APPENDIX A

NOTIFICATION MATERIALS

To: M. Delfino, J. Haddow
MTO Northeastern Region
File: 1650.01086

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment

Nevena Gazibara
Hamilton ON Office
August 14, 2018

Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre (PIC) 1 Timing Strategy

Please find attached the draft Notice of Public Information Centre 1 timing strategy for the
above-mentioned project for your review.

KEY STAGE

Draft PIC Displays sent to MTO

PIC Dry Run

Draft notification materials sent to MTO
MTO Advertisement Approval

Notice to Queens Park

Notice to MPP

External Agency Mailing
(Letter, Flyer and Comment Sheet)

Businesses, Property Owners and
Stakeholder Mailing (Flyer)

Mailing to Indigenous groups
(on Stantec Letterhead)

Canada Post Unaddressed admail

Project Website updated with PIC Date and

Time

DATE

Wednesday June 6, 2018
Thursday June 21, 2018
Friday, July 6, 2018
Monday, June 25, 2018
Friday July 27, 2018
Wednesday August 1, 2018

Monday August 6, 2018

Monday August 6, 2018

Tuesday August 14, 2018

Monday August 6, 2018

Wednesday August 8, 2018



Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre (PIC) 1 Timing Strategy

KEY STAGE
Manitoulin Expositor (in English)
Manitoulin West Recorder (in English)
Sudbury Star (in English)

Council Presentation

Business Owner Session

External Agency Session

Public Information Centre (PIC) 1
(Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre)

Community Event Booth (Haweater Festival)

Comments requested by:

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD.

Nevena Gazibara, B. Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Phone: (905) 381-3249

Fax: (905) 385-3534
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

DATE
Wednesday August 8, 2018
Friday, August 10, 2018
Wednesday August 8, 2018
Tuesday August 7, 2018

Wednesday August 22, 2018 2:00 PM to
3:00 PM

Wednesday August 22, 2018 3:00 PM to
4:00 PM

Wednesday August 22, 2018 4:00 PM to
8:00 PM

August 4, 2018

Friday September 28, 2018

c. G. Cooke, T. Belliveau, D. Addley — Stantec Consulting Ltd.



Stantec Consulting Ltd.
@ Stantec 200 — 835 Paramount Drive, Stoney Creek ON L8, 0B4

August 1, 2018
File: 165001086

Mr. Michael Mantha, MPP
Algoma- Manitoulin

18 Mary Walk

Elliot Lake ON P5A 2A1
By Fax: (705) 461-9720

Dear Mr. Mantha,

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

Stantec Consulting Ltd. has been retained by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) to undertake a Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental
Assessment (Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located
in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern Ontario.

The purpose of this study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses current
and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. A copy of the notice of Public
Information Centre 1 is attached. You are also encouraged to visit the project
website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca for project information and updates.

The Notice of Public Information Centre 1 will appear in the Manitoulin Expositor on
Wednesday August 8, 2018, the Sudbury Star on Wednesday August 8, 2018, and
in the Manitoulin West Recorder on Friday August 10, 2018.

The first Public Information Centre is scheduled for:

August 22, 2018
4:00 PM to 8:00 PM
Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre
66 Meredith Street East, Little Current

External agencies and municipal staff are invited to attend an External Agency Drop-
In Meeting from 3:00 PM to 4:00 PM in advance of the PIC planned between
4:00 PM and 8:00 PM at the same location.

August 1, 2018
Mr. Michael Mantha, MPP
Page 2 of 2

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

If you are unable to attend the PIC and would like further information regarding the
study, please contact either the undersigned or one of the project team members
named in the enclosed information.

Regards,

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

WMo G

Nevena Gazibara, B. Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Phone: (905) 381-3249

Fax: (905) 384-3534
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

Attachment: Notice of Public Information Centre 1

c. M. Delfino, J. Haddow — Ministry of Transportation
G. Cooke, T. Belliveau — Stantec Consulting Ltd.



@ Stantec 200 — 835 Paramount Drive, Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4

Letter to External Agencies

August 7, 2018
File: 165001086

Attention: First Name, Last Name, Position
Organization

Address

Address 2

City Province Postal Code

Dear Title Last Name,

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

Stantec Consulting Ltd. has been retained by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) to undertake a Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental
Assessment (Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located
in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern Ontario.

The purpose of this study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses current
and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. A copy of the notice of Public
Information Centre 1 is attached. You are also encouraged to visit the project
website a for project information and updates.

