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6. Consultation Regulatory Agencies Utilities
1 Department of Indian and Northern Affairs i Bell Canada
6.1 Consultation Process Canada 1 Union Gas
i ] - _ . 1 Department of Fisheries and Oceans 1 Hydro One Networks Inc.
A Consultation Plar} was developed at §tudy co.mmence.ment in recognition of the mtegrgl.role the public  Transport Canada 1 North Bay Distribution Ltd,
and externgl agen.a.es havg played qlurlng prgwous stud.les recently completed by the Ministry of . 1 FedNor f Trans Canada Pipelines
Tranqurtatlon (Ministry) VYIthIn and in prQX|m|ty to th.e Highway 17 Stgdy Area Corrldor.. The Cons'ultatlon T Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs 1 Persona Communications
Plan pwlt oq thg consultation efforts carried out previously by the Ministry and was designed to fulfill the Ministry of Environment { Canadian Pacific Rail
following objectives: {1 Ministry of Natural Resources f Ottawa Valley Rail
' ensure the general public, municipal councils, stakeholders, First Nation communities, external I Ministry of Tourism and Culture
agencies (both federal and provincial) and special interest groups have an opportunity to participate f Ministry of Community and Social Services Others
in the study and associated processes, as well as contribute to decisions at an appropriate time; 1 Ministry of Northern Development, Mines and .
1 ensure that factual information is provided to all affected/interested stakeholders as soon as Forestry T Ontario Parks _
reasonably possible; and 1 Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 1 Samugl de Champlain Park
f make contact with external agencies to obtain legislative or regulatory approvals, or to collect T Ministry of Energy and Infrastructure T Canadian ECOI_OQY Centre
pertinent technical information. 1 Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional 1 North Bay & District Chamber of Commerce
Services 1 Nipissing-Parry Sound Catholic District School
The consultation methods and tools employed for this Study are in keeping with the consultation f  Ministry of Energy Board
requirements of the Ministryés Class Environment al A DOstarie BroviadgmtPoliteor Pr ovi nci all Near Nowhdjstgci Schpel Bogrd Faci | it i es
(2000) and Environmental Reference for Highway Design (2009 and 2013 editions) and were comprised of 1 North Bay-Mattawa Conservation Authority  Conseil Scolaire Publi.
a number of elements to encourage wide spread coverage and knowledge sharing. 1 Conseil Scolaire Catholique Franco-Nord
_ _ Municipalities 1 Ontario Trucking Association
Key elements of the consultation program were: {1 Nipissing-Parry Sound Student Transportation

Township of Bonfield Services

Township of Bonfield Fire Department Discovery Routes Trails Organization
Township of Calvin Ontario Federation of Snowmobile Clubs
Township of Calvin i Fire Department North Bay Snowmobilers Club

Township of Papineau-Cameron Bonfield Snowmobile Club

Municipality of East Ferris Mattawa & Area Snowmobile Club

North Bay and District Hospital

North Bay and District Health Unit
Mattawa Bonfield Economic Development
Corporation

Mattawa Voyageur Tourism Coalition
Ontario Cycling Association

Friends of Lavase Portages

Friends of Laurier Woods

Nipissing Naturalists

Sheilds Point Road Association
Business Owners

9 Public Notices;

1 External communications with stakeholders, including departments, ministries, agencies, Aboriginal
Groups, municipalities and members of the public;

9 Public Information Centres;

A study newsletter for each PIC; and

1 Project Website to provide information and receive inquiries from the public.

=
=A =4 =8 -8 -4

First Nations

= =4 =4 -8 -8 -8 -5 -9

6.2  Agency and First Nations Consultation

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Anishinabek Nation / Union of Ontario Indians
Métis Nation of Ontario

Npissing First Nation

Dokis First Nation

Algonquins of Ontario

Antoine Algonquin First Nation
Mattawa Algonquin First Nation
North Bay Algonquin First Nation

The Initial Study Mailing List was comprised primarily of regulatory agencies and First Nations who might
have an interest in the study. Agencies and associated representatives were identified based on
experience on other MTO projects in the study area, and updates were made and new contacts were
added as they were identified.

