movements
including sand and gravel business north of the area and safe goods movement
along these roads. The member wanted to ensure that efficient goods
movement and planned function of the roads are taken into account given the
large urban area to the south while preserving the unique community feel.
Several other CWG members disagreed, citing that there are not a lot of trucks
and trucks should not be able to use these roads.

To protect the area with conservation of its history, ecology and character. The
development in Erin was of concern. Some CWG members did not want to
see the roads turned into transportation corridors.

To maintain the Belfountain community as is. Safety in the Village was noted
to be a local issue.

To preserve the environment that exists. Sustainability should be an important
focus of this study. A CWG member noted living in Inglewood and traveling
to the area by car, bicycle and horseback.

April 4, 2013
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2.0

Opening Remarks

2.1

Steve Ganesh provided a brief overview of the project. He explained the role of the
CWG and thanked the members for their time and input throughout the process.

22

Steve Ganesh explained the role of the Consultant. Although the Region of Peel
conducts some studies in-house, the Consultant’s expertise in context sensitive
solutions was an asset to the uniqueness of this project.

3.0

Roles, Responsibilities and Meeting Organization

3.1

Sue Cumming reviewed roles and responsibilities of CWG members, Region of Peel
and the Consultant team.

Sue Cumming provided the Committee with Ground Rules for the facilitator’s
commitment to the CWG members:

Treats everyone equally

Helps everyone feel comfortable participating
Ensures that everyone’s voice is heard

Sets a tone of respect for different viewpoints

Stays neutral

Keeps the discussion on topic, organized and focused
Provides guidance and support for the CWG

She discussed expectations of the CWG members, seeking their commitment to the
following:

Everyone is equal

All members need to feel comfortable to participate

We don’t have to agree, but will respect each other’s viewpoints
If you don’t understand, just ask what is meant

o One speaker at a time, do not interrupt, be respectful of time

4.0

Project Update

4.1

Tyrone Gan provided a project update, including what had been heard through public
consultation.

CWG members agreed that the rural character and scenic quality of the area needs to
be maintained. The hilly nature of the road should be preserved including the existing
vertical alignment and cross-section. CWG members added that this should be
balanced with providing a safe road network.

5.0

Summary of Technical Work

5.1

The Consultant presented the technical work completed so far to the CWG members.
Traffic Trends

Although over the last 15 years, traffic has increased, the overall traffic has been
relatively stable. CWG members noted that trends in traffic shifting from Mississauga
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Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard and from Bush Street to Olde Base Line Road in
2008-2009 coincide with road closures due to reconstruction. It was also noted that
origins and destinations were not traced so cars may not have been counted on both
graphs as many drivers use a combination of Mississauga Road and Bush Street, or,
Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road.

52

Road and Intersection Characteristics

A summary of road and intersection characteristics was presented, including the
existing features and geometry in the study area.

Visibility issues and sightline deficiencies were identified throughout the study area,
based on Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) standards. CWG members
asked if residents had been asked if this is a concern to them as the deficiencies did not
seem to be a problem to some CWG members. It was noted that many of these were
historical driveways. The team reiterated that although preserving the rural character of
the area is one of the guiding principles for any solution that is developed, public safety
will also be a priority and standards will need to be followed.

It was noted that better sightlines along Winston Churchill Boulevard were due to the
reconstruction that took place between Bush Street and The Grange in 1969.

It was suggested to consider alternative options to address sightline issues, including
roundabouts, rumble strips, etc. to reduce speeds, rather than changing the road profile.
The Project Team is considering all these options, which were discussed later in the
presentation.

The detailed design will start for Winston Churchill from Terra Cotta to Olde Base
Line, including the intersection of Winston Churchill and Olde Base Line.
Construction for this project is expected to start in 2015-2016 and some property
acquisition might be required. There are no parallel studies identified in the Region of
Peel’s Long Range Transportation Plan nor was there a future plan for a corridor in the
area.

The Project Team explained that although the roads serve residents in the study area,
they also provide connections to major destinations outside the study area, connecting
to workplaces that support the Region of Peel’s economy. Some CWG members
understood that these are arterial roads for commuter traffic, but did not want to see the
roads used by trucks.

A CWG member noted that there were gaps in north-south infrastructure and asked
why the segment of Mississauga Road between Olde Base Line and King Street was
not considered as part of this study. The Project Team reiterated there was no need for
a change in the number of travel lanes and explained the difference between widening
the road for more lanes (which is not being considered) versus increasing the shoulders
to allow for safe movement.

53

Collisions

A summary of collisions in the study area between 2006 and 2010 was presented. The
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data was provided by the OPP.

Discussion ensued about whether driver error was considered in the collision analysis
and if the collisions occurred on weekends when there were tourists and unfamiliar
drivers.

Trends showed that wildlife fatalities seemed to be increasing and it was noted that if
the wildlife fatalities were removed then the collision data would be similar to that of
any subdivision in Brampton.

There was speeding on Olde Base Line Road notwithstanding the topography of the
road.

It was also noted that a cyclist fatality occurred on Mississauga Road south of The
Grange in July 2012.

The Performance Safety Index (PSI) ranks for the study area were discussed. Lower
numbers represent road segments or intersections requiring the most improvements.
None of the segments or intersections in the study area rank in the top 100.

54 | Driveways

A driveway analysis was presented, summarizing the number of driveways that meet
the minimum TAC standards. It was suggested to consider lowering (and enforcing)
posted speeds as a means of improving sightlines at driveways and vegetation could
also be trimmed to improve sightlines.

5.5 | Standards

The process to identify design solutions (the needs assessment process) is driven by the
Region of Peel’s mandate for standards on arterial roads. The Region of Peel follows,
among other guidelines, the national TAC standards. Some CWG members asked to
review the standards that were being followed in the development of options for this
study. Steve Ganesh explained that the Project Team was not at that stage yet and this
might lead to pre-determining an outcome to the problem statement before the public
has had a chance to comment. He suggested HDR continue to follow the EA process
and develop preliminary cross-sections, at which point the rationale for standards and
the cross-section development process can be discussed.

6.0 | Draft Problem Statement

6.1 | The team presented the draft problem statement, which includes:
e Improving pavement conditions and drainage

e Improving sightlines

e Meeting the needs of all users

¢ Enhancing safety for all road users

e Reducing motor vehicle accidents involving wildlife and improving safety of
wildlife
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6.2

The Community Working Group suggested that the problem statement be presented
before the needs assessment and technical work summary at PIC #1 on May 9.

Other suggestions include:
e Define the rural character
e Revise the wording to state the problems clearly
e Meeting the needs of all users should be listed under the guiding principles

e Drainage to be discussed in the summary of technical work. A CWG member
noted that having driven the roads he did not see any ponding of water or frost
heaves. Another member advised that drainage had been covered in the first
CWG meeting and should be added here to provide context for discussion and
input.

7.0

Guiding Principle for Solutions

7.1

The draft guiding principles were presented. These included:
e Maintain the rural character and countryside scenic quality
e Preserve historic fences and heritage / cultural / archaeological features
e Preserve / enhance the natural environment
¢ Balance interests of all road users
e Provide a context sensitive design

¢ Enhance local tourism and economic development of the area

7.2

Suggestions from CWG members include:
e Add “protecting the Niagara Escarpment”
e Remove wildlife (specifically deer) from road users category

¢ Add a statement about these roads being treated differently from other
Regional roads

e Add specifics about the character of the areca
e Maintain the function of the road as existing

¢ Provide solutions that can safely and efficiently move vehicles, including
trucks

8.0

Preliminary Alternative Solutions

8.1

The preliminary alternative solutions were presented. These include operational and
physical improvements.

Operational improvement options for consideration included:

e Pavement markings —adding or repainting such as edge of travel lane and
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SLOW markings
e Improving traffic signage e.g. larger street name signs, clearing sign clutter
e Adding animal crossing warning signs where needed
e Lowering speed limits in some locations

e Removing overgrown vegetation at Winston Churchill / Old Base Line
intersection to improve visibility

e Bike racks at local businesses
e Landscaping to shelter pedestrians from vehicular traffic
e Seasonal communications and education regarding deer activity
e Enforcement
Physical improvement options for consideration included:
e Road rehabilitation or reconstruction where pavement condition is poor
¢  Widening shoulders in some locations
e Partially paving shoulders in some locations
e Sidewalks in parts of the Village of Belfountain

e Countermeasures for roadside hazards — removing hazards, installing
guiderails

e Roundabouts at Mississauga Road / Olde Base Line Road and Winston
Churchill Boulevard at Bush and Olde Base Line Road

e Potential changes in road profile to address sightline deficiencies

e Designated wildlife crossing areas
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8.2

CWG members agreed that a good range of options is being considered.
Suggestions include:

¢ Removing overgrown vegetation — this should be considered at intersections
and along the road side, where required and feasible (not just at the Winston
Churchill Boulevard / Old Base Line Road intersection)

e  Only consider options that respect the rural character and countryside scenic
quality of the area — no cement walls

e Remove “potential changes to road profile”

e Consider adding “narrowing lanes” under physical improvements, as a traffic
calming measure

e Consider internet installation through re-pavement — there isn’t a sufficient
population to warrant this, and it is also part of living in the country

¢ Roundabouts should be designed with school buses, agricultural vehicles and
trucks in mind

e Consider adding bike lanes with signage

o Consider treating Winston Churchill Boulevard/Olde Base Line Road different
from Mississauga Road / Bush Street

e Consider signals (flashing lights when vehicles are entering the road) as
mitigation measures for deficient sightlines

e Consider the addition of maple trees, for example, which would enhance the
rural character of the area

There was concern that road rehabilitation/reconstruction, and widening shoulders and
partially paving shoulders will result in increased traffic speeds.

One CWG member asked about historical records for road maintenance and
improvements for the study area as well as the cost to reconstruct versus re-paving a
road.

It was suggested that since cyclists like to bike in tandem, providing a paved shoulder
would not work. Cyclists should be consulted on this issue, to see if they would use a
paved shoulder. Steve Ganesh mentioned that the Caledon cycling group had been in
contact with the Region of Peel.

Most CWG members expressed concerns about physical improvements and believed
that these could drastically change the road profile and compromise the rural character
of the area. Steve Ganesh suggested conducting a tour of nearby areas where road
improvements have not taken away from the rural character of the area. This tour could
take place after PIC #1. But before cross-sections are developed. Alternatively, pictures
of before/after conditions can be provided for the CWG to review and discuss.
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9.0

Preliminary Evaluation Criteria

9.1

The preliminary Evaluation Criteria was presented. It included:
Natural Environment

e Vegetation and wildlife habitat

e Aquatic habitat

e Terrestrial habitat

e Species at Risk

o Wildlife safety

e Natural hazards
Socio-Economic Environment

e Residential Properties

e Businesses

e Archaeological Resources

e Built and Cultural Heritage Resources

e Air, noise, vibration impacts
Transportation

e  Geometric Alignment

e Traffic Operations

e Driveway Operations

e Accommodation of all road users

e Safety

e Stormwater quality and quantity
Capital Costs

e Property Acquisition

9.2

CWG members asked where property acquisition would be required. Utility relocation,
culverts and slopes could potentially result in property acquisition.

It was explained that alternatives to property acquisition include easements. Details in
the design could address/minimize potential property acquisition and expropriation
would only be a worst-case scenario.

10.0

Public Information Centre #1

10.1

The PIC #1 is scheduled for Thursday, May 9 at the Belfountain Public School.

The format will be similar to the October 30 Open House, with arrival and Open
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House from 6:30 p.m. — 7:00 p.m. and a presentation and discussion from 7:00 p.m. —
9:00 p.m. Workbooks will be provided for comments.

CWG members noted that having stations around the room to provide comments, as at
the October Open House was good and this could be done again at the PIC.

11.0 | Next Steps

11.1 | Public Information Centre #1 —May 9, 2013

Completion of Technical Studies

Development of Alternative Designs

Community Working Group Meeting — Fall 2013/Winter 2013-2014
Public Information Centre #2 — Fall 2013/Winter 2013-2014

12.0 . Closing Remarks

12.1 | Steve Ganesh reiterated that the Region of Peel would like to actively engage the
community and once again thanked the CWG members for their participation and
encouraged them to attend the upcoming PIC.
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Item

1.0

Welcome, Introductions and Purpose of Meeting

1.1

Sue Cumming introduced the project team from the Region of Peel and the
Consultant, and explained the purpose of the meeting. Brief roundtable introductions
were made by all CWG members and observers.

It was noted that all CWG members received the draft presentation ahead of the
meeting, and although there was a lot of background information in the slides, the
focus of the meeting would be the recommended designs. The project team plans to
present the road profile, cross-sections and plans for each of the roads. The goal of
the meeting is to receive feedback on the recommended designs along with
alternatives considered.

This information will be reviewed with the public at the Public Information Centre
(PIC) scheduled for November 20, 2013. Sue Cumming advised that the format of
this meeting has been designed to allow maximum opportunity for residents and
stakeholders to look at large plans and understand the recommended design for each
area. It will be an Open House format allowing people to drop in anytime between
4:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m. to view the plans and discuss ideas and concerns with the
project team. This is an excellent format for providing the level of detailed
information that is being presented and ensuring that residents and stakeholders can
have one on one review of the information. CWG members were encouraged to
provide advice on any of the materials and large plans being reviewed today and other
information that would be helpful to have available for the PIC.

It was further noted that this would be the last CWG meeting for the study and the
upcoming Public Information Centre (PIC) is the last scheduled.

2.0

Truck Routes

2.1

A continuing concern of CWG members is the implication of the Strategic Goods
Movement Networks Study and use of area roads by trucks. Before presenting the
recommended designs, truck routes were discussed. CWG members asked if the
proposed design recommendations being presented today would bring the roads up to
“truck route standards”. The project team clarified that the designs would bring the
roads up to Regional standards and provide safe roads for all modes. It was reiterated
that the Strategic Goods Movement Network Study proposed roads as potential future
routes, and would require further investigation before any given road can be
designated as a truck route and its truck restrictions are modified.

3.0

Project Recap, Alternative Solutions, Evaluation Results and What is Being
Recommended

3.1

Key design principles to guide the design options were presented. The preferred
designs aim to accommodate the existing mix of traffic while maintaining the rolling
terrain, retaining the rural character of the area, and minimizing impact to adjacent
properties and landscapes. The project team re-emphasized the importance of the
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design principles that have been developed with public input and that these
contributed to the how the recommended designs were developed.