External agencies are invited to attend an External Agency Drop-In Meeting on
August 22, 2018, from 3:00 PM to 4:00 PM, at the Manitoulin Hotel and Conference
Centre, 66 Meredith Street East, Little Current. The Meeting is being held in advance
of a general public session planned between 4.00 PM and 8:00 PM at the same
location. The sessions will provide you with an opportunity to review the Alternatives
to the Undertaking, study area information, and address questions or concerns
directly with representatives of the project team.

August 7, 2018
First Name, Last Name, Position
Page 2 of 2

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

If you are unable to attend the Meeting and would like further information regarding
the study, please contact either the undersigned or one of the project team members
named in the enclosed information.

Regards,

e A

B. Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner
Phone: (905) 381-3249
Fax: (905) 384-3534
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

Attachment: Notice of Public Information Centre 1

c. M. Delfino, J. Haddow — Ministry of Transportation
G. Cooke, T. Belliveau — Stantec Consulting Ltd.



@ Stantec 200 — 835 Paramount Drive, Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4

August 7, 2018 Letter to Nearby Businesses/Stakeholders

File: 165001086

Attention: First Name, Last Name, Position
Organization

Address

Address 2

City Province Postal Code

Dear Title Last Name,

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

Stantec Consulting Ltd. has been retained by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) to undertake a Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental
Assessment (Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located
in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern Ontario.

The purpose of this study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses current
and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. A copy of the notice of Public
Information Centre 1 is attached. You are also encouraged to visit the project
website a for project information and updates.

Business owners are invited to attend a Business-Owner Drop-In Meeting on

August 22, 2018, from 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM, at the Manitoulin Hotel and Conference
Centre, 66 Meredith Street East, Little Current. The Meeting is being held in advance
of a general public session planned between 4:00 PM and 8:00 PM at the same
location. The session will provide you with an opportunity to review the Alternatives
to the Undertaking, study area information, and address questions or concerns
directly with representatives of the project team.

August 7, 2018
First Name, Last Name, Position
Page 2 of 2

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Notice of Public Information Centre 1

If you are unable to attend the Meeting and would like further information regarding
the study, please contact either the undersigned or one of the project team members
named in the enclosed information.

Regards,

Mo G

B. Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner
Phone: (905) 381-3249
Fax: (905) 384-3534
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

Attachment: Notice of Public Information Centre 1

c¢. M. Deffino, J. Haddow — Ministry of Transportation
G. Cooke, T. Belliveau — Stantec Consulting Ltd.



e-mail to General Public

From: Gazibara, Nevena
Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2018 2:35 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00) Notice of Public Information Centre 1
Attachments: ad_1086_PIC1_fnl.pdf
Dear Sir/Madam,

Stantec Consulting Ltd. has been retained by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) to
undertake a Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study for
the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the
Islands in Northeastern Ontario.

The purpose of this study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses current and future
transportation needs at the bridge crossing. A copy of the notice of Public Information Centre 1 is
attached.

The Public Information Centre will be held on August 22, 2018, from 4:00 PM to 8:00 PM, at the
Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre, 66 Meredith Street East, Little Current. The PIC will provide
you with an opportunity to review the Alternatives to the Undertaking, study area information, and
address questions or concerns directly with representatives of the project team.

If you are unable to attend the Meeting and would like further information regarding the study, please
contact either the undersigned or one of the project team members named in the enclosed
information. You are also encouraged to visit the project website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca for
project information and updates.

Kind regards,

B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249
Fax: 905 385-3534
ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Stantec
200-835 Paramount Drive
Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

Neighbourhood Mail Distribution Plan C167924392

by Delivery Installation

Mailed by: 8162546 STANTEC CONSUITING | TD.

Mailed on Behalf of: 8162546 STANTEC CONSUITING 1 TD.

Customer Reference: 165001086

Deposit Date: 2018/08/07 Deposit Location: HAMII TON STN 1 CD 1

chlz:;-jsetal Secondary DI name Reference #1 or #2 Title of Mail Piece S?:rlivgge Containers| Pieces Vg;selznT;ae:?.
POP1AQ |BIRCH ISI AND | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 148] No Yes
POP1GO |M'CHIGEENG | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upen receipt 1 266] No Yes
POP1HO |Al I | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upen receipt 1 942] No Yes
POP1J0 |KAGAWONG | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 228] No Yes
POP1KO |Al | | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1] 1,014] No Yes
POP1NO |MANITOWANING | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upen receipt 1 404] No Yes
POP1S0 |MINDEMOYA | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 569| No Yes
POP1TO |PROVIDENCE BAY | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 165] No Yes
POP1Z0 |SOUTH BAYMOUTH | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upen receipt 1 50] No Yes
POP2B0 |SPRING BAY | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 261] No Yes
POP2CO | TEHKUMMAH | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 286] No Yes
POP2HO |WHITEFISH FAI T S | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upen receipt 1 88] No Yes
POP2J0 |WIKWEMIKONG | ittle Current Swing Bridge | Upon receipt 1 758] No Yes
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Perivale Gallery to feature
works of painter Jay Favot