The initial study mailing list included:

=4 =4 =8 -8 4 A 4 -4 -8 -
= =4 =4 -8 8 A -9
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6.3 Study Notices

Study notices were released for:

9 study commencement;

9 study documentation (release of Study Desigh Report and Environmental Conditions and
Constraints Report);

1 three PICs; and

9 study completion (included release of TESR for public review and comment).

All study notices involved combinations of public notices placed in two local newspapers and letters to
stakeholders on the mailing list. The mailing list was used as the basis for direct notification to stakeholders
at the points described above.

The mailing list for the Study was composed of a variety of stakeholders interested in the project and its
progress. The list included individuals, interest/ recreational groups, agricultural groups, land owners
residing within and outside the Analysis Area, and developed as the Study progressed with additions made
as people requested them and as they attended consultation events to ensure they were naotified of future
opportunities to participate. Mailings sent to individuals on the project mailing list were also sent
simultaneously to:

T Municipal clerks

Municipal libraries

Municipal planning and works departments
Regulatory agencies

Conservation authorities

First Nations groups

Municipal Councillors

= =4 -4 —a -8 -9

Key mailings during the Study are noted in the following sections, with additional details including copies of
the material provided in Appendix H. In accordance with the requirements of the OEAA, Ontario
Government Notices (OGNSs) were also printed in local newspapers to advertise PICs and other key
milestones during the study (e.g. project initiation) as described below.

6.3.1 Notice of Study Commencement

The Notice of Study Commencement was published in the North Bay Nugget on Friday April 27, 2012 and
the Mattawa Recorder on Sunday April 29, 2012.

The Notice of Study Commencement was mailed directly to all agency and First Nation contacts on the
study mailing list with a description of the study and the study objectives and a response form enclosed
asking agencies receiving the mailing to indicate their interest in the study and provide any initial comments
to the study team.

In response to the Notice of Study Commencement, the Project Team received seven responses from
regulatory agencies. One request to be removed from the mailing list was received, from a representative

of the Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada while the remaining six responses identified an interest
in the study and local concerns, e.g. maintaining access to Highway 630 and key local roads in the area.
Specifically, responses were received from:

U Municipality of Calvin 9 Access to Calvin Township at Hwy 630 and
Boundary Road, both directions (east and
west).

Turn arounds for emergency vehicles.

u  Mattawa Bonfield Economic Development
Corporation

Concerned about all topics and areas that
pertain to the project; especially route
planning

i North Bay Central Ambulance Communications Ambulance and fire response in this area.

i Ontario Provincial Police - North Bay No specific concerns noted.

u  TransCanada Pipelines No specific concerns noted.

i Nipissing First Nation La Vase Portage areas

The Notice of Study Commencement was also circulated to approximately 1,100 households in the study
area via a bulk mail drop processed through Canada Post. In response to the Notice publication and the
mail drop, nine local stakeholders requested they be added to the study mailing list via the contact
information provided or the study website and twenty local interest groups also contacted the study team
and requested they be added to the study mailing list.

A copy of the published and circulated Notice, and a copy of the letter and response form mailed to
agencies and First Nations representatives are included in Appendix H.

6.3.2 Notice of Study Documentation

A Study Design Report (SDR) was prepared for the study in accordance with the requirements of the Class
EA and provided an overview of the need and justification for the project, the planning alternatives being
considered and the EA process commitments such as consultation and documentation. The SDR was
prepared as a tool to guide the study activities as the study progressed. A Summary of Existing
Environmental Conditions and Constraints Report was also prepared to document the environmental
conditions and constraints within the study area based on secondary source information.

In accordance with the Class EA process, the SDR was placed on the public record for a 30-day public
review period, commencing August 16, 2012. A Notice of Study Documentation was prepared and
published in the North Bay Nugget and the Mattawa Recorder on August 16 and 19, 2012 (respectively).
The Notice was also circulated to all stakeholders on the study mailing list including regulatory agencies,
first nations and local stakeholders, including local interest groups. A covering letter explaining the study
purpose and the documentation being released was also sent to agency and First Nations contacts.

