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2, MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PLANNING PROCESS

Municipal infrastructure projects are subject to the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act (EA Act). The Class
Environmental Assessment (Class EA) is an approved self-assessment process under the EA Act for a specific
group or “class” of projects. Projects are considered approved subject to compliance with an approved Class
EA process. The Municipal Class EA (Municipal Engineers Association October 2000, as amended in 2007,
2011 and 2015} applies to municipal infrastructure projects including roads, water and wastewater.

The Municipal Class EA outlines a comprehensive planning process (illustrated in Figure 2) that provides a
rational approach to consider the environmental and technical advantages and disadvantages of alternatives
and their trade-offs in order to determine a preferred alternative for addressing the problem (or opportunity), as
well as consultation with agencies, directly affected stakeholders and the public throughout the process. The
key principles of successful environmental assessment planning include:

e Consultation;
o Consideration of a reasonable range of alternatives;

e Consideration of effects on natural, social, cultural, and economic environments and technical
components;

o Systematic evaluation;
e Clear documentation; and
e Traceable decision making.

The classification of projects and activities under the Municipal Class EA is as follows:

Schedule A: Includes normal or emergency operational and maintenance activities, which are limited in
scale and have minimal adverse environmental effects. These undertakings are pre-approved and the
proponent can proceed without further assessment and approval.

Schedule A+: Introduced in 2007, these minor projects are pre-approved. The public is to be advised
prior to the implementation of the project.

Schedule B: Includes projects which have the potential for adverse environmental effects. This includes
improvements and minor expansions of existing facilities. These projects are approved subject to a
screening process which includes consulting with stakeholders who may be directly affected and relevant
review agencies.

Schedule C: Includes the construction of new facilities and major expansions to existing facilities. These
undertakings have the potential for significant environmental effects and must proceed under the planning
and documentation procedures outlined in the Municipal Class EA document.

The Schedule ‘B’ process, is in accordance with the requirements of the Municipal Class EA process and
includes Phases 1 and 2, depicted on Figure 2:

o Phase 1 consists of identifying the problem or opportunity, and optional (discretionary) public
consultation if deemed suitable.

e Phase 2 involves identifying reasonable alternatives to the problem or opportunity, compiling an
inventory of the natural, social and economic environment, evaluating each alternative and
recommending a preferred alternative that will address the problem, and provide any measures
necessary to mitigate potential environmental impacts. Public and agency consultation is required at
this stage before the preferred solution is selected to ensure all possible impacts are identified, and
assessed, as part of the evaluation process.
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For Schedule B projects, the preferred solution is selected and confirmed by Council, the entire process is
documented in a Project File report that is made available for public review during a 30-calendar day period. A
Notice of Completion is submitted to review agencies and the public at this time.

For Schedule B projects, if concerns are raised during the 30 calendar-day review period that cannot be
resolved through discussions with the Municipality, then members of the public, interested groups or technical
agencies may request the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change to issue a Part Il Order for the
project, thereby requiring an elevated scope of study. A Part Il Order request requires submission of a written
request to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change, prior to the end of the 30-calendar day review
period, outlining the unresolved issue and requesting the Minister to review the matter.

Part Il Order requests are submitted to:

Minister

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change
77 Wellesley St. W., Floor 11

Toronto, ON M7A 2T5

Fax: 416-314-8452

Email: minister.moecc@ontario.ca

Copies of the request must also be sent to the Director of the Environmental Approvals Branch at the MOECC
and the County of Bruce at the addresses below:

Director, Environmental Approvals Branch County of Bruce

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change Attn: Kerri Meier — Env. Coordinator
135 St. Clair Avenue W, 1% Floor PO Box 398, 30 Park Street,
Toronto, ON M4V 1L5 Walkerton, ON NOG 2G0
EAASIBgen@ontario.ca kmeier@brucecounty.on.ca

The decision whether or not a Part Il Order is appropriate or necessary rests with the Minister of the
Environment and Climate Change. If no Part Il Order request is outstanding by the end of the 30-calendar day
review period, the project is considered to have met the requirements of the Class EA, and the Municipality
may proceed to design and construct the project subject to resolving any commitments documented in this
Project File during the subsequent design phases and obtaining any other outstanding environmental
approvals.