Tom Sasvari -
The Recorder -

opening reception this Sat-
- presented with the Commit-

Cloche Art Show. Genera-

rapidly rising,” a press re-
lease from the gallery states.

- cityscapes, as well as taking

at well-known and respected
people and things. “To see

“Jay was the recipient of -
Award, which is one of the great,” the artist says. “It has

Cloche Art Show for his

lections in Canada and he

Town of Gore Bay
gets federal funding

Tom Sasvari
The Recorder

grams.

tional challenges.”

Tom Sasvari
The Recorder
GORDON—A Gordon/Barrie Island township resident is
warning other area residents of a new scam, one that started
in a message sent to her online.

cially online,” said Gloria Hall, a Gordon/Barrie Island
township resident, last week. “I knew this was a scam. If
scam,” she said, noting that she has no knowledge of any of

deposit her money.

Come and meet the artist
and enjoy refreshments on

The images of the works

the morning of the opening,

pm. For more information
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Study Process

The Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Planning,
Preliminary Design, and Environmental Assessment
Study is being carried out under the requirements

of the Class Environmental Assessment for Provincial

Transportation Facilities (MTO, 2000), which has x

been approved under the Ontario Environmental v

Assessment Act for provincial transportation projects we are
of a defined scope and magnitude. here

This study is a Group ‘A’ project, which requires the
submission of a Study Design Report (SDR) early in
the study process. The SDR identifies the approach
for fundamental decision-making processes and

the level of detail associated with environmental

and engineering work to be carried out during the
study. A copy of the draft SDR will be available for
review after input has been received from this Public
Information Centre.

A Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR)
will be prepared and made available for a 30-day
public review at the end of the study.

Public, stakeholder and Indigenous community
consultation will take place throughout the project
and will include, but will not be limited to: Public
Information Centres (PIC), Indigenous Community
Information Sharing Sessions (CISS), meetings with
stakeholders, meetings with business owners, and
participation at community events.

August 2018, Exhibit 4 SWIngbrIdgeStUdy'Ca
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The current (2018) Annual
average daily traffic (AADT)
across the swing bridge

on Highway 6 is 3,300 and
the summer average daily
traffic (SADT) is 5,000.
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Transportation Needs Assessment Problem and Opportunity

The Transportation Needs Assessment process is part of the ongoing The existing bridge provides year-round, single-lane road access between
management and administration of the transportation system by the the community of Little Current and Manitoulin Island and mainland areas
Province and others. Assessment of needs can result in a number of of Northern Ontario. Currently, road access is not available for 15 minutes
recommendations, including initiating a study, initiating major or minor of each daylight hour during the summer months, to provide boat access
improvements, initiating routine maintenance, monitoring a situation, along the North Channel. Continuous road access is provided at night and
or doing nothing. Because of the range of potential outcomes, the during the winter months when the bridge is closed to boat traffic.

transportation needs assessment process includes the following key tasks:
The existing bridge is nearing the end of its service life and will require

* ldentifying transportation problems and opportunities extensive and ongoing maintenance or replacement. Furthermore, there
are opportunities to improve traffic operations, emergency and evacuation
* Assessing and selecting reasonable alternatives, including ‘do nothing’ access, boat access, and active transport facilities; and to reduce operating

_ , , o and maintenance costs.
+ Developing potential transportation study objectives

Initiating the study process

Maintenance and repair history:

repairs to mechanical components $130k

coat top half of swing spans $2.1M

replace deck, repair piers and abutments, replace electrical

components, repair structural steel, install catwalk $8.8M
structural steel repairs, coating of bottom half of swing spans $1.8M
coating of approach spans $300k
structural steel repairs, replace center bearing $1.5M

convert swing operation from diesel motor to electric motors, repair structural

steel, construct maintenance platforms, replace wedges, coat structural steel $1 .8M
install submarine cable to center pier $200k
reconstruct top of center pier, refurbish ring gear, tracks and trucks $500k

replace deck and sidewalk $500k



Alternatives to the Undertaking

The Class EA process requires that ‘reasonable alternatives’ be considered to
address identified problems. This involves two levels of analysis. The Alternatives

to the Undertaking considers a broad range of alternatives that could address the

project needs. Once the best alternative is selected, the Alternative Methods of

Carrying out the Undertaking can be studied.