32

Speed Reductions proposed throughout the study area. Speed reductions are
proposed throughout the study area to address deficient stopping sight distance and
driveway sightlines while minimizing changes to the existing vertical profiles.
Proposed posted speeds are as follows (design speeds are 10km/h higher than posted
speeds):

e Village: keep at 40km/h with 50km/h transition towards Bush Street and Old
Main Street

e Mississauga Road: keep at 60km/h between Caledon Mountain Drive and
The Grange, and lower from 70km/h to 60km h from The Grange to Olde
Base Line Road

e Bush Street: lower from 80km/h to 70km/h between Winston Churchill
Boulevard and just west of Shaws Creek

e  Winston Churchill Boulevard: keep at 60km/h between Bush Street and
Sideroad 10; lower from 70km/h to 60km/h from Sideroad 10 to Olde Base
Line Road (also consistent with 60km/h posted speed for Winston Churchill
Boulevard south of Olde Base Line Road as per approved Environmental
Study Report)

e Olde Base Line Road: lower from 60km/h to 50km/h from Winston Churchill
Boulevard to Mississauga Road

These speed reductions would improve safety for all road users, including motorists,
cyclists and pedestrians, and are expected to reduce the number and severity of
collisions involving wildlife. In general, CWG members are supportive of the
proposed speed reductions. Several members commented that although the speed
reduction is good, enforcement will continue to be an issue and wondered whether
stop signs at intersections are being considered. The project team advised that the
traffic volumes do not warrant stop signs. CWG members would like to see more
enforcement on the roads.

It was suggested that the public information materials should show the changes in
travel times associated with the proposed reduction of speed limits for different
segments of the study area.

4.0

Recommended Designs for each of the roads

The project team presented the recommended designs for each of the roads and other
alternatives that were considered. The group discussed potential modifications to the
preferred options.

4.1

Bush Street (Winston Churchill Boulevard to Shaws Creek)

4.1.1

Profile

In general, there are no profile changes proposed along this segment of the study area.
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A CWG member asked what this meant with respect to resurfacing. The project team
advised that full reconstruction is recommended.

412

Cross-section

Cross-section options for Bush Street west of Shaws Creek were presented. In
general, the wider right-of-way (ROW) at this location allows for a rural option. The
preferred option is the 11.4m platform rural option, with two 3.5m wide lanes, 1.7m
paved shoulders to accommodate active transportation and adequate ditches on both
sides. The buffer between the travel lane and paved shoulder would be pavement line
markings, and the shoulders would be signed as a cycling route through the use of
signed posts (pavement would not be marked specifically for cyclists). Pavement
markings would also be used at the edge of the shoulder. Various CWG opinions
were shared about views on the effectiveness for cyclists of buffers vs. white strips. It
was noted by some members that a buffer would be nice to have but not essential. A
further question was noted about whether the road width could be reduced to 3.3
metres. The project team advised that the TAC standards are 3.5m. for a posted speed
of 60k/hr.

413

Plan

A plan showing the extent of the grading impacts corresponding to the recommended
design was presented. In general, all impacts are within the existing ROW, and
localized improvements will be considered at the locations where impacts extend
beyond the existing ROW.

4.2

Winston Churchill Boulevard (Bush Street to Olde Base Line Road)

421

Profile

The proposed profile for this segment includes subtle changes to the existing vertical
profile in order to minimize impacts to the rolling terrain while maintaining a
reasonable design speed. Proposed profile changes include raising the profile at The
Grange. A CWG member asked if a retaining wall was considered with natural stone
instead of a cut. The project team indicated that this will be considered and
reemphasized the subtle change with a 60k/hr posted speed.

422

Cross-section

Cross-section options for Winston Churchill Boulevard were presented. The preferred
option is the 11.4m platform rural option, with two 3.5m wide lanes, 1.7m paved
shoulders, and adequate ditches on both sides. However, the existing ROW along
Winston Churchill Boulevard is relatively narrow and a rural cross-section would
result in significant impacts to adjacent properties and natural/culturally significant
landscapes. Where the landscape is constrained (by features such as trees and fences,
for example), an 11.4m platform, semi-rural cross-section (with two 3.5m wide lanes,
1.7m mountable curbs and underground drainage infrastructure) would be preferred.
Both options would accommodate active transportation.

CWG members asked what percentage of the road would be rural and what
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percentage would be semi-rural with a mountable curb. The project team was still in
the process of assessing the corridors and will present this level of detail at the
upcoming PIC. It was suggested to show pictures of mountable curbs at the PIC for
the public to visualize what the design will look like. Some CWG members are not in
favour of mountable curbs and don’t like the look of them. Most agree, however, that
a semi-rural cross-section would be a good compromise between providing an
adequate road design for all users and minimizing impacts.

423

Plan

A plan showing the extent of the grading impacts corresponding to both cross-section
options was presented. The project team will further evaluate both options and
determine the location where each cross-section option is recommended, and the
recommended design (likely a combination of rural and semi-rural) will be presented
at the upcoming PIC. Localized improvements will also be considered where impacts
extend beyond the existing ROW.

4.3

Mississauga Road (Olde Base Line Road to north of Caledon Mountain Drive)

43.1

Profile

The proposed profile for this segment includes subtle changes to the existing vertical
profile in order to minimize impacts to the rolling terrain while maintaining a
reasonable design speed. Proposed profile changes include raising /lowering
driveways at some locations, but these changes are not drastic.

432

Cross-section

Cross-section options for Mississauga Road were presented. The preferred option is
the 11.4m platform rural option, with two 3.5m wide lanes, 1.7m paved shoulders,
and adequate ditches on both sides. However, the existing ROW along Mississauga
Road is relatively narrow (around 20m, with a designated 30m ROW in the Official
Plan), and a rural cross-section would result in significant impacts to adjacent
properties and natural/culturally significant landscapes. Where the landscape is
constrained (by features such as cemeteries, trees and fences, for example), an 11.4m
platform semi-rural cross-section (with two 3.5m wide lanes, 1.7m mountable curbs
and underground drainage infrastructure) would be preferred, similar to Winston
Churchill Boulevard. Both options would accommodate active transportation.

It was noted that due to the narrower, constrained ROW, Mississauga Road is more
likely to have longer segments of semi-rural cross-section (and shorter rural cross-
section segments) compared to Winston Churchill Boulevard. More details will be
presented at the upcoming PIC.

Some CWG members suggested designing rural cross-sections with narrower lanes
(to reduce footprint and avoid the need for a semi-rural option) and post at lower
speeds than currently being proposed.

433

Plan

A plan showing the extent of the grading impacts corresponding to both cross-section
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options was presented. The project team will further evaluate both options and
determine the location where each cross-section option is recommended, and the
recommended design (likely a combination of rural and semi-rural) will be presented
at the upcoming PIC. Localized improvements will also be considered where impacts
extend beyond the existing ROW. For example, at the pond north of The Grange,
special design considerations will be taken into account and a semi-rural cross-section
at this location could allow the mountable curb to drain water away from the pond,
while a rural cross-section on the other side of the street would provide a ditch.
Concerns were noted about how the design would be developed to take in to account
for ponds and other features close to the road. The project team confirmed that this
would be the approach taken and that options would be reviewed with property
owners.

4.4.

Olde Base Line Road (Winston Churchill Boulevard to Mississauga Road)

44.1

Profile

The proposed profile for this segment includes some significant changes to the
existing vertical profile. The project team has tried to minimize elevation changes at
all driveways, while also minimizing impacts to adjacent landscapes and providing a
safe road for all users. The proposed profile, in combination with a reduction in the
posted speed limit, attempts to balance all impacts and trade-offs.

It was suggested to produce cross-sections for locations of deep cuts/fills. It was noted
that a lot of the cuts occur in bedrock areas. If fills are minimized and cuts are
increased, it would create an interesting landscape to drive through.

It was noted that the rolling profile along Olde Base Line Road results in conflicts
with cyclists as they slowly move up the hill, creating a greater speed differential with
motorists and making it dangerous to share the lane. It is therefore important to
provide a bike lane or shoulder. This is reflected in the cross-section options
presented.

CWG members asked if the Niagara Escarpment Commission had been consulted
about cut and fill. The project team confirmed that the NEC was involved through
the Technical Advisory Committee and their input is being sought.

A further question was noted as to how individual property owners would be able to
provide input and whether the project team would be receptive to changes to
accommodate fences and trees. It was noted that an exaggerated profile will be
shown at the PIC on November 20 to illustrate what is proposed and to discuss fences
and trees with property owners. The project team advised that meetings could also
occur with property owners when the design is 60 to 90% complete to review the
design, options to accommodate specific conditions and to discuss mitigation.

442

Cross-section

Cross-section options for Olde Base Line Road were presented. The preferred option
is the 11.4m platform rural option, with two 3.5m wide lanes, 1.7m paved shoulders,
and adequate ditches on both sides. However, the existing ROW along Winston
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Churchill Boulevard is relatively narrow, and a rural cross-section would result in
significant impacts to adjacent properties and natural/culturally significant landscapes.
Where the landscape is constrained (by features such as trees and fences, for
example), an 11.4m platform semi-rural cross-section (with two 3.5m wide lanes,
1.7m mountable curbs and underground drainage infrastructure) would be preferred.
Both options would accommodate active transportation.

Similarly to Mississauga Road, it was noted that due to the narrower, constrained
ROW, Olde Base Line Road is more likely to have longer segments of semi-rural
cross-section (and shorter rural cross-section segments) compared to Winston
Churchill Boulevard. More details will be presented at the upcoming PIC.

443

Plan

A plan showing the extent of the grading impacts corresponding to both cross-section
options was presented. The plan also illustrates subtle shifts to the road centreline to
centre the road within the existing ROW. This would maximize utilization of the
existing ROW and minimize impacts on either side of the road.

The study team will further evaluate both cross-section options and determine the
location where each cross-section option is recommended, and the recommended
design (likely a combination of rural and semi-rural) will be presented at the
upcoming PIC. Localized improvements will also be considered where impacts
extend beyond the existing ROW.

Questions about roundabouts were noted and why these are not being recommended.
This discussion is referenced in section 5.0 of the CWG meeting notes.

4.5

Belfountain Village

451

Profile

In general, there are no profile changes proposed along this segment.

452

Cross-section

Due to the uniqueness of the village area, cross-section options for various locations
along Bush Street and Mississauga Road/Old Main Street through the village were
presented. In general, the existing ROW is narrow and constrained compared to the
rest of the study area. All options presented include 3.3m wide travel lanes. The
project team welcomed suggestions for modifications to the cross-sections that were
presented, that would further accommodate all road users through this area. The
project team will look at these options more closely and revise the designs through
this area.

Bush Street approx. 300 m east of Shaws Creek

The available ROW at this location is approx. 12 m. Three options were presented:
sidewalks on either side; shoulders on either side; or narrow buffer on one side and
parking on the other side. A sidewalk with a rollover curb was suggested, but the
project team pointed out safety concerns. It was questioned whether
sidewalks/shoulders are required on both sides of the street. In order to better
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accommodate active transportation through the portion of the study area experiencing
the highest volume of cyclists and pedestrians, it is recommended to have
shoulders/sidewalks on both side of the street. The second option, with shoulders on
either side, more closely matches existing conditions.

Bush Street approx. 200 m west of Mississauga Road /Old Main Street

The available ROW at this location is approx. 10.5 m. Two options were presented:
sidewalk on one side and no Active Transportation (AT) facility on the other side; or
narrower buffer/shoulder on both sides. The second option, with buffer/shoulders on
either side, more closely matches existing conditions. It was pointed out that due to
the school zone on the south side, it might make sense to have a full sidewalk on the
south side of the street. CWG members asked whether input has been received from
the community regarding their preference for sidewalks. Through consultation to
date, there are mixed opinions. From a policy perspective, it makes sense to
accommodate pedestrians through the village, where the highest pedestrian volumes
occur. The project team noted that the sidewalk design, look, and material are open to
suggestions.

Bush Street approx. 60 m west of Mississauga Road /Old Main Street

The available ROW at this location is approx. 9.0 m. Two options were presented:
narrow buffer on one side and no AT facility on the other side; or narrower
buffer/shoulder on both sides. The second option, with buffer/shoulders on either side,
more closely matches existing conditions.

Mississauga Road /Old Main Street approx. 85 m south of Bush Street

The available ROW at this location is approx. 13.3 m. Only one option was

presented: 2.25 m paved shoulder on either side. This shoulder would provide space
for active transportation, and might accommodate parking. CWG members suggested
modifying this design to provide adequate parking on one side, and a sidewalk or
multi-use trail on the other. Having parking at this location is important, but so is
having safe, separate space to accommodate pedestrians and cyclists through this
segment of the village. Sidewalks in this area are noted to be very important. Multi-
use pathways are also considered to be very attractive for all users and for connections
to the village.

Mississauga Road /Old Main Street approx. 275 m south of Bush Street (east of
the community centre)

The available ROW at this location is approx. 8.0 m. Only one option was presented:
narrow paved shoulder on either side. In order to accommodate an adequate sidewalk,
widening to the south (but still within the existing ROW) would be required. It was
suggested to bury hydro lines along this segment to maximize the available space
available, or move the hydro poles onto people’s lawns through the pinch point area.
It was also suggested to hang the sidewalk as a cantilever over the existing retaining
wall, but this creates a safety issue as pedestrians would be on the inner curve and
sightlines are not adequate. It was further suggested to connect the sidewalk on either

side of the pinch point with a trail behind the existing buildings; this might be a
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challenge because of the marsh area at that location, but could be further investigated.
It was noted that there is a tree buffer between the road and hydro corridor north of
Caledon Mountain Drive. CWG members recommended that these options be
considered and noted the importance of sidewalks and multi-use trails along the road
in this location. Conflicts with cyclists were also highlighted as needed more review
in the development of designs.

5.0

Roundabouts

Although roundabouts are no longer being considered for the study area, roundabout
concepts for Mississauga Road /Olde Base Line Road, Winston Churchill
Boulevard/Olde Base Line Road, and Winston Churchill Boulevard /Bush Street were
discussed.

CWG members asked why roundabouts are no longer being proposed, as they would
slow down motorists and have the potential to reduce the number of collisions. The
project team recognizes the safety benefits of roundabouts, but there are significant
impacts associated with them. In addition to their large footprint and impact to
adjacent properties/landscapes, they would require profile adjustments beyond those
currently being proposed by the team. Roundabouts would also result in a safety
concem for cyclists, as it is difficult to accommodate them through a roundabout in
rural settings. An off-street cycle path was suggested, but cyclists in this area tend to
stay on or closer to the street. CWG members suggested consulting with local cyclist
groups and the project team noted that there has been consultation with several groups
in the area.

There are other safety mitigation measures that can be implemented in the study area,
such as reducing speed limits, and removing/relocating obstacles like overgrown
vegetation and guiderail at some locations.

CWG members noted that roundabouts might encourage traffic to divert. This study
is not looking to divert traffic or change traffic patterns in the area. Policies to
encourage roundabouts as a means of creating a network of roundabouts throughout
the Region of Peel are also not a guiding principle for this study.

