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MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT TO ADDRESS
CONGESTION ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET CORRIDOR
(COMMUNITY OF GRAND BEND)

NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT/ PUBLIC MEETING

THE PROJECT:

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of Transportation, has initiated
a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process to consider alternatives to address ongoing traffic
congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through Grand Bend. Continued traffic congestion along the corridor,
particularly during peak tourist periods, has necessitated an examination of options aimed at improving the flow
of traffic through the area. The study will consider a range of alternatives to address the traffic problem
including, but not limited to, i) widening the bridge at Parkhill Creek to accommodate more lanes of traffic (see
map for location), ii) construction of a by-pass around Grand Bend, iii) an examination of various lane
configurations to optimize traffic flow, and iv) road widening to accommodate more lanes of traffic. The study
will also include a review of cycling lane alternatives, pedestrian crossing options, and signal light optimization.

THE ENVIRONMENTAL SCREENING PROCESS:

The planning for this project is : @
following the planning process S ,., AT

established for Schedule B activities %,Av BE"D

under  the  Municipal  Class <SG

Environmental Assessment (Class EA) A s s’

document. Schedule B projects are g dq,r;}” Y,

approved subject to the completion of %7 %o g e

a screening process. The purpose of V3 N N =

the screening process is to identify any // (/&e‘?ﬁ f & Y 5
potential  environmental  impacts Vo :93 ‘”"%&V

associated with the proposal and to ~’ & SRPO 8

plan for appropriate mitigation of any / & y

impacts. The process includes S, )

consultation ~ with  the  public, ‘ 3

Aboriginal communities, stakeholders W‘;ge% =

and review agencies. This notice is L

being issued to advise of the start of O | — Affected Road coricor 1:15,000

study investigations. A  public
information meeting is planned for the summer of 2016 to update residents on the status of the study progress.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT:

Public consultation is a key component of this study. A Public Information Centre has therefore been
scheduled to advise residents about the project and to receive input from interested parties on the alternatives
being considered in regards to the traffic congestion problem. Details of the Public Information Centre are as
follows:

Date: Wednesday August 24, 2016
Time: 3pm-5pmand7 pm-9pm.
Location: Grand Bend Legion, 20 Municipal Drive, Grand Bend

Following the meeting, input into the Class EA will be accepted until September 30, 2016. Comments collected
in conjunction with this Class EA Schedule ‘B’ process will be maintained on file for use during the project and
may be included in project documentation. With the exception of personal information, all comments will become
part of the public record. For further information on this project, or to review the MEA Class EA process, please
contact the project engineers: B.M. Ross and Associates: 62 North Street, Goderich, Ontario, N7A 2T4.
Telephone (Toll Free): (888) 524-2641. Fax: (519) 524-4403. Kelly Vader, Environmental Planner (e-mail:

kvader@bmross.net). ,‘f\\
Fa)

This Notice issued July 28", 2016. Nt

Stephen McAuley, Director of Community Services . /ll\\
P y Y Lambton Shores




BMROSS

engineering better communities

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED .
Engineers and Planners File No. BR1144
62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

p. (519) 524-2641 e f. (519) 524-4403
www.bmross.net

July 25, 2016

See attached List

Re:  Municipality of Lambton Shores
Class EA for Ontario Street South Corridor Congestion
Community of Grand Bend

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of
Transportation, has initiated a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process to consider
alternatives to address ongoing traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through Grand
Bend. Continued traffic congestion along the corridor, particularly during peak tourist periods, has
necessitated an examination of options aimed at improving the flow of traffic through the area. The
study will consider a range of alternatives to address the traffic problem including, but not limited to,
(i) widening the bridge at Parkhill Creek to accommodate more lanes of traffic (see map for
location), (ii) construction of a by-pass around Grand Bend, (iii) an examination of various lane
configurations to optimize traffic flow, and (iv) road widening to accommodate more lanes of traffic.
The study will also include a review of cycling lane alternatives, pedestrian crossing options, and
signal light optimization.

The planning for this project is following the environmental screening process set out for
Schedule ‘B’ activities under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA)
document (approved October 2000, as amended in 2007 and 2011, under the terms of the
Environmental Assessment Act). The purpose of the Class EA screening process is to identify
any potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed works and to plan for
appropriate mitigation of any identified impacts. This process includes consultation with the
public, aboriginal communities and government review agencies.

Your community has been identified as possibly having an interest in this project. For
your convenience, a response form is enclosed along with a self-addressed stamped envelope.
Please return by September 9, 2016. Also be advised that a Public Information Centre has
been scheduled for the afternoon and evening of Wednesday August 24, 2016 at the Grand Bend
Legion, to advise residents about the project and to receive input from interested parties.

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_ Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Jul25-Aboriginal Let.docx



If you have an interest in attending this event, or wish to review the presentation material,
please advise the undersigned at 1-888-524-2641 or by e-mail at kvader@bmross.net.

Yours very truly

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Per !w/%“ K/ «,@Qf\

Kelly/Vader, RPP, MCIP
Environmental Planner

KLV:hv
Encl.

c.c.  Steve McAuley, Lambton Shores
Nick Verhoeven, Lambton Shores

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Jul25-Aboriginal Let.docx
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MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES

CLASS EA TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC CONGESTION
ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET SOUTH CORRIDOR IN GRAND BEND
PROJECT BR1144

AGENCY CIRCULATION LIST: ABORIGINAL INTERESTS

Chief Thomas Bressette

Chippewas of Kettle and Stony Point First Nation
6247 Indian Lane

RR #2 Forest, ON NON 1J0

Chief Christopher Plain
Aamjiwnaang First Nation
Aamjiwnaang Administration Office
978 Tashmoo Ave.

Sarnia, ON N7T 7H5

Wilson Plain Jr.

Aamjiwnaang First Nation
Aamjiwnaang Environment Department
978 Tashmoo Avenue

Sarnia, ON N7T 7H5

Chippewas of the Thames First Nation
Chief Leslee White-eye

320 Chippewa Road

Muncey, ON NOL 1YO0

Chief Sheri Doxtator

Oneida Nation of the Thames
2212 Elm Ave

Southwold, ON NOL 2G0

Chief Roger Thomas
Munsee-Delaware Nation
RR#1

Muncey, ON NOL 1Y0

Historic Saugeen Métis
204 High Street, Box 1492
Southampton, ON NOH 2L0

Great Lakes Métis Council
Peter Coture, President

380 9th Street East

Owen Sound, ON N4K 1P1

Metis Nation of Ontario

Consultation Assessment Coordinator, Lands, Resources and Consultation
355 Cranston Crescent, P.O. Box 4

Midland, ON L4R 4K6

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_ Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Jul25-First Nations List.docx



Response Form

Project Name: ___ Highway 21 Bridge Grand Bend

Project Description: __Class Environmental Assessment for widening of the bridge spanning

Parkhill Creek on Highway 21 in Grand Bend.

Project Location: Community of Grand Bend, Municipality of Lambton Shores, Lambton County

(Key Plan of Project Location attached)

Please Detach and Return in Envelope Provided

Name of Aboriginal Community:

Please check appropriate box

[] Please send additional information on this project
[] We would like to meet with representatives of this project.

e have no concerns wi is project and do not wish to be consulted further
[] We h ith this project and do not wish to b Ited furth

Project Name: Highway 21 Bridge Location: Highway 21, Grand Bend Proponent: Lambton Shores



Response Form

Project Name: ___ Highway 21 Bridge Grand Bend

Project Description: __Class Environmental Assessment for widening of the bridge spanning

Parkhill Creek on Highway 21 in Grand Bend.
Project Location: Community of Grand Bend, Municipality of Lambton Shores, Lambton County

{Key Pian of Project Location attached)

Please Detach and Return in Envelope Provided

Name of Aboriginal Community: Hl 4‘h> e, 5&%4{14& /We.rf

v eféfo\/f“’—{/
wgm,q"./ LemCLS Q’,ﬁbu_fée__g Cf—’é@r\_ﬁal’kxj’nw

Please check appropriate box
Ay zs 16

m/ Please send additional information on this project

] We would like to meet with representatives of this project.

] We have no concerns with this project and do not wish to be consulted further

Project Name: Highway 21 Bridge Location: Highway 21, Grand Bend Proponent: Lambton Shores



CHIPPEWAS OF THE THAMES FIRST NATION

October 11, 2016

Kelly Vader, RPP, MCIP
Environmental Planner

B.M. Ross and Associates Limited
Engineers and Planners

62 North Street

Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

Subject: Municipality of Lambton Shores
Class EA for Ontario Street South Corridor Congestion
Community of Grand Bend

Dear Kelly,
We are in receipt of correspondence of the aforementioned project, dated July 25, 2016.

In our screening of your correspondence we have identified no concerns with your project or the
information that you have presented to us at this time.

We ask that if there are any changes to your project that are of a substantive nature that you keep us
informed.

Thank you for notifying Chippewa of the Thames First Nation. If you have any questions, please contact
me directly.

Sincerely,

Fallon Burch

Chippewa of the Thames
Consultation Coordinator
(519) 289-2662 Ext. 213

320 Chippewa Road, Muncey, ON, NOL 1Y0
Ph. 519-289-5555 Fax. 519-289-2230
info@cottfn.com www.cottfn.com



BMROSS

engineering better communities

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Engineers and Planners File No. BR1144
62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4 '

p. (519) 524-2641 e f. (519) 524-4403
www.bmross.net

July 25, 2016

See attached list

Re:  Municipality of Lambton Shores
Class EA for Ontario Street South Corridor Congestion
Community of Grand Bend

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of
Transportation, has initiated a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process to consider
alternatives to address ongoing traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through Grand
Bend. Continued traffic congestion along the corridor, particularly during peak tourist periods, has
necessitated an examination of options aimed at improving the flow of traffic through the area. The
study will consider a range of alternatives to address the traffic problem including, but not limited
to; (i) widening the bridge at Parkhill Creek to accommodate more lanes of traffic (see map for
location), (ii) construction of a by-pass around Grand Bend, (iii) an examination of various lane
configurations to optimize traffic flow, and (iv) road widening to accommodate more lanes of
traffic. The study will also include a review of cycling lane alternatives, pedestrian crossing
options, and signal light optimization.

The planning for this project is following the environmental screening process set out
for Schedule ‘B’ activities under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA)
document (approved October 2000, as amended in 2007 and 2011, under the terms of the
Environmental Assessment Act). The purpose of the Class EA screening process is to identify
any potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed works and to plan for
appropriate mitigation of any identified impacts. This process includes consultation with the
public, stakeholder and government review agencies.

Your organization has been identified as possibly having an interest in the project and
we are soliciting your input. Please forward your response to our office by August 26, 2016.
Also be advised that a Public Information Centre has been scheduled for the afternoon and
evening of Wednesday August 24, 2016 at the Grand Bend Legion, to advise residents about
the project and to receive input from interested parties.



If you have an interest in attending this event, or wish to review the presentation
material, please advise the undersigned.

Yours very truly

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Per EW k/ «JJ/\

Kelly Vader, RPP, MCIP
Environmental Planner

KLV:hv

Encl.

c.c.  Steve McAuley, Lambton Shores
Nick Verhoeven, Lambton Shores

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_ Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Jul25-Agency Let.docx



MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES

MUNICIPAL CLASS EA TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC CONGESTION
ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET SOUTH CORRIDOR (GRAND BEND)
BR1144

REVIEW AGENCY CIRCULATION LIST

REVIEW AGENCY

INVOLVEMENT

Ministry of the Environment & Climate Change
(EA Coordinator)
- Southwest District Office - London

Mandatory Contact

Ministry of Transportation, London Office

Impact on Transportation

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
(District Planner)
- Aylmer District Office

Potential Impact upon Natural Environment

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport
- Cultural Services Unit (Toronto)

Potential Impact upon Heritage Features

Ausable Bayfield Conservation Authority

Potential Impact on Environmental Features

Ontario Provincial Police
Grand Bend Detachment

General Information - Traffic

Municipality of Bluewater

Adjacent Municipality

Municipality of South Huron

Adjacent Municipality

Municipality of Lambton Shores

Proponent — File Copy

County of Lambton

- Administration

- Emergency Services (EMS, Fire Dispatch,
CEMC)

- Planning and Development Department

- County Highways Dept.

General Information

South Huron Fire Department

General Information

Lambton Shores Fire Department

General Information

Huron-Perth Catholic District School Board
Mill Street, Dublin, Ontario, NOK 1EOQ

General Information - Busing

St. Clair Catholic District School Board
420 Creek Street, Wallaceburg, ON N8A 4C4

General Information - Busing

Lambton-Kent District School Board
200 Wellington St, Sarnia, ON N7T 7L2

General Information - Busing

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Jul25-Agency List.doc




Kellz Vader
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From: Glen Millar <glen.millar@county-lambton.on.ca>

Sent: June 6, 2018 9:31 AM

To: Kelly Vader (kvader@bmross.net)

Cc: Matt Deline; Chris Traini (ctraini@middlesex.ca); ‘charper@huroncounty.ca’; Steve
McAuley - Lambton shores (smcauley@lambtonshores.ca)

Subject: Class EA - Grand Bend - Ontario Street Corridor

Kelly,

The County of Lambton has the following comments regarding Lambton Shores' Project regarding the Ontario Street
corridor in the Village of Grand Bend.

The Counties of Lambton, Huron, and Middlesex are developing a joint project to rehabilitate the Tri-County Bridge
located at the County boundary on County Road 5 (Greenway Road). Given the scope of the repairs, our initial plans are
to close the Tri-County Bridge during construction and detour traffic to the north which includes a section of Ontario
Street within your project limits. Based on our most recent traffic counts, Greenway Road carries less than 700 vehicles
a day. Note that we would still need to request and obtain approval from Lambton Shores and/or MTO to utilize
sections of their roads as part of our project detour route.

Our tentative schedule would include completing the design and obtain approvals in 2018 with tender in early 2019 and
construction to follow in 2019. It is my understanding that your project schedule is pending a funding commitment from
the Province through the connecting link program but could be as early as September 2019.

As such, the County of Lambton wishes to be kept up to date regarding the project's construction schedule as it moves
forward to ensure that the two projects schedules do not conflict with one other.

Let me know if you require anything further at this time.
Cheers,

Glen Millar, P.Eng

County of Lambton

Public Works Department
(519) 845-0801 X 5311

DISCLAIMER:

[f you are not the intended recipient of this transmission, you are hereby notified that any disclosure or other action taken in reliance
on its contents is strictly prohibited. Please delete the information from your system and notify the sender immediately. If you receive
this email in error contact the County of Lambton at 519-845-0801 extension 5405 or email itsupport@county-lambton.on.ca.

sﬁ please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to.
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Huron-Perth Catholic District School Board

Mail PO Box 70 Dublin ON NOK 1EQ  Wabsite www.huronpesthcatholic.ca

P | g Plione 19452440 Fax 519 345 2449

August 9, 2016

B.M. Ross & Associates Limited
Engineers & Planners

Attn: Kelly Vader F D
62 North Street %ag
Goderich ON N7A 274
Dear Ms. Vader,
RE: MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES
Ctass EA FOR ONTARIO STREET SOUTH CORRIDOR CONGESTION

ComMmMUNITY OF GRAND BEND

In response to your correspendence of July 25, 2016, please be advised that
we have no concerns in regards to the above-mentioned project.

Sincerely,

G Mo Aol —

Anne Marie Nicholson
Manager of Assessment & Plant

/dd



Ministry of the Environment
and Climate Change

733 Exeter Road
London ON NSE 113
Tel: 519 873-5000
Fax: 51¢ 873-5020

Ministére de I'Environnement
et de PAction en matiére de
changement climatigue

733, rue Exeler
London ON NBE 1L3
Tél: 519 873-5000
Fax: 519 873-5020

August 11", 2016

BM Ross and Associates Limited
Engineers and Planners

62 North Street

Goderich, Ontario

N7A 274

. Attention: Ms. Kelly Vader. . ...

Re: Notice of Study Commencement Municipality of Eambton Shores Class EA for Ontario
Street South Corridor Congestion Community of Grand Bend

Dear Ms. Vader:

This letter is this ministry’s response to the Notice of Commencement for the above noted
project. This response acknowledges that this stady is being completed following the Municipal
Engineers Association Mimicipal Class EA.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.

As you know, the Class EA planning process includes consultation with interested stakeholders,
evaluation of alternatives, assessment of the effects of the proposed works and identification of

measures to mitigate any adverse impacts. In addition to pubhc agencies, and the general public,
consultation with First Nations and Metis is required.

Consultation with First Nation and Metis Communifies

The Crown has a duty to consult First Nation and Metis communities if there is a potential
impact to Aboriginal or treaty rights. As the proponent of this project, the Municipality of
Lambton Shores has a responsibility to conduct adequate consultation with First Nation and
Metis communities as part of the environmental assessment process. The Crown is therefore,
delegating the procedural aspects of consultation to the Mummpallty of Lambton Shores as
outlined in the attached document.



The Municipality of Lambton Shores must contact the Director, Environmental Approvals
Branch if this project may adversely affect an Aboriginal or treaty right. The Ministry will then
determine whether the Crown has a duty to consult. Information and resources to assist the
Municipality of Lambton Shores and BM Ross Consulting in fulfilling this requirement are
provided as an attachment.

Source Water Protection

In addition, per the recent amendments to the Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) Class EA
parent document approved October 2015, proponents undertaking a Municipal Class EA project
must identify early in the process whether a project is occurring within a source water protection
vulnerable area. This must be clearly documented in a Project File report or ESR. If the project is
occurring in a vulnerable area, then there may be policies in the local Source Protection Plan
--{SPP) that need to be adhered to addressed (requirements under the Clean Water Act). The. .. ..
proponent should contact and consult with the appropriate Conservation Authority/Source
Protection Authority (CA/SPA) to discuss potential considerations and policies in the SPP that
apply to the project.