For further information regarding Part Il Order requests and process, please refer to:
hitps://www.ontario.cal/environment-and-enerqy/class-environmental-assessments-part-ii-order
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3. BACKGROUND

BR25 is a two lane rural road section, which extends from a signalized intersection at Goderich Street westerly
to Lake Huron. The existing BR33 (Lake Range Road) is also a two lane rural road section, which extends
from a stop-controlled “tee” intersection with BR25, southerly beyond the limits of the Study Area. BR33 was
previously up-loaded from the Town to the County and is used by many residents of the Town to access the
neighbouring Bruce Power site. Currently, the road surfaces are in a deteriorated condition, with maintenance
scheduled within the County’s 5-year plan. The “tee” intersection of Lake Range Road with BR25 is located
near the top of a bluff, and sight lines do not meet current design criteria for a secondary highway, although the
intersection is adequate for local road service.

The County considers that current traffic volumes would justify neither a need for additional lanes nor an
urbanized cross section on either of BR25 or BR33. However, the Town'’s Local Official Plan identifies future
residential lands uses in the area, which would extend Stickei Street, Bruce Street, and Ridge Street southerly
to intersect with BR25. The Town's Local Official Plan further considers the future extension of Bruce Street
northerly through the former Town of Port Elgin (from BR25 northerly to Concession Road 10), as a secondary
major traffic route parallel to Goderich Street (Highway 21 Connecting Link). Consequently, there could be a
change in traffic flow patterns and a significant impact on the traffic volume on BR25, between BR33 and
Goderich Street, which may require additional lanes and/or traffic signals. Further, the Town is planning to
extend water and sanitary sewer services, and to create an urban cross section along BR25. The ultimate
cross section needs to be planned appropriately, in consideration of potential future lane requirements and a
multi-purpose recreational path planned by the Town along the BR25 corridor.

The County as proponent, with the Town as a principle partner, completed a Master Plan for Roads and
Drainage to establish appropriate direction for this infrastructure within the broader Study Area. The Master
Plan process followed Phases 1 and 2 of the project planning process as outlined in the Municipai Class
Environmental Assessment Manual, prepared by the Municipal Engineers Association (2015). The Master Plan
process included a Phase 1 “Discretionary” public consultation, a Phase 2 “Mandatory” public consultation and
a “Mandatory” Notice of Completion (May 2017). Copies of these Notices are provided in Appendix “A”.
Additional consultation information during the Master Plan process is provided in the Master Plan
documentation, available on the County’s and Town's websites, and at the Town municipal office.

The Master Plan documentation includes much of the supporting information for this BR33 re-alignment
Schedule B EA process. A summary of the Preferred Set of Alternative Solutions including a preferred BR33
re-alignment is provided in Figure 3. Additional information in support of this Schedule B EA process is
provided herein.

A Bruce County Committee Report, dated February 15, 2018, provided in Appendix “C”, includes a summary
of the Master Plan results and an intended implementation schedule for individual projects identified within the
Master Plan. The intended implementation schedule is summarized as follows:

Phase 1 — Schedule A (2019): Bruce Road 25 — Trunk storm sewer from Lake Ridge Estates to Lake Huron,
including a full urbanized road section from Shipley Avenue to Saugeen Beach Road.

Phase 2 — Schedule A (2019): Two lane urbanized road section from Shipley Avenue to Bruce Street, including
the local storm sewer.

Phase 3 — Schedule B (2020): Four lane urbanized cross section from Bruce Street to Goderich Street,
including municipal services.
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Phase 4 — Schedule B (2021): Construction of the new Bruce Road 33 realignment and rehabilitation of current
Bruce Road 33 (new Lake Range Road).