For the Mississauga Road /Olde Base Line Road intersection, it was suggested to
have the posted speed transition from 60 to 70km/h south of Olde Base Line Road,
rather than at the intersection. It was also suggested to consider 4-way stops at this
intersection, as this would force motorists to stop. It was pointed out that some
motorists already stop at this intersection due to misinterpretation of the yellow
beacon.

6.0

Other Design Details

6.1

Lane Widths

CWG members asked why the lanes outside the village are 3.5m wide instead of 3.2-
3.3m, as narrower lanes would reduce impacts to adjacent properties at constrained
locations, in addition to encourage lower speeds. The project team referred to
Transportation Association of Canada (T AC) standards, which stipulate a minimum
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lane width for a specific posted speed and range of traffic volumes.

6.2

Paved Shoulder Design

It was asked if there was any evidence of the effectiveness of a wider buffer
compared to pavement line markings. The Consultant explained that a buffer is nice
to have, but it would not be required due to the proposed speed reductions.

6.3

Pavement Design

CWG members asked if the proposed designs would require full depth reconstruction,
or resurfacing only. The design recommends a combination of the two, based on the
geotechnical assessment recommendations, proposed profile changes, and type of
cross-section.

6.4

Drainage

It was questioned whether a mountable curb or full ditch are really required. The team
explained these are required to provide adequate drainage. Existing conditions do not
allow to adequately drain the road. Although the drainage details are still being
looked at, there is no proposed storm water management pond.

6.5

Cut and Fill

CWG members asked if natural stone retaining walls were considered instead of cuts.
The Consultant explained that where significant grading impacts exist as a result of
the proposed cross-section and profile adjustments, retaining walls will be considered
as an alternative.

6.6

Design Level of Detail

CWG members asked what level of detail would be provided in the designs though
the EA. The project project team explained that the EA would complete the design to
30%. Then, during the detailed design phase, a consultant would be retained to
complete a peer review of the preliminary resign, including the geotechnical
recommendations, and determine if additional boreholes and other studies are
required to move forward with the detailed design.

6.7

Localized Improvements

The proposed design will identify areas where localized improvements would be
required to minimize/mitigate impacts. Designs would be developed through
consultation with individual property owners. All property owners are therefore
encouraged to attend the upcoming PIC for these discussions to start taking place.

6.8

Land Acquisition

CWG members asked if the decision between rural and semi-rural cross-section
where there is a constrained ROW would depend on how willing land owners are to
negotiate property acquisition. The project team explained the decision would be
based on a variety of constraints, including but not limited to, encroachment on
private property. Lori-Ann Thomsen from the Region of Peel explained the property
acquisition process and noted that there would be no negotiations at this stage.
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Consultation with land owners (such as at the upcoming PIC) would encourage the
discussions to start taking place, but land owners would be contacted individually at a
later stage once more of the design details are confirmed. Negotiations for land
acquisition do not typically take place until the detail design stage (60-90% design).
At that stage, there would be meetings with the individual land owners to discuss the
impacts and options, and there are opportunities for design modifications and
mitigation strategies before the design is finalized.

6.7

Cost

CWG members asked about the construction cost for the project. Since some design
elements need to be confirmed and finalized, costs cannot be reasonably estimated at
this stage. More details will be available at the upcoming PIC.

6.8

Recent Construction in Close Proximity to the Study Area

The group asked about the cross-section for the newly constructed portion of
Mississauga Road between King Street and Olde Base Line Road. The project team
agreed to have details of that design (cross-section elements, dimensions) at the PIC
as the team did not have this information at hand.

7.0

Public Information Centre #2 — November 20, 2013

PIC #2 is scheduled for Wednesday, November 20 at the Caledon Country Club.

As noted, the format will be different from the May 9 PIC, with no formal
presentation. There will be an Open House from 4:30 p.m. — 8:30 p.m. The public
will be able to arrive anytime between those hours and talk to the different project
team members about the specific concerns or interest. The material will be displayed
by “themes”, and the recommended designs (cross-section, plan, and profile) will be
organized by corridor. CWG members agreed that this was a good format for holding
the meeting,

Feedback forms will be provided for people to provide their comments.

8.0

Next Steps

Public Information Centre #2 — November 20, 2013
Confirmation of Preferred Designs — Winter 2013/2014
Environmental Study Report — Spring 2014

Study Completion and Filing with MOE — Spring/Summer 2014

9.0

Closing Remarks

Gino reiterated that the Region of Peel would like to actively engage the community
and once again thanked the CWG members for their participation and encouraged
them to attend the upcoming PIC.
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NoTICE OF STUDY COMPLETION
MissSISSAUGA ROAD / OLD MAIN STREET, BUSH STREET,
OLDE BASE LINE ROAD AND WINSTON CHURCHILL BOULEVARD

The Study

The Region of Peel has completed the Schedule ‘C’ Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment (EA) to develop a road design that addresses
safety, drainage, and pavement deficiencies on Mississauga Road / Old
Main Street, Bush Street, Olde Base Line Road and Winston Churchill
Boulevard. The approximate limits of the project area are illustrated on the
map.

The Process

The project team received input from interested stakeholders, the public
and agencies at an Open House, two Public Information Centres, three
Community Working Group meetings, and numerous agency and
stakeholder meetings. The team evaluated road improvement alternatives,
assessed the potential environmental effects of the proposed
improvements and developed reasonable means to mitigate any adverse
impacts.

Key Elements of the Recommended Design
The study recommends:
e A rural cross-section with paved shoulders and ditches for parts of
Bush Street and Olde Base Line Road
e A semi-rural cross section with paved shoulders, mountable curbs
and underground storm sewers for the remainder of the study area
e Parking and a sidewalk through parts of Belfountain Village
e Modest profile adjustments to improve sightlines

Environmental Study Report

An Environmental Study Report (ESR) has been prepared to document the planning and decision making process undertaken
for this study. The results of the study will be available for review for 30 calendar days starting June 30, 2014 and ending July
29, 2014. The ESR is available for review at the following locations:

Region of Peel, Town of Caledon, County of Wellington, Town of Caledon Library,

Clerk's Office Clerk’s Office Clerk’s Office Belfountain Branch

10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite A 6311 Old Church Road 74 Woolwich Street 17247 Shaw’s Creek Road

Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Caledon, ON L7C 1J6 Guelph ON, N1H 3T9 Caledon, ON L7K OE8
Comments

Please visit our website: peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.htm for more information.
Please provide written comments to Gino Dela Cruz within the 30-day review period. If the concerns cannot be resolved, you
may request that the Minister of the Environment make an Order for the project to comply with Part Il of the Environmental
Assessment Act, which addresses individual environmental assessments. The Minister must receive requests for Part Il
Orders at the address below by 4:30 pm on July 29, 2014.

The Honourable Jim Bradley, Minister of the Environment
Ministry of the Environment, 77 Wellesley Street West, 11th Floor, Toronto, ON M7A 2T5

A copy of the Part Il Order request must also be sent to:

Mr. Gino Dela Cruz, Project Manager, Region of Peel Mr. Tyrone Gan, Project Manager, HDR
10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4th Floor 100 York Boulevard, Suite 300
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J8

Tel: 905-791-7800 ext. 7805 Tel: 289-695-4622

Fax: 905-791-1442 Fax: 289-695-4601

E-mail: Gino.DelaCruz@peelregion.ca E-mail: Tyrone.Gan@hdrinc.com

The Region of Peel is committed to ensure that all Regional services, programs and facilities are inclusive and accessible for
persons with disabilities. Please contact the Project Manager if you need any disability accommodations to review the ESR.

Date posted: June 23, 2014



Email Correspondence












Sounds to me that perhaps some decisions have already been made and if so the meetings are a waste of
time.

perhaps | am misinterpreting



























| welcome your offer to meet and discuss the asset management costs for these roads and | have
copied Ms. Kelly Maraj on this email to organize a meeting with us. Please let her know when you are
available in the coming week.

In the meantime should you have any questions please contact me.

Regards,
Steve

Steve Ganesh, MCIP, RPP

Manager, Transportation Program Planning
Region of Peel

Public Works

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B 4th Floor

L6T 4B9

Tel: (905)791-7800, ext. 7824

Fax: (905)791-1442





















To: Saddi, Asha
Cc: Dela Cruz, Gino; 'Tyrone.Gan@hdrinc.com'

Subject: Environmental Assessment PIC #1

Please consider my attached letter regarding the Environmental Assessment of Mississauga Road, Bush Street, Winston
Churchill Blvd and Olde Base Line Road.















Dear Mr. Dela Cruz,

I am a resident who lives in the area being studied. I use these roads on a daily basis. I have
the following comments on the Environmental Assessment for the above roads:

There are serious safety concerns regarding sight lines in the study area. Some of the hills
should be smoothed out so that appropriate sight distances can be achieved.

I am supportive of the utilization of Winston Churchill Blvd. and Olde Base Line Road as truck
routes. This will keep trucks out of Belfountain and provide a suitable route through this
area.

Provisions should be made to keep cyclists off the traveled portions of the road perhaps by
paving the shoulders.

Thanks,





















Please do all in your power to avoid an unnecessary truck route.










Kong, Carol

From: Gan, Tyrone
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2013 4:04 AM
To: Restrepo, Veronica

Subject: FW: May 9: Public Information Centre #1





















members of the public in reviewing information and direct people to specific Project Team members who will
be available to respond to questions.

Attached for your information is a one page overview for the PIC which includes the timing, format, set-up and
communications tools. If you are able to attend, you may want to arrive just before or at 6:30 p.m.

We look forward to meeting you all at the PIC. In the meantime if you have any questions please don’t hesitate
to contact me.

Thanks,

Asha Saddi

Technical Analyst

Transportation Program Planning
Transportation Division

Public Works, Region of Peel
Tel: 905-791-7800 x7794
Fax:905-791-1442
saddia@peelregion.ca

*** The information transmitted, including attachments, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are
not the addressee, any disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution, or other dissemination or use of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error please notify the sender immediately
and then delete this e-mail. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error free as information could be
intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept
liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. If
verification is required please request a hard copy version. ***

*** The information transmitted, including attachments, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are
not the addressee, any disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution, or other dissemination or use of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error please notify the sender immediately
and then delete this e-mail. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error free as information could be
intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept
liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. If
verification is required please request a hard copy version. ***






Also attached is an explanation of our road conditions and asset management approach. A graph provided
shows that the existing and projected conditions of the roadways are below the network average and in the
next 3-5 years are likely to fall below the standard level of service. Allowing roads to fall to poor conditions will
mean the cost of rehabilitation could be at least 5-8 times more expensive.

Another graph provided shows an average of the projected condition of the roadways and a comparison of two
scenarios: “Do Nothing” but patch, and, “Maintain Good Repair”.

3. Maintenance Records
We have received the available maintenance records from our Operations group which are attached for your
review.

As previously mentioned, cost is only one of several factors being considered when determining the need to
improve the roadways in the study area. Other factors include addressing safety, pavement and drainage
deficiencies to ensure Regional roads are up to standard and in a state of good repair for both residents and
the travelling public.

4 TAC Guidelines

The road standards that the Region of Peel uses for the roadways are based on the design from the
Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) manual “Geometric Design Guide for Canadian Roads”. The TAC
guidelines provide standards for the design of the roadway, including horizontal and vertical alignments, lane
and shoulder widths, and other cross-sectional elements to ensure the roadways function safely. The link to
the TAC website is attached:

h

://onlin ices. .ca/English/ .cfm?

5. Site Visits

Some of you have expressed an interest in reviewing some road improvement projects that you can visit on

your own. Attached are two examples that you may want to review:

1. Olde Base Line (McLaughlin to Hurontario) — shows paved shoulders and urban cross-sections where the
right-of-way is constrained, channelized right-turn intersection treatment with landscape features at
McLaughlin Road, and,

2. Winston Churchill Blvd (south of Olde Base Line to 1.2km south of Ballinafad Road) — detailed design is
just starting up but we do have the preliminary plan and profile from the approved EA study. The plans
show the proposed changes to the profile, rural cross-section with sections of urban to avoid constrained
areas, accommodation of natural, heritage and terrestrial environment, and minimal property requirements.

If you have any questions on the information provided please don’t hesitate to contact our Project Manager,

Gino Dela Cruz, at gino.delacruz@peelregion.ca or myself.

Thanks,

Asha Saddi

Technical Analyst, Infrastructure Programming & Studies
Transportation Division

Public Works, Region of Peel

Tel: 905-791-7800 x7794

Fax:905-791-1442

asha.saddi@peelregion.ca










The analysis completed to date for the EA verifies the base and pavement conditions of the roads
have cracking, heaving and drainage deficiencies. These conditions do not lend themselves to
simple band aid patch solutions and reconstruction will be the more cost effective approach in the
long term.

Maintenance Costs

The summary of maintenance costs shown below include records specific to the road surface and
base drainage for the study area roads from 2009 to 2012 with the exception of Winston Churchill
Boulevard, which includes the extensive work in 2004 and 2005 to pave the road, and,
Mississauga Road/Old Main Street, which includes the works in 2008 associated with preventing
50 metres of the road section from sliding down the valley.

Note that the reporting of yearly maintenance records goes back to 2009 when the Region began
recording location measurements with the records for data entry.

Before 2009, locations of the maintenance work was hand written on work orders and may not be
accurate.

Roadway Total Maintenance Costs
Mississauga Road $1,253,453
Winston Churchill Boulevard $690,307°
Olde Base Line Road $162,891
Bush Street $6,792

TOTAL $2,213,443

Notes: 1- Includes costs associated with anchoring a section of roadway in 2008
2- Includes costs associated with surface treatment in 2004/2005

Again, over $2.2 million was spent over the years to patch the roadway as issues arose and the
condition of the roads has not improved. This reinforces the preliminary recommendation to
reconstruct for long term asset management and cost savings.










































Many sections of the roads in the study area do not meet the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) design
standards for grades and/or minimum stopping sight distance, resulting in poor visibility and unsafe driving
conditions. The roads generally have a straight horizontal alignment and a rolling profile with many steep vertical
curves.

As part of this EA, there are opportunities to enhance the road experience in the community for all road users
including pedestrians and cyclists. The study is also investigating ways to minimize and mitigate the high
proportion of collisions involving wildlife, particularly white-tailed deer in the study area.

Rockfort Quarry History

On November 12, 2010 the OMB issued its decision on the Rockfort Quarry applications and turned down the
proposed quarry. The OMB concluded that James Dick Construction Limited had not provided sufficient
information to show that the proposed quarry would not result in unacceptable impacts on the surrounding
natural environment and that the proposed quarry would result in unacceptable negative impacts on cultural
heritage as well as visual, noise and social impacts.