If located in a vulnerable area, proponents should document whether any project activities are a
prescribed drinking water threat and thus pose a risk to drinking water (this should be consulted
on with the appropriate CA/SPA). Where an activity poses a risk to drinking water, the proponent
must document and discuss in the Project File Report/ESR how the project adheres to or has
regard to applicable policies in the local SPP. If creating or changing a vulnerable area,
proponents should document whether any existing uses or activities may potentially be affected
by the implementation of source protection policies. This section should then be used to inform
and should be reflected in other sections of the report, such as the identification of net positive/
negative effects of alternatives, mitigation measures, evaluation of alternatives etc. (As a note,
even if the project activities in a vulnerable area are deemed to not to be a drinking water risk,
there may be other policies that apply and so consultation with the local CA/SPA is important).

Please keep this office fully informed of the status of this project as it proceeds through the Class
EA process. Thank you in advance.

Minitry of the Environment & Climate Change
Southwestern Region
(519) 873-5014

Mr. Steve McAuley, Lambton Shores
Mr. Nick Verhoeven, Lambton Shores

Attachment (1)



ABORIGINAYL, CONSULTATION INFORMATION

Consuliotion with Interested Persons under the Untario Environmentol Assessment At

Proponents subject to the Ontarfo Bnvironmentol Assessment Aot are required Yo consult with interested

" persons, which may Inelude First Nafions and Métls commumities, In some cases, special efforts may be
required to ensure that Aboriginal comuunities are made aware of the project and are gfforded
opportunities to provide comments, Direction about how fo consult with inforested petsons/communities.
is provided iu the Code of Practice: Consuliation in Onterio’s Environmental Assessment Process
available on the Ministey's websie;

hting :f!\krww«ontarzo,aafenwy_igomentmagg‘ -energyv/consuliation-ontariog-environmental-assessnent-protess
As an early part of the congultation process, propénems ave required to contact the Ontario Mindstry of
Aboriginal Afflrs® Consuliation Unitend visit Aboriginal Affuirs and Northetn: Development Carada’s
Abotiginal and Tresty Rights Tnformation System (ATRIS) to help dentify which First Nation and Métls

SOTAIAnTIGE Ey D6 HHoresiad 10 OF poennally FHpacied oy el propoted projestss

ATRIS can be aceessed through the Aboriginal Affairs and Notthern Development Canada websile! ‘

hitp://sldait-atris.azdnc-aende.go.co/atrds_onfine/

For mofe information in regard Aboriginal consultation as part of the Bnvironmental Assessment provess,
refor to the Minisiry’s website:

wiw.ontario,ea/povernment/anvironmen! f-assessmerds-consulting-aborfeinal-communitles R

Youare advised to provide notification directly to all of the First Nation ahd Métis communities who may
be Interested In the project. You shonld vontact Blist Nation communities through their Chief and Band
Councdl, and Metis communities through thelr elected leadership.

Righis-based consuitetion with Fiest Nafion and Métis Communities

Proponients should note that, in sddition to requirihg interest-based consultation ag desoribed ebove,
certain projects may have the potentlal to adversely affect the abiltty of First Nation or béts commumities
10 exercise their established or oredibly ssserted Aboiginal or treaty rights. In such onses, Ontario may

* have a duty 1o consult those Aboriginal communities.

Activitles whith may yestrict or rediice aooess to unocenpled Crown lands, or which could resuitina
potential advetse impaot to land or wafer resources in which harvesting rights are exercised, may have
{he polential fo impaet Aboriginal or treaty sights, For assistance in determining whether your proposed
project could affect these rights, please refer 10 the attached “Proliminary Assessment Checklist: First
Nation and Més Community Interest” : '

Tthere is Hicely to be an adverse impact to Aborigine] of treaty rights, accommodation may be required 1o
avoid or minkmize the adverse impeets. Acoormmodation is ap outcome of consultation and includes any
meshantsir used to avold of minimize adverse impacts fo Aboriginat or treaty rights and traditional nses.
Sokutions could inclnde mitlgation such as adjustments in the titing ot geographic location of the '

v.1.14.0 _ _ .



proposed acfivity. Accoramodation may in certein circumstances Involve the provision of financial
compensation, but does not necessarily require it.

Far more infornation sbout the duty to consul t, please see the Ministry’s websie et
www.onterie.caleovernment/duty-consult-aboriginal-peoples-ontario

The pm;) onent nest confact the Director, Bnvivonmental Approvals Branch if s project may adverse‘ky
affect an Abotighnal or treaty right, consultation has reached an impasse, or if a2 Part [ Order or an

clovation request is anticipated; the Ministry will then determine whether the Crovwn has a dufy to consult.

The Director of the Buvirenmmental Approvalks Branch. can be notified either $y einall with the subject line
“Potential Duty to Consult” to EAABE sen@onfario.ca or by mail or fax af the address provided below:

Email: ﬂ&ASIBG‘eg@omﬁotc
Subject: Potetitlal Duty to Consult

Faxe 416-314-8452

- | Addresst TrviTonTIenal Approvals SencH
135 St Clair Averue West, 1™ Floor
Toronio, ON, MAV 195

Delegntion of Procedurat Aspects of Consaltintion

Proponents have an Important and direct xole in the conswitation process, including & respcnsib:hty to
conduct adequate consvltation with Rirst Nation and Migtis communities s part of ihe environmental
ausessment process. This is lald out in existing environmentat assesament codes of practice and guides
that can be acessed from the Mindstry"s environmente! assessment websits at

Wm.omafic.cafan' vivonmentalassessments

The Minstry relies on consultation condueted by proponents when it assesses the Crown's obligations
and divects proponents during the regulaiory process. Where the Crown’s duty to consult is triggered,
varions additional procedural steps may also be asked of proponents as part of their delegated duty to
consult responsfbilities. i some situations, the Crown wmay also become involved in consultation
aolivities,

Onitario wil have an oversight role as the consultation process unfolds but will be relying op the steps
undertaken and information you obialn fo ensure adequate consultation has taken place. To enstre that
Pirst Nation and Més commminities have the ability to assess & pm_;ect’s potentmi to adversely affect their
Aboriginal or treaty 1ights, Ontario requires propovents to undertake certain procedural aspacts of
consultation,

The proponent’s responsibilities for procadural aspects of consultation ‘mciud‘e:

* Providing notice to the eieated leadership of the First Natlon and/or Métis communm s (@8
First Nation Chief) as owrly as possibls regarding the project;

o Providing First Nation and/or Méils commimitles with information ahout the proposed prolem:
including anticipated impacts, information on timelines and your environmental assessmett
proceys; :

w1140



o Following up with Fitst Nation and/or Métis communifies to ensure they received project
Information and that they are aware of the opporfunity to sxpress comments and congerns sbout
the project. If you are wpable 1o make the appropriaie contacts fe.g. are upable o contactthe
Chief).plense contact the Bnvironmental Assessment and 131 anning Coopdinator ot the Ministry's

sppropriate regionat offics for futher diveotion.

»  Providing Frst Nation andfox Métis communities with opporiunities to meet with appropriate
proponent representatives {o disouss the project

.o Gathering Information about how the project may adversely impact the relevant Aborzgmal and/or
Treaty righls {for example, hunting, fishing) or sites of coltural significence (for axampia, burial
srounds, archaeologioil sites);

o Consideting fhe comments and coneerns prov:daci By First Wation and/or Miéts communities and
providing responges;

e Where appropriate, disoussing potential mmgatmn strategios with First Nation and/or My
commnities;

& Bairing the rensonable couls assooizied with these procedural aspets of consultation, which may -

include providing support fo help build communities’ capacity to pacticipate in consuliation aboul
the proposed project.
o Maintatnine 8 Consultation Record to show evidence that you, the proponent, comipleted alf the

steps Hemized sbove or & a mintmum made meaningfl atternpis to doso. |
o Upon requast, providing copies of the Cionsultation Retord to the Ministry. The Consulfation
Record should:
o summarize the natore of any comments and guestions received from Firet Nation and/or
Midtls cominmities
o describe your response to those comments sud how their concerns were coriaidered
o inohude a communications Jog indicating the dates and thmes of all communications; and
o, document aotivities in velation to consulfafion.

Successfd consltation depends, fn part, on early engagement by proporents with First Nation and Métis
communitles. Toformation shaved with communities must be cleay, acourate and complete, and in plain
language where possible, The constltation process must medntain sufficient flesibility to respond to new
informution, and we frust you will make 21} reasonable efforts to build positive relationships with all Fizst
Nation and Métie communiiles corfacted,

¥ you need more specific guidance or Aboriginal consultation steps in relation o your proposed projest, '

or if you fee} consultztion has reached an jrmpasse, please contact the Environmental Assessment and
Planning Coordinator & the Ministry's appropriate regional offfce,

v.LIAD
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Preliminary Assessment Checldist: Flest Nation and Méts Comysunity Interests and Rights

Tn addition o other interests, some main soncetns of Mirst Nation and Métis compaunitles may pertain to
established or asverted rights to hund, gather, ttap, and fish - these activities generally ocour on Crovm.
land or water bodies. As such, projects related to Crown land or waler bodies, or changes to how lands
and water are avcessed, may be of concern o Aboriginel communities.

Please answer the following guestions and keep selated nofes a8 part of your copsuliation record. “Yes™
responses will indjoate & potential adverse inpact on Aboriginal or treaty rights.

© ‘Whers you have Wdéntified that your project may trigger rights-based consultation fhrough the following - -

questions, you shovtd enrange for a mecting between you and the Bnvironmental Assessment and
Planning Coordinaior at the Ministxy's appropriate regionsl office to provide an early opportunity to
confinm whether Ontario’s daty to consult Js trisgered and 1o diseuss roles and responsibiiiffes in that

avent.

YEB NO

1. Are you awere of concerns from First Nation and Métis communities about
your profect or a shmilar project in the area’

The types of conoerns can yange from interested Mquities o environmental

| coraplaints, and even 1o Jand use concerns. You should consider whether the

interest represenis on-going, aoute and/or widespread concern,

2. Is your project ocourring on Crown Iand or is it close foa water body? Might
it change accets o either?

3. . e the project located i an open o7 forested atea where hunimg or trapping
could take place?

4, Duoss fhe project Involve the cleating of forested end?

3., Is the project locaied away from developed, urban areas?

6. Is your project close to, or adjavent 1o, an existing reserve?
Projects in areas near reserves may be of inferest to the First Nation and Mitis
cornpoumnities iving there.

7. Will the project affect First Nations and/or Métis ability fo access avess of'
stgnificance to them? ,

8, Isthe eres subject 1o 2 land claim?

Ynformation abowt land claimes fited In Ontarlo ¥ evailable from the Mindstry of
Aboriginal Affatrs; information sbout land dlaims filed with the federal
government is available from Aboriginal Affals end Notthern Development
Canada,

5. Diogs fhe project have the polentlal to fmpact any archaeological sites?

v.i. 1,4.0




Ministry of Tourism, Ministére du Tourisme, ’\ »
Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport
: ; > >
Heritage Program Unit Unité des programmes patrimoine 9 °
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services V n a rIO

401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 Toronto ON M7A 0A7
Tel: 416 314-7159 Tél: 416 314-7159
Fax: 416 212 1802 Téléc: 416 212 1802

August 12, 2016 (by email only)

Kelly Vader, Environmental Planner
B.M. Ross and Associates Limited
62 North Street

Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

E: kvader@bmross.net

RE: MTCSfile#: 005385
Proponent:  Municipality of Lambton Shores and MTO

Subject: Notice of Commencement- Municipal Class EA Schedule B
Ontario Street South corridor Congestion
Location: Community of Grand Bend, Municipality of Lambton Shores

Dear Kelly Vader

Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of
Commencement for your project. MTCS'’s interest in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving
Ontario’s cultural heritage, which includes:

e archaeological resources, including land-based and marine
e built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments and
e cultural heritage landscapes.

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural
heritage resources.

Cultural Heritage Considerations

While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may be
identified through screening and evaluation. Aboriginal communities may have knowledge that can
contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any engagement with
Aboriginal communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural heritage resources that
are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical societies and other local
heritage organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the identification of cultural heritage
resources.

Archaeological Resources

This EA project may impact archaeological resources and you should screen the project with the MTCS
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential to determine if an archaeological assessment is needed.
MTCS archaeological sites data are available at archaeology@ontario.ca. If this EA project area exhibits
archaeological potential, then an archaeological assessment (AA) should be undertaken by an
archaeologist licenced under the OHA, who is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for
review

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes

The MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether this EA project may impact cultural heritage
resources. The Clerk for the municipality can provide information on property registered or designated



mailto:kvader@bmross.net
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0478E~3/$File/0478E.pdf
mailto:archaeology@ontario.ca
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf

under the Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners can also provide information that will assist
you in completing the checklist.

If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment
(HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be completed to assess potential project impacts. Our
Ministry’s Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans outlines the scope of
HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS for review, and make it available to local organizations or individuals
who have expressed interest in review.

Municipal Heritage Bridges Cultural, Heritage & Archaeological Resources Assessment Checklist

Since this project includes a municipally owned bridge, you should also refer to and apply the Municipal
Engineers Association screening criteria for work on bridges that fall under the Municipal Class EA. A
checklist and background material developed in coordination with MTCS, is available on the MEA
website.

Environmental Assessment Reporting

All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA
projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed for your EA
project, and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion. If your screening has identified
no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the
completed checklists and supporting documentation in the EA report or file.

Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project. We would appreciate being informed of this project as it
continues through the EA process. Please update your contact list and send future notices to Rosi Zirger
Heritage Planner at the address above or to rosi.zirger@ontario.ca

Please contact me as necessary for any questions or clarification.
Sincerely,
Rosi Zirger

Heritage Planner
rosi.zirger@ontario.ca

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists,
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm,
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act.


http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf
file:///C:/Users/ZirgerRo/Desktop/rosi.zirger@ontario.ca
rosi.zirger@ontario.ca
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/ v s Ministry of Tourism, - . 3

V Onta rIO Culture and Sport Criteria for _Evaluatmg ;
Programs & Services Branch Archagologlcal Potential
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 A Checklist for the Non-Specialist
Toronto ON M7A OA7

The purpose of the checklist is to determine:
+ if a property(ies) or project area may contain archaeological resources i.e., have archaeological potential
* itincludes all areas that may be impacted by project activities, including — but not limited to:
+ the main project area
* temporary storage
+ staging and working areas
+ temporary roads and detours
Processes covered under this checklist, such as:
*  Planning Act
*  Environmental Assessment Act
* Aggregates Resources Act
*  Ontario Heritage Act - Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties
Archaeological assessment

If you are not sure how to answer one or more of the questions on the checklist, you may want to hire a licensed consultant
archaeologist (see page 4 for definitions) to undertake an archaeological assessment.

The assessment will help you:
*+ identify, evaluate and protect archaeological resources on your property or project area
* reduce potential delays and risks to your project

Note: By law, archaeological assessments must be done by a licensed consultant archaeologist. Only a licensed archaeologist
can assess — or alter — an archaeological site.

What to do if you:
+ find an archaeological resource

If you find something you think may be of archaeological value during project work, you must — by law — stop all
activities immediately and contact a licensed consultant archaeologist

The archaeologist will carry out the fieldwork in compliance with the Ontario Heritage Act [s.48(1)].
* unearth a burial site

If you find a burial site containing human remains, you must immediately notify the appropriate authorities (i.e., police,
coroner’s office, and/or Registrar of Cemeteries) and comply with the Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act.

Other checklists

Please use a separate checklist for your project, if:
* you are seeking a Renewable Energy Approval under Ontario Regulation 359/09 — separate checklist
+ your Parent Class EA document has an approved screening criteria (as referenced in Question 1)

Please refer to the Instructions pages when completing this form.

0478E (2015/11)  © Queen's Printer for Ontario, 2015 Disponible en frangais Page 1 of 8



Project or Property Name
Class EA for Ontario Street Congestion in Grand Bend

Project or Property Location (upper and lower or single tier municipality)
County of Lambton, Municipality of Lambton Shores, Community of Grand Bend

Proponent Name
Municipality of Lambton Shores

Proponent Contact Information
Steve McAuley, Director of Community Services, 9575 Port Franks Road, RR#1 Thedford, ON NOM 2NO

Screening Questions

Yes No
1. Isthere a pre-approved screening checklist, methodology or process in place? |:|
If Yes, please follow the pre-approved screening checklist, methodology or process.
If No, continue to Question 2.
Yes No
2. Has an archaeological assessment been prepared for the property (or project area) and been accepted by D
MTCS?
If Yes, do not complete the rest of the checklist. You are expected to follow the recommendations in the
archaeological assessment report(s).
The proponent, property owner and/or approval authority will:
« summarize the previous assessment
» add this checklist to the project file, with the appropriate documents that demonstrate an archaeological
assessment was undertaken e.g., MTCS letter stating acceptance of archaeological assessment report
The summary and appropriate documentation may be:
« submitted as part of a report requirement e.g., environmental assessment document
« maintained by the property owner, proponent or approval authority
If No, continue to Question 3.
Yes No
3. Are there known archaeological sites on or within 300 metres of the property (or the project area)? |:|
Yes No
4. s there Aboriginal or local knowledge of archaeological sites on or within 300 metres of the property (or project D
area)?
Yes No
5. Isthere Aboriginal knowledge or historically documented evidence of past Aboriginal use on or within 300 [:]
metres of the property (or project area)?
Yes No
6. Isthere a known burial site or cemetery on the property or adjacent to the property (or project area)? |:|
Yes No
7. Has the property (or project area) been recognized for its cultural heritage value? []
If Yes to any of the above questions (3 to 7), do not complete the checklist. Instead, you need to hire a licensed
consultant archaeologist to undertake an archaeological assessment of your property or project area.
If No, continue to question 8.
Yes No
8. Has the entire property (or project area) been subjected to recent, extensive and intensive disturbance? D

If Yes to the preceding question, do not complete the checklist. Instead, please keep and maintain a summary of
documentation that provides evidence of the recent disturbance.