A “Phase 5" may also be considered separately by the Town to include installation of a storm sewer system
within the Baker Subdivision, to coincide with sanitary sewer and pumping station installation, at a yet to be
determined date.

4, PROBLEM / OPPORTUNITY — PROJECT STATEMENT

The County has identified a need to advance specific project planning for the re-alignment of BR33, as
identified in the Master Plan for Roads and Drainage (2017). The basic intentions of this project are outlined

in the Master Plan.

The Schedule B EA planning process is project specific but follows the same process as for the more general
Master Plan. Considering the significant degree of overlap between the Master Plan and this specific
Schedule B EA, the following Project Statement is adapted from the Master Plan for this project specific
Schedule B EA process.

The Project Statement for this Schedule B EA is as follows:

“The proponent infends to plan safe and efficient road infrastructure, and to support the Town’s
transportation initiatives with regard to planned development, within the settlement area boundary, by
advancing the preferred BR33 re-alignment initiative, as documented in the Master Plan for Roads
and Drainage (May 2017).”

The County is, therefore, undertaking this Schedule B EA process under the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment to ensure that this project is planned appropriately, and to verify that the preferred solution
identified in the more general Master Plan remains appropriate for this specific BR33 re-alignment initiative.
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5. ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS - SCHEDULE “B” EA

The Master Plan considered the following alternative solutions for Roads:

i) Do Nothing / Existing Conditions,
i) Intersection and Capacity Improvements on BR25,
i)  Re-Align BR33 to Intersect BR25 at Future Bruce Street Intersection Location.

The BR33 re-alignment alternative was considered in the Master Plan as having the following environmental
impacts:

Social
Usage of the Built Facility
* Maintenance of access to existing residences would remain. Driveway entrances and a connection of
Baker Road to the new re-aligned BR33 would need to be resolved in the design phase.
¢ Land acquisition for additional right-of-way would be necessary for the BR33 re-alignment route.
¢ The design requirements and route selection for a re-aligned BR33 can accommodate preferences for
the road to not cross noted properties.

e The design requirements and route selection for a re-aligned BR33 can avoid the the north westerly
corner of an agricultural designation. A future review of the Town’s Official Plan can re-consider this
designation, as appropriate.

e Active transportation opportunities could be accommodated in this area, including an east/west multi-
purpose trail along BR25, and provision for bicycles southerly along BR33.

Governance

e The County could divest the portion of BR25 from the planned BR33 intersection (at Bruce Street)
westerly to Saugeen Beach Road to the Town.

e The County could divest the portion of BR33 (Lake Range Road) from BR25 southerly to the planned
BR33 re-alignment location (at Baker Road) to the Town.

Cultural

e Once a BR33 route is selected, a Stage 2 archeological investigation for the subject lands should be
completed to confirm there would be no effect on the Cultural environment, or if mitigation measures
would be necessary.

Natural

* An EIS would be necessary to further inform the EA for the BR33 re-alignment, and to confirm there
would be no effect on the natural environment, or if mitigation measures would be necessary.

Technical
e The existing intersection of BR25 and Lake Range Road would remain as a local road standard.

e Future traffic levels would be fully supported by the proposed lanes. A 4-lane urban cross section is
considered preferable by both the Town and the County on BR25 between Goderich Street and Bruce
Street, narrowing to a 2-lane urban cross section west of Bruce Street.

o Safety and efficiency of movement for the driving and pedestrian public would be accommodated as
planned Town roads are extended from the north to BR25.
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e Stop-controlled “Tee” intersections would be planned at each of the Stickel Street, Ridge Street and
Lake Range Road intersections with BR25.

* Atraffic signal is considered appropriate at the planned BR25 / BR33 intersection for pedestrian safety.