The following Alternatives to the Undertaking (below) have been developed to
address the identified problems and opportunities for this study.

Alternatives to the Undertaking

Do Nothing

Maintain the existing single-lane structure and
provide on-going maintenance and repairs to
the structure, as required.

© provides year-round road access

© maintains existing traffic operations

© maintains emergency response and
evacuation access

@ maintains 15-minute/hour boat access

© requires extensive and ongoing operating
and maintenance costs

© reliability of the existing bridge is an
increasing concern

© does not provide a permanent long-term
solution (will require eventual replacement)

Replace with a

Ferry

A ferry that will carry traffic from Goat Island
to Little Current; will require docking terminals
on both sides of the shore, and loading and
queuing areas for vehicles.

© provides vehicle access
© intermittent access
© increases traffic delays

© reduces emergency response and
evacuation access

© provides unrestricted boat access

© requires ongoing operating and
maintenance costs

© requires large traffic queuing areas

© requires large docking facilities

Following PIC 1, an assessment will be completed to evaluate the Alternatives to the

Undertaking and to select the most reasonable alternatives to carry forward and
develop for detailed investigations and further study.

This process allows unreasonable alternatives, or alternatives that do not address

the problem and opportunity statements, to be eliminated from consideration in
advance of the detailed development and evaluation of alternatives.

Replace with a 2-lane
Tunnel

The tunnel alternative will provide year-round
vehicular access via a two-lane tunnel.

© provides year-round road access

© improves traffic operations and reduces
traffic delays

© improves emergency response and
evacuation access

© provides unrestricted boat access

© requires a new roadway alignment to
provide sufficient clearance under the
existing shipping channel

© typically very expensive compared to
a bridge crossing (approximate cost is
between $250-$300 million, depending on
location, profile and final design)

Replace with a 2-lane

Moveable Bridge

A two-lane structure with pedestrian and
vehicular facilities that could be a lift bridge, a
swing bridge, or a bascule bridge.

© provides year-round road access

© improves traffic operations and reduces
traffic delays (two-lane structure)

© maintains emergency response and
evacuation access

© maintains current boat access

© provides a modern moveable bridge with
lower operating and maintenance costs
than the existing bridge

© typically less expensive than a tunnel
crossing (approximate cost for a moveable
bridge is between $25-$50 million, depending
on location, profile and final design)

© requires ongoing operating and
maintenance costs

August 2018, Exhibit 9

All alternatives to the
undertaking will accommodate
active transportation facilities

Replace with a 2-lane

Fixed Bridge

A fixed structure with a higher vertical clear-
ance to provide clearance for boat navigation
and will require long approaches to meet
safety and geometric standards.

© provides year-round road access

© improves traffic operations and reduces
traffic delays

© improves emergency response and
evacuation access

© provides unrestricted boat access

© typically less expensive than a tunnel
crossing (approximate cost for a fixed bridge
is between $50-$100 million, depending on
location, profile and final design)

© requires a new roadway alignment to
provide sufficient clearance over the
existing shipping channel

swingbridgestudy.ca






COMMENT FORM
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway é Little Current Swing Bridge Study
(GWP 5268-14-00)

Public Information Centre 1, Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre  Wednesday, August 22, 2018

Your comments will help us to understand what is important to people in the study area. Please
provide your comments on the following questions. (Use the back of this sheet if you need more
space.) Visit the project website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca for project information and to submit
additional comments. The PIC displays will also be available on the project website.

1. Do you have any comments on the Alternatives to the Undertaking?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions?

Please leave your completed comment sheet in the drop box provided or submit
(by September 28, 2018) to:

Nevena Gazibara, B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP.

Environmental Planner

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

200-835 Paramount Drive

Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4

Tel. (?05) 381-3249 Email: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Name and Address (optional) PLEASE PRINT

Name:
Mailing Address:
(include postal code)

Tel: Fax: Email:

Information collected will be used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. With the exception of
personal information, all comments will become part of the public record.