An archaeological assessment is not required.

If No, continue to question 9.
0478E (2015/11) Page 2 of 8




9. Are there present or past water sources within 300 metres of the property (or project area)?
If Yes, an archagological assessment is required.

If No, continue to question 10.

Yes No

v O

10. Is there evidence of two or more of the following on the property (or project area)?
« elevated topography
+  pockets of well-drained sandy soil
» distinctive land formations
+  resource extraction areas
»  early historic settlement
+ early historic transportation routes
i Yes, an archaeological assessment is required.
If No, there Is low potential for archaeological resources at the property (or project area).

The proponent, property owner and/or approval authority will:

* summarize the conclusion
+ add this checklist with the appropriate documentation to the project file

The summary and appropriate documentation may be:

+ submitted as part of a report requirement e.g., under the Environmental Assessment Act, Planning Act

processes
* maintained by the property owner, proponent or approval authority

Yes No

0478E (2015/11)
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Kellx Vader
“

From: Kelly Vader <kvader@bmross.net>
Sent: September 1, 2016 5:01 PM

To: Jennette Walker

Subject: RE: Grand Bend bridge

No problem Jennette. Thanks for getting back to me.

Kelly

From: Jennette Walker [mailto:jwalker@municipalityofbluewater.ca)
Sent: September 1, 2016 4:59 PM

To: Kelly Vader <kvader@bmross.net>

Subject: Grand Bend bridge

Hi Kelly

Thank you for the correspondence, at this time Bluewater has no interest in this project. If the construction detour
impacts Bluewater roads we would like to be informed.

I’'m cleaning my desk off and | just found your letter regarding the EA for the Ontario St South Corridor — | know I'm a
week late!

Regards

lennette Walker, C.E.T.
Manager of Public Works
(519) 236-4351 Ext. 221

jwalker@municipalityofbluewater.ca
www.municipalityofbluewater.ca

Bluewater
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engineering better communities

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED .
Engineers and Planners File No. BR1144
62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

p. (519) 524-2641 e f. (519) 524-4403
www.bmross.net

August 3, 2016

Grand Bend Resident

Re:  Municipality of Lambton Shores
Class EA for Ontario Street South Corridor Congestion
Community of Grand Bend

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of
Transportation, has initiated a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process to consider
alternatives to address ongoing traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through Grand
Bend. Continued traffic congestion along the corridor, particularly during peak tourist periods, has
necessitated an examination of options aimed at improving the flow of traffic through the area. The
study will consider a range of alternatives to address the traffic problem including, but not limited to,
(i) widening the bridge at Parkhill Creek to accommodate more lanes of traffic (see map for
location), (ii) construction of a by-pass around Grand Bend, (iii) an examination of various lane
configurations to optimize traffic flow, and (iv) road widening to accommodate more lanes of traffic.
The study will also include a review of cycling lane alternatives, pedestrian crossing options, and
signal light optimization.

The planning for this project is following the environmental screening process set out for
Schedule ‘B’ activities under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA)
document (approved October 2000, as amended in 2007 and 2011, under the terms of the
Environmental Assessment Act). The purpose of the Class EA screening process is to identify
any potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed works and to plan for
appropriate mitigation of any indentified impacts. This process includes consultation with the
public, aboriginal communities and government review agencies.

As a property owner along the affected Ontario Street corridor, you have been identified
as possibly having an interest in this project. Be advised that a Public Information Centre has
been scheduled for the afternoon and evening of Wednesday August 24™ at the Grand Bend
Legion, to advise residents about the project and to receive input from interested parties (See
Enclosed Notice). The Information Meeting will provide additional details regarding the
alternatives being considered to address the congestion problem along the corridor and give
residents an opportunity to provide their input. The presentation material will also be made
available on the Lambton Shores website at http://www.lambtonshores.ca following the meeting.



http://www.lambtonshores.ca/

If you are unable to attend but still wish to review the presentation material, please advise
the undersigned at 1-888-524-2641 or by e-mail at kvader@bmross.net.

Yours very truly

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Per

KeIIyVa er, RPP, MCIP
Enwronmental Planner

KLV:hv
Encl.

c.c.  Steve McAuley, Lambton Shores
Nick Verhoeven, Lambton Shores

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_ Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\BR1144-16Aug03-Adjacent Property Let.docx
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Municipal Class EA
To Address Traffic Congestion
Along Ontario Street Corridor
Grand Bend

Public Information Meeting
August 24, 2016

e engineering beliter communities



' Agenda

® Introduction

® Background

® Class EA Process

® Preliminary Engineering
®  Traffic Study

® Class EA Alternatives

® Next Steps

® (Questions

e engineering beliter communities




Project Study Area

MOLLARD Liye

s Affected Road Garridor

1:15,000




Highway 21 Corridor — Study Area

» Connecting Link Section Through Grand Bend

» Extends from Pinedale Road at the South End to Municipal
Boundary (Lambton Shores/Grand Bend) at North End

» Provincial Highway corridor, owned and maintained by
Lambton Shores

Ontario Street Corridor looking north
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Existing Conditions




Existing Bridge Description

L

View looking west (downstream) from river side docks A




_Bridge Photos

West Sidewalk 'ROSS
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Ontario Street Bridge

» Spans Parkhill Creek

> Concrete Post Tension
Frame Bridge

» Constructed Circa 1963

» No Record of Previous It e - iR

b e

Traffic Lined Up at Bridge»



Existing Intersection Configuration
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Existing Conditions




Corridor — South of Merrywood Dr.

lHlustrated Cross-Section of Lane Configuration - Merrywood South
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Corridor — South of No Frills
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lllustrated Cross-Section of Lane Configuration - Merrywood to No Frills
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Multi-Lane Corridor — No Frills to Municipal Limit

B

lHlustrated Cross-Section of lane Confiquration - Ontario St through Grand Bend
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roject Timelines
* Project Initiated (March 2015)

* Small Communities Fund Grant Application (Sept. 2015)

® Preliminary Engineering Completed (Winter 2015/16)

* Traffic Operations Study Completed (February 2016)

® Presentation to Council (June 28, 2016)

® Study Scope Expanded to Include Full Connecting Link Corridor
® Class Environmental Assessment Initiated(August 2016)

® Public Information Meeting (August 2016)

ROSS

ng hetie
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CLASS EA PROCESS




L

CLASS EA STUDY PHASES

PROBLEM/OPPORTUNITY DEFINITION

|

IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES

!

CONSULTATION WITH PUBLIC AND REVIEW AGENCIES

|

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

i

SELECTION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

ROSS

ng better communitie
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Problem Summary

® Only One Crossing of the River available for Vehicular and
Pedestrian Traffic Volumes in the Community

* Significant Traffic Congestion and Delays on Ontario Street,
especially for northbound traffic on Long Weekends.

® High volume of Pedestrian Traffic needs to be Addressed

* Traffic delays are an Inconvenience to the public and slow
response times for Emergency Vehicles

® Existing corridor may be too narrow to accommodate bike
lanes or more traffic lanes.

enginegearing aetter communitieEs



' Consultation Program

* |nitial Notice/Public Meeting Notice — August 2016

e Published in Local Papers and Direct-Mailed to Adjacent
Property Owners

® Agency Consultation — August 2016

e Provincial/Federal Review Agencies
« MTO/ MNRF/ MTCS/ ABCA

e Adjacent Municipalities
e Emergency Services
® Aboriginal Consultation — August 2016

® First Public Meeting — August 24, 2016

* Additional Consultation once Preferred Alternative
Selected

ROSS

ng hetie
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Engineering Review




Engineering Review

* Inspection of the Condition of the Existing Bridge
* Survey of Road Profiles through Project Study Area

® Survey of lands located adjacent to the crossing and
intersection where modifications may be required to achieve
road design standards — check for potential conflicts

* |dentification of potential Alternatives to address existing
deficiencies

* |dentification of Potential By-Pass Route

® Calculate Probable Costs for All Options

ROSS

ng hetie
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Traffic Study

Paradigm Transportation Solutions




Traffic Study - Paradigm
* Analyzed Current and Future Traffic Operations for
Intersection
e Analysis of Existing Traffic Conditions
e Traffic Forecasts for a Five Year (2020) Horizon
e Analysis of Potential Remedial Measures

® Turning Movement Volumes of Intersection Counted
e Weekday in June 2015
e Victoria Day Long Weekend
e Canada Day Long Weekend

* |dentified Current Operational and Safety Deficiencies

ROSS

ng hetie
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June Weekday
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Pedestrian Counts - Weekday

Time Temp | Main St | Main St | Ontario Ontario
West leg | East Leg | South Leg | North Leg

June 3-4, 2015
(Wed & Thur)

June 3-4, 2015
Wednesday

June 4, 2015
Thursday

June 4, 2015

June 4, 2015

3:00-6:00 pm &
7:00 am —1:00 pm

3:00 —4:00 pm
(Peak Hour Data)

9:00 — 10:00 am
(Peak Hour Data)

11:00am —12:00pm
(Peak Hour Data)

12:00 - 1:00 pm
(Peak Hour Data)

19°C

19°C

15°C

18°C

21°C

10

10

12 14
0 6
0 0

14 7

ROSS
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Pedestrian Counts - Weekend

r

May 16, 2015
(Saturday)

May 16, 2015
May 16, 2015
July 4, 2015
(Saturday)

July 4, 2015

July 4, 2015

10:00 am —5:15 pm
(Total Day Count)

11:00 am —12:00 pm
(Peak Hour Data)
12:30-1:30 pm
(Peak Hour Data)
10:00 am — 5:15 pm
(Total Day Count)
11:00 am —12:00 pm
(Peak Hour Data)
12:30-1:30 pm
(Peak Hour Data)

12°C

14°C

20°C

19°C

19°C

39

65

679

43

111

10

32

235

32

26

28

72

758

40

151

mp [ Main St | Main St | Ontario Ontario
West Leg | East Leg | South Leg | North Leg
13°C

38
56
859

61

114

ROSS
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Traffic Study - Paradigm

Potential Improvements

* Intersection improvements predicated upon the assumption that
the bridge will be widened to accommodate more lanes of traffic.

® OPTION 1: Exclusive Northbound Right Turn Lane
e Widen Bridge to Provide a Five Lane Cross-Section

e Use Dedicated Northbound Lane to Separate Left Turn and Right Turn
Lanes (3 northbound lanes)

®* OPTION 2: Additional Northbound Through Lane
e Widen Bridge to Provide a Five Lane Cross-Section

e Three Northbound Lanes to include a Left Turn Lane, a Dedicated
Northbound Through Lane, and a Shared Northbound/Right Turn

Lane
ROSS
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Traffic Study Recommendations™

® Current Intersection Configuration is Insufficient for Traffic
Volumes seen on Summer Weekends and Long Weekends

* Widening of the Bridge is forecast to provide the Capacity
Needed to Accommodate northbound traffic.

® Option 1 provides improvements and will bring intersection
within accepted volumes, and would not require construction
of an additional receiving lane on the north side.

* Implementation of Option 2 is recommended but would
require the implementation of an additional receiving lane on
the north side of the intersection.

* Pedestrian Traffic Taken into Consideration @ IROSS



Class EA Study Alternatives

Bridge Alternatives

Alternative 1: Replace bridge with a new structure capable of conveying greater
traffic volumes

Alternative 2: Widen the bridge to accommodate great volumes of traffic
Alternative 3: Do Nothing

Corridor Alternatives

Alternative 1: Modify lane configuration along corridor
Alternative 2: Add or extend additional traffic lanes and/or bike lanes to corridor

Alternative 3: Construct a by-pass around Grand Bend to divert through traffic
around the Community

Alternative 4: Do Nothing

VIROSS
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Bridge Alternatives
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Bridge Alternative # 1 — New Bridge

* Replace bridge within the existing or slightly modified
location

® Construct new bridge crossing with wider bridge deck to
accommodate more traffic volume

® On approaches, widen roadway and sidewalks to match
new wider bridge deck

* Replace existing utilities on crossing (watermain, sanitary

sewer, phone, gas)



Bridge Alternative # 2A — Widen Bridge

* Widen the bridge on east side with new footings and
extend abutments

* Widen bridge deck, sidewalks, etc.
® Rehabilitate Deteriorated Bridge Components
* Install New Traffic Signals, relocate Utilities, etc.

® Reconstruct road surface and lane markings to provide
dedicated right turn, north bound & left turning lanes.

@&ﬂ grneering better communities
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Bridge Alternative 2




Bridge Alternative # 2B — Widen Bridge
with Additional North Bound Lane

* Same improvements as proposed with Alternative #3A

Except:

® Reconstruct road surface and lane markings to provide
dedicated right turn, north bound and joint right turn
and north bound lane.

B cngineering better communities
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Bridge Alternative # 2C — Widen Bridge
& Realignh Road

® Provide cantilevered supports on both sides of the
bridge deck to support sidewalks

® Realign road approaches to blend with wider bridge
* Rehabilitate Deteriorated Bridge Components
* |nstall New Traffic Signals, relocate Utilities, etc.

® Reconstruct road surface and lane markings to include
dedicated left turn, north bound lane and joint right

turn and north bound lane.
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Corridor Alternatives




Corridor Alternative 1: Modify Lane Configuration

* Examine extent and efficacy of existing center left turning
lane through corridor

® Review location and use of Cross-Walks
® Review signalization along corridor
* Evaluate impact of pedestrians at the intersection




Corridor Alternative 2: Widen or Extend Corridor

Evaluate opportunities and need to widen all or portions
of the existing corridor through the addition of traffic
lanes and/or cycling lanes

Examine options for extension of the multi-lane corridor
to the north or south
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orridor Alternative # 3 — By-Pass

* |dentify Preferred Location for By-Pass Route Around
Grand Bend

® Construct a new bridge crossing on By-Pass Route

® Purchase Property from Affected Landowners to Permit
Construction of Bridge and Approaches

® Construct new Road Approaches on By-Pass and Connect
to Existing Road Network

* Modify Existing Roadways to Incorporate By-Pass

B cngineering better communities



s .
4 o ke
Y _%L LA i BT i kS
&R}l LT S
A b T 4 y
‘ﬁ/é\: i 4 /
X ;\\\ L I
'y M W, P,
e _"’ ._"'\._\_ _I \
-'.r'} _){H‘ I:r e \"\- l_f
AL AN N Y o
f i1 } ! M of
_J|I | & . g s
"-u___‘_fl-h "'-\.':I: __.-"' I'III ___.I'I.N_.-"
i /
i A e
i &

[ ADD BiGHT HAND
| TURNING LANE

N

N

v
&

GONSTRUGT ARIDGE — ——
ASSUMED SPaN A0 m

.'/.'.
|

| TRAFEIC BIGNALE ¢
| AT NTERSECTION

E Proposed Mew Bridge
=— Proposcd Road on New Roube

= = = Existing Road on New Route

L

o
i

=
N
PURCHASE RO W AmD
1

[ CONETRUCT NEW RIOAD

Corridor
Alternative #3
Proposed By-Pass

/ROSS

1,200

engineering beliter communities

0 300 B
T
METRES




. Anticipated Costs -

Bridge Options

* Alternative 1 — New Bridge S 6.0 m+
* Alternative 2A — Widen Bridge S2.4m
* Alternative 2B — Widen Bridge & Add’l N. Lane S$2.6m
® Alternative 2C — Widen Bridge & Realign Rd S19m
Corridor Options

* Alternative 1 — Modify Lane Configuration ?

® Alternative 2 — Widen or Extend Corridor ?