A_COM

August, 2014 6-2



Highway 17 from 2.2 km east of Highway 531 to 8.0 km east of Highway 630
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment Study, G.W.P. 5670-10-00

Ministry of Transportation Ontario
Transportation Environmental Study Report

Interested stakeholders were encouraged to review the SDR and Summary of Existing Environmental
Conditions and Constraints Report and provide comments to the project team by September 14, 2012.
The Notice of Study Documentation advised that upon completion of the review period, the reports would
be finalized taking into consideration comments received and also provided the study website, local offices
where the reports could be reviewed and contact information for anyone with questions or comments on
the study in general or the study documents.

In response to the Notice of Study Documentation the Project Team received five responses, two from
agencies, 2 from local utility service providers and one comment from a local stakeholder. A summary of
the comments received is provided below.

U Municipality of Calvin 1 Exhibit 2-3: Location of Calvin Union Public Cemetery needs to be
reviewed.
U Ministry of Natural 1 General information regarding study area features provided.
Resources f Numerous comments on terminology and minor revisions suggested to

ensure consistency with Provincial Policy Statement.

9 Minor corrections noted (watercourse temperature, habitat areas,
additional SAR).

9 Additional information / sources requested for Summary of Existing
Conditions Report statements regarding presence of Northern brook
lamprey in the study area and the supply of habitat areas for Moose.

Enquiring if noise impacts on wildlife will be evaluated.

U Union Gas Provided mapping of Union Gas facilities in the study area.

i Eastlink (Personal 1 Confirmed no Eastlink facilities are within the study area.
Communications)

0 Public / Resident 1 Concerned about property impacts with highway widening.

In response to the comments provided, particularly those from the Ministry of Natural Resources, the
Project Team updated the SDR and the Summary of Existing Environmental Conditions and Constraints

Reports and finalized them, posting them to the studywebs i t e and advising stakeho

versions via a website update. Responses to the comments received were also sent to those who
provided comments thanking them for their interest in the study and input on the documentation.

A copy of the published and circulated Notice and a copy of the letter mailed to agencies and First Nations
representatives is included in Appendix H. A copy of comments received in response to the Notice and
the Project Team® responses to those comments is also provided.

6.3.3 Notice of Public Information Centre(s)

Three Public Information Centres (PICs) were held for this project. A Notice of PIC was prepared for each
PIC with the purpose of announcing the date, time and location of the PIC, summarize the materials that
would be presented at the PIC and request input from interested and affected parties. The Notice also
advised stakeholders that the materials being presented at each PIC would be available on the study
website if they could not attend the event.

6.3.3.1 Public Information Centre #1

The PIC #1 Notice was published in the North Bay Nugget on Thursday November 15, 2012 and the
Mattawa Recorder on Sunday November 11, 2012.

Notice of PIC #1 was mailed directly to individuals on the study mailing list on November 8, 2012. The
Notice of PIC #1 was also circulated to approximately 1,100 households in the study area via a bulk mail
drop processed through Canada Post.

The PIC #1 Notice and a letter inviting regulatory agencies and First Nations representatives to review the
materials and meet with members of the Project Team between 3:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. was distributed by
direct mail on November 8, 2012. A copy of Notice of PIC #1 and the letter mailed to agencies and First
Nations representatives is included in Appendix H.

6.3.3.2 Public Information Centre #2

The PIC #2 Notice was published in the North Bay Nugget on Thursday June 13, 2013 and the Mattawa
Recorder on Sunday June 9, 2013.

Notice of PIC #2 was mailed directly to individuals on the study mailing list on June 6, 2013. In addition, as
was done for all previous notices, the Notice of PIC #2 was circulated on June 13, 2013 to approximately
1,100 households in the study area via a bulk mail drop processed through Canada Post.