¢ Project constructability would follow conventional road construction processes.

e Generally, the design speed for a re-aligned BR33 would be 10 km/hr greater than the legal posted
speed. There are several alignment options for BR33, but the minimum horizontal radius is 420 metres
for a 100 km/hr design speed (80 km/hr posted speed), and 190 metres for a 70 km/hr design speed
(50 km/hr posted speed); for normal cross fall. A 70 km/hr design speed would produce an alignment,
which would avoid properties, the owners of which indicated a preference to not be impacted. Other
alignment options are shown in Figure No. 4.

e The extension of Baker Road easterly to the re-aligned BR33 should be considered.

e The connection of Lake Range Road to the re-aligned BR33 should be considered.

e Maintenance issues would be typical.

¢ Planning and design for BR25, between Goderich Street and planned Bruce Street/ re-aligned BR33,

would require a Schedule “B" EA. Construction of a new BR33 would require a Schedule “B” EA if less
than $2.4M.

Economic

e This alternative would be the most costly in terms of capital cost, but would mitigate long-term costs
associated with traffic inefficiencies, which are difficult to quantify.

Upon evaluation of all Roads alternatives within the Master Plan, Alternative #3 — Re-alignment of BR33 to
intersect BR25 at the future Bruce Street intersection location is the Preferred Roads Solution to the Master
Plan. The Master Plan notes that additional background studies would be necessary fully to assess potential
impacts on the Cultural and Natural environments. A summary of these additional studies is provided in
Section 6.

The Master Plan also noted that a further Schedule B Environmental Assessment process would be
necessary, appropriately to plan the BR33 project. Additional public and agency consultation is part of that
process, which is documented in Section 8.

INVENTORY OF ENVIRONMENTS

Social Environment

The predominant Social issue related to the proposed BR33 re-alignment is impact to property. The County
continues discussions with the directly affected land owners. At a Stakeholder's meeting on October 25, 2017,
all parties generally agreed with the project direction and approach to land purchase for the new right-of-way.
An independent assessor will be retained by the County to establish fair market value for the proposed road
allowance lands, for consideration by the land owners.
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6.2 Natural Environment

6.3

6.3.1

6.4

6.4.1

6.4.2

A Species at Risk (SAR) study was completed by AWS Environmental Consulting Inc. (July 2017) to establish
presence or absence of SAR within the proposed road allowance. The report concludes that, since the lands
are currently cultivated, the potential for SAR species is low. Should the land use change from active
cultivation to fallow prior to road construction, then an updated SAR review may be necessary to support the
construction phase. The County is considering arrangements with land owners to continue to cultivate the road
allowance lands until the road is built. A copy of the Species at Risk report is provided in Appendix “B”.

Recent amendments to the MEA Class EA require proponents to consider whether or not the project is located
within a Source Water Protection Vulnerable Area and, if so, to document whether or not any project activities
are a prescribed drinking water threat. The Source Water Protection Area for the Saugeen Shores drinking
water system is provided in Figure 5. The area is around the water intake for the Southampton Water
Treatment Plant. The Study Area is beyond the vulnerable area mapping.

The natural environment also includes potential impacts of the project on Climate Change, and of Climate
Change on the project. The project intends to reduce travel time and improve traffic safety, which would result
in reduced greenhouse gas emissions relative to a "Do Nothing” alternative. The proposed BR33 re-alignment
is across lands, which currently are cropped. In consideration of public comments received, the proponent has
committed to a landscaping plan that will introduce trees along the new alignment to provide shade and snow
screening.

Cultural Environment

Archaeology

A Stage 1 & 2 Archeological Assessment was completed by Scarlett Janusas Archaeology Inc. (June 2017). A
copy of that report is provided in Appendix “B”. The report generally concludes that no additional assessment
is required for the subject lands. The archaeological assessment was conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS), 2011). In a
letter dated June 30, 2017, MTCS confirmed the entry of the Stage 1 Assessment Report into the Ontario
Public Register of Archaeological Reports (Master Plan Appendix “B”).