* Alternative 3 — By-Pass Route S4.0 m+

* Preliminary Costs include an allowance for engineering and
not for property acquisition.

approvals but



' Other Potential Issues

* Private Property Impacts at Bridge site and along the
Corridor

® Parking Impacts on north section of Highway 21
Associated with Option 2C

® Future Growth
* Sidewalk and Railing Configuration

* Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA)

@en genearing belter communities

® Other Issues??
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Next Steps

* Collect Feedback from Residents/Agencies/Aboriginal
Communities following Initial Consultation Phase

® Collect Feedback from Public Meeting
® Continue to Consult with Stakeholders
* Expand the traffic study to assess corridor issues

® Continue with Review of Alternatives Based Upon
Feedback Received through Above-Noted Consultation

B cngineering better communities
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 TRANSPORTATION STUDY

PEDESTRIAN COUNTS TRAFFIC COUNTS TRAFFIC COUNTS

EXISTING CONDITIONS (2015) EXISTING CONDITIONS (2015) FUTURE OPERATIONS (2020)
PEDESTRIAN VOLUMES WERE COLLECTED AT THE THE CURRENT CONFIGURATION OF THE SIGNALIZED GROWTH RATES WERE CALCULATED USING HISTORICAL
INTERSECTION OF MAIN STREET AND ONTARIO INTERSECTION AT ONTARIO STREET AND MAIN STREET VOLUME DATA PROVIDED BY MTO FOR AADT (ANNUAL
STREET DURING THREE EVENTS: WEEKDAY. IN IS INSUFFICIENT TO HANDLE THE TRAFFIC VOLUMES AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC) AND SADT (SUMMER
’ A SEEN BY SUMMER WEEKEND VOLUMES, PARTICULARLY ~ AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC). A GROWTH RATE OF 0.3%
JUNE, MAY LONG WEEKEND AND JULY 4™ LONG ON HOLIDAY WEEKENDS, WITH THE 95™ PERCENTILE WAS DETERMINED FOR THE INTERSECTION, WHICH
WEEKEND. QUEUE BEING CALCULATED AS BEING OVER CAPACITY RESULTED IN LITTLE CHANGE EROM CURRENT
Weekday Counts FOR THE NORTHBOUND THROUGH MOVEMENT. CONDITIONS
Ti Main St | Main St Ont Ont June Weekday June Weekday ‘
“ T poves ) st s A
June 3-4 3-6:00 pm & 3 . 8o | g Yo 1
(vvneed&Thur) 7am—1%r8pm lg ; T‘% é lg ; l‘g é—l
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Vl\;gdenesday (Peak Hour [I):);’:a) 10 12 14 o 88 2 ::;2‘ 28 © j:lg’ 38 O ::;33 285 S 51443
June 4’ 2015 9:00 - 10:00 am «+—83 J ’ L ;—102 <+— 257 +— 140 ‘J l l’ r155 +—339 <+— B4 J l L ‘—104 +— 261 +— 142 ‘J l L ‘—157 <+ 344
Thursday (Peak Hour Data) 10 ’ 0 ° Main S:root Main Street Main Street Main Street
June 4, 2015 11am - 12pm 79— ;g- ; é I g 291 i 166 —» iii 19 Lr 329 —p 80— ;g:f’ ’Je J?, z|; 295 —» 169—» 3:::?’ ‘1 l :g 234 —p
(Peak Hour Data) 0 14 0 0 35—, SR 68— OB 36—, SR 60— i 38
4 2015 12:00-1:00
une (Peak Hour Daptg; 2 4 14 / 5 $ 3 t 3 t .,9, .
|| 8 L] 5 , v | | L | 8
Wee kend COU I‘ItS May Long Weekend July Long Weekend May Long Weekend July Long Weekend
m Saturday Peak Hour | Saturda)L Reak Hour | Saturday Peak Hour Saturday Peak Hour
West Leg | East Leg | South Leg | North Leg = T o _ T T
May 16, 2015 10am - 5:15 pm Ig 2 Tg 2 BE I §§ .
(Saturday) (Total Day Count) 2 v § s l g = l r ~
May 16, 2015 11 12:00 g | A El 4 2 z
Y Peak Hour Data) 39 10 28 38 388°| 7 388 °l—m segs| =2 153%. =
May 16, 2015 12:30 - 1:30 =28 | Ll 8 | (e—se §209 e +— 340 193  +—408 | |—550 212 «—677
ay (Peak Hour Dalf)tr;) 83 < 72 >0 Main S%root ‘_| T r Main S%roelht’ T MJ i L ' T MJ i L;. ‘—T
July 4, 2015 10am - 5:15 o0—> 74 40— 31— 15— | N1 | [T ser—s 260 —» e 45— 336 —» & 1m—’ 9 352 —»
(ga»;urday) (ToatI:I Day ColloJl:lqt) 679 235 758 859 121:; S ia > 112: TR 1f732§—> ‘JS 2 g :i_. 2?8 g
July 4,2015  11am - 12:00 R v
- (Pezztrl];| Hour Datlzir)]n = 52 e &l 2 ' © R - ? = ’
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/ MUNICIPAL CLASS

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

SUMMARY OF CLASS EA PROCESS:

® PLANNING AND DESIGN PROCESS FOR MUNICIPAL WATER,
WASTEWATER, AND ROAD PROIJECTS

® CONDUCTED TO EVALUATE THE POTENTIAL IMPACTS OF THE
PROJECT ON THE NATURAL, CULTURAL, SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, AND
BUILT ENVIRONMENTS

STUDY PHASES:

PHASE 1 PHASE 2 PHASE 3 PHASE 4 PHASE 5

AL TERNATIVE
ALTERNATIVE N DESIGN CONCEPTS - ENVIRONMENTAL

PROBLEM OR

oPPORTUNITY °°  SsoLuTioNs °° FOR PREFERRED
SOLUTIONS

STUDY REPORT °° = IMPLEMENTATION

SCOPE OF THIS STUDY:

* RECONSTRUCTION OF A ROAD OR WATER CROSSING WHERE THE
RECONSTRUCTED FACILITY WILL NOT BE FOR THE SAME PURPOSE,
USE, CAPACITY OR AT THE SAME LOCATION (CAPACITY REFERS TO
EITHER HYDRAULIC OR ROAD CAPACITY)

o SCHEDULE B PROJECTS APPROVED SUBJECT TO COMPLETION OF
PHASES 1 AND 2 OF THE CLASS EA PROCESS (

* GENERAL STUDY COMPONENTS:

e DEFINE PROBLEM / OPPORTUNITY;
IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS;
CONSULTATION WITH THE PUBLIC / REVIEW AGENCIES;
SELECTION OF A PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE;
EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES / IMPACT MITIGATION,;
PREPARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCREENING REPORT ; AND
FINAL PUBLIC NOTIFICATION.
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CLASS EA STUDY PROCESS
(PHASES 1 & 2)

DEFINE PROBLEM OR OPPORTUNITY

'

IDENTIFY ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS

!

INVENTORY THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

|

IDENTIFY IMPACT OF ALTERNATIVE
SOLUTIONS AND MITIGATING MEASURES

'

CONSULT WITH PUBLIC AND REVIEW AGENCIES | |e— XVF';'EEFTQCE)[\)’YAE
TO IDENTIFY ISSUES OF CONCERN

'

EVALUATE ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS

'

DOCUMENT STUDY FINDINGS AND
PRESENT EVALUATIONS TO COUNCIL

'

COUNCIL SELECTS PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

'

PREPARE PROJECT FILE AND PUBLISH
NOTICE OF COMPLETION

'

ADDRESS OUTSTANDING CONCERNS

'

FINALIZE PROJECT FILE AND
PROCEED TO DESIGN PHASE
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" CLASS EA INVESTIGATION
STUDY PURPOSE:

TO IDENTIFY ALTERNATIVES TO ADDRESS CURRENT
TRAFFIC CONGESTION ISSUES AFFECTING ONTARIO
STREET CORRIDOR IN GRAND BEND;

EXAMINE CONDITION OF BRIDGE ON HWY 21, AND
ADJACENT PROPERTIES, IN ORDER TO EVALUATE OPTIONS
ASSOCIATED WITH POSSIBLE WIDENING OF THE
STRUCTURE TO ACCOMMODATE MORE TRAFFIC LANES;

CONSIDER OTHER MODIFICATIONS TO THE CORRIDOR
INCLUDING LANE CONFIGURATION/BIKE LANES/ETC.

DEFINE ANY POTENTIAL IMPACTS WITH THE PROPOSED
ALTERNATIVES AND EVALUATE MEASURES TO MITIGATE
ANY IDENTIFIED CONCERNS; AND

SELECT A PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE (INCLUDING DEFINING
ANY REQUIRED MITIGATION).

CLASS EA ALTERNATIVES:

1) BUILD A NEW BRIDGE WITH GREATER CAPACITY
2) CONSTRUCT A BYPASS ROUTE AROUND GRAND BEND

3) WIDEN THE EXISTING BRIDGE TO ACCOMMODATE
MORE LANES OF TRAFFIC

4) MODIFY LANE CONFIGURATION ALONG CORRIDOR
5) DO NOTHING
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PROJECT TIMELINES

MARCH 2015 — PROJECT INITIATED

SEPTEMBER 2015 — GRANT APPLICATION

GRANT FUNDING APPLICATION SUBMITTED TO ONTARIO
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE FUND — OCIF

WINTER 2015/16 — PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

INSPECT EXISTING BRIDGE STRUCTURE ON 21
SURVEY PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO BRIDGE/INTERSECTION
CREATE PRELIMINARY LIST OF ALTERNATIVES

FEBRUARY 2016 — TRAFFIC STUDY

EVALUATE OPERATIONS OF INTERSECTION
TRAFFIC COUNTS COMPLETED
PRELIMINARY REPORT PREPARED

JUNE 28, 2016 — COUNCIL PRESENTATION

PRESENTED RESULTS OF TRAFFIC STUDY
REVIEWED PRELIMINARY LIST OF ALTERNATIVES

JULY 2016 — MEETING WITH MTO

REVIEWED SCOPE OF PROJECT
EXPANDED SCOPE PROPOSED TO ADDRESS CORRIDOR

AUGUST 24, 2016 — PUBLIC MEETING
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TRAFFIC OPERATIONS STUDY
PURPOSE

ANALYSE TRAFFIC OPERATIONS AT INTERSECTION OF ONTARIO
STREET AND MAIN STREET IN GRAND BEND

COMPLETE TRAFFIC & PEDESTRIAN COUNTS DURING PEAK
PERIODS, INCLUDING DURING SUMMER LONG WEEKENDS

ANALYSE IMPACTS OF VARIOUS LANE MODIFICATIONS ON
TRAFFIC FLOW AND VOLUME

PROVIDE INPUT TO PROJECT TEAM REGARDING ALTERNATIVES

METHODOLOGY

CONDUCT SITE VISITS

CONDUCT COMPREHENSIVE TRAFFIC COUNTING PROGRAM IN
VICINITY OF INTERSECTION

TURNING MOVEMENT VOLUMES COUNTED AT INTERSECTION
e Weekday in June 2015

* Victoria Day Long Weekend
e (Canada Day Long Weekend

PERFORM OPERATIONAL ANALYSIS

PREPARE DEMAND FORECASTS FOR A 5 YEAR (2020) HORIZON

COMPLETE TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS FOR HIGHWAY 23 AND
COUNTY ROAD 86 INTERSECTION

EVALUATE ALTERNATIVES AS NECESSARY
DOCUMENT STUDY




ONTARIO STREET CORRIDOR

Crosswalk north of Intersection

orridor north of No Frills Crosswalk at No Frills

orridor north of Merrywood Drive Corridor north of Pinedale Road



HIGHWAY 21 BRIDGE
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h 21 north of Grand Bend

‘ | y West Lane East Lane
o, -4 g Paved Shoulder 43 m 43m Paved Shoulder

e = = 3m
Z"OAKWOODJAVENUERS " &1

..‘-%SH@RE DRIVERSSSS

; : QT P = 8.6m

- T
. s - Roadway

R.O.W.
30 m (Assumed)

L !

-

i
1

B INDIANIROAD

hatd 1 ‘
o ST TTE | 5 gl

SRl IR LR LI
IV EEE )]

DIEIRICH
CRESCEN]]

- k. o ik = ’ ]
- " -1, X L i 4 = d W
3 o F - ~ e Y ey : > Y e % | g B
| 7 1= e J N, eyl A bl it 2 1 4 % “; |". - i Y " T
SHA@Y&M ol ) NI DA N i et = ! R v o)
+ : kS [ ~ X ). i
31 _," j R il 4 | ) ™ )
i % gl Ay 4 AL L 7 54 ~ e
4 N LT s 5 £, Figeied I ! | ; 2
e Ll : o BT i\
| Tt 5 X ok T
S T | k< BPSs

Boulevard Curb West Lane West Lane Turning Lane East Lane Curb Boulevard
05m 06m 3.3m 3.3m 3.3m 3.3m 06m 05m

Sidewalk Sidewalk

Approx. Roadway Approx.

1.2-15m 13.3m 1.2-15m
—

R.O.W.
20 m (Assumed)

e ——

Wil 3 ATV

]

A 4
g§§§EMA@REseRE§@EN? \

\ 1324LS

,‘_,,

| =
] i

——— .
ot g

¥
|

f e LR
e

B
n:

Il i

T

= .
=8 ©) .

.,- N

10/ STREE

lllustrated Cross-Section of Lane Configuration - Merrywood to No Frills

Sidewalk/

Sidewalk/
Bike Path Gravel Shoulder West Lane East Lane Gravel Shoulder

43 m 43 m Bike Path
15-1.8m 2.8m 2.8m 15-1.8m

Roadway
8.6m
ﬁ

R.O.W.
30 m (Assumed)

e ——————————

L

SHERWOODIERESECEN]T;

uration - Merr

BOUIEVARD,

ONDS

West Lane East Lane
Bike Path Gravel Shoulder 43 m 43 m Gravel Shoulder
15-1.8m 2.8m 2.8m

EDM

8 JUDITHISTREET#
1 Y W Roadway

8.6m
—

R.O.W.
30.0 m (Assumed)

EXISTING CORRIDOR
L ANE CONFIGURATION

BMROSSE

engineering better communities




EXISTING AND PROPOSED LANE CONFIGURATIONS
WIDENING OF HIGHWAY 21 BRIDGE (COMMUNITY OF GRAND BEND)

EXISTING ALTERNATIVE 2C

EXISTING LANE CONFIRGURATION

ALTERNATIVE 2C LANE CONFIRGURATION

EXISTING CONFIRGURATION CROSS SECTION

ALTERNATIVE 2C CROSS SECTION




EXISTING AND PROPOSED LANE CONFIGURATIONS
WIDENING OF HIGHWAY 21 BRIDGE (COMMUNITY OF GRAND BEND)

ALTERNATIVE 2A & 2B

ALTERNATIVE 2A LANE CONFIRGURATION

ALTERNATIVE 2B LANE CONFIRGURATION

ALTERNATIVE 2A & 2B CROSS SECTION
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62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4
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MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES
CLASS EA TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC CONGESTION ALONG THE
ONTARIO STREET CONNECTION LINK CORRIDOR
(COMMUNITY OF GRAND BEND)

PUBLIC MEETING NOTES

Details: Wednesday August 24, 2016
Grand Bend Legion
Open House: 3:00 pm - 3:20 pm and 7:00 pm — 7:30 pm
Presentation: 3:20 pm —4:20 pm and 7:30 pm — 8:30 pm
Questions: 4:20 pm —5:00 pm and 8:30 — 9:00 pm

In Attendance: Bill Weber, Mayor ) Lambton Shores
Dan Sageman, Councillor )
Gerry Rupke, Councillor )
Rick Goodhand, Councillor )
Steve McAuley, Director of Community Services )
Nick Verhoeven, Engineering Specialist )
Ken Logtenberg ) B.M. Ross and Associates (BMROSS)
Kelly Vader )

Members of the public: 100 =+ (for both sessions)

3:00 pm - 3:20 pm and 7:00 pm —7:30 pm - Open House Component
Public Arrival

= Members of the public signed in upon arrival.

= Poster boards were on display for the public to view (attached)

= Representatives of BMROSS and the Municipality made themselves available to talk to the
public as they arrived.



3:20 pm —4:20 pm and 7:30 pm —8:30 pm — Presentation

Power Point Presentation (attached)

Steve McAuley, Director of Community Services for Lambton Shores, welcomed those in
attendance on behalf of the Municipality and then introduced Kelly Vader and Ken Logtenberg
from BMROSS to start the formal presentation.

Kelly VVader began the presentation by providing an overview of the agenda. She then reviewed the
scope of the study, showing photos and illustrations of the bridge over Parkhill Creek and different
road cross-sections throughout the study area from the south end to the north. The study area
extends the length of the connecting link section of Highway 21 through Grand Bend from Pinedale
Road in the south, to the municipal boundary with South Huron to the north.

Kelly discussed the Class EA process beginning with the problem/opportunity statement developed
for the project and explained the primary stages in a Schedule B Class EA undertaking. She then
reviewed the consultation completed to date in conjunction with the EA process.

Ken Logtenberg provided an overview of the engineering work completed to date on the project,
including completion of a traffic study, a survey of the bridge site and adjacent properties, and an
inspection of the current bridge’s condition.

Ken then reviewed the results of the traffic study, explaining that traffic counts had been completed
at the Main Street intersection on three dates in 2015; a June weekday, the May 24" long weekend,
and the July 1% long weekend.

Ken expanded on additional details provided in the traffic study including a summary of the vehicle
and pedestrian counts collected at the intersection and recommendations aimed at resolving the
congestion currently experienced at the intersection. He explained that the study completed to date
was focused on analyzing the performance of the intersection.

Ken reviewed the alternatives for the bridge and connecting link corridor that have been suggested
to address the congestion issue and then provided additional details, including illustrative
renderings, for each alternative being considered in conjunction with the EA.

The presentation was concluded with a list of other potential issues that might be encountered as the
process moves forward and a review of the next steps in the process following completion of the
meeting.

4:20 pm —5:00 pm and 8:30 — 9:00 pm — Questions

After concluding the presentations, questions were invited from the public. Copies of the meeting notes
and presentation material will be made available on the Municipal website following the meeting.
Questions submitted during both the afternoon and evening presentations are summarized below.

Summary of Questions and Answers

Q. A resident noted that traffic congestion occurs at the north end of the study area at Oak Street and

the Tim Hortons. They felt that this area should also be examined more fully as part of the study.

A. Ken agreed that this area would be examined as part of the corridor assessment which will be

included in the scope of the study.
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Q.

>0

Several residents indicated that pedestrian traffic at the Main Street intersection is very heavy and
they felt that it is a major impediment to northbound traffic turning right at the corner. Several
options to resolve this were brought forward including:

a. implementing a free for all for pedestrians at the intersection where all traffic is stopped
allowing pedestrians to cross in any direction and then traffic proceeds without
pedestrians.

b. constructing a separate crossing or tunnel for pedestrians which would remove them from
the intersection.

c. using a traffic officer at the intersection on busy weekends to keep pedestrians and vehicles
moving more efficiently.

d. banning pedestrians from using the east leg of the intersection.

e. creating a separate crossing for east bound traffic allowing them to turn before reaching the
corner. This would involve construction of another bridge over the river.