The PIC #2 Notice and a letter inviting regulatory agencies and First Nations representatives to review the
materials and meet with members of the Project Team between 3:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. was distributed by
direct mail on November 8, 2012. A copy of Notice of PIC #2 and the letter mailed to agencies and First
Nadians represefitatives ig inclhided in Appehdix H.

6.3.3.3 Public Information Centre #3

The PIC #3 Notice was published in the North Bay Nugget on Thursday January 16, 2014 and the Mattawa
Recorder on Sunday January 12, 2014.

As was undertaken with all prior notices, the Notice of PIC #3 was mailed directly to individuals on the
study mailing list plus property owners within the footprint of the Preferred Plan on January 15, 2014 and it
was circulated to approximately 1,100 households in the study area via a bulk mail drop processed through
Canada Post.
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The PIC #3 Notice and a letter inviting regulatory agencies and First Nations representatives to review the The above information was presented on a series of 18 display boards, which were augmented by roll
materials and meet with members of the Project Team between 3:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. was distributed by plans to show the highway planning alternatives superimposed upon aerial photographs of the study

direct mail on January 13, 2014. A copy of Notice of PIC #3 and the letter mailed to agencies and First corridor. Stakeholders were provided with both a newsletter and a comment sheet, and the PIC

Nations representatives is included in Appendix H. information was posted to the study website (www.hwyl17corridorstudy.ca) on Thursday November 29,

2012. A copy of the display boards and the study newsletter is included in Appendix H.
6.3.4 Notice of Study Completion and Filing of the Transportation Environmental Study
Report Nineteen people attended PIC #1, including three municipal council members, two municipal staff members

and two representatives from the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR).
The Notice of Study Completion and Filing of the TESR was published in the North Bay Nugget on

Thursday August 21, 2014 and the Mattawa Recorder on Sunday August 24, 2014. Comment sheets were available for attendees to submit written comments at the PIC or to take away for
submission at a later date. Comments were submitted by two attendees at the PIC event and both

As was undertaken with all prior notices, the Notice of Study Completion was mailed directly to individuals requested copies of some of the material on display. Copies of the requested materials were sent by mail

on the study mailing list, including property owners within the footprint of the Preferred Plan, on August 20, following the PIC and included:

2014 and it was circulated to approximately 1,400 households in the study area via a bulk mail drop

processed through Canada Post 1 Township of Bonfieldr equest ed a sétzedf rtolhé fMhainfs showing the

alternatives. A copy of the requested information was provided for reference and public review.

This notice advised stakeholders of study completion, the location where a copy of the TESR could be 1 Township of Bonfield requested a copy of the reference documents identified in Section 8.5 of the

revi ewed, and described the mechaniupm fidr thtegkdldltderhadgt adyeedBrisét andgbEMPi ronment al Conditions and Constr
concerns had not been adequately addressed. A copy of Notice of Study Completion and Filing of TESR ongoing reference document for the Township. A copy of the requested information was provided

and the letter mailed to agencies and First Nations representatives is included in Appendix H. for reference and public review.

No additional comments were submitted during the PIC #1 comment period, which ended on January 4,

6.4 Public Information Centres 2013. A summary of the comments received through discussions at the PIC and via the comment sheets

6.4.1 Public Information Centre #1 is provided below.

, - Comments on Highway Planning Alternatives:
PIC #1 was held on Wednesday November 28, 2012 at the Calvin Municipal Hall between 4:00 p.m. and 1 ents 'ghway ning rnatives

8:00 p.m. External agencies and government representatives had the option to attend the information
centre one hour in advance of the general public (i.e. between 3:00 pm and 4:00 pm).

o Comments on the highway planning alternatives p
am scared to drive on that highwayo to Al eave i

Ontarioessence of the areaodo, with the majority of P
The PI C was opiehd @ssbylae 6do p e nhekenue svas uriversaly adcessible ds per supportive of the highway planning alternatives presented.
the requirements of the Ontarians with Disabilities Act. o With respect to highway widening alternatives, Municipality of Calvin staff indicated they

prefer the north widening alternative because it has the least impact on their tax base