The need for a Cultural Heritage assessment was screened out using the MTCS screening tool, as provided in
Appendix “B".

Technical Environment

Traffic Studies
Traffic studies are referenced in the Master Plan for Roads and Drainage.

Road Design Parameters

The following are the basic road design parameters:
i)  Minimum Travelled Lane Width = 3.5m
i) Minimum Shoulder Width = 1.0m

iii} Minimum Available Horizontal Curve Radius = 310.0m
iv) Right-of-way Width: 30 metres

Detailed road design would be prepared during the design phase of the project, using MTO and/or TAC design
parameters.
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6.4.3 Geotechnical / Environmental Screening

6.4.4

6.4.5

Field work for the geotechnical investigation was completed during the week of November 20", 2017, following
crop removal. Borehole data was referenced to confirm sub-surface soil and groundwater conditions. No
geotechnical or environmental issues were identified that would affect the proposed construction. The
geotechnical report is provided in Appendix “B”.

Surface Water Management Planning

The intended BR33 re-alignment will introduce a new impervious surface to a currently pervious area, which
will increase the rate of runoff from that surface. Further, runoff from road surfaces may contain contaminants,
which could adversely affect the natural environment. A preliminary stormwater management report was
prepared, which describes generally how stormwater quantity and quality will be addressed with the
construction of BR33. The proposed BR33 alignment would cross a drainage divide, which separates drainage
northerly to BR25 and drainage southerly to Baker Road. The basis for drainage planning is to maintain
surface drainage within the originating catchment area, as resolved through the Master Plan process.

Drainage northerly is proposed to be collected in the planned BR25 storm sewer system, which is intended to
be constructed as Phase 1 of the Master Plan implementation schedule. The design of the BR25 storm sewer
includes provisions for runoff quantity and quality form the northerly catchment area along re-aligned BR33.
The BR25 storm sewer project is being advanced under a Schedule A EA process (pre-approved under the
EAA). The project is currently in the design phase. The preliminary design has been reviewed by the County,
Town, SVCA and MOECC. Detailed design is advancing with construction currently planned to begin in Spring
2019. Any design details which evolve from the Phase 1 design of BR25 would, therefore, be incorporated into
the Phase 4 detailed design of BR33, prior to its construction, such that no additional changes would be
required to BR25.

Drainage southerly along re-aligned BR33 is intended to be directed to a new SWM pond about the
intersection of re-aligned BR33 and Baker Road. At this planning stage, the conceptual design considers a
volume of storage required and land area requirements sufficiently to accommodate the SWM facility. Detailed
design of the SWM facility would advance as the BR33 re-alignment project moves to construction as Phase 4
in the Master Plan implementation schedule. Since right-of-way lands would be acquired for the BR33 re-
alignment under this Schedule B EA process, implementation of the proposed SWM Pond would proceed as a
Schedule A EA activity as long as no additional property is required.

The preliminary stormwater management report is provided in Appendix “B”.

Water and Sanitary Sewer Service Planning

The Town is considering pre-servicing with watermain and sanitary sewer along the new BR33 re-alignment to
support Planned Development lands along the route. Since BR33 may be constructed in advance of land
development activities, the Town is considering front-ending, and later recovering those servicing costs from
the developers, when the lands are developed.

The watermain could complete a loop connection from the BR25 / BR33 intersection to the BR33 / Lake Range
Road intersection; tying into the existing watermain on Lake Range Road at Baker Road. Based on the Master
Servicing plan, a 250 mm diameter watermain is planned.