Ken indicated that the various pedestrian options would be discussed with the traffic consultants
to determine how effective they might be in alleviating the traffic congestion.

A resident noted that truck traffic along the corridor appears to be very heavy and safety is a
concern due to the proximity of the sidewalk to the travelled portion of the roadway.

It was noted that the cross-walk located adjacent to the beer store in the north part of the study
area is too close to the intersection and causes back-ups which affect the intersection and creates
very dangerous conditions for traffic and pedestrians. It was also questioned how often the cross-
walk is used, given proximity to the intersection where pedestrians can also cross the road. Is it
possible to move the cross-walk further north near Oak Street and Grand Cove Estates?

Ken indicated that the location and use of the cross-walks would be reviewed as part of the traffic
study.

Lambton Shores Mayor, Bill Weber, asked if the traffic signals could be upgraded to incorporate
new technology which senses traffic volumes and changes the length of the lights to alleviate
back-ups.

Ken indicated that new traffic signals and the timing of the signals would be examined as part of
the study.

A resident indicated that the LCBO has recently been moved from the south end of the study area
to a location off of Highway 81 and other new developments are slated for the same area. He
suggested that the traffic study consider the impact of these changes in the scope of the evaluation.
Ken acknowledged that increased traffic off of 81 would be examined as part of the study as well
as impacts associated with known developments in this portion of the community.

A resident noted that parking is a problem in Grand Bend which aggravates the traffic and
pedestrian issues.

A resident questioned why better signage has not been erected within the community to direct
traffic. Signage south of Greenway Road could also be erected directing traffic to the Grand Bend
Raceway and Huron Country Play House via Greenway and Hwy. 81, avoiding Grand Bend.
Steve McAuley indicated that improved signage is being considered for placement throughout the
community.

A resident asked when implementation of the project would occur.

Bill Weber indicated that he was hopeful that implementation of the preferred alternative could be
scheduled to start for September 2017, following the long weekend. This timeline would be
dependent upon successful completion of the Class EA with no bump-up requests as well as
receipt of all necessary approvals and funding.



Q. Is there something that could be done next summer to alleviate the problem in advance of
construction?

A. Steve McAuley indicated that options would be explored such as upgrading the traffic signals or
removing the centre left turning lane through portions of the corridor.

Q. Aresident noted that there is a fair amount of cycling traffic along the corridor and asked what
could be done to accommaodate cyclists.

A. Ken indicated that cycling opportunities will be examined as part of the study, however have not
yet been fully investigated. The change of scope, which includes a review of possible cycling
lanes, was added to the study only recently and was not examined as part of the 2015 traffic study.
He noted that adding cycling lanes through the main portion of the corridor will be difficult, given
how narrow the road allowance is and how congested it is already.

Q. Arresidents asked if an option was considered which would provide separate pedestrian bridges on
each side of the existing bridge allowing you to remove the existing sidewalks to provide another
traffic lane.

A. Ken responded that this option is very similar to Alternative 2C with the new sidewalks mounted
on the outside of the bridge. Ken noted that widening the bridge deck to add the sidewalks on the
outside is likely more cost effective than constructing separate bridges for pedestrians, however if
this option is selected as the preferred, all methods would be examined more fully.

Open House

Following completion of the presentations, members of the public were given the opportunity to have one-
on-one time with members of BMROSS and municipal staff after the presentation and Question & Answer
period.

Should there be any errors or omissions to these meeting notes, please notify the undersigned.

Meeting Notes Prepared by
B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Kelly VVader, Environmental Planner
KV:hv

Distribution

Steve McAuley, Lambton Shores
Nick Verhoeven, Lambton Shores
Ken Logtenberg, BMROSS

Kelly Vader, BMROSS
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From: Kelly Vader <kvader@bmross.net>

Sent: August 25, 2016 11:32 AM

To: Zirger, Rosi (MTCS)

Subject: FW: Grand Bend Corridor - EA PIC

Attachments: August 24.presentation.pdf; Public Meeting Boards Meeting 1.pdf; Transportation Study

Slide.pdf; BR1144_Corridor_2x3L_2015Aerial.pdf

Ms. Zirger:

A copy of the presentation from last night’s meeting is attached for your information.

Kelly Vader, MCIP, RPP

B. M. Ross and Associates Limited
Engineers and Planners

62 North Street

Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

Ph: (519) 524-2641
Fax: (519) 524-4403

kvader@bmross.net

www.bmross.net
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s the curtain fefl on the Rio Olym-
pics, we are left to reflect on the

2.800d, the bad and the ugly of those
Games.

The good is easily defined: the first-rate
performances by Canada’s athletes, both
in competition and in behaviour. On the
medal front, the Canadian effort can
surely be judged a success, And praise for
our women, winning most of the medals
and reestablishing this country as a power
in swimming,

As for the bad, the decision to allow var-
ious Russian athletes to compete despite
state-sponsored drug cheating at its own
Games in Sochi was a shameful disgrace.

Then, the host country announces the

Paralympics will be severely curtailed
because they've run out of money..

Then, the ugly sight of athletes involved

WSO T RTINS A A LAl LRI VLI,

Meanwhile, the local crowds, not con-
tent with cheering on their own heroes,
thought it sporting to hurl abuse at any-
one challenging a Brazilian for a medal,

Which brings us suitably to Calgary and

the city’s cautious first steps toward a bid
for the Winter Games in 2026.

“From almost the moment that I was
elected mayor, six years ago almost, citi-
zens have been coming to me saying, ‘it’s
time, “ said Mayor Naheed Nenshi in
deciding to spend $5 million to explore
the opportunity.

“It's time in the worldwide Olympic

Inovement; it’s time in the sport history of

this city, and it’s time in the cultural his-
tory of this city for us to bid for another
Olympic Games”

We echo those sentiments, even during
these tough economic times. We expect
this feasibility study will be thorough and

e event would mirror that cost
consciousness.

The excesses of Sochi should no longer
provide the standard for choosing venues.
We have seen too much strutting and
preening nationalism, inevitably leading
to alegacy of empty, crumbling shell

facilities,

Such excess didn’t happen in 1988, Count-
less Albertans and visitors enjoyed those
Garnes, which made a profit of $140 million
and left legacy facilities such as the Olympic
Oval, Canmore Nordic Centre and Canada
Olympic Park, which are still in active use,

The volunteer spirit is still deeply rooted
in the Prairie nature. Can anyone imagine
Calgarians booing a competitor because
failure might lead to a Canadian gold?

Some will say we don't need another
Olympics. Perhaps, but ask instead
whether the Olympics might instead need
Calgary. . \

" ts taken a Iong time to get to this

point, but there is a consensus with
the people Grand Bend, tourists and
the MTO, that something needs to be
done about the bridge at the main
intersection.

The bridge was built in the early
1960s.It was the first of its kind and built
tolast. Asitis today, the Bend was busy
in the Sixties and a new bridge was nec-
essary. Fast forward more than five dec-
ades and it is ime for a change. Over-
duein fact.

_ The flow of traffic makes this tourist
haven a place that is difficuit to getto-
difficult to move from placetoplace
and difficult to leave. Whether it is your
mission to get to the beach, the grocery
stores, or even the post office - it is not
an easy task. .

-Last week a pubic information session

with BM Ross gave residents an

Sarids of Time

Lynda Hil'lman-Rapley
Editor, Lakeshore Advance

opportunity to voice their concerns,
From the congestion at the lights to the
safety issues at the Tim Hortons comer
many concerns came to light. The fact

that Main Street east is becoming or will -

become in the next few years a second-
ary major core brought stern sugges-
tions they think about the future when

they are making their decisions.

The meeting was positive because
because everyone, including the Minis-
try realizes there is a need for change.
The message from those at the helm

_indicated a feeling of ‘when’ and not ‘if’

there will be construction. They sought
out options that the public wants and

mayor Bill Weber went so far as suggest-
ing construction begins in September

-2017.

Reconstruction of the bridge notonly
means a better flow of traffic- but better
economic development --tourists and .
locals would be able to enter and exit
Highway 21 businesses and have an
opportunity get out of traffic to shop
the main strip. They are planning on

- expanding the traffic study to assess
- corridor issues and hopefully that

addresses everyone’s concerns,
See full story on page 3.




Lynda Hiliman-Rapley
Lakeshore Advance

It was a positive public
information centre last week
where residents, engineers
and municipal staff came
together to discuss next
steps for the aging bridge on
Highway 21 at Grand Bend's
main intersection.

In May 2015 council
accepted the Goderich-
based consulting firm's
$31,200 proposal to provide
a traffic study and prelimi-
nary engineering for the

connecting link} corridor
and bridge. The consulting
firm’s assigned task Is to

‘review records of those com-
- -plaints, complete a traffic
. study to capture typical and
i -peak summer traffic condi-
- tions, develop alternatives to
correct the identified traffic

¥ conditions, recommend a

preferred solution, prepare

i conceptual design options;

identify advantages and dis-
advantages and develop

& . probable cost estimates for

each of the identified solu-
tions and then a Municipal
Class Environmental Assess-
ment process with public
engagement. That EA meet-
ing was held last week at the
Grand Bend legion.

Ken Logtenberg and Kelly
Vader consultants from BM
Ross addressed historical
problems of traffic flows,

of this highway that begins at
Merry Raggs, south of the
Bend and ends notth to the
boundary of the former boat
store. This provincial high-
way corridor is owned and
maintained by Lambton
Shores.

The bridge that spans the
Parkhill Creek. The concrete

was constructed in 1963

bridge) and Vader said there
is no record of previous
major rehabilitation. Logten-
berg said the bridge is in
good condition considering
its age. ’

Steve McAuley, Lambton
Shores Director of Commu-
nity Services said the Minis-
try of Transportation (MTO)
suggested they not just look

look beyond to the entire
corridor. He said MTO
understands the problems
and want everything taken
into consideration when
making their decisions.
McAuley also said with new

Ontario Street (Highway 21 -

parking and pedestrian con- .
flicts, The issues stem from:
the connecting link section ..

post tension frame bridge

(first of a kind looped cable

at the intersection but to.

- Widen mmn@m m__a add one |
_E_m :onw wmzm m 26m

technology, there are more
possibilities when it comes
to synchronizing the lights.
There were residents and
businesses from Highway 21
south who said it is not only
hazardous and “near impos-
sible” getting in and out of
an entrance because of the
slow flow of traffic, they were
hoping this was also being
taken into consideration
when decisions were being
made.

In their problem summary
they listed concerns that
there is only one crossing of
the river available for vehic-
ular and pedestrian traffic
volumes in the community.
“There are significant traffic
congestion and delays on
Ontario Street, especially for
northbound traffic on week-

end and especially long -

weekends. There is high vol-
ume of pedestrian traffic
needs to be addressed. Traf-
fic delays are an inconven-
ience to the public and slow
response times for emer-
gency vehicles, And the
existing corridor may be too
narrow to accommodate
bike lanes or more traffic
lanes,” said Logtenberg.

As for potential improve-
ments, the consultants said if
the bridge is widened to
accommodate more lanes of
traffic, their option included
an exclusive northbound
right turn lane: They could
widen the bridge to provide
a five lane cross-section.
They would use the dedi-
cated northbound lane to
separate the left tum and the
right turn lanes (there would
be three northbound lanes.

- Option two was an addi-

‘tional northbound through
lane. They would widen the

bridge to provide a five lane

“gross section with three

northbound lanes to include
a left turn lane, a dedicated
northbound through lane,
and a shared northbound/
right turn lane requiring the
implementation of an addi-

tional receiving lane.

In their Class EA study
alternatives for the bridge
they could replace the
bridge with a new structure
capable of conveying greater
traffic volumes. They could
widen the bridge to accom-
modate great volumes of
traffic or they could do
nothing.

In corridor alternatives
they could modify the lane
configuration along corridor.
Or they add or extend addi-
tional traffic lanes and/or
bike lanes to the corridor.
They could construct a by-
pass around Grand Bend to
divert through traffic around
the community or they could
do nothing.

Other potential issues
included private property
impacts at the bridge site
and afong the corridor. There
are parking impacts on the
north section of Highway 21
associated with parking
impacts on north section of
Highway 21 associated with
widening the bridge and rea-
ligning the road. Future
growth could cause issues if
they are addressed in this
process. Sidewalk and railing
configuration as well as
Accessibility for Ontarians
with Disabilities Act (AODA)
must be addressed.

The communication at
both the afternoon and
evening sessions brought
forward same long standing
CONCEITS.

It was suggested by both
Jim McCoy of Sea Jewels and
Glen Baillie of Baillie's Fram-
ing thatin the decision mak-
ing process, they pay atten-
tion to future development
of Main Street east. “Area
growth will be a factor in
vehicular and pedestrian
traffic going forward,” said
McCoy adding with the
Community Health Centre,
Sobeys, Shoppers Drug
Mart, Pet Smart and the
LCBO already big drawing
cards, with new residential at
this location, the traffic flow
will be “even worse””

The majority at the after-
noon meeting stated they
wanted the turning lane,
referred to as the 'suicide
lane' removed. They were
informed the only reason
that lane was implemented
was a trade off to get the
lights at Lake Road. Robin
Loader said it is a small
minority of people who actu-
ally know how to use this
turning lane.

Marianne Traub, who lives
adjacent to the flashing lite,
said the flashing light at the
beer store is 'ridiculous and

iis
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in the wrong location.” She
asked why it was not erected
further north at either Oak
Street or maybe closer to the
busy trailer park just north of
Tim Hortons. She said most
people will walk the short
distance to the intersection
lights instead of using this
light and in many cases cars
don't slow down or stop.
Another grave concern
was the dangers and frustra-
tion of the Tim Hortons (Oak
Street corner). Residents

“said it "almost impossible to

get from Oak street to
Ontario Street and “even
more dangerous if you are
trying to get in or out of Vil-
lage Gate’, the subdivision
across WoB Tim Hortons.
Since this location is part of
the connecting link residents
asked the consultants to look
into this aspect of their pro-

-ject. River Road exit and

entrance of Highway 21 was
also a concem,

Most people at the infor-
mation session said they
want two lanes going north
and two lanes going south.
Some suggested an addition
to those four lanes were a

nati

centre

north and a south left tum-
ing lane to main street.
McCoy suggested it is neces-
sary for economic develop-
ment to get those "frus-
trated” drivers off the
highway in a more expedient
fashion so they can go down-
town to check out the stores
and eateries. “When they
finally do get to the lights
they hit that gas pedal and
can't wait to get out of the
here, and as a retailer, we
have lost them as a
customer”

Mayor Bill Weber said ﬁEm
process is years late and he
would like to see construction
begin in September 2017.

Next Steps

BM Ross will collect feed-
back from residents/agen-
cies/aboriginal communities
following the initial consul-
tation phase. They will col-
lect feedback from the pub-
lic meeting and continue to
consult with stakeholders.
They will expand the traffic
study to assess the corridor
issues and continue with the
review of alternatives based
on feedback received from
these consultations.

Grand Bendt
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Kellx Vader

From: Kelly Vader <kvader@bmross.net>

Sent: September 19, 2016 10:43 AM

To: (saugeenmetisadmin@bmts.com)

Subject: Class EA to Address Traffic Congestion in Grand Bend
Attachments: August 24presentation.pdf; Public Meeting Boards Meeting 1.pdf
Hi George:

Attached is the presentation material from the Public Meeting held on August 24" for the Grand Bend Bridge EA. Sorry
this is a bit late getting to you.

Take as long as you need to review and let me know if you have any questions.

Kelly Vader, MCIP, RPP

B. M. Ross and Associates Limited
Engineers and Planners

62 North Street

Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

Ph: (519) 524-2641

Fax: (519) 524-4403
kvader@bmross.net
www.bmross.net




BMROSS

engineering better communities

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED
Engineers and Planners .
62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4 File No. BR1144

p. (519) 524-2641 e f. (519) 524-4403
www.bmross.net

April 25, 2018

<First Nations>

RE: Class Environmental Assessment to Address Congestion Along
the Ontario Street Corridor (Community of Grand Bend)
Municipality of Lambton Shores — Project Update

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of
Transportation, initiated a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process in July 2016 to
consider alternatives to address ongoing traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through
Grand Bend. As part of the investigations, a Traffic Operations Study was completed by Paradigm
Transportation Solutions Ltd, which examined existing traffic and pedestrian activities and evaluated
various alternatives to address the deficiencies.

The Class EA process is now nearing completion and the Municipality has identified the
preliminary preferred alternatives to address the congestion problems along the corridor. A Public
Information Meeting has been scheduled for June 4™, 2018 to seek additional input from residents
and project stakeholders. We are also seeking input from Aboriginal Communities and from
regulatory review agencies on the preferred options before finalizing the Environmental Assessment
process.

A) Class EA Alternatives

A description of the alternatives that were included in the assessment are described below.
The alternatives that have been recommended for implementation have been highlighted.

Primary Bridge Alternatives:

1) Construct a new bridge
2) Widening the bridge with a new deck - Preferred
3) Do nothing

Detailed Design Alternatives for new Bridge Deck

1)  Provide multi-use lanes on both sides of the bridge - Preferred
2)  Provide bicycle lanes along edge of driving lanes
3)  Provide a multi-use lane on one side and sidewalk on the other side.