COMMENT FORM

Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway é Little Current Swing Bridge Study
(GWP 5268-14-00)

Public Information Centre 1, Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre — Wednesday, August 22, 2018

APPENDIX C
COMMENTS RECEIVED AT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 1




External Agencies

From: McFarling, Julie (MNRF) <Julie.McFarling@ontario.ca>

Sent: Monday, October 15, 2018 3:28 PM

To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>

Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge project (Little Current Swing Bridge Study GWP 5268-14-00)

Hi Nevena,

MNREF has the following comments and information. Thank you for your patience regarding our response!
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Julie

Aquatic Resources

0 Species/community information including any aquatic Species at Risk

No specific sampling records for this location; however, the North Channel of Lake Huron supports a diverse fish
community characterized by warm, cool, and cold water species. Common sportfish include small and largemouth bass,
northern pike, walleye, muskellunge, lake trout, rainbow trout, and pacific salmon. Lake Sturgeon may also utilize the
general area and the Great Lakes — Upper St. Lawrence Population is presently designated as Endangered under the
ESA.

0 Watercourse thermal regime(s) and flow regime(s)
As per above, the North Channel supports warm, cool, and cold water species. Currents in the Channel can change from
westerly to easterly depending on wave action and seiche.

0 Special Habitat Features

We have no records of critical fish habitat in the immediate area; however, the absence of mapped values by no means
indicates absence of sensitive habitat more so that the area has not been surveyed. If there is going to be significant in-
water work, a new or expanded in-water footprint, or potential for input of sediment/debris, a survey of fisheries habitat
values within the expected impact zone may be required to evaluate project implications. The Department of Fisheries
and Oceans will need to be engaged to explore the implications of and potentially secure approval for in-water works.

0 Construction Timing Window(s)

The standard in-water work window for this area would be July 16th through August 31st depending on the scope of the
work and mitigation proposed. We await confirmation of project details and mitigation prior to finalizing our
recommendations on this front.

0 Important/exceptional fish habitat (e.g. groundwater upwelling, spawning areas, regugia, migratory routes)
As per above under Special Habitat Features.

0 Presence/absence of aquatic invasive species
Not possible to provide a complete list but the Great Lakes are home to 200 aquatic invasive species give or take. Of
concern locally are zebra and quagga mussels, round goby, rusty crayfish, spiny water flea, etc. It is also possible that
Phragmites and / or other invasive plants could be present in the work area. The primary consideration for any

1



decommissioning or construction works would be measures to ensure no transfer of such species to other areas through
subsequent use of exposed/contaminated equipment at alternate work locations.

O MNRF fisheries management objective, if applicable

Suggest contacting the Upper Great Lakes Management Unit for any relevant fisheries management objectives. An
appropriate contact would be Dave Gonder - Resource Management Supervisor (david.gonder@ontario.ca 519-371-
5596).

Terrestrial Resources

O Species/community information including any terrestrial Species at Risk

Most notably there is an area of sensitive alvar habitat located immediately east of the existing bridge along the northern
shore extending westward on Goat Island some 500+ meters. And, there are additional alvar communities located just to
the northeast of the defined study area on Goat Island and just south of the study area along Harbour View Road. These
communities could come into play should the project include works to realign the transportation corridor to the east of
existing.

With regard to Species at Risk, in addition to Lake Sturgeon discussed under Aquatic Features, there are a number of
records of other protected species within and immediately adjacent to the defined study area.

Two plant species associated with the alvar communities referenced above - Gattinger's Agalinis and Houghton’s
Goldenrod are protected under the ESA (listed as Endangered and Threatened respectively).

Several Blanding's Turtle (Threatened) occurrences have been recorded within and adjacent to the study area and we
have mapped habitat associated with those occurrences.

Barn Swallow (Threatened) sightings are also on record within / adjacent to the study area. If the existing bridge structure

is to be decommissioned or repaired it should be surveyed for Barn Swallow nests and appropriate measures taken to
mitigate any potential impacts to the species.

NOTE: If more detailed information (e.g. exact locations, observation details, etc.) for Species at Risk is required please:

1. Contact the Natural Heritage Information Centre (nhicrequests@ontario.c) to complete data sensitivity training;
and,
2. Contact Sudbury District MNRF GIS Data Technician, Stephanie Korhonen (Stephanie.korhonen@ontario.ca ) to

enter into a Sensitive Data-sharing Agreement.