Sanitary sewers could service two separate catchments.

e One sewer would achieve gravity drainage from about Sta. 0+260 northerly along BR33 to a planned
gravity sewer on BR25, then westerly on BR25 to a planned northerly connection along Ridge Street
to existing. This sewer would provide service to lands within the easterly portion of Lot 29, south of
BR25.
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6.5

8.1

e South and west of Sta. 0+260, the land is too low to achieve gravity drainage northerly and,
therefore, a second planned sanitary sewer would drain southwesterly along re-aligned BR33 to
Lake Range Road; ultimately to drain to a pumping station below the bluff. Based on the Master
Servicing Plan, 200mm@ to 250 mm@ sewers are planned. Actual sewer sizing will be resolved
during the detailed design phase for BR33.

Economic Environment

The Master Plan identified the re-alignment of BR33 as the most costly road alternative in terms of capital cost,
but would mitigate long-term costs associated with traffic inefficiencies, which are difficult to quantify. The
County and Town have considered cost sharing and budgets to address the project costs.

A preliminary project construction cost is provided in Appendix “B”. Meeting Minutes, dated August 11, 2017
outline intended project cost sharing between the County and the Town for various projects outlined in the
Master Plan, including for the planned BR33 re-alignment.

Additional project costs for land acquisition, Ontario Land Survey, easement registration, utility relocation, HST
and other professional fees are not included in the estimated construction cost.

IMPACT, ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Master Plan process identified and evaluated alternative solutions, with the re-alignment of BR33
confirmed as the Preferred Solution. Additional background studies were completed to address project specific
requirements in support of this Schedule B EA process. None of the additional background studies identifies
potential impacts that would alter the assessment or evaluation of the re-alignment alternative.

CONSULTATION

Consultation early in and throughout the process is a key feature of environmental assessment planning. The
Schedule B Municipal Class EA process has two mandatory points of contact; the Notice of Project Initiation
(Consultation — Phase 2) and the Notice of Completion.

Master Plan Notifications

The Master Plan process included a Notice of Project Initiation, dated September 22, 2015, followed by a
Discretionary Public Information Centre, held on October 7, 2015. A Phase 2 Public Information Centre was
advertised on May 2, 2016, and was held on May 18, 2016. A Notice of Completion for the Master Plan
process was issued May 9, 2017.
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8.2

8.3

8.4

Notice of Project Initiation: Schedule “B” EA

A Notice of Project Initiation was prepared and first issued on January 9, 2018. The Notice was advertised in
the Shoreline Beacon Newspaper on January 9, 2018 and January 16, 2018.

The Notice was also mailed to directly affected property owners within the Study Area, as well as to individuals
engaged in previous project planning, on January 9, 2018. A copy of the Notice and a Figure outlining the
Notification Area is provided in Appendix “A”.

The Notice of Project Initiation invites the Public, Agency groups and First Nation groups to review the Project
File and to comment on the Recommended Solution.

Upon receipt of comments, any new information is incorporated into the review and assessment of alternatives.
The Project File is updated and a Preferred Solution is presented for consideration and acceptance by Council.

The Notice of Completion is issued following acceptance by Council. The Notice of Completion initiates a 30-
day review period, during which time the Minister may be requested to issue a Part Il Order to the municipality
to complete further study, as outlined in Section 2.

First Nations Consultation

First Nations groups were contacted during the Master Plan process and during this Schedule B EA process.
Documentation of the correspondence provided is included in Appendix “C”. No response was received from
any of the First Nation groups circulated with the initial Project File.

Public and Stakeholder Consultation

Public Feedback Received Prior to Commencement of the Class EA

Public feedback received prior to commencement of the Class EA process is documented in the Master Plan
Report.

Public Feedback Received During this Process

With the circulation of the previous version of this Schedule B EA Project File, the public was invited to provide
comments regarding the Recommended Solution for Bruce Road 33. Comments received from the public are
documented in Appendix “C”, and are summarized below in Table 2. Upon receipt and review of all
comments, the review of alternatives is re-visited and any new information is incorporated into the assessment
of the Recommended Preferred Solution, for consideration and acceptance by County Council.
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TABLE 2 — Summary of Public Comments Received

Comment / Issue

Response / Discussion

Action / Commitment

Consider the need for
Baker Road to connect
with the re-aligned
BR33

This connection is included in the Town'’s Local
Official Plan.