The Region of Peel was involved throughout the OMB process. Regional Council considered the application in
September 2003 and again in March 2009, and on both occasions, Regional Council directed staff and legal
counsel to oppose the approval on the proposed Rockfort Quarry.

Strategic Goods Movement Network Study (SGMNS)

The SGMNS is a long term plan for goods movement in the Region of Peel. The SGMNS was undertaken from
the Council approved Goods Movement Strategic Plan (April 2012) which recommended, under Action ltem 20,
the development of a strategic goods movement network that will preserve and protect existing and potential
truck priority routes for goods movement throughout the Region of Peel. This will help support the economy by
providing a transportation system that moves goods and delivers services quickly, efficiently and safely, while
reducing environmental costs and community impacts. The network is made up of strategic roads that connect
key goods-generators, destinations and highway.

You can view and download the SGMNS from the Region of Peel website at:
http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/goodsmovement/pdf/peel-final-technical-report.pdf

Road Characterization Study (RCS)

The RCS is an implementation measure of the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The outcomes of the
RCS include six new road typologies for Regional roads, cross-sections, and associated access control
measures. The study identifies Winston Churchill Boulevard, Olde Base Line Road, Mississauga Road and Bush
Street as a “Rural Road” and Old Main Street as a “Rural Main Street”. Regional Council endorsed these
initiatives at the Council meeting on May 9, 2013.

You can view and download the RCS from the Region of Peel website at:
http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/business/pdfs/rcs-full-report.pdf

Both the Strategic Goods Movement Network and Road Characterization studies were developed by members
from local area municipalities, including staff from the Town of Caledon.

The SGMNS and the Current EA
The current EA would have been undertaken irrespective of the SGMNS. This EA addresses the drainage,
sightlines, pavement and safety deficiencies identified in the study area and the recommended solution must be
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period will be less than 3 times the single highest hour traffic. The same applies to the PM
peak.

During discussions, we went through the exercise of taking the traffic counts in Display #6
and determining the AM peak and PM peak hour traffic volumes. Below, is a summary of the
calculations undertaken together during our conference call.

Bush Street (west of the north leg of Winston Churchill)

The AM peak hour volume is the sum of all traffic on Bush Street west of the north leg of
Winston Churchill Boulevard. During discussions, you noted that this leg of Bush Street is
outside the jurisdiction of the Region of Peel.

9 eastbound to northbound left turns
196 eastbound through
38 westbound through
15 southbound to westbound right turns
258 total vehicles on Bush in the AM peak hour

Bush Street (between the north and south legs of Winston Churchill)

There are two sources for traffic counts for this section of Bush Street: the count undertaken
for Bush Street at the north leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard, and the count conducted for
Bush Street at the south leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard. Using the traffic counts for Bush
Street at the south leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard, the AM peak hour volume for this
segment of Bush Street is:

35 northbound to westbound left turns
29 westbound through
139 eastbound through

156 eastbound to southbound right turns
359 total vehicles on Bush Street in the AM peak hour

Using the traffic counts for Bush at the north leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard, the AM peak
hour volume for Bush Street (between the north and south legs of Winston Churchill
Boulevard) is:

18 westbound to northbound right turns
38 westbound through
196 eastbound through
115 southbound to eastbound left turns
367 total vehicles on Bush Street in the AM peak hour

During discussions we noted that the traffic on this segment of Bush Street (between the
north and south legs of Winston Churchill Boulevard) includes north-south traffic on Winston
Churchill Boulevard that is using this short section of Bush Street to travel north-south,
because of the jog on Winston Churchill Boulevard at Bush Street. That is why the traffic
volumes on this short segment are higher than the rest of Bush Street to the east and west.
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Bush Street (between Winston Churchill and Shaws Creek Road)

There are two sources of traffic counts for this section of Bush Street: the count taken at the
intersection of Bush Street at the south leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard, and the count
taken for Bush Street at the Shaws Creek Road intersection. Using the traffic count for Bush
Street at the south leg of Winston Churchill Boulevard, the AM peak hour volume for Bush
Street between Winston Churchill Boulevard and Shaws Creek Road is:

139 eastbound through
7 northbound to eastbound right turns
29 westbound through
6 westbound to southbound left turns
181 total vehicles on Bush in the AM peak hour

Using the traffic count for Bush Street at Shaws Creek Road, the AM peak hour volume for
Bush Street between Winston Churchill Boulevard and Shaws Creek Road is:

4 eastbound to northbound left turns
135 eastbound through
3 eastbound to southbound right turns
28 westbound through
6 northbound to westbound left turns
3 southbound to westbound right turns
159 total vehicles on Bush in the AM peak hour

The traffic volumes on Mississauga Road were also reviewed during the conference call,
using the traffic count for Mississauga Road at the intersection of The Grange Sideroad, from
Display #6.

Mississauga Road (north of The Grange Sideroad):

272 southbound through
2 southbound to eastbound left turns
0 southbound to westbound right turns
4 westbound to northbound right turns
40 northbound through
0 eastbound to northbound left turns
318 total vehicles on Mississauga Road in the AM peak hour

Mississauga Road (south of The Grange Sideroad):

272 southbound through
12 eastbound to southbound right turns
3 westbound to southbound left turns
4 northbound to westbound left turns
40 northbound through

5 northbound to eastbound right turns
336 total vehicles on Mississauga Road in the AM peak hour

Display #21 from the May 2013 Public Information Centre was also referred to.
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being requested. In our conversation, we again offered to provide traffic data that you
request, provided that the request is reasonable and that the data is available.

In our discussion, we agreed that the Region will provide the following traffic data requests:

Intersection traffic counts for Display #6 from the 2010 Public Information Centre
e Traffic counts that show hourly volumes over the day
e Accident summaries — the Region is unable to provide specific collision records
from the OPP due to privacy concerns

This information will be mailed to you separately as the documents are too large to send
electronically.

As always, we are pleased to work with you to help clarify information.
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Kong, Carol










Thanks,

Asha Saddi

Technical Analyst, Infrastructure Programming & Studies
Transportation Division

Public Works, Region of Peel

Tel: 905-791-7800 x7794

Fax:905-791-1442

asha.saddi@peelregion.ca




llisions/Accidents on Mississauga Road between Old Base Line and Bush Street, for the period 20xx to 20xx

Single motor vehic
ended up in the di

tor Vehicle Single motor vehicle and a Single motor vehicle and a Single motor vehicle and an involving another
bicyclist(s) pedestrian(s) animal vehicle, bicyclist,
or animal as count
first four columns
low How How How How How How How How
any How many many How many many How many many How many many
jith many without | with many without | with many without | with many without | with
jury(s) | with injury or | injury(s) | with injury or | injury(s) | with injury or | injury(s) | with injury or | injury(s
ut no death(s) | death but no death(s) | death but no death(s) | death but no death(s) | death but no
eath(s) death(s) death(s) death(s) death(s

above table for each of the other 3 road segments



9//94# waloid

l‘ E €10z Jequajdag

-sjsod Jo sjiesapinB se yons sjoalqo Aieuonels yym papijjod Jo ‘yoyp ayj ul dn papua sajoiyaa Jojow ajbuls ay} pue ‘(sjewiue Jo ‘suenjsapad
's)sijoAd ‘sajoiyan Jojow Buipnjoul Jou) S10j0e} [BUIBIXS O} NP [0IJU0D }SO] SBIOIYSA YDIYM Ul SUOISI||0D SpNn[oul SUOIsI||od $193[q0 peoy-=30O Buinjoau| ‘AjluQ ssjoiyap Jojo ajbulg, (g
*(uoislj|0o Jewiuy pue 3IYaA JOJol 3JBuIS, B palapIsSuod sem ‘JleipienB ay) yim papljjod SNy} pue [ewiue ue pioAe 0} PaAIaMS SJOIYaA B Ydiym
Ul UoISI||02 Y "X3) "J0}oe} [eua)xa ay} Yyim apljjod Ajuessacau jou pip jng ‘Aq pasneo suois|jjod apnjoul ‘sjewiue Jo ‘suenjsapad ‘s)sijoAd BuiAjoAul SUOISI||09 BJ0IYaA Jojo 3jbulg, (g
*SPRIYaA Jojow 3jdinw ypm apijjoo Ajuessadau jou pip Jng ‘Aq asneod suoisi||jod apnjul SUoIs|||0d S3JPIYaA JojolN aidniniy, (L

:S3JON
Sl o€ 0 I 44
€ cl - - o€ - - - - I - - 4 114 suoisijjo9 [ejoL
py ebnessissip puy
- - Z - - 8 - - - - - - - - L PAIG [1'Y2INYD UOJSUIAA udamiag
Py aulT aseg apjo
py 8ui sseg apjO
- L - - - Z - - - - - - - - L PUE PAIG [[1Y2INYD UOISUIA

1O uojoasIAY|

pY dur aseg ap|O puy
- - z . - S - - - - - - - ! b 1S ysng usamjag
PAIE 111424nYD UOISUIM

PAIE [1U2INYD UOISUIAA
. . - - - L - . . - - - - - L pue s ysng
1O uonoasIau|

PAIg [I'Y2INYD UOJSUIA puy
- - - - - z - - - - - - - - L py ebnessissi)\ usamjag

IS ysng

IS ysng
- - - - - z - - - - - - - - Z pue py ebnessissipy
JO uoioasIa|

IS ysng puy
- b S - - 8 - - - - b - - - L pY 8ur sseg apjO ussmisg
py ebnessissin

py ebnessissip

- - L - - z . - - - - - - ! 9 pue py aur aseq 9pjO
O uonoasIa|

Ainfuj Auo Ainfu) Auo Ainfu) Aluo Ainfu) Aup Ainfu) Auo
leleq |ejeq abeweq leleq |ejeq obeweqg | [eleq |ejeq obeweq | |eleq |ejeq abeweq | |eleq |eleq abeweq
=UON Apadoud =UoN Apadoid =UoN Ayadoid =UON Auadoig =UON Auadolig
sjoelqo
£
peoy-30 Buiajoay] ‘Ajup NAmv_uE_:< pue Nzcm_._uwcuwn_ pue Nvaaw__o>o pue ,S3IAIYaA J0JON sydinn uoieson

SIoIIBA 10104 SIBUIS a|diyaA 10)0} 8jbulg al21ya 1030 8jbulg a|2lya Jojol ojbuis

ealy ApniS UIYIM 010Z ‘L€ Jequiaoaq 0} 9002 ‘| Arenuepr woly Jojoe) [esned Aq SuoIsl|jo9 JO JaquinN

Arewwwing uoisijod
V3 PEOY aul] aseg ap|O PUB pPJeAs|nog [|IYdinyD UOISUIAA ‘193118 ysng ‘}19ais ulely pjO ‘peoy ebnessissipy




Table 1: 2009 Turning Movement Count Data, Source: MG8 ENG

Location Count Date
Mississauga Road and Olde Base Line Road November 11, 2009
Mississauga Road and The Grange Sideroad November 11, 2009
Mississauga Road and Woodland Court June 17, 2009
Mississauga Road and Caledon Mountain Drive June 17, 2009
Bush Street and Shaws Creek Road November 17, 2009
Bush Street and Winston Churchill Boulevard NB November 11, 2009

Note: Traffic data used for the 2010 Mississauga Road / Old Main Street and Bush Street EA

Table 2: 2012 Turning Movement Count Data, Source: MG8 ENG

Location Count Date
Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road July 18, 2012
Winston Churchill Boulevard and 5th Sideroad July 18, 2012
\S/\il;r;i::)c;réchurchill Boulevard and The Grange July 17, 2012
Winston Churchill Boulevard and Bush Street July 17, 2012
Olde Base Line Road and Shaws Creek Road July 18, 2012
Olde Base Line Road and Rockside Road July 19, 2012
Mississauga Road and Olde Base Line Road July 19, 2012
Mississauga Road and The Grange Sideroad July 24, 2012
Mississauga Road and Woodland Court July 24, 2012
Mississauga Road and Caledon Mountain Drive July 25, 2012
Mississauga Road and Bush Street July 26, 2012 and
July 28, 2012
(Saturday)

Note: Traffic data used for the ongoing Belfountain Area Class EA (Mississauga Road / Old Main Street,
Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard, and Olde Base Line Road)
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1 to April 30, any axle on a commercial motor vehicle or trailer weighing more than 5,000 kg (5 tonnes per
axle) is NOT allowed on any Regional road listed below.

. Prohibited
Regional Road From To Months or Time

Bush Street / Forks of the Credit  Highway 10 The boundary between the Region | March and April
Road of Peel and the County of

Wellington
Mississauga Road Mayfield Road Bush Street / Forks of the Credit March and April

Road
Olde Base Line Road McLaughlin Road Winston Churchill Boulevard March and April
Winston Churchill Boulevard Bovaird Drive Bush Street / Forks of the Credit Anytime

West

Source: SCHEDULE A, PART 22 OF BY-LAW NUMBER 15-2013, AXLE LOAD WEIGHT RESTRICTIONS

Conclusion

As noted above, our design goal has been focused on addressing the pavement, drainage and safety
deficiencies while minimizing impacts to the rural character and natural environment. The currently preferred
design reflects these goals and study principles and does not make any recommendations to designate
any of the roads as a ‘truck haul route’ or remove or alter any of the existing truck restrictions
(referenced above). Specifically, we are proposing 3.5m lane widths (typical lane widths for Regional Roads
with higher volumes of trucks are 3.65-3.75m); 1.7m shoulder for active transportation (typical shoulder widths
for Regional Roads with higher volume of trucks are greater than 2.0m); and 60km/h and 50 km/h posted
speed on Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road, respectively, to address sight line
deficiencies while minimizing impacts to the vertical profile (typical posted speeds for Regional Roads with
higher volumes of trucks are 70-80 km/h).

In terms of moving forward and next steps, it is important that we keep in mind that this EA will be submitted to
the Ministry of the Environment and reviewed on the merits of its scope as per provisions of a Municipal Class
Schedule B EA. As for related issues that have come up during this EA, such as the Region’s Strategic Goods
Movement Network (SGMN), the Region will embark to undertake further feasibility studies for the Strategic
Goods Movement Network Study to determine which segments should remain in the network. In addition to
this feasibility work, the Region may at a future date consider revising the Right-of-Way for Winston Churchill
Blvd to less than 30m as currently allowed in the Official Plan. Merits of this reduction would be based on:

1. The findings of this EA which has demonstrated the proposed design can fit within the 20m ROW (for
the most part)

2. The Region’s forthcoming update to the Long Range Transportation Plan may verify that the growth
projected from 2031 to 2041 in this section of Peel does not warrant additional lanes.

On behalf of the project team | would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your time in participation of
the CWG. As you know, we are moving forward with PIC No. 2, scheduled for November 20, 2013. In the
meantime, should you require any additional information please contact me. For those of you who may be
interested, please see attached the pavement design for Ontario conditions.