Finally, as per input provided on August 20, 2018 a number of other rare species not presently listed
under the ESA are present in the general area including but perhaps not limited to Prairie Dropseed, Grooved Yellow
Flax, Slender Blazing Star, Lake Huron Single-spiked Sedge, Houghton’s Flatsedge, and Red-tailed Prairie Leafhopper.
With respect to the input provided (cc’'d to MNRF), is more knowledgeable about the ecology of the
surrounding area than anyone that we are aware of. We recommend tha comments re: presence of sensitive
habitats, protected and rare species be given full consideration as the study around options proceeds.

O Natural heritage features (e.g. ANSIs, Provincially Significant Wetlands, conservation areas, other wetlands)
We have no record of other identified Natural Heritage Features beyond the sensitive alvar habitats and protected/rare
species discussed above; however, once again a lack of identified features does not necessarily mean an absence of
other values.

As this is a request for additional information/values and MTO has not brought forward any route/project alternatives as of
yet, it is difficult to assess ESA authorization requirements. Once the preliminary design(s) and TESR have been
completed, ESA authorization options/requirements can be explored with more certainty.

Julie McFarling

District Planner

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Sudbury District
3767 Hwy 69 S, Sudbury ON P3G 1E7

705-564-7876

From: Gazibara, Nevena [mailto:Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com]

Sent: September-11-18 3:44 PM

To: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF)

Cc: McFarling, Julie (MNRF); Boucher, Nikki (MNRF)

Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge project (Little Current Swing Bridge Study GWP 5268-14-00)

Good afternoon Mr. Selinger,

I'm following up from your previous email to see whether you will be able to provide input and review our information
request for the above-mentioned study.

Kind regards,
Nevena Gazibara, B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249
Fax: 905 385-3534

Stantec
200-835 Paramount Drive
Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

stantec.com

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used
for any purpose except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies
and notify us immediately.

From: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF) <wayne.selinger@ontario.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:00 AM

To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc: Boucher, Nikki (MNRF) <Nikki.Boucher@ontario.ca>; McFarling, Julie (MNRF) <Julie.McFarling@ontario.ca>
Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge proejct

Dear Mr. Cooke and Ms. Delfino,

Please accept my sincere apologies for losing sight of your report on options for the Swing Bridge in Little Current. It has
been a very busy summer and the documentation simply got buried in my inbox. response jogged my memory. |
will review the application this week and provide comment through our District Planner Julie McFarling cc'd on this e-mail.
Suffice it to say for now that knows more about the ecology of the surrounding area than anyone that | am
aware of. comments re: presence of protected species under the ESA are accurate and should be give full
consideration as the study around options proceeds.

More to come,

Regards,

Wayne Selinger

Management Biologist

MNRF - Sudbury District
(705)564-7830

Sent: August-19-18 9:27 AM



To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF); Boucher, Nikki (MNRF)

Subject: comments on swing bridge proejct

Please find attached my comments regarding the Little Current Swing Bridge replacement study.
I'd appreciate an acknowledgment of receipt of this letter.

Thanks.

From: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF) <wayne.selinger@ontario.ca>

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 9:11 AM

To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>

Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge project (Little Current Swing Bridge Study GWP 5268-14-00)

Hi Nevena,

Just to let you know my input was passed onto our District Planner, should be receiving something shortly.

Wayne

From: Gazibara, Nevena [Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com]

Sent: September 11, 2018 3:43 PM

To: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF)

Cc: McFarling, Julie (MNRF); Boucher, Nikki (MNRF)

Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge project (Little Current Swing Bridge Study GWP 5268-14-00)

Good afternoon Mr. Selinger,

I'm following up from your previous email to see whether you will be able to provide input and review our information
request for the above-mentioned study.

Kind regards,
Nevena Gazibara, B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249
Fax: 905 385-3534

Stantec
200-835 Paramount Drive
Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

stantec.com

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used
for any purpose except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies
and notify us immediately.

From: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF) <wayne.selinger@ontario.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:00 AM

To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc: Boucher, Nikki (MNRF) <Nikki.Boucher@ontario.ca>; McFarling, Julie (MNRF) <Julie.McFarling@ontario.ca>
Subject: RE: comments on swing bridge proejct

Dear Mr. Cooke and Ms. Delfino,



Please accept my sincere apologies for losing sight of your report on options for the Swing Bridge in Little Current. It has
been a very busy summer and the documentation simply got buried in my inbox. response jogged my memory. |

will review the application this week and provide comment through our District Planner Julie McFarling cc'd on this e-mail.

Suffice it to say for now that knows more about the ecology of the surrounding area than anyone that | am
aware of. comments re: presence of protected species under the ESA are accurate and should be give full
consideration as the study around options proceeds.