A tee intersection is
intended to be included
in the design of the
BR33 project, with stop-
control.

Consider a roundabout
(traffic circle) at the
intersection of BR25
and re-aligned BR33

The Master Plan considered an ultimate 4-way
intersection with traffic signal control as “preferred”
due to an expected high volume of both vehicular
and pedestrian traffic, specifically across the north
leg (Bruce Street) of that intersection.

It is anticipated that the extension of Bruce Street
southerly to BR25 may not occur within the
foreseeable future. Therefore, the Project Team
recommends that this issue be re-visited at the time
the 4-way intersection is to be completed. A south
bound stop-controlled tee intersection would be
appropriate until that time.

Re-consider the
ultimate 4-way
intersection at BR25
and Bruce Street/BR33,
when Bruce Street is
constructed. A north
bound stop-controlled
tee intersection would
be appropriate, on
BR33 until Bruce Street
is constructed.

Governance (Who will
own the roads)

The Project File indicates that BR25 west of Bruce
Street to Saugeen Beach Road, and BR33 south of
BR25 to Baker Road would be divested from the
County to the Town.

Project implementation

Consider landscaping
along re-aligned BR33,
including for winter
safety

The County is planning to permit landowners to
continue to crop through the road allowance, once
established, until the road is built. Timing for tree
planting will need to be resolved with the
landowners but the importance of starting early to
promote tree growth as a snow screen is
acknowledged.

A landscape plan will be
prepared in the project
design phase.

Consider drainage and
stormwater
management

The direction for area drainage was resolved
through the Master Plan process. Details of the
drainage and stormwater management design will
be resolved with the regulatory agencies through
the design process. The direction of the Master Plan
is to maintain flows within the originating catchment
areas.

Generally, follow Master
Plan and
implementation
Phasing. Specifically,
develop details during
the design phase.

Consider future land
use planning on
remnant parcels

The Town has had a long range focus that Bruce
Street might be extended through the property north
of BR25 and would offer a ‘collector’ road parallel to
Highway 21.

Remnant parcels might be developed in a variety of
manners some of which might require planning
applications to change OP’s and zoning.

Lots 28 and 29 are owned by the same individual.

There may be an opportunity to look in the future if
there is potential for an urban area expansion.

The development community may have innovative
ideas for land use on their lands.

Land use will be
reviewed under
individual Planning Act
applications.
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8.5

Comment / Issue

Response / Discussion

Action /| Commitment

The road geometry is based on a design speed
approaching 90 kph in order to thread the needie of
constraints. At this time we expect the posted speed
to be 60 kph. This may allow flexibility concerning
the location of side roads.

For lands north of BR25, the local official plan and
current draft approved plans clearly imply the
collector nature of Bruce Street.

Services

the Towns Master Plan for these services. The
Town intends to install these services with the
construction of BR33 to service Planned
Development lands.

7 Consider alternate The Bruce Street intersection location is identified in | Follow direction of
intersection location at | the Town’s Official Plan. Bruce Street is the Master Plan
Ridge Street at BR25 intended collector road through Port Elgin and traffic

planning is in keeping with development plans
currently underway for lands north of BR25.

8 Reconsider Speed The planned BR33 alignment would accommodate Provide a “posted
Limit on re-aligned a “design speed” of 90 km/hr. The County plans to speed” of 60 km/hr.
BR33 provide a “posted speed” of 60 km/hr

9 Driveway re- The County will be contacting affected landowners County to discuss with
alignments as the design process evolves. landowners.

10 | Provision of bike lanes | The County intends to provide a widened paved Provide sufficient paved
on BR33 surface (2 x 4m lanes) on BR33, to accommodate lane width to

cyclists. A formal bike lane is not intended. accommodate cyclists.
11 | Provision of Municipal | Water and sanitary sewer services are identified in Water and sewer

servicing design will be
included in the BR33
project design phase.