Regards,
Steve

Steve Ganesh, MCIP, RPP
Manager, Infrastructure Programming & Studies



Public Works, Transportation Division
10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B 4th Floor
L6eT 4B9

Tel: (905)791-7800, ext. 7824

Fax: (905)791-1442
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Wonking for gou
Current EA Design Typical Posted Speed for High
3. Speed Truck Volume Regional Roads
Proposed posted speeds e.g. Mayfield Road, Airport Road, and,
Highway 50
P Proposed 60 km/h for MAXIMUM
60 Winston Churchill Boulevard

Proposed 50 km/h for B 0

Olde Base Line Road

Contact Us
If you have any questions or concerns about the project, please contact Gino Dela Cruz, Project Manager,
Region of Peel at 905-791-7800 x7805 or email at Gino.Dela Cruz@peelregion.ca.

Further Information

To obtain more information about the study please visit our study website at:
http://www.peelregion.ca/pw/transportation/environ-assess/mississauga-road-bush.htm

This EA is not recommending a pavement structure for high volume trucks
November 2013
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1.7m sidewalks) to ensure the property impacts to residents are minimized. | have attached a copy of the
Village Cross-Section along Bush Street for your reference.

Orb Development

It is important to note that the 5m allowance through the Orb Development (as referenced in the December 3,
2013 email from David Jobe) for trail connectivity can be examined and obtained gratuitously through the
Planning Act, a process separate from this EA. Once the Draft Plan of Subdivision is filed with the Town of
Caledon, the Town will administer a public consultation process to review the proposal. Through this process,
Peel can work with the Town on examining property acquisition for the trail.

Key Messages from Stakeholders/Community - And how the design addresses them

1. Maintain the rural character
Minimized profile changes and kept the rolling profile by adopting lower design speeds than typical Regional roads
Minimized impacts to property, existing driveways and natural/heritage/cultural features by adopting semi-rural cross-
section where the right-of-way is constrained
Lane widths are narrower than typical Regional roads to help lower traffic speeds and minimize property impacts

2. Promote active transportation
Provided paved shoulders throughout the road corridors to accommodate cyclists and improved safety for all road
users
Paved shoulders also serve to accommodate larger farm vehicles that occasionally use the study area roads

3. Context-sensitive / Multi-modal Village Design
Provided pedestrian facility on one side of the road for walking in the Village and connecting to points of interest such
as the ‘downtown businesses’ (Old Main St / Bush St), the Belfountain elementary school (Shaw's Creek Rd/ Bush
St), and the Belfountain Community Centre.
Provided for parking along Old Main St from north of the Belfountain Community Centre to Bush St where we have
space in the right-of-way
Lane widths are narrower than typical Regional roads to help lower traffic speeds and minimize property impacts

4. Address safety and excessive traffic speeds
Lowered design speeds throughout the study area
Improved sightlines at driveways and throughout the road corridors by adjusting vertical profile up to safe road

standards

Lane widths are narrower than typical Regional roads to help lower traffic speeds and minimize property impacts
More consistent posted speeds along Mississauga Rd. and Winston Churchill Blvd.
Improved conditions for potential animal related collisions by adopting lower design speeds, improving sight lines,
and deer/other wildlife crossing mitigation measures (such as enhanced signage, fencing, crossings, etc. this will be
reviewed in detailed design in consultation with MNR).

5. Address deficient pavement and drainage conditions
Provided proper road base and pavement structure
Provided proper drainage with both semi-rural and rural cross-sections to take water away from the road base and
pavement structure

Next Steps

The Environmental Study Report (ESR) for this EA is scheduled to be released in May 2014. At that time the
public will have opportunities to submit comments. The ESR will note the following text that speaks to the
issues you have raised.

e If the Orb development application is submitted during the detailed design, the Region in conjunction
with the Town of Caledon can examine property options for a possible trail connection.
























One is that this work would be a waste of money. Why should tax payers be obliged to support this

unnecessary work? We are happy to be living in a rural area and do not want our place to look like a suburb of
Mississauga.

There would be no significant improvement in the safety of the road at this point so close to the stop sign.
During the past 26 years we have lived here no traffic safety problem has been seen by us here.

Your intention of cutting down the old maple tree is a great shame because it still has many years of beautiful

life for everyone to enjoy. We would not mind your cutting the young ash tree at the corner because, like our
other ash trees, it may soon die anyway.

Of course, we do support your proposal to lower the speed limit on this section of the road which is one of the
noisiest anywhere.

G - | would be pleased to expand on these and other points, e.g., by telephone at your
convenience. Our number is (  NEGD

Yours sincerely,









Kong, Carol

From: Ganesh, Steve <Steve.Ganesh@peelregion.ca>

Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:44 PM

To: Dela Cruz, Gino

Cc: Paterak, Richard; Saddi, Asha

Subject: FW: Scan-to-Me from 172.21.0.33 2013-11-25 141819
Attachments: Scan-to-Me from 172.21.0.33 2013-11-25 141819.pdf
Hello Gino:

Please see below correspondence to Councillor Paterak for our inclusion in the ESR documentation. Could you please
send Councillor Paterak the final version of the fact sheet that shows the difference in pavement structure from the
MBOW roads and other roads in Peel.

Councillor Paterak — Thanks for the kind words. It was a team effort...thanks for your support.

Best,
Steve

Steve Ganesh, MCIP, RPP

Manager, Infrastructure Programming & Studies
Public Works, Transportation Division

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B 4th Floor

L6eT 4B9

Tel: (905)791-7800, ext. 7824

Fax: (905)791-1442

From: Richard Paterak [mailto:richard.paterak@caledon.ca]
Sent: November 25, 2013 2:19 PM

To: Ganesh, Steve

Subject: FW: Scan-to-Me from 172.21.0.33 2013-11-25 141819

Steve,

Attached is a statement from a couple who live on Olde Base. | send it to you to put with other comments. If | hear back
from these people | may arrange a meeting with your staff and the residents.

Regards,
Richard

PS The meeting was highly successful in my opinion. You folks did a great job. Please send me a pdf of the handout on
the difference between what we are doing and a truck route. Thanks.

Richard

This message (and any associated files) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed. The content of the message is the property
of the Corporation of the Town of Caledon. The message may contain information that is privileged, confidential, subject to copyright and exempt from disclosure
under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying, or modification of this
message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately, advising of the error and delete this message
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e The local government changed its road standards and now finds Olde Baseline Road
does not meet its standards - not surprising in light of the fact they changed the
standard. The local government staff has decided to widen the road, pave the
shoulders and exercise its 30 meter right of way, in the name of safety. Thousands
of mature trees, including some 50-100 year old maples, will be cut. Fences, wood
and stone, that have been in place for decades will need to be moved at the owner’s
expense. Already traffic consistently exceeds the speed limit. We invite anyone to
stand with us at our road between 6:30 and 8:30 am, and again in the evening, to
observe traffic. Instead of 60 kph, it averages in excess of 80 kph. An unobtrusive
speed camera (not one with the large sign showing your speed in lights) left in the
area for a month would tell the story clearly. We even have crazy drivers passing
each other on that stretch of road to gain an extra 30 or 45 seconds in their
commute. Widening the road, and paving the shoulders will lead to higher speeds
and ever more serious accidents.

Consider how we feel. Noise, visual, and diesel/gasoline pollution have increased with
these ‘improvements’. The quiet enjoyment of our property has been taken from us, and
will worsen with these ‘improvements’. The safety of ourselves, our children and
grandchildren has deteriorated. These ‘improvements’ have consistently shown that
they increase danger, not safety, as measured by the very statistics the staff uses to
propose yet further improvements. No-one seriously thinks that making the roads
more amenable to higher speeds and more traffic will make them safer. The value of
our properties will decrease. This is essentially a ‘taking’ of our property without any
compensation. Even the 30 meter right of way was imposed on the land-owners, never
purchased.

We live in an area where we need three different approvals just to expand a deck on our
house - the escarpment, green belt and regional government interests must be met. We are
hesitant to clear a tree on our property for fear of disturbing the well-studied salamander.
We have had government employees studying wetlands on our property. Yet, along
comes the local government to excavate the natural rolling hills, to cut down
thousands of trees, to move or blast natural rock of the escarpment, to force us to
move our rock and wood fences, all in the name of ‘improvements’ that we do not
want, have never asked for and with which we do not concur.

We fought for a decade to defeat the plans of our recently-moved-in neighbor to the west,
@ (o tcar a massive hole in the escarpment. Now, with the support of him and his
lobbyists, the roads coming past his recently acquired ‘farm’ are being classified as a ‘heavy












From: (D
Sent: December 5, 2013 1:50 PM

To: Saddi, Asha; Tyrone.Gan@hdrinc.com; Dela Cruz, Gino (R Patcrak, Richard
Subject: EA Study for Mississauga Road, OBL, WCB and Bush Street

Hello,

Thanks for setting up the PIC #2. Please see my comments below. As'you kriw | live and work in the Study
Area residing at the major intersection of Mississauga Road and Olde Base Line. Incredibly, mine is the only
house on this corner. | support the use of these roads for all road users, including goods movement and truck
uses.

There was a handout that made the following statement:

"This area is not designated for significant future growth, therefore the volumes will remain relatively
constant. There is no need to construct the pavement to handle significant volumes of truck traffic."

Unfortunately this statement is not accurate for the following reasons:

e the area immediately south of this area is designated for some of the highest growth of any area in
North America.

¢ The materials (aggregates) needed to construct this high growth area come from immediately north of
the Study Area.

e The only reason that there is not more truck traffic on these roads today is the poor condition of the
roads and the fact that they are posted as No Truck Routes.

¢ The current lack of availability of these roads for truck traffic leads to congestion on other longer
routes rather than promoting a safe and efficient Road Network as stated in the Peel Official Plan.

e My company would save at least a million kilometers per year of travel if these roads were permitted
to carry truck traffic today. These savings would increase over time as the land between Mississauga
Road and WCB north of Bovaird Drive begins to develop as is currently being planned.

e These roads are designated Major Roads in the Peel Official Plan.

e These roads are designated Medium Capacity Arterial Roads in the Caledon Official Plan.

¢ These roads are identified as a Primary Truck Route in the recent Peel Goods Movement Network
Study.

¢ Now is the appropriate time to construct this route with a robust Pavement Design to accommodate
both the current users of this road, but also future traffic as is planned for this road network.

From the Feedback Form | have the following comments.

1. Recommended Designs. | support the design as put forward save for my comments about robust structure
above. If you build these roads correctly the first time you may never have to do so again for many years.
While the design put forward is structurally suitable to carry all traffic, one should consider the important role
that these roads will play as hundreds of thousands of new residents and jobs are added to the area south of
the Study Area.

2. Alternative Design Concepts. | would support the use of rock cuts along Olde Base Line Road to eliminate
the requirement to place extensive fill in the low spots. Pending geotechnical confirmation, | think you will find
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of the 410, connecting to the future Parkway in NW Brampton, should be considered in how future truck routes should

flow.
e If the roads in this EAS are to be used as a gravel haul route, the aggregate producer should pay for all of the

road reconstruction. Stop passing costs down to the taxpayer.

Thanks,









URS Qanada fnc.

Rockfort Quarry OMB Hearing
Traffic fmpact & Haul Route Evaluation Study Report

Addendum

URS has prepared this Addendum to update the May 2005 Traffic Impact and Haul Route Evaluation Study
Report (“the Report™) for the proposed Rockfort Quarry in the Town of Caledon. Where appropriate, new
base information has been collected and reviewed to identify whether this more recent information has

materially impacted the analysis/conclusions reached in the Report.
When any section of the Report has new information, that information and any resulting review/analysis are
provided as shown below. -

Velume 1
SECTION3 F UTURE TRENDS.’PROJECTIONS

3A Existing Traffic Conditions
Existing traffic volumes (2006/2007) for the recommended haul route were obtained from the

Region of Peel and the MTO. In addition URS undertook traffic counts for the recommended route
in June 2008. These counts are summarized in Appendix A of this Addendum.

3B Traffic Growth
The traffic growth rates used to establish background traffic projections for the recommended haul

route were revisited in the light of the more recent traffic counts. These rates and the projected
background traffic volumes for the aew horizon years are estimated and sumimarized in Appendix B
of this Addendum.

SECTION 4 MAJOR ROAD NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS

4A Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO)
The MTO is currently constructing the following previously proposed works in the Study Area:
e Highway 410 from its present end at Mayfield Road north-westerly to connect with Highway
10 north of Valleywood Drive in the Town of Cal edon. This work is expected to be complete

int the Fall of 2009.
® Highway 10 is being widened to 4/5 lanes from just south of Caledon Village to Highway 9.

his wark is expected to be complete in the Fall of 2009.

4B Region of Peel
€ Region of Peel 2008 Capital Budget and Forecast! i ncludes the following anticipated

expenditures on Regional roads in the study area during the 2008-2017 timeframe:
W * Winston Churchill Boulevard from Balinafad Road to Olde Base Line Road-Class EA. This is ;
scheduled to take place in 2008 at a cost of $250,000. :
i /L/L- Winston Churchill Boulevard from Balinafad Road to Olde Base Line Road-two-lane c AT '

reconstruction and/or pavement rehabilitation. The design of this project is expected to be %
initiated in 2009 with construction taking place in 2012. The total project cost is estimated at BE

FaVe $8.726,000. Rocser

e Winston Churchill Boulevard from approximately 560 metres north of the Terra Cotta Parl?
This work is scheduled to take place in

y

entrance (o Balinafad Road-two-lane reconstruction,
2009 at a total cost of $1,660,000.

I . i -
Region of Peel. “2008 Capital Budget and Forgcasl”, 2008 P S
" Haul Routs Eualuation Study Report
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URS Canada Inc.

* Mississauga Road from Olde Base Line Road to Caledon Mountain Road-Class EA. This is
scheduled to take place in 2009 at a cost of $250,000.

° Mississauga Road from Olde Base Line Road to Caledon Mountain Road-two-lane
reconstruction and/or pavement rehabilitation. The design is scheduled to be initiated in 2010
with construction in 2012. The total project cost is estimated at $6,425,000.

¢ Winston Churchill Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street-Class EA. This is
scheduled to take place in 2010 at a total cost of $250,000.

e Winston Churchill Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street- two-lane
reconstruction and/or pavement rehabilitation. The design is scheduled to be initiated in 201 1
with construction in the 2013-2017 timeframe. The total project cost is estimated at
$7,096,000.

¢ Olde Base Line Road from Winston Churchill Boulevard to Mississauga Road-Class EA. This
is scheduled to take place in 2010 at a total cost of $200,000.

¢ Olde Base Line Road from Winston Churchill Boulevard to Mississauga Road-two-lane
reconstruction and/or pavement rehabilitation. The design is scheduled to be initiated in 201 |
with construction in 2012-2017 timeframe. The total project cost is estimated at $3,841,000.