More to come,
Regards,

Wayne Selinger
Management Biologist

MNRF - Sudbury District
(705)564-7830

Sent: August-19-18 9:27 AM

To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc: Selinger, Wayne (MNRF); Boucher, Nikki (MNRF)

Subject: comments on swing bridge proejct

Please find attached my comments regarding the Little Current Swing Bridge replacement study.
I'd appreciate an acknowledgment of receipt of this letter.

Thanks.

From: Elkow, Jeff (MTCS) <Jeff.Elkow@ontario.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 4:26 PM

To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>

Cc: Zirger, Rosi (MTCS) <Rosi.Zirger@ontario.ca>; Barboza, Karla (MTCS) <Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca>; Kenedi, Walter
(MTO) <Walter.Kenedi@ontario.ca>; McDermid, Jacqueline (MTO) <Jacqueline.McDermid@ontario.ca>; Delfino, Melissa
(MTO) <Melissa.Delfino@ontario.ca>; Haddow, Jane (MTQ) <Jane.Haddow@ontario.ca>

Subject: RE: 0009304 - Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)

Nevena,

Thank you for providing MTCS with the Notice of Public Information Centre 1 for the above referenced project. We have
reviewed the PIC materials and would like to arrange a conference call next week to discuss our expectations from a
cultural heritage perspective for the project, review our previous comments (attached) and next steps.

Please let me know what dates and times you may be available next week.

Thank you,

Jeff Elkow, M.A.



Ministry of Tourism, Ministére du Tourisme, Py_

Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport A

Heritage Program Unit Unité des programmes patrimoine °
Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services V . nt a rI O
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700

Toronto ON M7A 0A7 Toronto ON M7A 0A7

Tel: 416 314 7182 Tel: 416 314 7182

Fax: 416 2121802 Téléc: 416 212 1802

August 3, 2018 (EMAIL ONLY)

Nevena Gazibara, Environmental Planner
Stantec Consulting Ltd.

200-835 Paramount Drive

Stoney Creek, ON L8J 0B4

E: nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

RE: MTCS file#: 0009304
Proponent:  Ministry of Transportation

Subject: Notice of Study Commencement
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study
Location: Town of Northeastern Manitoulin, Ontario

Dear Nevena Gazibara:

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:

¢ 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.

Project Summary

The project concerns the Little Current Swing Bridge, located in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin.
The existing bridge is nearing the end of its service life. The purpose of the study is to identify a
recommended plan that addresses the current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing.

Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties

Please note that the Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties ‘S&G),
prepared pursuant 1o secuon <o.z o1 ine Ontario Heritage Act OHA), came o enecton suty 1, 2£010. All
Ontario government ministries and public bodies that are prescribed under Ontario Regulation 157/10
must comply with the S&Gs with respect to property that is owned or controlled by the Crown in right of
Ontario or by a prescribed public body.

Archaeological Resources

The study area has archaeological potential per the MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential
and as such, an archaeological assessment (AA) should be unueraken vy an arcnaeoiogist ncenceu
under the OHA who is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for review. The AA should

be undertaken prior to the completion of the EA process as its results may impact the evaluation of
alternatives. Our records indicate that a Stage 1/2 archaeological assessment was undertaken in the
project vicinity in 2009 (PIF# 018-245-2008) — please review this report to determine whether it
encompasses the study area. If the study area differs additional archaeological assessment will be
required.

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report was previously completed (Unterman McPhail Associates, 2009)
on the bridge and determined that the property had cultural heritage value. The bridge was subsequently
identified by the Heritage Bridge Committee to be a candidate for the Ontario Heritage Bridge List. MTCS
has shared of copy of the 2009 report with Stantec.

The Ministry of Transportation should apply Ontario Regulation 9/06 and 10/06 to determine whether the
bridge property is a Provincial Heritage Property (of local significance or provincial significance). Once
that is determined, the Ministry of Transportation should include the bridge property on the list of
provincial heritage properties maintained by MTCS.

A Strategic Conservation Plan and/or Heritage Impact Assessment shall be undertaken, depending on
the proposed undertaking — please see attached MTCS guidance on those technical cultural heritage
studies (Info-Bulletin 2: Strategic Conservation Plans and Info-Bulletin 3: Heritage Impact Assessments,
January 31, 2017).