GODERICH MOUNT FOREST SARNIA



Primary Road Corridor Alternatives:

1)  Add another Northbound lane (5 lanes total)

2)  Switch the Two Way Turning Lane to a Northbound Lane (4 lanes total) - Preferred
3)  Construct a By-Pass around grand Bend to divert through Traffic around the Community
4) Do Nothing, keep lane configuration the same

Detailed Design Alternatives for Road Corridor:

1)  Provide multi-use lanes on both sides of the road corridor - Preferred
2)  Provide bicycle lanes along edge of driving lanes

3)  Provide a separated bike & pedestrian lane on both sides of the corridor
4)  Provide a wider multi-use lane on one side and sidewalk on the other side.

B) Public Information Centre:

As noted above, a Public Information Centre (PIC) has been scheduled to advise stakeholders of the
current status of the project and to receive additional input from interested parties before finalizing
the plans. Details of the meeting are included below:

Date: Monday, June 4, 2018
Time: 3:00pm-5:00pm and 7:00pm-9:00pm
Location: Grand Bend Legion, 20 Municipal Drive, Grand Bend

Your community was contacted previously in regards to this Class EA process due to the
possibility that you have an interest in this project. If you are unable to attend the meeting, but would
still want to review the information, the presentation material can be forwarded for your information.
Following the PIC, comments will be received until July 6, 2018.

Please contact the undersigned directly if you have any questions or want to receive the
presentation material.

Yours very truly

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Per

Kelly Vader, RPP, MCIP
Environmental Planner
KV:hv
Encl.

cc. Stephen McAuley, Municipality of Lambton Shores

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy_21\WP\Class EA\2018\BR1144-18Apr25-FN Let (PIC).docx



MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES

CLASS EA TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC CONGESTION
ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET SOUTH CORRIDOR IN GRAND BEND
PROJECT BR1144

ABORIGINAL CIRCULATION LIST: PROJECT UPDATE LETTER

Chief Thomas Bressette

Chippewas of Kettle and Stony Point First Nation
6247 Indian Lane

RR #2 Forest, ON NON 1J0

Chief Joanne Rogers
Aamjiwnaang First Nation
Aamjiwnaang Administration Office
978 Tashmoo Ave.

Sarnia, ON N7T 7H5

Bkejwanong Territory
Walpole Island First Nation
Chief Dan Miskokomon
R.R. #3

Wallaceburg, ON N8A 4K9

Chippewas of the Thames First Nation
Chief Myeengun Henry

320 Chippewa Road

Muncey, ON NOL 1YO0

Chief Randall Phillips
Oneida Nation of the Thames
2212 Elm Ave

Southwold, ON NOL 2G0

Munsee-Delaware Nation
Chief Roger Thomas
RR#1

Muncey, ON NOL 1YO

Historic Saugeen Métis
204 High Street, Box 1492
Southampton, ON NOH 2L0

Great Lakes Métis Council
Peter Coture, President

380 9th Street East

Owen Sound, ON N4K 1P1

Meétis Nation of Ontario

Suite 1100 — 66 Slater Street
Ottawa, ON KI1P 5H1

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy_21\WP\Class EA\2018\BR1144-18April25-First Nations List.docx



Kelly Vader

e A D T e e R e e AT MR Tt T B A e e I S e N S W WS TR T
From: Chris Hachey <hsmasstlrcc@bmts.com>
Sent: May 1, 2018 9:26 AM
To: kvader@bmross.net
Subject: Request for Comments - Lambton Shores - Ontario Street Project Class EA

Your File: BR1144
Our File: Lambton County (Project)

Ms. Vader,

The Historic Saugeen Metis (HSM) Lands, Resources and Consultation Department has reviewed the relevant
documents and have no objection or opposition to the proposed development, land re-designation, zoning, land
severance, Official plan and/or Zoning By-law Amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this matter.
Regards,

Chris Hachey

Assistant Coordinator, Lands, Resources and Consultation

Historic Saugeen Métis

204 High Street

Southampton, Ontario, NOH 210
Telephone: (519) 483-4000

Fax: (519) 483-4002

Email: hsmasstlrcc@bmts.com

This message is intended for the addressees only. It may contain
confidential or privileged information. No rights to privilege have been
waived. Any copying, retransmittal, taking of action in reliance on, or
other use of the information in this communication by persons other than
the intended recipients(s) is prohibited. If you have received this
message in error, please reply to the sender by e-mail and delete or
destroy all copies of this message.
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engineering better communities

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Engineers and Planners

62 North Street, Goderich, ON N7A 2T4 File No. BR1144
p. (519) 524-2641 e f. (519) 524-4403

www.bmross.net

April 25,2018

<Agency>

RE: Class Environmental Assessment to Address Congestion Along
the Ontario Street Corridor (Community of Grand Bend)
Municipality of Lambton Shores — Project Update

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in co-operation with the Provincial Ministry of
Transportation, initiated a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process in July 2016 to
consider alternatives to address ongoing traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor
through Grand Bend. As part of the investigations, a Traffic Operations Study was completed by
Paradigm Transportation Solutions Ltd, which examined existing traffic and pedestrian activities
and evaluated various alternatives to address the deficiencies.

The Class EA process is now nearing completion and the Municipality has identified the
preliminary preferred alternatives to address the congestion problems along the corridor. A
Public Information Meeting has been scheduled for June 4™, 2018 to seek additional input from
residents and project stakeholders. We are also seeking input from Aboriginal Communities and
from regulatory review agencies on the preferred options before finalizing the Environmental
Assessment process.

A) Class EA Alternatives

A description of the alternatives that were included in the assessment are described
below. The alternatives that have been recommended for implementation have been highlighted.

Primary Bridge Alternatives:

1) Construct a new bridge
2) Widening the bridge with a new deck - Preferred
3) Do nothing

Detailed Design Alternatives for new Bridge Deck

1)  Provide multi-use lanes on both sides of the bridge - Preferred
2)  Provide bicycle lanes along edge of driving lanes
3)  Provide a multi-use lane on one side and sidewalk on the other side.

GODERICH MOUNT FOREST SARNIA



Primary Road Corridor Alternatives:

1)  Add another Northbound lane (5 lanes total)

2)  Switch the Two Way Turning Lane to a Northbound Lane (4 lanes total) - Preferred
3)  Construct a By-Pass around grand Bend to divert through Traffic around the Community
4) Do Nothing, keep lane configuration the same

Detailed Design Alternatives for Road Corridor:

1)  Provide multi-use lanes on both sides of the road corridor - Preferred
2)  Provide bicycle lanes along edge of driving lanes

3)  Provide a separated bike & pedestrian lane on both sides of the corridor
4)  Provide a wider multi-use lane on one side and sidewalk on the other side.

B) Public Information Centre:

As noted above, a Public Information Centre (PIC) has been scheduled to advise stakeholders of
the current status of the project and to receive additional input from interested parties before
finalizing the plans. Details of the meeting are included below:

Date: Monday, June 4, 2018

Time: 3:00pm-5:00pm and 7:00pm-9:00pm

Location: Grand Bend Legion, 20 Municipal Drive, Grand Bend

Your organization was contacted previously in regards to this Class EA process due to
the possibility that you have an interest in this project. If you are unable to attend the meeting,
but would still want to review the information, the presentation material can be forwarded for
your information. Following the PIC, comments will be received until July 6, 2018.

Please contact the undersigned directly if you have any questions or want to receive the
presentation material.

Yours very truly

B. M. ROSS AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Per

Kelly Vader, RPP, MCIP
Environmental Planner
KV:hv
Encl.

cc. Stephen McAuley, Municipality of Lambton Shores

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy_21\WP\Class EA\2018\BR1144-18Apr25-Agency Let (PIC).docx



MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES
MUNICIPAL CLASS EA TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC CONGESTION
ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET SOUTH CORRIDOR (GRAND BEND)
FILE NO. BR1144

REVIEW AGENCY CIRCULATION LIST — Project Update L etter

REVIEW AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

Ministry of the Environment & Climate Change | Mandatory Contact
(EA Coordinator)
- Southwest District Office - London

Ministry of Transportation, London Office Impact on Transportation
Att: Ray Kellestine, Regional Operations Officer

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Potential Impact upon Natural Environment
(District Planner)
- Aylmer District Office

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport Potential Impact upon Heritage Features
(Toronto)

Ausable Bayfield Conservation Authority Potential Impact on Environmental Features
Ontario Provincial Police General Information - Traffic

Grand Bend Detachment

Municipality of Bluewater Adjacent Municipality
Municipality of South Huron Adjacent Municipality
Municipality of Lambton Shores Proponent — File Copy

County of Lambton

- Administration

- Emergency Services (EMS, Fire Dispatch,
CEMC) General Information

- Planning and Development Department

- County Highways Dept.

South Huron Fire Department General Information
Lambton Shores Fire Department General Information
Huron-Perth Catholic District School Board General Information - Busing

Mill Street, Dublin, Ontario, NOK 1EOQ

St. Clair Catholic District School Board General Information - Busing
420 Creek Street, Wallaceburg, ON N8A 4C4

Lambton-Kent District School Board General Information - Busing
200 Wellington St, Sarnia, ON N7T 7L2

Z:\BR1144-Lambton_Shores-Widening_Structure_1045_Hwy 21\WP\Class EA\2018\BR1144-18April25-Agency List.docx



Kellz Vader
E A N A T T L R I e R A AR

From: MNRF Ayl Planners (MNRF) <MNRF.Ayl.Planners@ontario.ca>

Sent: May 11, 2018 3:11 PM

To: kvader@bmross.net

Subject: MNRF Comments: Ontario Street Corridor

Attachments: 2018_SAR Screening Process Technical Bulletin.pdf; 2018-05_SAR Reference Material

Memo_AylmerDistrict.pdf; Municipality of Lambton Shores.pdf

Ministry of Natural Ministére des Richesses
Resources and Forestry naturelles et des Foréts (\ »-’
615 John Street 615, rue John Nord } > °
North Aylmer ON N5H 258 (]
Aylmer, ON N5H 258 Tél:  519-773-9241
Tel: 519-773-9241 Téléc: 519-773-9014
Fax: 519-773-9014
May 11 2018
Kelly Vader,

Environmental Planner
B.M. Ross and Associates Limited

Subject: Class Environmental Assessment to Address Congestion Along the Ontario Street
Corridor (Community of Grand Bend)

Dear Ms. Vader,

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) Aylmer District received the project update for
the Class Environmental Assessment to address congestion along the Ontario Street corridor on April
30th, 2018. Thank for you for circulating this notice to our office, however, please note that we have
not completed a screening of natural heritage (including species at risk) or other resource
values for the project at this time. Please also note that it is your responsibility to be aware of and
comply with all relevant federal or provincial legislation, municipal by-laws or other agency approvals.

This response provides information to guide you in identifying and assessing natural features and
resources as required by applicable policies and legislation, and engaging with MNRF Ayimer District
for advice as needed.

Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Act

o Please refer to the attached Species at Risk Reference Guides for a list of threatened and
endangered species that may occur in your area to further inform an initial background
information review for your project. Also attached is Aylmer District's Species at Risk Reference
Material Memo intended to introduce and explain the reference guide that is attached

o Please refer to Aylmer District’'s Species at Risk Screening Process Technical Bulletin (attached)
for information about the process for seeking Endangered Species Act 2007 advice, including the
information required and where to submit a request.

1



Petroleum Wells & Oil, Gas and Salt Resource Act

There may be petroleum wells within the proposed project area. Please consult the Ontario Oil, Gas
and Salt Resources Library website (www.ogsrlibrary.com) for the best known data on any wells
recorded by MNRF. Please reference the ‘Definitions and Terminology Guide’ listed in the
publications on the Library website in order to better understand the well information available. Any
oil and gas wells in your project area are regulated by the Oil, Gas and Salt Resource Act, and the
supporting regulations and operating standards. If any unanticipated wells are encountered during
development of the project, or if the proponent has questions regarding petroleum operations, the
proponent should contact the Petroleum Operations Section at 519-873-4634.

Public Lands Act & Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act

Some Municipal projects may be subject to the provisions of the Public Lands Act or Lakes and
Rivers Improvement Act. Please review the information on MNRF’s web pages provided below
regarding when an approval is required or not. Please note that many of the authorizations issued
under the Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act are administered by the local Conservation Authority.

e For more information about the Public Lands Act: https://www.ontario.ca/page/crown-land-work-
permits

e For more information about the Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act:
https://www.ontario.ca/document/lakes-and-rivers-improvement-act-administrative-quide

After reviewing the information provided, if you have not identified any of MNRF’s interests stated
above, there is no need to circulate any subsequent notices to our office. If you have any questions
or concerns, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Laura Warner

Planning Intern

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry, Aylmer District
615 John St. N. Aylmer, ON, N5H 2S8

E-mail: MNRF.Ayl.Planners@ontario.ca
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Tel: 519-773-9241 Tél: 519-773-9241
Fax: 519-773-9014 Téléc: 519-773-9014
May 2018

Re: Aylmer District Species at Risk Reference Material for Species and Habitat Information

The Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) has created reference material for species at
risk (SAR) specific to each municipality in Aylmer District. This document is intended to introduce and
explain the reference material that is attached.

Intended use of the reference material

The reference material is targeted towards landowners, municipalities, consultants, and developers
in Aylmer District.

The material is meant to provide awareness of endangered and threatened SAR that have potential
to occur in a specific municipality, along with brief descriptions of typical habitat and general survey
recommendations for each SAR species.

Itis MNRF’s expectation that consultants and their proponents will refer to the reference material
prior to completing SAR field assessments, since it outlines MNRF-approved survey protocols that
should be followed in order to work towards MNRF Aylmer District’'s expectations for ensuring due
diligence under the Endangered Species Act, 2007 (ESA).

The material is not meant to replace species and/or habitat surveys conducted by a qualified
biologist, but help scope the field assessments.

If you are intending to conduct a project that has known occurrences of SAR or a high likelihood of
SAR in the area, MNRF (ESA.Ayimer@ontario.ca) should be contacted early in the process; see
our attached SAR Screening Process Technical Bulletin outlining how to submit a screening
request.

During the SAR screening process, MNRF can provide site-specific information regarding:
o likelihood of SAR species and/or habitat occurring;
o whether a qualified professional should be retained for field assessments;
o SAR survey methodologies to demonstrate due diligence under the ESA; and,
o options to avoid contravening the ESA or ways to acquire approval, if required.

General information and disclaimers

The Species at Risk in Ontario (SARQO) List is prescribed by Ontario Regulation 230/08 issued
under the ESA. The ESA provides protection for endangered and threatened species listed on the
SARQO List, and their habitats. The ESA is a law of General Application that is binding on everyone
(e.g. landowners, corporations, municipal and provincial governments) in the province of Ontario
and applies to both private and public lands.

Please note that the province has not been comprehensively surveyed and MNRF data relies on
observers to report sightings. As such, the absence of a species from the municipal list does not
guarantee the absence of SAR species or habitat in the specific municipality.


https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/07e06
mailto:ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/080230

¢ Itis important to note that the reference material may be updated annually but MNRF’s guidance on
SAR occurrences and field assessments can change throughout the year as policies, regulations,
survey protocols, SAR data, and other SAR documents are finalized.

Species and habitat information

The Committee on the Status of Species at Risk in Ontario (COSSARQ) meets regularly to evaluate
species for listing and/or re-evaluate species already listed. As a result, species designations may
change that could in turn change the level of protection they receive under the ESA. Additionally,
habitat protection provisions for a species may change over time.

o Detailed information on all species on the SARO List can be found on the MNRF website

o Ontario Regulation (O. Reg.) 242/08 should be consulted for a complete and current list of SAR
habitat regulations.

o MNRF (ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca) should be contacted for guidance on identifying habitat for
species that do not have habitat regulations, general habitat descriptions, or recovery strategies
available.

= Aylmer District recommends consulting federal recovery strategies if provincial ones are
not available (http:/www.registrelep-sarareqgistry.gc.ca/sar/recovery/recovery e.cfm)

Conducting adequate surveys

e SAR surveys must be undertaken by a qualified professional who has experience with the target
species and/or habitat.

o MNRF approvals or authorizations (e.g. permit under clause 17(2)(b) of the ESA or registry under
O. Reg. 242/08, authorization under the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act, and an approved
animal care protocol) may be required to conduct SAR surveys.

¢ MNRF has finalized survey protocols for some SAR species, which are specified in the reference
material, and these protocols can be obtained from Aylmer District upon request.

e Itis strongly recommended that Aylmer District be consulted prior to conducting species surveys to
confirm if surveys are necessary to determine if a project may contravene the ESA, and that
surveys are conducted using appropriate methods and effort.

Additional information sources

The reference material was populated using Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) data and
additional information available to MNRF Aylmer District. There are additional sources of SAR
information, including for species of special concern and provincially rare species that both receive
consideration under the Provincial Policy Statement (2014), such as:

o Your local Conservation Authority

o Land Information Ontario

o Ontario Make a Natural Heritage Map tool

o Fisheries and Oceans Canada

o Breeding Birds of Ontario

o eBird
o Ontario Reptile and Amphibian Atlas



https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/080242
mailto:ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca
http://www.registrelep-sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/recovery/recovery_e.cfm
http://www.mah.gov.on.ca/page10679.aspx
http://conservationontario.ca/about-us/conservation-authorities/ca-contact-list
https://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/land-information-ontario
https://www.ontario.ca/page/make-natural-heritage-area-map
http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/species-especes/index-eng.htm
http://www.birdsontario.org/atlas/maps.jsp?lang=en
http://ebird.org/ebird/explore
https://www.ontarionature.org/protect/species/herpetofaunal_atlas.php),

Ministry of Natural Ministére des Richesses } >

Resources and Forestry naturelles et des Foréts °
615 John Street North 615, rue John Nord ‘/)' O nta r' I O
Aylmer ON N5H 2S8 Aylmer ON N5H 2S8

Tel: 519-773-9241 Tél:  519-773-9241

Fax: 519-773-9014 Téléc: 519-773-9014

Technical Bulletin: Aylmer District Species at Risk Screening Process

This technical bulletin outlines the process for engaging the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Forestry (MNRF) Aylmer District Office regarding the Endangered Species Act, 2007 (ESA).