* Mississauga Road/King Street intersection-implementation of northbound right turn lane. This
work is scheduled to take place in 2012 at a cost of $54,000.

SECTION 5 ROCKFORT QUARRY

5B Phasing
Phase 1 operations are now assumed to commence in 2011
Phase 2 operations are now assumed to commence in 2014
Phase 3 operations are now assumed to commence in 2017

5D Site Generated Traffic

5.D.2 Daily/Hourly Truck Traffic Scenarios

Hourly Variation: Hourly shipping data was obtained for the Caledon Sand & Gravel
(CS&G) operation in Caledon for October 2007 to determine whether there had been any
significant pattern change since October 1997. The average percentage of daily truck
shipments for the months of October 1997 and 2007 are shown graphically in Figure 5.3A
herein. This shows that the hourly distribution pattern used in the earlier report has remained
generally consistent through time, particularly during the critical AM Peak Period, and no
changes to any subsequent analysis using this material was considered necessary.

S,

Rockorl Quarry Haul Traffic impact and
Haul Route Evaluation Study Report
Addendum ~ July 2008






One suggestion I'd like to reinforce is to take any possible opportunity, if construction proceeds, to help facilitate
installation of high speed internet cable, especially if utility relocations are involved.

| appreciate this is not the Region's mandate, but hope the suggestion helps to increase profile and priority of this
issue in areas not served by the major carriers.




Appendix A.2
Agency Consultation

































From: Keen, Stephen

Sent: Monday, August 13, 2012 4:30 PM

To: Baudais, Nathalie

Subject: Fw: CLASS EA REGIONAL ROAD CORRIDOR (No. 11-4360) NEATS 34342
Attachments: RDIMS-#6077714-v2-NWP_APP_GUIDE_EN.PDF; RDIMS-#6077727-v2-

FORM-_TC_APPLICATION_FORM.PDF

From: Craigs, Jeremy [mailto:jeremy,craigs@tc,gc,ca
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2012 03:28 PM

To: 'hitesh.topiwala@peelregion.ca' <hitesh.topiwala@peelregion.ca>
Cc: Keen, Stephen
Subject: CLASS EA REGIONAL ROAD CORRIDOR (No. 11-4360) NEATS 34342

Thank you for the information regarding the above referenced project. We have reviewed the information, and note the
following:

Transport Canada is responsible for the administration of the Navigable Waters Protection Act (NWPA), which prohibits
the construction or placement of any “works” in navigable waters without first obtaining approval. If any of the related
project undertakings cross or affect a potentially navigable waterway, the proponent should prepare and submit an
application in accordance with the requirements as outlined in the attached Application Guide and Form. Any questions
about the NWPA application process should be directed to the Navigable Waters Protection Program at (519) 383-1863

or NWPontario-PENontario@tc.gc.ca.

Please review the Minor Works and Waters (Navigable Waters Protection Act) Order, established to outline the specific
standards and criteria under which Transport Canada considers a work as a minor and does not require an application
under the NWPA. It is the responsibility of the applicant, prior to submitting an application to the Navigable Waters
Protection Program for review, to assess whether their work meets the criteria, as described, and, therefore, falls within
one of the excluded classes. An application will only be required if it is determined that the work cannot meet the
criteria established for that particular “class” of excluded work.

Transport Canada is also responsible for inspecting and auditing federally regulated railway companies that are
subject to the Railway Safety Act. Transport Canada also regulates some provincial shortlines from the
Province of Ontario that are part of an Agreement between the Federal Government and the Province of
Ontario. The Railway Safety Act, with related regulations and rules, provides the legislative and regulatory
framework for safe railway operations in Canada. The rail safety program develops, implements and promotes
safety policy, regulations, standards and research, and in the case of railway grade crossings, subsidizes safety
improvements. A list of all the Rail Safety legislations (the Act, Regulations, Rules, Guidelines, Policies and
Standards) that applies to the federally regulated railways, can be found here:

http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/legislation.htm

The Act also addresses the construction and alteration of railway works, the operation and maintenance of
railway equipment and certain non-railway operations that may affect the safety of federally regulated railways.
If a proposed railway work is of a prescribed kind, pursuant to the Notice of Railway Works Regulations, the
proponent shall not undertake the work unless it has first given notice of the work in accordance with the
regulation. More information related to railway works is available at the following internet sites:

Railway Safety Act: http://www.tc.gc.ca/acts-regulations/acts/1985s4-32/menu.htm
1



Notice of Railway Works Regulations: http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/SOR-91-103/

Standards Respecting Pipeline Crossings Under Railways: http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/standards-
tce10-236.htm

Guideline on Requesting Approval to Undertake Certain Railway Works:
http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/guideline-283.htm

General inquiries about the Rail Safety Program can be directed to RailSafety @tc.gc.ca or by calling 613-998-
2985.

Thank you,

Jeremy Craigs

Environmental Officer, Transport Canada - Ontario Region (PHE)
4900 Yonge Street, North York, ON M2N 6A5 Phone: 416-952-0502



},— One Dundas Street West, Suite 2000, Toronto, ON M5G 2L5
Onta rlo 1, rue Dundas Ouest, bureau 2000, Toronto, ON M5G 2L5

Infrastructure Ontario

September 6, 2012

Thank you for circulating Infrastructure Ontario (formerly the Ontario Realty Corporation) on your
Notice. Infrastructure Ontario (IO) is the strategic manager of the provincial government's real
property with a mandate of maintaining and optimizing value of the portfolio, while ensuring real
estate decisions reflect public policy objectives of the government.

As you may be aware, /O is responsible for managing real property that is owned by Her Majesty
the Queen in Right of Ontario as represented by the Minister of Infrastructure (MOI). There is a
potential that IO manages lands that fall within your study area. As a result, your proposal may
impact IO managed properties and/or the activities of tenants present on 10-managed lands. In
order to determine if IO property is within your study area, 10 requires that the proponent of the
project conduct a title search by reviewing parcel register(s) for adjoining lands, to determine the
extent of ownership by MOI or it's predecessors (listed below) ownership. Please contact 10 if
any ownership of provincial government lands are known to occur within your study area and are
proposed to be impacted. 10 is obligated to complete due diligence for any realty activity on 10
managed lands and this should be incorporated into all project timelines. 10 managed lands can
include within the title but is not limited to variations of the following: Her Majesty the
Queen/King, OLC, ORC, Public Works, Hydro One, PIR, MGS, MBS, MOI, MTO, MNR and MEI*.
Please ensure that a copy of your notice is also sent to the ministry/agency on title. As an
example, if the study area includes a Provincial Park, then MNR is to also to be circulated notices
related to your project.

Potential Negative Impacts to |0 Tenants and Lands

General Impacts

Negative environmental impacts associated with the project design and construction, such as the
potential for dewatering, dust, noise and vibration impacts, and impacts to natural heritage
features/habitat and functions, should be avoided and/or appropriately mitigated in accordance
with applicable regulations best practices and Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) and Ministry
of the Environment (MOE) standards. Avoidance and mitigation options that characterize
baseline conditions and quantify the potential impacts should be present as part of the EA project
file. Details of appropriate mitigation, contingency plans and triggers for implementing
contingency plans should also be present.

Impacts to Land holdings

Negative impacts to land holdings, such as the taking of developable parcels of IO managed land
or fragmentation of utility or transportation corridors, should be avoided. If the potential for such
impacts is present as part of this undertaking, you should contact the undersigned to discuss
these issues at the earliest possible stage of your study.

If takings are suggested as part of any alternative these should be appropriately mapped and
quantified within EA report documentation. In addition, details of appropriate mitigation and or
next steps related to compensation for any required takings should be present. 10 requests
circulation of the draft EA report prior to finalization if potential impacts to I0-managed lands are
present as part of this study.

( 4163273937 &y 416.327.1906 info@infrastructureontario.ca [ www.infrastructureontario.ca



Heritage Management Process & Class Environmental Assessment (EA) Process

Should the proposed activities impact cultural heritage features on 10 managed lands, a request
to examine cultural heritage issues which can include the cultural landscape, archaeology and
places of sacred and secular value could be required. The 10 (formerly Ontario Realty
Corporation) Heritage Management Process should be used for identifying and conserving
heritage properties in the provincial portfolio (this document can be downloaded from the Heritage
section of our website: http://www.ontariorealty.ca/\What-We-Do/Heritage.htm). Through this
process, |0 identifies, communicates and conserves the values of its heritage places. In addition,
the Class EA ensures that 10 considers the potential effects of proposed undertakings on the
environment, including cultural heritage.

Potential Triggers Related to MOI's Class EA

The 10 is required to follow the MOI Class Environmental Assessment Process for Realty
Activities Not Related to Electricity Projects (MOI Class EA). The MOI Class EA applies to a wide
range of realty and planning activities including leasing or letting, planning approvals, dispostion,
granting of easements, demolition and property maintenance/repair. For details on the 10 Class
EA please visit the Environment and Heritage page of our website found at
http.//www.ontariorealty.ca/AssetFactory.aspx?did=2240. Please note that completion of any EA
process does not necessarily provide an approval for I0’s EA processes unless the process
incorporates 10’s applicable Class EA requirements.

If the MOI Class EA is triggered, and deferral to another ministry’s or agency’s Class EA or
individual EA is requested, the alternative EA will be subject to a critical review prior to approval
for any signoff of a deferral by the proponent. The alternative EA needs to fulfill the minimum
criteria of the MOI Class EA. When evaluating an alternative EA there must be explicit reference
to the corresponding undertaking in the MOI Class EA (e.g., if the proponent identifies the need
to acquire land owned by MOI, then “acquisition of MOl-owned land”, or similar statement, must
be referenced in the EA document). Furthermore, sufficient levels of consultation with MOI's/IO’s
specific stakeholders, such as the MNR, must be documented with the relevant information
corresponding to MOI's/IO’s undertaking and the associated maps. In addition to archaeological
and heritage reports, a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), on 10 lands should also
be incorporated into the alternative EA study. Deficiencies in any of these requirements could
result in an inability to defer to the alternative EA study and require completing MOI's Class EA
prior to commencement of the proposed undertaking.

In summary, the purchase of MOI-owned/IO-managed lands or disposal of rights and
responsibilities (e.g. easement) for |IO-managed lands triggers the application of the MOI Class
EA. If any of these realty activities affecting I0-managed lands are being proposed as part of any
alternative, please contact the Sales and Marketing Group through IO’s main line (Phone: 416-
327-3937, Toll Free: 1-877-863-9672), and contact the undersigned at your earliest convenience
to discuss next steps.



Specific Comments

If an EA for this project is currently being undertaken and only if the undertaking directly affects
all or in part any 10-managed property, please send the undersigned a copy of the DRAFT EA
report and allow sufficient time (minimum of 30 calendar days) for comments and discussion prior
to finalizing the report to ensure that all MOI Class EA requirements can be met through the EA
study.

Please remove IO from your circulation list, with respect to this project, if there are no 10
managed lands in the study area. In addition, in the future, please send only electronic copies
of notices for any projects impacting IO managed lands to:
Keith.Noronha@infrastructureontario.ca

Thank you for the opportunity to provide initial comments on this undertaking. If you have any
questions on the above | can be reached at the contacts below.

Sincerely,

Lisa Myslicki

Environmental Advisor, Environmental Management
Infrastructure Ontario

1 Dundas Street West,

Suite 2000, Toronto, Ontario

M5G 2L5

(416) 212-3768
lisa.myslicki@infrastructureontario.ca

* Below are the acronyms for agencies/ministries listed in the above letter
OLC: Ontario Lands Corporation

ORC: Ontario Realty Corporation

PIR: Public Infrastructure and Renewal

MGS: Ministry of Government Services

MBS: Management Board and Secretariat

MOI: Ministry of Infrastructure

MTO: Ministry of Transportation

MNR: Ministry of Natural Resources

MEI: Ministry of Energy and Infrastructure
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Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport Ministre du Tourisme, de la Culture et du Sport

Culture Programs Unit Unit des programmes culturels Ont ari O
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services

Culture Division Division de culture

401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 401, rue Bay, bureau 1700

Toronto ON M7A 0A7 Toronto ON M7A 0A7

ArchaeologyReports@ontario.ca ArchaeologyReports@ontario.ca

Aug 19, 2013

Robert Pihl (P057)
Archaeological Services Inc. - Bathurst
528 Bathurst Toronto ON M5S 2P9

RE: RE: Entry into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports:
Archaeological Assessment Report Entitled, "Archaeological Assessment: Stage 1
Background Study and Property Inspection Olde Base Line Road and Winston
Churchill Boulevard Class Environmental Assessment Study Former Townships of
Caledon and Chinguacousy (Peel County) And Former Township of Erin
(Wellington County) Regional Municipality of Peel, Ontario", Dated Aug 19, 2013,
Filed with MTCS Toronto Office on N/A, MTCS Project Information Form Number
P057-719-2012, MTCS File Number 0000123

Dear Mr. Pihl:

The above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a condition of licensing in
accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, c 0.18 has been entered into the Ontario
Public Register of Archaeological Reports without technical review."

Please note that the ministry makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or
quality of reports in the register.

Should you require further information, please do not hesitate to send your inquiry to
ArchaeologyReports@Ontario.ca.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer

Tyrone Gan,HDR Corporation

Hitesh Topiwala,Region of Peel
1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures

may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.















Memo

Project No. 1337
To: Nancy Mott-Allen, Niagara Escarpment Commission
From: Ryan Archer
CC: Veronica Restrepo, HDR Corp.

Date: October 3, 2013

Re: Response to NEC Comments on Belfountain Transportation Corridor
Class EA Study, Draft NRSI Natural Heritage Report

Thank-you for your review and comments pertaining to NRSI's Draft Natural Heritage
Report for the Belfountain Transportation Corridor Class EA study. | have reviewed your
comments and have provided responses to each below.

1. Species at Risk

We note at page 13 that the detailed information regarding Species at Risk (SAR) has
only been provided to the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) and Credit Valley
Conservation (CVC). In order for NEC to determine conformity of proposed road
improvements with the Niagara Escarpment Plan (NEP) Part 2.8, the NEC will also need
to be provided with this information. It is common practice to provide such information to
our agency in the context of Plan Amendment and Development Permit applications.

We are bound by rules of confidentiality and understand that any SAR information
received must not be distributed.

Until we receive the SAR information, we cannot comment on whether the report has
adequately addressed wildlife habitat for areas within the NEP.

Response: NRSI has not yet prepared separate detailed reporting of SAR observations
within the Class EA study area for the MNR or CVC. As directed by the MNR, SAR
observations were not described in detail within the Natural Heritage Report due to data
sensitivity. Once NRSI receives direction to prepare a detailed SAR observation report
under separate cover, the NEC will be circulated the draft report along with the MNR and
CVC.