Th f PIC #1 ide th lic with i i h . . . .
@ purpose of PIC #1 was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and comment on the because fewer properties would be displaced; while MNR staff indicated they prefer the

following: south widening alternative because it avoids impacts to a meander belt of the Pautios
1 Transportation needs assessment; Creek located just north of the existing highway, and appears to have lower overall potential
1 Selected transportation system alternatives; natural environment impacts.
I Selected highway corridor; o Municipality of Calvin staff indicated they would like median turn-around provisions for
1 Selected highway cross-section; emergency response vehicle use.
T Identified environmental conditions and constraints; o No additional alignment or interchange alternatives were identified by stakeholders who
' Highway planning alternatives including: attended the event or who reviewed the material presented at PIC #1.
0 Proposed areas of highway realignment and areas of highway widening; o .
o Potential highway interchange locations; and T Comments on Existing Conditions:
o Potential service road locations. o MNR Park staff indicated they would provide additional information regarding Blanding
1 Proposed criteria for evaluation of highway planning alternatives. Turtles and a decerro shsiignhgwoa y afinsdu ppeori nt ed out t hat

sewage disposal facility just north of Highway 17 near Patois Creek.
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0o MNR Park staff indicated that secondary source information showing snowmobile trails

through the park is incorrect, because motorized vehicles smaller than family cars are not

permitted, and that the snowmobile trai

driving conditions.

o0 Municipality of Calvin staff provided information regarding artesian well conditions at two
locations, potential need for access from Highway 17 to two lakes near Columbia Forest

al onggq

Products, the status of current bridge work on Highway 630 and requested lighting at the

1 Evaluation of interchange configuration alternatives and recommended configuration at each
interchange

Bli1-Ges 468 récontnfendbd®at THoBt P RoSdBAdMcNuff Rolie € 2 us e of

1 Recommended closure of existing Highway 17 from east of Highway 630 to the Samuel de
Champlain Park entrance

The above information was presented on a series of 16 display boards, which were augmented by roll

Highway 17/ 630 intersection.

o A member of the general public indicated that two properties south of Highway 11 near Sta.

224000 are residential rather than commercial use.

1 Comments on Potential Impacts:
0 One property owner indicated that if the realignment alternative through his property is

selected, he would have no trouble with it because the property is large enough to rebuild

elsewhere.

0 One business owner felt that realignment alternatives would result in a very significant loss

of business because of loss of highway exposure.

0 One business owner indicated that closure of the Pimisi Bay roadside park would eliminate
an important launching location for Mattawa River canoe trips, and would have significant

impact on the viability of their canoe rental business.

1 Comments on First Nations Consultation/Engagement:

0 One Council member asked if consultation with local First Nations was planned, and was

pleased to be advised that this was an important component of the study plan.
Responses to the comments submitted at PIC #1 were sent by the Project Team in January 2013.

A copy of the PIC materials, including the display boards, comments submitted and the Project Team
responses is provided in Appendix H.

6.4.2 Public Information Centre #2

PIC #2 was held on Wednesday June 26, 2013 at the Calvin Municipal Hall between 4:00 p.m. and
8:00 p.m. External agencies and government representatives had the option to attend the information
centre one hour in advance of the general public (i.e. between 3:00 pm and 4:00 pm).

AsatPIC#1,PIC#2wa s h el dop-& Bt§lea gspénchouse format and the venue was universally
accessible as per the requirements of the Ontarians with Disabilities Act.

The purpose of PIC #2 was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and comment on the
following:

1 Evaluation of highway realignment and highway widening (including service roads) alternatives
1 Recommended highway planning alternative
9 Interchange configuration alternatives for Rutherglen Line, Highway 630 and Boundary Road

plans to show the highway planning alternatives superimposed upon aerial photographs of the study
corridor. Stakeholders were provided with both a newsletter and a comment sheet, and the PIC
information was posted to the study website (www.hwyl7corridorstudy.ca) on Thursday June 27, 2013. A
copy of the display boards and the study newsletter is included in Appendix H.

Sixty-six people attended PIC #2, including municipal council members, four municipal staff members and
a representative from the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR).