The ESA provides protection for species listed as Endangered or Threatened on the Species
at Risk in Ontario List. Individuals receive protection under Section 9 and their habitat is
protected under Section 10. The ESA is a law of general application that is binding on
everyone in the province of Ontario, and applies to both private and public lands. MNRF
Aylmer District provides review of a project’'s compliance under the ESA by responding to
species at risk (SAR) information requests (Stage 1) and project screening requests (Stage 2)
only when both of the following conditions are met:

1. The request comes directly from the property owner or their delegate (e.g. consultants)
on their behalf; and,
2. A specific project/activity is proposed by the property owner.

MNRF Aylmer District Contact Information
All ESA-related requests must be submitted to MNRF Aylmer District via our ESA inbox at
ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca

NOTE: MNRF response time is between 8 and 10 weeks after receipt of all required
information, due to the high volume of requests received.

Stage 1: Information Request

To ensure due diligence under the ESA, MNRF encourages property owners and/or their
delegates proposing to conduct site alteration (such as construction, vegetation/debris
removal, site grading, etc.) to request SAR information from Aylmer District prior to beginning
site alteration and/or conducting SAR surveys. For MNRF to respond to an information
request, the following information is required:

Proponent information (name, mailing address, and email address);

Property location and mapping (municipal address and/or lot and concession);

Digital photos of the property, including the vegetation on-site, if available;

General description of all proposed activities and extent of development footprint (e.g.

residential, driveway, vegetation clearing). Maps / site layout drawings are beneficial;

e Current state of vegetation, property maintenance/management (e.g. frequency of
mowing), and recent property landscape history / changes (i.e. for the last five years);

e Timing and duration of proposed activities;

e Copies of past correspondence with MNRF about the property, if applicable; and,

e Status of municipal planning or Environmental Assessment process, if any.

Once the above information has been provided, MNRF will review available SAR data to
determine if SAR species and/or their habitat(s) are known or likely to occur on or in the
general area of the property. MNRF’s response will be one of the following:
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1. There is a low likelihood for SAR species and/or habitat to occur and/or be impacted
o Further project screening / comment from MNRF will not be needed unless
recommendations to avoid impacts cannot be followed or significant changes to the
project are made (e.g. natural vegetation proposed to be removed).

2. SAR species and/or habitat are known to occur on or near the property, or there is a
high likelihood for SAR species and/or habitat to occur
o MNRF may recommend that field assessments by a qualified biologist are needed to
determine whether the proposed project may contravene the ESA.
= |tis expected that the retained qualified biologist will use the information
provided by MNRF to scope and design the field assessments, including
identifying appropriate species-specific survey methodologies and timing.
= MNRF can provide guidance on field assessments (i.e. protocols or proposed
work plans). Some field assessment methodologies may require MNRF
authorizations under the ESA and the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act.
o After field assessments have been completed, proceed to Stage 2.

NOTE: MNRF strongly recommends that no on-site activity (i.e. site alteration,
vegetation/debris removal, etc.) occur until Stage 2 is complete, in order for proponents
to demonstrate due diligence and remain in compliance with the ESA. Failure to comply
with this recommendation could result in a contravention of the ESA and possible
compliance / enforcement action.

Stage 2: Project Screening / IGF Review

Following MNRF’s recommendations, a qualified biologist should complete appropriate field
assessments and submit the results in an Information Gathering Form (IGF) to initiate a project
screening request.

Link to IGF:
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/MinistryResults?0Openform&SRT=T&MAX

=5&ENV=WWE&STR=1&TAB=PROFILE&MIN=018&BRN=21&PRG=31

MNRF will review the IGF to determine whether the project is likely to contravene the ESA
(Section 9 and/or Section 10). MNRF’s response will be one of the following:

1. Contravention under the ESA is not likely to occur:
o A response will be provided, which could include recommendations necessary to

avoid impacts to SAR; or,

2. Contravention under the ESA is likely to occur:

o MNRF will recommend options for seeking approval under the ESA, such as
applying for a permit or assessing eligibility for alternative regulatory processes.
Please be advised that applying for a permit does not guarantee approval and
processes can take several months before a permit may be issued.
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Municipality of Lambton Shores
Municipal Species at Risk Reference Guide

zf' Ontario

Acadian Flycatcher Endangered

Species Protection

Timing Windows
Migratory bird that may be present in

Habitat Information

Occupies a broad spectrum of deciduous and mixed
woodlands of variable size across its breeding range. Refer to
the Provincial Recovery Strategy (2016).

Bank Swallow Threatened

Species Protection

Timing Windows

Migratory bird most commonly seen in
Ontario from April through September.

Habitat Information

Bank swallows nest in burrows in natural and human-made
settings where there are exposed and inclined areas of
erodable substrate like silt or sand, such as banks of rivers and
lakes, roadsides, aggregate pits, and stock-piled materials.
Refer to the Provincial Recovery Strategy (2016) and contact
ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca for the General Habitat Description
(not yet available online).

Barn Owl Endangered Species Protection

Habitat Information Timing Windows

Barn Owls are known to nest in both natural structures (e.g. May be present year-round. Egg dates
hollows in trees or banks) and human-made structures (e.g. recorded in Ontario have occurred
nest boxes, barns and other shelters with access). Refer to the from March through October.
Provincial Recovery Strategy (2010) and Ontario Regulation

242/08.

Barn Swallow Threatened Species Protection

Timing Windows
Migratory bird most commonly seen in
Ontario from April through September.

Habitat Information

Barn Swallow nests in Ontario are commonly situated inside or
outside of buildings and other man-made shelters, under
bridges and piers and in road culverts. Refer to the Provincial
Recovery Strategy (2014) and the General Habitat Description.

May 2018

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Ontario from April through September.

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

Follow Breeding Bird Survey Protocol as
applicable, conducting three rounds of
surveys during the breeding window.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

Survey for burrows in potential habitat
features and identify habitat according to the
species general habitat description. Follow
Breeding Bird Survey Protocol to assess
habitat occupancy, conducting three rounds
of surveys during the breeding window.

General Habitat Protection[ ]
Survey Protocol

Regulated Habitat Protection [

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection
Survey Protocol

Survey structures for the presence of nest
cups. Identify habitat according to the species
general habitat description.
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Bobolink Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection[ | ~ General Habitat Protection

Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Nests in grassland-like habitats typically greater than 2 Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Contact ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca to obtain a
hectares, such as hayfield, pasture, alfalfa, winter wheat, Ontario from May to September. copy of the MNRF draft Bobolink breeding
old/overgrown fields, prairie, savannah, and meadow or survey protocol (2011).

meadow marsh. Refer to the Provincial Recovery Strategy (for
Bobolink and Eastern Meadowlark; 2013).

Cerulean Warbler Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ]~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Typically occur in mature deciduous woodlands. Has been Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Follow Breeding Bird Survey Protocol as
found breeding in tracts as small as 10 hectares in Ontario. Ontario from May to August. applicable, conducting three rounds of
Refer to COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report (2010). surveys during the breeding window.
Chimney Swift Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ]~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

They typically nest and roost in chimneys and other man-made Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Follow the Ontario Swift Watch Protocol by
structures. Can also nest in hollow trees or tree cavities. Refer  Ontario from mid-April to mid-October. Bird Studies Canada (2015). Identify habitat
to COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report (2007) and the according to the general habitat description.
General Habitat Description.

Eastern Meadowlark Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ] ~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Breed primarily in grassland-like habitats, such as pastures Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Contact ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca to obtain a
and hayfields (including alfalfa), meadow and meadow marsh, Ontario from March through October.  copy of the MNRF draft Eastern Meadowlark
old/overgrown fields, prairie, savannah, weedy borders of breeding survey protocol (2013) .

croplands, roadsides, orchards, gold courses, and other open
areas, typically greater than 3 hectares. Refer to the Provincial
Recovery Strategy (for Bobolink and Eastern Meadowlark;
2013).

Eastern Whip-poor-will Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ] General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally nest in areas with a mix of open and forested areas, Migratory bird most commonly seen in Contact ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca to obtain a
such as savannahs, sand barrens with scattered trees, sparse  Ontario from April through September. copy of the MNRF draft Eastern Whip-poor-
conifer plantations, open early-successional woodlands or will breeding survey protocol (2012) .
mature woodlands with openings. Refer to the Proposed

Federal Recovery Strategy (2015) and the General Habitat

Description.

Least Bittern Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection[ ] ~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Found in marshes, often where vegetation cover is Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Follow the National Least Bittern Survey
interspersed with areas of open water. They can be found in Ontario from May through September. Protocol, CWS Technical Report Series no.
smaller isolated marshes though most known occurrences are 519 (2011). Contact ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca
in larger wetlands. Refer to the Provincial Recovery Strategy for more information if needed.

(2016).

Loggerhead Shrike Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection[ ] ~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally prefer a combination of pasture or other grassland Return late April - early June. Clutch Follow Breeding Bird Survey.
with scattered low trees and shrubs. They build their nests in born mid-late June. Fall migration

small trees or shrubs with preference for dense or thorny begins August - September.

bushes.

Lousiana Waterthrush Threatened Species Protection []  Regulated Habitat Protection[[]  General Habitat Protection []
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally inhabits mature forests along steeply sloped ravines Clutch hatches June - July. Migrate Follow Breeding Bird Survey Protocol.
adjacent to running water. It prefers clear, cold streams and south for winter.

densely wooded swamps. Spends much of it's time in shallow
water and on the banks.

Prothonotary Warbler Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ] ~ General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Key features are presence of water near wooded area with Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Follow Breeding Bird Survey Protocol as
suitable cavity nest sites or nest boxes. Nests usually occur Ontario from May through August. applicable, conducting three rounds of
near large bodies of standing or slow-moving water, such as surveys during the breeding window.

seasonally flooded forest, swamps, rivers, streams, ponds, or
lakes. Refer to the Provincial Recovery Strategy (2012).

Yellow-breasted Chat Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection ] ~ General Habitat Protection
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

A wide variety of early-successional habitats are used (i.e., Migratory bird most commonly seen in  Follow Breeding Bird Survey Protocol as
dense, low deciduous or coniferous vegetation), including early Ontario from May through August. applicable, conducting three rounds of
shrubby regrowth on abandoned agricultural fields, power-line surveys during the breeding window.

corridors, clear-cuts, fencerows, forest edges and openings,
and areas near streams, ponds and swamps. Refer to the
COSEWIC Assessment and Status report (virens subspecies;

2012).

Fish and Mussel SAR Threatened and Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection
Endangered

Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Consult DFO mapping (http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/species-
especes/fpp-ppp/index-eng.htm) to determine if species at risk
and/or their habitat may be in or near the proposed project
area, and contact ESA.Aylmer@ontario.ca (and/or DFO) for
site-specific information or advice as applicable.

American Ginseng Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection[ | General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information Timing Windows

American Ginseng typically grows in rich, moist, but well- American Ginseng plants are typically
drained, and relatively mature, deciduous woods dominated by found from May to late September.
Sugar Maple, White Ash and American Basswood. It usually Refer to protocol for details.

grows in deep, nutrient rich soil over limestone or marble

bedrock. Refer to the general habitat description (2013) and

the federal recovery strategy (2015).

Bluehearts Endangered

Species Protection

Timing Windows
Flowers mid-July - early September

Habitat Information

Found in wet meadow communities between sand dunes,
along shorelines where it is associated with plants
characteristic of tallgrass prairies (e.g. Butterfly Milkweed,
Indian Grass, Little Bluestem, and Big Bluestem). Found along
the shore of Lake Huron. Refer to the provincial recovery
strategy (2016).

Dense Blazing Star Threatened Species Protection

Timing Windows
Flowers from mid-July to mid-
September.

Habitat Information

Grows in moaist prairies, grassland savannahs, wet areas
between sand dunes, and abandoned fields.

This plant does not do well in the shade and is usually found in
areas that are kept open and sunny by fire, floods, drought, or
grazing. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy (2016).

False Rue Anemone Threatened Species Protection

Timing Windows

Flowers in spring, between April and
June, bearing fruit from late May to
June.

Habitat Information

Grows in deciduous forests and thickets with rich, moist soil,
often in valleys, floodplains and ravine bottoms. Frequently
found close to watercourses within mature forests with lots of
maple and beech trees. Found in close proximity to streams on
shallow slopes. Refer to the draft federal recovery strategy
(2016).

Goldenseal Threatened Species Protection

May 2018

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Survey Protocol

Draft Site Occupancy Survey Protocol for
American Ginseng in Ontario (2013) - contact
MNRF Aylmer District for more information.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection
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Timing Windows
Flowers April - May; fruit ripens July-
August.

Habitat Information

Grows in rich, moist semi-open to closed areas of deciduous
forests. Found at periodically flooded upland sites and in moist
lowlands near floodplains. Associated with Red Oak, Sugar
Maple, Hawthorns, Shagbark Hickory, Ironwood and
Basswood. Typically grows in disturbed areas where trees
have fallen, or next to recreational paths or woodland edges.
Prefers sandy loam, loam soils or clay soils depending on
whether it is growing in an upland or lowland area. Refer to the
provincial recovery strategy (2016).

Heart-leaved Plantain

Habitat Information

Semi-aquatic plant, found in relatively undisturbed wet woods,
often along the rocky or gravelly limestone beds of shallow,
slow-moving clear streams. Moisture is generally always
present above or just below the soil surface. Common trees
associated with this plant are Sugar Maple, Silver Maple , Red
Maple , Blue-beech, Shagbark Hickory, White Ash, Black Ash
and Basswood. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy (2012).

Endangered Species Protection

Timing Windows
Flowers in mid-April.

Pitcher's Thistle Threatened

Habitat Information

Grows in windblown sandy habitats, especially on coastal sand
dune ridges, among grasses and other plants. Requires a
moderate amount of sand movement, and open, bare areas
among the vegetation. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy
(2013), Ontario Regulation 242/08 and the habitat protection
summary (2015).

Species Protection

Timing Windows

Does not bloom until it is 2-10 years
old. When it does flower, it flowers in
July.

Survey Protocol

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection[ ]

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

Mottled Duskywing Endangered Species Protection

May 2018

Regulated Habitat Protection [

General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Prefer habitats such as open barrens, sand patches, Egg-laying mid May to late June; No standardized species protocol available;
woodlands, prairies, riverbanks, and alvars. In Ontario, Mottled second brood emerges mid-July to late contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
Duskywing will only deposit their eggs on New Jersey Tea and  August. specific advice on conducting adequate
Prairie Redroot. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy surveys for your project.

(2015).

Northern Barrens Tiger Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection [
Beetle

Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally occurs in natural or other openings in sandy 2-year spring-fall life cycle: emergence No standardized species protocol available;
woodlands, dunes, and savannah, preferring areas with sparse August to September, adults over- contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
understorey vegetation including along trails. Refer to the winter and re-emerge April to June, specific advice on conducting adequate
provincial recovery strategy (2011), Ontario Regulation 242/08, followed by mating and egg-laying. surveys for your project.

and the habitat protection summary (2012). Larvae live a year or more before

pupating and emerging as adults to
complete the cycle.

Rusty-patched Bumble Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection []
Bee

Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally found in prairie, savannah, woodland, wetland, 1 year cycle: Queens emerge in April, No standardized species protocol available;

grassland, sand dune, old field, and mixed farmland. The most select nest sites, and lays eggs. In late contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
recent sightings have been restricted to the Pinery Provincial summer new queens and males are specific advice on conducting adequate
Park. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy (2011), Ontario  produced, and leave the colony to surveys for your project.

Regulation 242/08, and the habitat protection summary (2013). mate and the queens over-winter.

Common Five-lined Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection []
Skink (Carolinian
population)
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Habitat Information

Common Five-lined Skinks habitat includes sand dunes,
savannah, forest clearings and edges. They over-winter in
crevices among rocks or buried in the soil. Refer to the

Timing Windows

Active from April to early October:
Courtship and mating in May, nest site
selection in June, Egg-laying and

provincial recovery strategy (2010), Ontario Regulation 242/08, brooding young in July.

and the habitat protection summary (2012).

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

Eastern Small-footed
Myotis
Habitat Information

Endangered

Species Protection

Timing Windows

Will roost in a variety of habitats changing day to day, including Typically over-winter from about

in trees or under tree bark, under rocks or in rock outcrops, in
buildings, under bridges, etc. Over-winter in caves and
abandoned mines.

Little Brown Myotis
(formerly little brown
bat)

Habitat Information

Roost habitat may include human structures such as houses,
bridges, and barns, or natural features such as rock crevices
and forests. May over-winter in buildings, caves, or mines.
Refer to the draft federal recovery strategy (2015).

Endangered

Northern Myotis
(formerly Northern Long-
eared Bat)

Habitat Information
Roosts in tree cavities, under tree bark, in natural and artificial

Endangered

Species Protection

Species Protection

October to April.

Timing Windows

They feed at night and are most active

in the two or three hours after sunset.
Typically over-winter from about
October to April.

Timing Windows
Typically over-winter from about

crevices such as rock outcrops and roof shingles. Over-winters October to April.

in caves and mines. Refer to the draft federal recovery
strategy (2015).

Tri-colored Bat Endangered

May 2018

Species Protection

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Roosts in forests, and maternity colonies may be located in Typically over-winter from about No standardized species protocol available;
anthropogenic features such as barns and houses. Over- October to April. contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
winters in caves and mines. Refer to the draft federal recovery specific advice on conducting adequate
strategy (2015). surveys for your project.