2. Niagara Escarpment Plan

Part 2.7 of the draft report contains some of the relevant NEP policies. It is correct to
indicate that only essential transportation and utility facilities are allowed in the
Escarpment Natural Area. “Essential” is defined in the NEP as ‘that which is deemed
necessary to the public interest after all alternatives have been considered”’. In the

225 Labrador Drive, Unit 1, Waterloo, Ontario, N2K 4M8  Tel: (519) 725-2227 Web: www.nrsi.on.ca  Email: info@nrsi.on.ca



Escarpment Protection and Rural Areas transportation and utility facilities do not have to
meet the test of being essential. In all designations, the policies and relevant
development criteria of the NEP must be satisfied for a permitted use to be an approved
use.

We recommend that this policy distinction be noted in the Natural Heritage Report.

Our further concern with the consideration of the NEP in the draft report is that after this
initial section, all other natural heritage impacts seem to be addressed only in the
context of the PPS, Regional and Local Official Plan policy.

Response: The draft Natural Heritage Assessment report will be revised to clarify the
distinction in NEP policy regarding allowance of essential transportation and utility
facilities in the Escarpment Natural Area versus in the Escarpment Protection and Rural
Areas. The report will also be revised to more fully cite the NEP in addressing natural
feature significance, policy protections, and potential impacts.

3. Significant Wildlife Habitat

It is noted on page 25 and page 69 that the PPS contains policies to protect significant
wildlife habitat. The NEP also contains policies to protect wildlife habitat, which can
include significant wildlife habitat as defined in the PPS (e.g. special concern species).
This should be noted in the report.

Response: The Natural Heritage Assessment report will be revised to include reference
to the NEP in describing existing protection policies for Significant Wildlife Habitat.

4. Provincially Significant Wetlands

On page 20 of the report it is noted that there are two Provincially Significant Wetland
(PSW) complexes in the study area and that a permit would be required from the CVC to
‘proceed with any alteration or development within these wetland features, or within their
adjacent lands”. PSWs are a Designation Criterion for inclusion in the Escarpment
Natural Area designation of the NEP where the Objective is to “maintain the most natural
Escarpment features, stream valleys and wetlands”. Furthermore, Part 2.6 of the NEP
subsections 10-13 state that development shall locate outside wetlands and that
development adjacent to wetlands must not result in the loss of wetland function or loss
of contiguous wetland area. Section 5.1.3.1 does not reference the Objective and
policies for wetlands found in the NEP, only the PPS is noted. This should be corrected.

Any consideration of development in PSWs would not be consistent with the NEP and
other alternatives would have to be considered.

Response: The Natural Heritage Assessment report will be updated to reference and
address the NEP’s Obijective and policies toward wetlands as they apply within the study
area. The report will note that development within PSWs is inconsistent with NEP policy
without a full evaluation of alternatives.

5. Vegetation Communities

On page 40 of the report in reference to tree species, there is a statement that because
the trees were within a plantation they were “not considered significant”. While staff
understands that certain tree species may not be identified as significant from a SAR
perspective, NEP Part 2.7 New Development in Wooded Areas contains the objective to
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‘preserve as much as possible of wooded areas”. The report should address
consideration of the NEP objective and policies as related to tree preservation on lands
within the NEP Area. There is no reference to the NEP provisions in Section 5.1.4.

Response: As noted by the NEC in the statement above, the observed regionally rare
species White Spruce (Picea glauca) and Red Pine (Pinus resinosa) were considered
not significant as individual trees due to their planted context. However, Section 5.1.4 of
the Natural Heritage Assessment report will be updated to reference the NEP policy
regarding protection of existing wooded areas, including plantations.

6. Significant Natural Heritage Features and Habitats

In the discussion in Part 5 of the report with respect to lands within the NEP, the report
suggests that in certain instances, avoiding impact to significant natural heritage features
may not be feasible and that mitigation and monitoring would be utilized. If a policy in
the NEP cannot be satisfied through the proposed road project, mitigation is not
necessarily a satisfactory response depending on the policy tests. Mitigation can be
used to minimize impacts, but may not be sufficient in demonstrating no negative
impacts. In these cases, a Niagara Escarpment Plan amendment could be required, in
which a justification for not meeting these tests would have to be made, along with
demonstration that the overall Purpose and Objectives of the Plan and Act could be met.

Section 5.1.1 of the report should be corrected because it suggests that the test is
“essential” infrastructure in the Escarpment Protection and Rural Areas whereas that test
only applies in the Escarpment Natural Area. A full analysis of whether any of the
proposed infrastructure is essential will have to be taken as part of the EA process if the
works are to be proposed in the Escarpment Natural Area.

Response: Section 5 of the Natural Heritage Assessment report will be revised to clarify
that the full evaluation of alternatives should be completed with an objective to firstly
avoid impacts to significant natural heritage features, and if this is not possible,
secondarily minimize or mitigate potential impacts to the affected significant natural
feature(s). The report will note the potential need for a NEP amendment, as described
above, if it cannot be demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts to a significant
natural feature.

Section 5.1.1 of the report will be updated to clarify the policy associated with essential
infrastructure within the NEP Area, including the need to evaluate whether the proposed
infrastructure is considered essential.

7. ANSIs

Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest are discussed in Section 5.1.7 of the report. Part
2.14 of the NEP respecting Provincial and Regionally Significant Life Science ANSIs,
which states that development shall be directed outside of Provincially Significant and
Regionally Significant Life Science ANSIs, is not evaluated. The report should
undertake an evaluation of whether the policy test has been satisfied.

Response: The Natural Heritage Assessment report will be revised to include reference
to NEP policy associated with protection of provincially and regionally significant Life
Science ANSIs. The policy test will be applied as part of the planned evaluation of
alternatives and subsequent impact assessment associated with the preferred
alternative design.

225 Labrador Drive, Unit 1, Waterloo, Ontario, N2K 4M8  Tel: (519) 725-2227 Web: www.nrsi.on.ca  Email: info@nrsi.on.ca



8. Table7

Although the NEP is mentioned under general policy considerations at the start of the
Table, there is no further analysis in the chart of NEP policy and the related policy
considerations. The chart should be revised to include all the relevant NEP policy
considerations as discussed in this letter.

Response: Table 7 will be revised to more fully describe relevant NEP policies as noted.

9. “Opportunities”

Section 5.3 contemplates that some works may have to take place outside the road right
of way. If any works are proposed on private land and a Development Permit is
required, the private land owner would have to consent to the permit application.

Response: Noted. This will be clarified within Section 5.3.

10. Mitigation

We acknowledge the assessment of possible mitigation alternatives to reduce mortality
due to road crossings. Further work would have to be done to demonstrate that this has
been or could be a successful option to address the issue in consideration of the other
options (road closings, speed reductions).

Response: The Natural Heritage Assessment report presents only preliminary
recommendations for potential mitigation measures that seek to minimize wildlife
impacts associated with road crossings. A more fulsome assessment of appropriate
measures will be considered, with associated recommendations, as part of a future
impact assessment of the preferred alternative design.

11. Monitoring and Adaptive Management

Monitoring is an important component in the implementation of a project and is an
important component of the NEC program as outlined in the Purpose and Objectives
section of the NEP. Actions and responsibilities developed as part of an “adaptive
management” approach are also a necessary component, such that if an impact is
measured, the follow-up actions are identified, the responsibilities have been assigned
and the steps outlined to address that impact have been set out in agreement between
the agencies. Further work would need to be undertaken in this regard.

Response: Section 6.3 of the Natural Heritage Assessment report states the need for
appropriate monitoring as well as an adaptive management approach to properly
measure, recognize, and respond to the need for actions and changes in approach if
required. This section will be updated to more fully describe this recommended approach
as noted above.

12. Appendix 1
The NEC is not listed as being in attendance at the meeting on July 9, 2013. As NEC
Staff was in attendance at the meeting, the meeting notes should be corrected.

Response: Please specify NEC'’s staff’'s attendance at the July 9, 2013 meeting, which
focused on discussion regarding updates to MNR deer road crossing data, CVC
amphibian monitoring data, and SAR observations. NRSI's meeting notes indicated the
attendance of the following: M. Heaton (MNR), V. Restrepo (HDR), H. Lynn and L.
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Marray (CVC), G. Dela Cruz (Region of Peel), and R. Archer (NRSI).
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I*I Canadian Environmental Agence canadienne

Assessment Agency d'evaluation environnementale
55 St. Clair Avenue East, 55, avenue St. Clair Est,
Room 907 piéce 907
Toronto ON M4T 1M2 Toronto ON M4T 1M2
April 25, 2014 Sent by mail

Ms. Asha Saddi

Public Works, Region of Peel
10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B
Brampton, ON L6T4B9

Dear Ms. Saddi:
Re: Information on the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012

Thank you for your correspondence of January 23, 2014 regarding the
Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard
and Olde Base Line Road Project.

As part of the Government of Canada’s plan for Responsible Resource
Development which seeks to modernize the regulatory system for project
reviews, the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA 2012) came
into force on July 6, 2012. CEAA 2012 focuses federal environmental reviews on
projects that have the potential to cause significant adverse environmental
effects in areas of federal jurisdiction.

The CEAA 2012 applies to projects described in the Regulations Designating
Physical Activities (the Regulations). Based on the information provided, your
project does not appear to be described in the Regulations. Kindly review the
Regulations to confirm applicability to your project including section 1 (h),
which relates to wildlife areas and migratory bird sanctuaries.

According to section 25 (c) of the Regulations the construction, operation,
decommissioning and abandonment of a new all-season public highway that
requires a total of 50 km or more of new right of way may require a Federal
Environmental Assessment.

For more information on CEAA 2012, please access the following links on the
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency’s (the Agency) website:

Overview of CEAA 2012
http://www.ceaa.qgc.ca/default.asp?lang=En&n=16254939-1
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Regulations Designating Physical Activities, and
Prescribed Information for a Description of a Designated Project Regulations
http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/default.asp?lang=En&n=9EC7CAD2-1

If it appears that CEAA 2012 may apply to your proposed project, you must
provide the Agency with a description of the proposed project. Please see the
link below to the Agency’s guide to preparing a project description.

Guide to Preparing a Description of a Designated Project
http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/63D3D025-2236-49C9-A169-
DD89A36DA0EG/Guide to Preparing a Description of a Designated Project

under CEAA 2012.pdf
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Ministry of the Environment

Central Region
Technical Support Section

5775 Yonge Street, 8" Floor
North York, Ontario M2M 4J1

Tel.: (416) 326-6700
Fax: (416) 325-6345

April 25, 2014

Gino Dela Cruz

Project Manager, Region of P

Ministére de PEnvironnment

Région du Centre
Section d'appui technique

5775, rue Yonge, 8°™ étage
North York, Ontario M2M 4J1

Tél.: (416) 326-6700
Téléc. : (416) 325-6347

%el

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B, 4™ Floor

Brampton, ON L6T 4B9

File: EA 01-06-05

RE: Mississauga Road, Olde Base Line Road, Winston Churchill Boulevard,
Bush Street and Old Main Street
Regional Municipality of Peel
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Schedule C
Response to Draft Environmental Study Report, March, 2014
Technical Support Comments

We have received the draft Environmental Study Report (ESR) for the above noted
environmental assessment. Our understanding is that this project has many preferred
alternatives that combine both operational and physical improvements in order to
address the different needs and community concerns specific to the five major roads
included in this study area. We provide the following comments below for your

consideration.

General Comments

1. On page 27 of the Draft ESR Main Text, please change “Indian and Northern
Affairs Canada” to “Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada”.

2. The First Nations Correspondence section in Appendix A only contains
responses from three groups. Please clarify whether follow-up was conducted
with the other First Nations groups who did not provide a response to initial

outreach.

Surface Water Comments

1. We recommend that a statement be added to explain that Enhanced Level
Protection may not be met for all areas where the proposed stormwater
management facilities of OGS and/or grassed swales are utilized independently.
MOE has determined that ditches/enhanced grassed swales or OGS cannot
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meet ‘Enhanced Water Quality Protection’ unless used as part of a treatment
train (Stormwater Management Planning and Design Manual, MOE 2003).

OGSs are typically used for small drainage areas (<2 ha). If runoff is over the
capacity of the OGS, the potential for by-pass conditions with no treatment
occurring during storm events increases. OGS sizing requirements will need to
be considered in order to capture and treat at least 90% of the runoff volume that
occurs at a site and to achieve a long-term average basis for water quality
objectives of ‘enhanced protection’. This should be taken into account
considering the ditches will continue to drain lands external to the roadway(s).

MOE defers any comments on the assessment, impacts, and mitigation of
natural features and fish habitat to the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR). Of
particular concern are the effects that changes in water quality and water
quantity may have on species identified in the study area classified as
Endangered, Threatened or of Special Concern. Please ensure that MNR is
consulted and any comments from MNR are incorporated into the final ESR.

Hydraulic analysis and proposals for sizing of stream culverts and bridge
crossings are not reviewed here and should be sent to the local conservation
authority for review by their engineering staff. Please ensure the local
conservation authority is consulted and any comments are incorporated into the
final ESR.

While several sections of the ESR and Appendices acknowledge the need for a
PTTW for groundwater pumping in exceedance of 50,000 LPD, it should be
noted that a PTTW is also needed for surface water extraction and the active
diversion of surface water flows by pumping in exceedance of 50,000 litres/day.
A monitoring program for discharge water quality and quantity, as well as a
mitigation program, may need to be developed. Please ensure that you consult
with the MOE Central Region Permit to Take Water (PTTW) Coordinator prior to
detailed design to confirm any approval requirements for water takings during
construction or operation.

Air Quality Review Comments

1.

During construction, please apply best management practices to mitigate any air
quality impacts caused by construction dust. Please note that the ministry
recommends that non-chloride dust suppressants be applied.

For a comprehensive list of fugitive dust prevention and control measures,
please refer to Cheminfo Services Inc. Best Practices for the Reduction of Air
Emissions from Construction and Demolition Activities. Report prepared for
Environment Canada. March 2005.

http://www.bieapfremp.org/Toolbox%20pdfs/EC%20-20Final%20Code%200f%
20Practice%20- %20Construction%20%20Demolition.pdf
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Contaminated Soil Comments

1.

If soil removed during construction is determined to be contaminated, please
ensure that the disposal of contaminated soil is consistent with Part XV.1 of the
Environmental Protection Act and Ontario Regulation 153/04, Records of Site
Condition, which detail the new requirements related to site assessment and
clean up.

Groundwater Review Comments

1.