Comment sheets were available for attendees to submit written comments at the PIC or to take away for
submission at a later date. Comments were submitted by twenty-two individuals who attended the PIC or
reviewed the materials on the study website. Requests for a copy of PIC materials were also made five
attendees at the event. Requests for materials focused on mapping of specific areas along the
recommended highway planning alternative. Responses to these requests were mailed and emailed
following the PIC.

The comment period for PIC #2 ended on July 26, 2013. As noted above, a majority of the comments
focused on the recommended highway alternative and the potential impacts to individual properties in the
study area. As such, comments were specific in nature. A summary of the comments received through
discussions at the PIC and via the comment sheets is provided below.

1 Concerns regarding property severance and the mitigation for areas where property is land locked.

1 Questions submitted regarding mitigation of land locked parcels, noise and potential to incorporate
buffer areas to distance the highway from residents and livestock.

T A\’ number of comments were submitted
and the long term ties to the land that were being impacted.

regarding

1 More information and accuracy was requested regarding detail design and construction of the
highway, particularly from businesses (agricultural and aggregate) impacted by the recommended
alternative given the need to develop business plans for the future.

One comment was submitted regarding the recommendation for a roundabout at Boundary Road where
the commentator noted that most traffic would be attempting to travel south on Boundary Road and as
such, large vehicles would be hindered by the introduction of a roundabout. A number of comments were
also submitted regarding the recommended cul-de-sac on Trout Pond Road. Commentators noted this
was a primary route for agricultural users in the area and provided access for aggregate extraction vehicles
and residents to areas south of the recommended highway alternative.
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Aside from requests to reconsider route alternatives in order to avoid potential impacts to a specific
property, no additional alignment or interchange alternatives were identified by stakeholders who attended
the event or who reviewed the material presented at PIC #2.

Responses to the comments submitted at PIC #2 were sent by the Project Team in October 2013.

A copy of the PIC materials, including the display boards, comments submitted and the Project Team
responses is provided in Appendix H.

6.4.3 Public Information Centre #3

PIC #3 was held on Thursday January 29, 2014 at the Calvin Municipal Hall between 4:00 p.m. and 8:00
p.m. External agencies and government representatives had the option to attend the information centre
one hour in advance of the general public (i.e. between 3:00 pm and 4:00 pm).

As at the previous PICs, PIC#3was hel dop-aesbasvdl e,
universally accessible as per the requirements of the Ontarians with Disabilities Act.

The purpose of PIC #3 was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and comment on the
Preferred Plan and the preliminary mitigation measures and strategies developed to address potential
impacts. PIC #3 also provided an opportunity for people to comment on refinements to the recommended
highway planning alternative that the Project Team had made in consideration of the comments received at
the previous PIC.

The material was presented on a series of 10 display boards, which were augmented by roll plans to show
the recommended plan superimposed upon aerial photographs of the study corridor. Stakeholders were
provided with both a newsletter and a comment sheet, and the PIC materials were posted to the study
website (www.hwyl7corridorstudy.ca) on Thursday January 29, 2014. A copy of the display boards and
the study newsletter is included in Appendix H.

Thirty-nine people attended the PIC and comments were submitted by eight individuals who attended the
PIC. Two additional comments were submitted after the PIC and prior to the advertised comment period
deadline (February 28, 2014). Requests for a copy of PIC materials were also made by five attendees at
the event focusing on mapping of specific properties and their proximity to the recommended plan.
Responses to these material requests were mailed / emailed the week of February 3, 2014.

As noted above, the comment period for PIC #3 ended on February 28, 2014 and a majority of the
comments focused on the recommended plan and the potential impacts to individual properties in the study
area. A summary of the comments received through discussions at the PIC and via the comment sheets is
provided below.

9 Please consider a different alignment where there are less houses and no houses:
0 The highway could be moved to pass north of Algonquin Park where there are far fewer
people living.
0 You could leave the highway near Deux River i Bush Creek area and connect Highway 11
near the Powassan area.