Stakeholder Feedback Received During this Process

A Stakeholder meeting was held on October 25, 2017. The purpose of the Stakeholder meeting was to update
Stakeholders regarding project planning, land purchase considerations, and to provide opportunity to raise any
questions regarding the project direction and the process moving forward.

Agency Consultation

Agencies with a regulatory role that may require future permits/approvals, or may have a direct interest in the
study, were contacted during the process to invite feedback. The previous version of this Schedule B EA
Project File was circulated to selected key agencies/groups on January o™ 2018 to solicit agency comments
and feedback, to be incorporated into the assessment of the Recommended Preferred Solution for
consideration and acceptance by County Council.

A complete List of Agencies contacted is provided in Appendix “C”, but they include the following:

¢ Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA)
e Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change
o Utilities
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8.6

Comments received from the agency groups are provided in Appendix “C” and are summarized below in

Table 3.
TABLE 3 — Summary of Agency Comments Received
| Agency Discussion
SVCA ¢ Review larger runoff events * The Project Team met with
e BR25 drainage interaction SVCA staff to discuss
¢ Water quality provisions preliminary comments
o Design details received, the Master Plan
and the intended
implementation Phasing.
The SVCA was generally
satisfied with the direction
for BR25 and with the
planning level of effort for
BR33. Additional surface
water management details
will be developed through
a subsequent design
phase for the BR33
project.

e A permit application will be
prepared as necessary at
the design phase.

MOECC e Noted: “...the failure to comply with the e The County intends to
Environmental Assessment Act, the provisions of implement the direction of
the Class EA, and failure to implement the Project in the Master Plan in Phases.
the manner described in the planning documents, e The BR25 storm sewer is
are contraventions of the act...” intended to be constructed

o Noted: MOECC “... don’t have any surface water as Phase 1 of the Master
concerns about the conceptual design of the Plan implementation plan,
stormwater outlet structure at the beach — a and will receive runoff from
headwall/plunge pool feature.” the northerly end of re-
aligned BR33, when it is
built as Phase 4.

Utilities e No comments further to the Master Plan were e Utilities will be contacted at

received. the design stage.

Summary of Consultation

This Schedule B EA process intends to address the problem statement, which relates to the potential re-
alignment of BR33 as envisioned and documented in the Master Plan. The process included the completion of
additional background studies to better inform the process, the preparation of a Project File to document the
process, and the issuing of a Notice of Project Initiation to invite comments from the public, with regard to the

subject project statement.

Several comments were received through this BR33 Re-Alignment - Schedule B EA process, which relate to a
drainage solution along BR25. The BR25 drainage solution is considered a separate project since it intends to
address a separate problem and project statement. Comments received during this BR33 process, which relate
to the BR25 project, are documented under separate cover.
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Based on the comments received, and discussions provided in Tables 1, 2, and 3 above, no new information
was received through the process that would suggest a change to the direction of the Master Plan.

9. RECOMMENDED PREFERRED SOLUTION

Based on the identified Project Statement, the process completed for the Master Plan for Roads and Drainage,
and this Schedule B EA process, the Recommended Preferred Solution is Alternative #3; to Re-Align BR33 to
Intersect BR25 at Future Bruce Street Intersection Location.

Remaining issues identified through the Schedule B EA process, which are to be addressed during the design
process include the following:

i)  Provide a stop-controlled tee intersection on Baker Road at BR33

ii) Re-consider the ultimate 4-way arrangement of the BR25 and BR33/Bruce Street intersection when
Bruce Street is constructed. Including roundabout analysis.

i) Provide a landscaping plan at the design phase

iv) Provide SWM details at the design phase, generally to follow the Master Plan.

v) Provide a “posted speed” of 60 km/hr.

vi) County to discuss driveway re-alignments with affected landowners.

vii) Provide sufficient paved lane width to accommodate cyclists.

viii) Inc