Eastern Foxsnake Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection [
(Carolinian population)

Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol

Generally use old fields, prairie, savannah, shorelines, Egress from over-wintering sites Survey Protocol for Ontario's Species at Risk
wetlands, rock barrens, dunes, hedgerows, drains and canals, usually occurs from April to mid May, = Snakes (December 2016) - contact

as well as anthropogenic features such as old foundations, mating occurs from late May to mid ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca for more information
bridges, and wells. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy June, egg-laying occurs from late June

(2010), Ontario Regulation 242/08, and the habitat protection  to mid-July, and hatching occurs from

summary (2012). late August to early October. Ingress

to over-wintering sites usually occurs
in September and October.

Eastern Hog-nosed Threatened Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection[ | General Habitat Protection
Snake
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol
Generally use sandy beaches and dunes, wetlands, forests, Emergence in April. Mating occurs in  Survey Protocol for Ontario's Species at Risk
forest edges, and meadows. Refer to the provincial recovery spring and late summer. Eggs are laid Snakes (December 2016) - contact
strategy (2011). in June and July. Hatching occurs ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca for more information
between late August and mid
September.
Queensnake Endangered Species Protection Regulated Habitat Protection General Habitat Protection [
Habitat Information Timing Windows Survey Protocol
Queensnake is an aquatic species that is seldom found far Emerges from over-wintering Contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca for the
from water. Prefers rivers and riverbanks, streams, and lakes,  beginning mid April; Mating in May and Survey Protocol for Queensnake (August
with the presence of crayfish. Over-wintering sites include September; Young born between July  2015).

abutments of old bridges and crevices in bedrock. Refer to the and September; Returns to over-
provincial recovery strategy (2011), Ontario Regulation 242/08, wintering site early to mid October
and the habitat protection summary (2013).
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American Chestnut Endangered Species Protection

Habitat Information Timing Windows

In Ontario, it is only found in the Carolinian Zone between Lake Trees typically flower in late May to
Erie and Lake Huron. American Chestnut grows alongside Red early July. Nuts mature by mid-
Oak, Black Cherry, Sugar Maple, American Beech and other October.

deciduous tree species. Refer to the provincial recovery

strategy (2012).

Butternut Endangered Species Protection

Habitat Information Timing Windows

Butternut usually grows alone or in small groups in forests and  Flowers from April to June. Fruits
woodlands. It prefers moist, well-drained soil and is also found reach maturity during the month of
on well-drained gravel sites. This species does not do well in September or October in the year of
the shade, and often grows in sunny openings and near forest  pollination and usually remain on the
edges. Refer to the provincial recovery strategy (2013). tree until after leaf fall.

Dwarf Hackberry Threatened Species Protection

Timing Windows

Flowers small and obscure. Fruiting
occurs in fall and fruit often persists
late into the season.

Habitat Information

Generally occurs on dry, sandy areas near lakeshores, inland
dunes, ridge tops, alvars, sand dunes, and savannas. Refer to
the provincial recovery strategy (2013).

Eastern Flowering
Dogwood

Habitat Information

Grows in deciduous or mixed forests, open woodlands, forest
edges, floodplains, slopes, bluffs, ravines, roadsides,
hedgerows, and along drains. Refer to the provincial recovery
strategy (2010) and Ontario Regulation 242/08.

Endangered Species Protection

Timing Windows

Flowering occurs from mid-May to
early June, as the leaves begin to
develop. The fruits mature in August
and September.

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Regulated Habitat Protection

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

A certified butternut health assessor must
assess Butternut trees. Contact
ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca for more information.

General Habitat Protection

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection[ ]

Survey Protocol

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

Blanding's Turtle Threatened Species Protection

May 2018

Regulated Habitat Protection [

General Habitat Protection
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Habitat Information

Blanding's Turtle lives in shallow water, usually in large
wetlands and shallow lakes with lots of water plants. May travel
long distances from nearest waterbody, usually while
searching for mates or traveling to nesting or overwintering
sites. Hibernate in the mud at the bottom of permanent water
bodies from late October until the end of April. Refer to the
general habitat description (2013) and the draft federal
recovery strategy (2016).

Spiny Softshell Endangered

Habitat Information

Found in large lakes, rivers, creeks, drainage ditches, ponds,
but can also occur in marshes, ponds, oxbows as well as
wetlands and ponds next to large bodies of water. Overwinter
in aquatic habitat in underwater hibernacula, often in the
stream or lake they spend the majority of time during active
season. Nest in areas of sand/gravel substrate with low
vegetation density and slope. Refer to the draft federal
recovery strategy (2016).

Spotted Turtle

Habitat Information

Semi-aquatic preferring ponds, marshes, bogs and even
ditches with slow-moving, unpolluted water and abundant
supply of aquatic vegetation. Other aquatic habitat can include
vernal pools, seeps, sloughs, creeks, stormwater ponds,
sheltered edges of bays, channels and drainage ditches.
Strong preference for marsh meadows as well. Nests will be
found in well-drained, sunny locations that are bare or have
sparse vegetation. Hibernates in wetlands or seasonally wet
areas associated with structures including overhanging banks,
hummocks, tree roots, or aquatic animal burrows. Refer to the
draft federal recovery strategy (2016) for more information.

Endangered

May 2018

Species Protection

Species Protection

Timing Windows

Mating prior to and right after
overwintering, typically in April to early
May, and from the end of August to
end of October. Eggs are laid in from
late May to early July, with hatchlings
emerging in throughout September
and October. Overwinter from October
to April.

Timing Windows

Active from late March/early April to
October. Mate in spring (late April or
May) after emergence. Nests from
early June to mid-July. Hatchlings
emerge in late summer. Overwintering
starts in mid-October (females) and
end of November (males).

Timing Windows
Overwinters in underwater hibernacula

for 7 to 8 months of the year, from mid-

September/October to mid-late April.
Basks in April. Mates begins in early
spring as soon as ice/snow melt and
can occur from late May through to
early July.

Survey Protocol

Regulated Habitat Protection [

Survey Protocol for Blanding's Turtle
(Emydoidea blandingii) in Ontario (August
2015) - contact MNRF Aylmer District for
more information.

General Habitat Protection
Survey Protocol

Regulated Habitat Protection [

No standardized species protocol available;
contact ESA.Aylmer@Ontario.ca to request
specific advice on conducting adequate
surveys for your project.

General Habitat Protection
Survey Protocol

Survey Protocol for Spotted Turtle (Clemmys
guttata) in Ontario (August 2015) - contact
MNRF Aylmer District for more information.
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ONTARIO MINISTRY of NATURAL RESOURCES and FORESTRY | AYLMER DISTRICT OFFICE
615 John Street N. Aylmer ON, N5H 2S8 esa.aylmer@ontario.ca

This report was produced May, 2018
Please refer to the associated Municipal Species at Risk Reference Material Memo for instructions on how to use this guide.

The Committee on the Status of Species at Risk in Ontario (COSSARO) meets regularly to evaluate new species for listing and/or re-evaluate species
already on the SARO List. As a result, species designations may change, which could in turn change the protection they receive under the ESA and
whether proposed projects may have adverse effects on SAR. Habitat protection provisions for a species may also change if a species-specific habitat
regulation comes into effect, or as new general habitat guidance is developed based on the best available information. Additionally, the province has
not been comprehensively surveyed and MNRF data relies on observers to report sightings. As such, the absence of an occurrence does not indicate
the absence of SAR species or habitat, and new occurrence information may affect whether a proposed project may contravene the ESA.
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LEA Consulting Ltd.

625 Cochrane Drive, 9t Floor
Markham, ON, L3R 9R9 Canada

T | 9054700015 F | 905 470 0030
WWW.LEA.CA

July 19, 2018 Reference Number: 19116

Kelly Vader

B.M. Ross and Associates
62 North Street
Goderich, ON N7A 2T4

RE: Class EA to Address Congestion on the Ontario Street Corridor, Community of Grand Bend - PIC #2
Dear Ms. Kelly Vader,

LEA Consulting Ltd. (LEA) was retained by Choice Properties REIT (Choice) to monitor a Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment (EA) Study to address traffic congestion along the Ontario Street corridor within the Community of Grand
Bend. Our client’s property is located at 98 Ontario Street South (No Frills Plaza) in Grand Bend.

In summary, Choice is concerned with the recommended Preferred Corridor Alternative as the publicly accessible
information in support of the Preferred Corridor Alternative is insufficient in accessing the traffic impacts to the No Frills
driveway and a lack of formal evaluation matrix presented at the Public Meetings.

By the way of this letter, Choice is requesting for added traffic analysis related to the traffic impacts expected related
to the removal of the dedicated left-turn lane into the No Frills located at 98 Ontario Street South. Furthermore, the
EA should identify any mitigation measures and its impacts to the property.

Background
PIC #1

The first public consultation (PIC #1) was held on August 24, 2016, which presented four corridor alternatives based on
the Initial Traffic Study prepared by Paradigm entitled Ontario Street Bridge, Grand Bend — Traffic Operations Study,
dated February 2016. The four corridor alternatives include:

e Alternative 1: Add another northbound lane (5 lanes total)

e  Alternative 2: Switch the two-way turning lane to a northbound lane (4 lanes total)
e Alternative 3: Construct a by-pass around Grand Bend to divert through traffic

e Alternative 4: Do nothing

However, the Initial Traffic Study only assessed the traffic operations at the Main Street/Ontario Street intersection and
did not evaluate the corridor alternatives of adding or modifying the lane configurations along Ontario Street. Given
that the Initial Traffic Study only focused on one intersection, an Updated Traffic Study was completed in October 2017
entitled Ontario Street, Grand Bend — Improvement Opportunities and Priorities.

There were no Preferred Alternative selection nor evaluation criteria presented in PIC #1.
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Council Meeting, March 27, 2018

An Updated Traffic Study with an expanded study area to outline opportunities for improving traffic operations along
the entire Ontario Street corridor was prepared. It is our understanding, based on this added information and feedback
from PIC#1, a recommendation was made to council to select Alternative 2 as the Preferred Corridor Alternative.

At the council meeting, a presentation to Council was prepared by BM Ross and Associates Ltd. in selecting Alternative
2. It is our understanding that no decision was made by Council.

PIC #2

A PIC #2 was held on June 4, 2018 to present the Preferred Alternative and the Detailed Design Option. The Preferred
Alternative proposes to convert the existing two-way left-turn lane on Ontario Street into a northbound lane resulting
in a four-lane cross-section with two lanes per direction. In addition, five detailed design options were also presented,
which contemplated the implementation of multi-use pathways and bicycle lanes. Likewise, a Preferred Option was
selected amongst the five detailed design options.

In the presentation material, only costs of the various design alternatives were examined, and no plan views of the
recommended alternative were provided. It is uncertain how the Preferred Corridor Alternative would be implemented
along the entire corridor.

Feedback of Updated Traffic Study (October 18, 2017)

It is unclear how Alternative 2 was selected as the Preferred Corridor Alternative in PIC #2. The Updated Traffic Study
commented on the need for additional analysis if the two-way left-turn lane at the No Frills Plaza is to be converted into
a northbound lane. Given the travel patterns for vehicles accessing the No Frills Plaza, the Updated Traffic Study stated
that “a southbound left-turn lane has the potential to be warranted” and thus maintaining the southbound left-turn
lane should be analyzed. However, there was no turning movement data collected or analyses completed in the
Updated Traffic Study. Therefore, no recommendations were provided to address the impacts of removing the two-way
left-turn lane along Ontario Street, which significantly affects access to our client’s property. Our client is concerned
with the lack of information and analysis provided in support of Alternative 2 given that the Updated Traffic Study clearly
indicated that further study is required to determine the appropriate lane configuration and to address these impacts.
On the basis of the incomplete conclusions in the Updated Traffic Study, we question how Alternative 2 was selected as
the Preferred Corridor Alternative.

Further, the Updated Traffic Study was dated October 18, 2017, but was not finalized at the time of PIC #2 and was only
provided to LEA on July 12, 2018. As such, adequate information was not available for public review at the time of PIC
#2 when providing comments on the selection of the Preferred Alternative.

Given that the conversion of the two-way left-turn lane into a northbound lane will affect our client’s property and that
traffic analyses and recommendations from the Updated Traffic Study are not complete, the evaluation of the corridor
alternatives is incomprehensive. In our opinion, the EA did not comprehensively consider the impacts of the
alternatives.

Evaluation Matrix

In addition, an evaluation matrix of the corridor alternatives was not provided at PIC #2. It is typical practice to provide
a summary of the criteria used in assessing the alternative solutions and how the alternatives compare based on
predetermined criteria. It is recognized that an evaluation matrix was completed for only the detailed design
alternatives but not the corridor alternatives. We question how Alternative 2 was identified as the Preferred Alternative
in the absence of an evaluation matrix, which should apply to both the corridor alternatives and detailed design
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alternatives when identifying the Preferred Alternative and Detailed Design Option. Without this data, insufficient
information was presented in the EA to determine the Preferred Corridor Alternative and Detailed Design Option.

Conclusion

In the absence of detailed traffic recommendations addressing the impact of the proposed lane configuration
modifications and a comprehensive evaluation matrix for the corridor alternatives, we are uncertain as to how the
Preferred Corridor Alternative was selected at PIC #2. The Updated Traffic Study has identified the need for additional
analysis for converting the two-way left-turn lane at the No Frills Plaza, however these impacts have yet to be addressed
or documented in the selection of Alternative 2. There is insufficient information provided to the public to support the
selection of the Preferred Corridor Alternative and how it impacts the properties along the Ontario Street corridor.

Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Kenneth Chan at kchan@Iea.ca
or 289-846-5307.

Yours truly,

LEA CONSULTING LTD.

nneth Chan, P.Eng., PTOE, PMP
Vice President, Transportation Engineering and Planning

cc: Peter Kulkarni (CHP)
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MUNICIPALITY OF LAMBTON SHORES

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC
CONGESTION ALONG THE ONTARIO STREET CORRIDOR
(COMMUNITY OF GRAND BEND)

NOTICE OF STUDY COMPLETION

THE PROJECT:

The Municipality of Lambton Shores, in cooperation with the Provincial Ministry of Transportation, initiated a
Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process in 2016 to consider alternatives to address ongoing traffic
congestion along the Ontario Street corridor through Grand Bend. Continued traffic congestion along the corridor,
particularly during peak tourist periods, has necessitated an examination of options aimed at improving the flow
of traffic through the area.

Following an examination of various alternatives for the bridge crossing, including, i) Construction of a new
bridge, or ii) replacement of the bridge deck with a wider deck and bridge substructure, the Municipality is
proposing to Alternative I1) replace the existing bridge deck with a new wider deck and bridge substructure. The
new bridge deck will accommodate 5 lanes of traffic, including 2 southbound lanes, a left turn lane, a dedicated
northbound through lane, and a combination through and right turn lane. The study also evaluated various options
to improve bicycle and pedestrian opportunities along the corridor. The preferred alternative, to install multi-use
paths on both sides of the corridor, will provide improved pedestrian and cycling opportunities along the entire

corridor .
THE ENVIRONMENTAL SCREENING o ," v (2 m
PROCESS: ssnn
\ 75’5

The planning for this project is following the S s ”fe@”
planning process established for Schedule ‘C’ ER/;% = "
activities under the Municipal Class Y ‘%{% S
Environmental Assessment (Class EA) O A8 e,
document. Schedule ‘C’ projects are approved Y@@‘” § ‘\ 3 NG
following the completion of all 5 phases of /@%\ f &
the Class EA process. The purpose of the < & f
Class EA is to identify any potential ~’ & FRNPTACe
environmental impacts associated with the & B
proposal and to plan for appropriate & §
mitigation of any impacts. The environmental ‘ <
assessment process has now been completed. 4, ' g
There were no negative impacts identified /?cggﬂ
with the project that could not be mitigated.

0 ’—AffectedRoadCorridor 1;157000‘
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT:

For further information on this project, please contact the project engineers: B.M. Ross and Associates Ltd.,
62 North Street, Goderich, Ontario, N7A 2T4. Telephone: 1(888)524-2641. Fax: (519) 524-4403. Attn:
Kelly Vader, Environmental Planner (e-mail: kvader@bmross.net). The Environmental Study Report (ESR)
will be available for review on-line at www.lambtonshores.ca and at the following location during normal
business hours: Grand Bend Municipal Office, 4 Ontario St N, Grand Bend, ON NOM 1TO

If environmental concerns regarding the project cannot be resolved through discussions with the Municipality
of Lambton Shores, a person may request a Part 11 Order under the EA Act. To make such a request, a Part 11
Order Request form must be submitted within 30 calendar days of this notice and sent to 1) the Municipality;
2) Minister, Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks, Floor 11, 77 Wellesley St. W, Toronto ON
M7A 2T5 Fax: (416) 314-8452; Minister. MOECC@ontario.ca and 3) Director, Environmental Assessment
and Permissions Branch, Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks, 135 St. Clair Ave West, 1 Floor,
Toronto ON M4V 1P5 MOECCpermissions@ontario.ca. The mandatory form can be found at
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/012-2206E~1/$File/2206E.pdf or
copies can be obtained by contacting the project contact person as listed above. If no such request is received
by September 14, 2018, the project will proceed to implementation as planned.

Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 'ﬁ_\
77 W_erllesley Stb\,/\lv.',wl?l;\hzl_:rlgor, Ferguson Block 'éll\ln\-é:
oronto, Jambton Shores

This Notice issued August 15, 2018 Stephen McAuley, Director of Community Services
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