1 My property is impacted and | will have no access based on this alignment:
o Can you provide access to the back of my property.
o Re-open road easement from Highway 630 to the west or else property will be landlocked.

1 We have reviewed the proposed realignment plan from PIC 3 and are very disappointed and
concerned.

o The PIC 3 proposal shows total disruption to additional properties, previously seemingly not
affected, and leaves us with a considerable loss of our lands and a country home now
facing the underbelly of a four-lane bridge over a railway track.

o0 We strongly suggest that you go back to the PIC 2 proposal, take out our homes, leave
other properties alone and we will move on.

Responses to the comments submitted at PIC #3 were sent by the Project Team in April, 2014. In
consideration of the request to revert back to the PIC #2 alignment west of Pautois Creek, the Preferred

openhekenuesvas f or ma tPlazpsegented at PIC #3 does result in reduced impacts to the overall environment. Therefore, the PIC #3

alignment was carried forward as part of the Preferred Plan.

A copy of the PIC materials, including the display boards, comments submitted and the Project Team
responses is provided in Appendix H.

6.5 Study Website

As part of t he ABCOMdeédmpedaprojedt spdcificwelrplge
(www.hwy1l7corridorstudy.ca) for the assignment in order to keep stakeholders informed of key milestone
events throughout the project including study commencement, Public Information Centres (PICs), release
of study documentation.

The purpose of the website was to house and disseminate project information in a prompt and efficient
manner. The project website included the basic arrangement of key pages including:

1 Home/ Welcome 1 Study Documentation
1 Study Overview 1 FAQs

i EA Process 1 Relevant links

9 Public Consultation T Comments/ Contact Us

Drop-down menus were used where applicable to provide direct access to materials.

The Home page of the website was generally used to present an overview of the study and its status while
a special 6quick linksd6 area was set uupconiny evartsl
including PICs planned by the Project Team. A link on the website also provided users with access to the
websites for the adjacent Highway 17 studies being completed by others (G.W.P. 5105-09-00 and

G.W.P. 5077-07-00).

pages

The website was updated frequently throughout the Study. All relevant material generated by the Project
Team was posted to the Study website for public access, review and comment. The material posted
included the Study newsletters, PIC displays and summaries of the events and comments received. Also
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posted on the website were the reports and associated mapping prepared by the Project Team throughout
the Study.

Project updates were posted over the course of the study and the website will continue to be active until
the Project receives Environmental Clearance in order to provide stakeholders with access to all material
prepared and updates on the study progress and next steps in addition to contact information for anyone
with questions regarding the Study and its recommendations.

6.6 Study Newsletters
A newsletter was generated for distribution at the three PICs.

The intent of the newsletters generated through the study was to encourage and facilitate public
involvement by providing summary details about study activities, findings and recommendations at key
milestones during the EA Study and next steps in the study process. Generally, the newsletters outlined
the PIC display material and provided an opportunity to share larger amounts of information with
stakeholders. The newsletters were available at the PICs and posted on the study website. Newsletters
were prepared and available in both French and English.

A listing of the Study newsletters, their topics of information and when they were distributed is provided
below. Copies of the newsletters can be found in Appendix H.

Newsletter Issue # Distribution Date

Newsletter #1 1 Overview of the Study, Needs Assessment, November 2012
Transportation System Alternatives and Highway
Corridor Selected, and Highway Planning

Alternatives

Newsletter #2 1 Overview of the Study, Recommended Highway June 2013
Planning Alternative and Next Steps

Newsletter #3 T Overview of the Study, Recommended Plan and January 2014
Next Steps

Each newsletter included project contact information, for stakeholders who had any questions or
comments, and provided the project website address and how stakeholders could get more information on
the Study.
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7. Preferred Plan

This section provides an overview of the Preferred Plan. The Preferred Plan for Highway 17 includes:

Realignment of Highway 17 from Highway 531 to east of Rutherglen;

Widening and realignment of Highway 17 from east of Rutherglen to west of Highway 630;

Realignment of Highway 17 from west of Highway 630 to west of Pautois Creek;