There are over two hundred water supply wells identified within 500 m of the
study area. It is conceivable that these wells may be affected by road
construction, either because of construction activities or, later, due to additional
or more proximate road salt application. WWe recommend confirming which wells
are used domestically prior to construction, to ensure that affected well owners
will continue to have water supplies of appropriate quality and in adequate
quantities, and to ensure that any work done on affected wells or any
replacement wells is done pursuant to O. Reg. 903, Wells (pursuant to the
Ontario Water Resources Act).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. Should you or any members
of your project team have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 416-326-

5745.

Thanks,

T % F | .
-"ﬁ)t'\f-l- e r{'j:rc.').! a2l

Amanda Graham
Environmental Resource Planner and EA Coordinator
Air, Pesticides and Environmental Planning

Cc:

Dan Delaquis, Technical Support APEP Supervisor
Tina Dufresne, Manager, Halton Peel District
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Niagara Escarpment Commission Commission de I'escarpement du Niagara &

232 Guelph St. 232, rue Guelph T,

Georgetown, ON L7G 4B1 Georgetown ON L7G 4B1 Niagara Escarpment Commission
Tel: 905-877-5191 No de tel. 905-877-5191 An agency of the Government of Ontario
Fax: 905-873-7452 Télécopieur 905-873-7452

www.escarpment.org www.escarpment.org

May 1, 2014

Mr. Tyrone Gan

Project Manager

HDR Corporation

100 York Blvd., Suite 300
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J8

Dear Mr. Gan;

Re: Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard and
Olde Base Line Road
Environmental Assessment — Draft ESR

Staff of the Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC) has reviewed the draft Environmental
Study Report (ESR) for the above-noted project. As you are aware, the NEC has participated in
the Technical Advisory Committee for this project since the fall of 2013 and has commented on
drafts of some of the other technical background documents. There has been a thorough
process and good opportunities for discussion during the study. We offer the following
comments.

General

We appreciate the need to consider road improvements in the Study Area from a safety
perspective. In our view, of significant importance to the evaluation of the options for the road
improvements within the Niagara Escarpment Plan Area (NEP) is whether the recommended
options would be in conflict with the NEP. NEC staff has made it clear throughout the project
that the NEP policy is that development shall locate outside wetlands (NEP Part 2.6.10). In
addition, we have advised that with respect to wildlife habitat, NEP policy is that new
development will not be permitted in identified habitat of endangered (regulated) plant or animal
species (NEP Part 2.8.1). There is acknowledgement in the Natural Heritage Report (Appendix
B) that an amendment to the NEP would be required with respect to wetlands, depending on the
chosen option for road improvement, but there is not a similar statement with respect to
proposed development in endangered species habitat.

To recommend an option for a road improvement without noting in the ESR that there is a policy
conflict with a Provincial Plan is misleading. Furthermore, it should be noted that even if a Plan
Amendment were sought, there is no guarantee that the Amendment would be approved.
Recommending the road improvement options in the ESR and deferring the issue of dealing
with the policy conflict to the detailed design stage could result in significant delays.
Understanding both the policy conflict and possible solutions, such as the “do nothing"
alternative in some cases, is preferable before final decisions are made in the EA process about
which alternatives are preferred.

While we recognise that some road improvements may be necessary, not all road
improvements are inherently “essential” as defined in the NEP. Within the Escarpment Natural
Area, "essential transportation and utility facilities” are permitted uses. Essential is defined as
that which is deemed necessary to the public interest after all alternatives have been

Ontario’s Niagara Escarpment - A UNESCO World Biosphere Reserve




considered. We do not believe that sufficient justification has been provided for road
improvements within the Escarpment Natural Area.

The drawings for the road sections indicate vegetation removal in certain areas. There is no
discussion in the ESR about considerations for planting or how visual impact would be
addressed in these locations. Part 2.7 of the NEP has an objective that new development
should preserve as much as possible of wooded areas. Perhaps additional information could be
included as to the approach that will be taken in the project to achieve that preservation and any
commitment to undertaking visual impact assessment, where necessary, to evaluate the impact
of vegetation removal.

In addition to protecting unique ecologic and historic areas, it is an objective of the NEP in Part
2.12 to inventory, interpret, evaluate, maintain and conserve the cultural heritage features of the
Niagara Escarpment Plan Area. We appreciate that you have considered the protection of
cemeteries and stone walls in the ESR. A greater commitment to maintaining and conserving
the stone walls rather than deferring this consideration to detailed design would have been
preferred.

We recommend further discussion between the NEC, the Region and the study team prior to the
finalization of the ESR.

Specific

Page 5 — Since Mr. Baran and Mr. Whitbread did not participate in the study you could leave
their names out. Alternatively, you could put the names of all NEC staff together.

Page 8 — As part of Phase 5, the ESR should indicate the need for Plan Amendments and
Development Permits from the NEC.

Page 9 — The discussion regarding the PPS should be updated to reference the PPS 2014 as it
has now been released. This should also be done in the Natural Heritage report.

Page 12 — Given NEC staff comments above, it would be appropriate to state the need for a
Plan Amendment and Development Permit (for any road works that are not exempt) from the
NEC permit process.

Page 15 — Is it appropriate to discuss transit orientation in the context of this project given that
no transit is available, as far as | am aware, to the Study Area?

Page 29 — This section is called Existing Land Use but the discussion focusses more on land
use designations in policy documents. It might be more appropriately titled Existing Land Use
designations and should include reference to the specific NEP designations within the Study

Area, not just the NEP in general.

Page 36 — There is reference here to an “equalization culvert”. | think that the term should be
clarified as the term may not be known to members of the public who will be reading the report.

Page 37 — It is not clear what the presence of the Escarpment has to do with limiting
archaeological potential. The NEP also protects cultural heritage resources. Also on the same
page, Iltem 1, the third sentence is not clear.

Page 101 — Given that NEC staff has expressed concern about the possible impact of culvert
changes on natural heritage | would have expected some comment in this section as to whether
the proposed culverts are in the regulated habitat of an endangered species.

Page 122 — There is no discussion here about the timing of construction and de-watering with
respect to the impact on wildlife or fish habitat.




Page 184 — Escarpment Protected Area should read Escarpment Protection Area. Using this
chart as an example, the do nothing approach is the recommended option due to conflict with
the NEP but another option with impact on the NEP Area is offered. The connection is not made
between the policy conflicts identified under the Niagara Escarpment section heading to the
evaluation of the options earlier in the chart as it relates to impact on regulated habitat. The
overall choices are options that would involve impact to regulated habitat which is misleading
given the need for a Niagara Escarpment Plan amendment which might not be successful.
There should be consideration for revising the charts for the road sections in the NEP to identify
the policy issue and how the overall choice can be justified in light of it.

For the tables evaluating the preferred road improvement options for lands within the NEP Area,
we reiterate our concern that road improvements are proposed within or adjacent to the habitat
of endangered species. An option would be to combine Figure 4 (Environmental Policy Areas)
with Figure 5b (Fish and Wildlife Habitat) to fully appreciate the policy conflicts. This was
undertaken in the detailed design for the Winston Churchill Road project presently ongoing and
it was helpful to the understanding of the potential conflicts between policy and the preferred
alternatives from an engineering perspective.

Please note that the NEC has been contacted by the Belfountain Community Association. They
have expressed concern about proposed road changes in Belfountain. We provided information
about the EA process in general and encouraged them to review the ESR when it is posted
before reaching any conclusions about what might be proposed.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the draft ESR and frust that these
comments are of assistance. If you have any questions or would like an opportunity to discuss
them further, please contact me at 905-877-8363.

Yours truly,

I | | )
J i A | A IA_A \

Néhc;} Mott, MCIP, RPP

Senior Strategic Advisor

cc. Ken Whitbread, NEC
Gino Dela Cruz, Region of Peel
Mark Heaton, MNR
Liam Marray, CVC
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First Nations Consultation



The Region of Peel is the proud recipient of the National Quality Institute Order of
Excellence, Quality; the National Quality Institute Canada Award of Excellence Gold Award,
Healthy Workplace; and a 2008 IPAC/Deloitte Public Sector Leadership Gold Award.

[P Region of Peel
Working for you

August 3, 2012
Project No. 11-4360
Ms. Heather Levecque, Manager
Consultation Unit
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs
160 Bloor Street East, 9th Floor
Toronto ON M7A 2E6

Dear Ms. Levecque:

Re: Class Environmental Assessment Study
Regional Road corridor bounded by Winston Churchill Boulevard, Bush
Street, Old Main Street, Mississauga Road and Olde Baseline Road

In June 2009 the Regional Municipality of Peel began a Schedule C Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment (EA) for improvements to Mississauga Road from Olde Base
Line Road to Bush Street and Bush Street from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill
Boulevard. We are now expanding the limits of our EA to include Olde Base Line Road
from Mississauga Road to Winston Churchill Boulevard, and Winston Churchill
Boulevard from Olde Base Line Road to Bush Street.

The study is being carried out in accordance with the planning and design process for
Schedule ‘C’ projects as outlined in the Municipal Engineers Association, Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment document (October 2000, as amended in October
2007), which is approved under the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act.

A copy of the project “Notice of Study Commencement” is enclosed for your reference.

Could you please advise whether there are any land claims, litigation and/or Crown land
that would apply to our study area (map included in the Notice)?

A key component of the study will be consultation with interested stakeholders. As part
of the notification for the study, we have contacted the following First Nations and
Aboriginal Peoples. We want to ensure that everyone with an interest in the area has
been consulted and has the opportunity to provide input. Do you know of any other First
Nations or Aboriginal Peoples that may have an interest in this study?

Chiefs of Ontario
111 Peter Street Suite 804
Toronto, ON M5V 2H1

Credit River Metis Council
Ryan McBrid

56 Baccarat Crescent
Brampton, ON L7A 1K8

Peel Aboriginal Network
Patricia Chrisjohn

5 Wellington Street East
Brampton, ON L6W 1Y1

Public Works

10 Peel Centre Dr,, Suite B, Brampton, ON L6T 4B9

Tel: 905-791-7800 www.peelregion.ca




Anishinabek Nation/Union
of Ontario Indians

Allan Dokis

Director -
Intergovernmental Affairs
Nippissing First Nation
PO Box 611

North Bay, ON P1B 8J8

Alderville First Nation
Denise Graham

Band Administrator
11696 2nd Line Road
P.O. Box 46

Roseneath, ON KOK 2X0

Association of Iroquois and
Allied Indians

Rolanda Elijah

Director of
Intergovernmental Affairs
387 Princess Avenue
London, ON N6B 2A7

Six Nations Council

Kate Cave

2498 Chiefswood Road
P.O. Box 5000
Oshweken, ON NOA 1MO

Saugeen Ojibway Nation
Jake Linklater

RR# 5

Wiarton, ON NOH 2T0

Chippewas of Georgina
Island

Janice Taylor

R.R. #2 P.O. Box N13
Sutton West, ON LOE 1RO

Hiawatha First Nation
Chief Laurie Carr
123 Paudash Street
R.R.#2

Keene, ON KOL 2G0

Mississaugas of Scugog
Island

Chief Tracy Gauthier
22521 Island Road

Port Perry, ON L9L 1B6

Mississaugas of New Credit
First Nation

Chief M. Bryan LaForme
8545 Townline Road RR 1
Hagersville, ON NOA 1HO

Métis Nation of Ontario
Métis Consultation Unit
500 Old St. Patrick Street
Unit D

Ottawa, ON K1N 9G4

Beausoleil First Nation
Chief Roland Monague
1 Ogema Street
Christian Island, ON
LOK1CO

Chippewas of Rama
K.A. Sandy-McKenzie
8 Creswick Court
Barrie, ON L4M 2J7

Curve Lake First Nation
Chief I. Keith Knott
General Delivery

Curve lake, ON KOL 1RO

Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation

Kathy Brant

R.R. #5 22521 Island Road
Port Perry, ON L9L 1B6

We look forward to your assistance and cooperation for this project and thank you for

your attention to this matter.

Yours sincerely,

Hitesh Topiwala
Project Manager

Transportation Division, Transportation Program Planning

attachment

Public Works

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B, Brampton, ON L6T 4B9

Tel: 905-791-7800 www.peelregion.ca










ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION
11696 Second Line

Chief: James R Marsden
Councilor: Pam Crowe

P.O. Box 46 )
Roseneath, Ontario KOK 2X0 Councilor: Wes Marsden
PHONE:(905) 352-2011 Councilor: Dave Mowat

Fax: (905) 352-3242

May 28" 2013

Gino Dela Cruz

Project Manager, Region of Peel

10 Peel Centre Drive, Suite B, 4™ Floor
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9

Att: Gino Dela Cruz

Re: Notice of Public Information Centre #1
Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill Boulevard and Olde
Base line Road

Dear Gino,

Thank you for your consultation request to Alderville First Nation regarding the Notice of Public
Information Centre #1, Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston
Churchill Boulevard and Olde Base line Road which is being proposed within our Traditional
and Treaty Territory. We appreciate the fact that the Ministry of Transportation recognizes the
importance of First Nations Consultation and that your office is conforming to the requirements
within the Duty to Consult Process.

As per the Alderville First Nation Consultation Protocol, your proposed project is deemed a level



3, having minimal potential to impact our First Nations’ rights, therefore, please keep Alderville
apprised of any archaeological findings, burial sites or any environmental impacts, should any
occur. | can be contacted at the mailing address above or electronically via email, at the email
address below.

In good faith and respect,

Dave Simpson dsimpson@aldervillefirstnation.ca

Lands and Resources
Communications Officer Tele: (905) 352-2662

Alderville First Nation Fax: (905) 352-3242



ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION

11696 Second Line Chief: James R. Marsden
P.O. Box 46 Councillor: Julie Bothwell
Roseneath, Ontario KOK 2X0 Couanllor: Jody Holmes
Phone: (905) 352-2011 Councillor: Dave Mowat
Fax: (905) 352-3242 Councillor: Angela Smoke

February 10, 2014

Region of Peel

Public Works

10 Peel Centre Dr., Suite B
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9

Att:  Asha Saddi, Technical Analyst

Re:  The Mississauga Road, Old Main Street, Bush Street, Winston Churchill
Boulevard and Olde Base Line Road Project

Dear Asha Saddi,

Thank you for your consultation request to Alderville First Nation regarding the above noted
project which is being proposed within our Traditional and Treaty Territory. We appreciate the
fact that the Region of Peel recognizes the importance of First Nations Consultation and that
your office is conforming to the requirements within the Duty to Consult Process.

As per the Alderville First Nation Consultation Protocol, your proposed project is deemed a level
3, having minimal potential to impact our First Nations’ rights, therefore, please keep Alderville
apprised of any changes to your project. I can be contacted at the mailing address above or
electronically via email, at the email address below.

In good faith and respect,

Dave Simpson dsimpson(@aldervillefirstnation.ca
Lands and Resources
Communications Officer Tele: (905) 352-2662

Alderville First Nation Fax: (905) 352-3242