Widening of Highway 17 from west of Pautois Creek to the east study limit (just east of Boundary

Road);

Closure of existing Highway 17 from east of Highway 630 to west of Pautois Creek;

Retention of existing Highway 17 as a service road at all other locations;

1 Interchanges at Rutherglen Line, Highway 630 and Boundary Road with partial illumination
provided at the ramp terminals;

1 A grade separation at Trout Pond Road and Trunk Road; and

1 A cul-de-sac at McNutt Road.

= =4 =4 =4

= =

Subsequent to PIC #3 and the refinement to the Preferred Plan carried forward to preliminary design, the
alignment of Highway 17 was further refined east of Boundary Road. The highway alignment in this area
was shifted slightly to the south, by approximately 50 m. This refinement increases the area of land that

can be retained by property owners in the area (subject to individual discussions during acquisition), and

was made in response to stakeholder comments and input as part of the PIC #3 consultation process.

The preliminary design work for the Preferred Plan has been completed to a sufficient level of detail to
confirm the feasibility of the proposed infrastructure, identify the property requirements and identify
potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures. The new Highway 17 alignment has been
designed to RFD 120 standards (i.e. rural freeway divided, with a design speed of 120 km/h).

The Preferred Plan is shown in Exhibits 7.2 and 7.3 and is presented in greater detail in the Preliminary
Design Plates in Appendix A.

7.1 Horizontal Alignment

The new Highway 17 alignment is situated to the south of the existing Highway 17 alignment throughout
the entire study limit. The horizontal alignment of the highway is curvilinear in nature, consisting of
numerous horizontal curves connected by tangent sections. Radii for the horizontal curves range from
R-1400 m to R-7000 m. All horizontal alignment elements for the new Highway 17 mainline alignment
meet or exceed the requirements set out in the Geometric Design Standards for Ontario Highways
(GDSOH) for the applicable design speed of 120 km/h.

In Northeastern Region, the desirable minimum radius for the new Highway 17 alignment is R-1700 m,
however a minimum radius of R-1000 m is permitted in constrained areas.

Given the limited separation between existing Highway 17 and the existing railway corridor to the south in
the vicinity of Pimisi Bay, the Preferred Plan includes R-1400 m radii through this area to avoid impacts to

Pimisi Bay. With the reduce radii of R-1400 m, wider shoulders and/ or clear zones along the inside of the
curve will need to be considered to provide adequate sight distance for drivers.

7.2 Vertical Alignment

The profile of the new Highway 17 alignment varies throughout its length. In some locations it is below the
existing ground level while in other locations it is at or above the existing ground level.

All of the vertical alignment elements for the new Highway 17 alignment meet or exceed the requirements
set out in the GDSOH for the applicable design speed of 120 km/h. The minimum grade for the new
Highway 17 mainline is 0.3%, which meets the requirements of the GDSOH for a freeway with an urban
drainage system. The maximum grade is 3.0%, which meets the GDSOH requirements for freeways. A
number of crest and sag vertical curves are located along the length of the highway. All vertical curves
meet or exceed the minimum curve requirements set forth in the GDSOH for the applicable design speed.

7.3 Cross Section

The cross section for both the widened and realigned sections of Highway 17 will consist of:

1 afreeway with two lanes in each direction;

1 a30m median to enhance highway safety and minimize the risk of crossover collisions; and

1 atypical 110 m right-of-way, with a wider right-of-way required in some locations due to large cuts
or fills and at interchange locations.

A through lane width of 3.75 m will be provided. Outside shoulders will be 3.0 m wide and fully paved.
Median shoulders will be 1.5 m wide and fully paved. Where a roadside barrier is required adjacent to the
left shoulder, a fully paved shoulder width of 2.5 m will be provided.

The typical cross section is presented in Exhibit 7.1.

Exhibit 7.1: Typical Cross -Section of New Highway 17
(Not to Scale)
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Exhibit 7.2: Preferred Plan i East of Highway 531 to East of Rutherglen
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Exhibit 7.3:

Preferred Plan i East of Rutherglen to East of Boundary Road
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