Please note that provision F.4 of the S&G'’s identifies that ministries and prescribed public bodies shall
only consider removal or demolition as a last resort, after all other alternatives having been considered.
Proposed demolition or removal would be subject to heritage impact assessment and public engagement,
with use of best efforts to mitigate loss of cultural heritage value.

In addition, if the bridge is identified as a provincial heritage property of provincial significance, Provision
F.5 of the S&G's states that the consent of the Minister of Tourism, Culture and Sport must be obtained
before removing or demolishing buildings or structures on the property, or before transferring the property
from provincial control. Consents should be obtained prior to the completion of an EA process.

In addition to the bridge, the project may have the potential to impact other cultural heritage resources.
T-- r#mne Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage
Landscapes al heritage
resources. rurmner guigance in aescripea in v s cnvironmental \suiae 10r sullt fneritage ana Cultural
Heritage Landscapes (2007). Should a Cultural Heritage Assessment Report or any additional technical
cultural heritage studies be undertaken, please send to MTCS and the local municipality for review, and
make it available to local organizations or individuals who have expressed interest in heritage.

Environmental Assessment Reporting

All technical cultural heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated
into EA projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical cultural 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.

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 documernitation 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.



Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project. MTCS would be happy to darify any of the comments above
and any requirements of the Stendards & Guidelines and the EA process. MTCS looks forward to advising
the Ministry of Transportation and its consultant on this project.

Sincersly,

Joff Elkow
Heritage Planner
Joff.Elkow@Ontario.ca

Copied to: Melissa Delfino, MTO Senior Project Engineer
Jane Haddow, MTO Environmental Planner
Jacqueline McDermid, MTO Heritage Specialist
Walter Kenedi, MTO Head, Bridge Rehabilitation
Karla Barboza, MTCS Team Lead - Heritage
Rosi Zirger, MTCS Heritage Advisor

it Is the sole respongiblity of proponents to ensure that any Information and documentation submiited as part of thelr EA report or
file s accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completenesas, accuracy or quality of the amy checklists,
reporie or supporting documertation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTGS be liable for any harm,
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claime or actlons that may result f any checkllsts, reports or aupporting documents are
discovered to be Inaccurate, Incomplete, misieading or freudulent.

Pleass notlfy MTCS If archaeological resources are Impacted by EA project work. All activities Impacting archeeologlcal resources
must cease immediately, and a licensed archasologist @ required to carry out an archasological assesament in accordance with the
Ontario Herltage Act and the Standards and Guldelines for Consultant Archaeologlsts.

H human remaine are encountered, all activities must cease immexdiately and the local police es well aa the Cemetaries Regulation
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated
with archasclogical resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensune that the aite s not subject to unlicensed alteretions which
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act.

From: Alain Gelinas <alain.gelinas@cspgno.ca>

Sent: Thursday, September 06, 2018 1:08 PM

To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>
Subject: Notice to school boards

Hello Nevena,

Marc Gauthier is the current Directeur de I'éducation and there is no Directeur de la COSENO. . Could you change your
contact information for our Board.

Thank you
Alain Gélinas

Surintendant des affaires

Conseil scolaire public du Grand Nord de I'Ontario
296, rue Van Horne, Sudbury, ON P3B 1H9

Tél. : (705) 671-1533, poste 2245

CSPGNO.ca




From: Stasia Carr <scarr@gorebay.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 11:44 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Gore Bay council invote

Good morning,

We would like to extend an invitation to attend Gore Bay Council on September 10%, 2018 at 7:30 p.m. to discuss the

swing bridge study. General Pu bliC

Please notify by this Friday if you are willing to attend.

Regards,

Stasia Carr

Deputy Clerk

Town of Gore Bay

15 Water St.

Gore Bay, Ontario POP 1H0
(705) 282-2420 ext. 4



From: Gazibara, Nevena

To:

Cc: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00) Response to Public Information Centre 1 Comments
Date: Thursday, October 25, 2018 10:09:00 AM

Thank you for your interest in the study and your comments submitted at/following Public
Information Centre 1

Your preference for the ‘do nothing/maintain as-is” alternative has been noted by the project team.
This study will consider a variety of crossing alternatives, including ‘do nothing’, ferry, tunnel,
moveable bridge, and fixed bridge alternatives.

Replacement of the existing structure is being considered as it is nearing the end of its service life
and will require extensive and ongoing maintenance if retained. Many of the bridge’s structural
components are custom-fabricated, resulting in higher maintenance costs. Likewise, emergency
access to and evacuation from the island becomes a concern if the structure is unable to swing open
and closed. The reliability of the structure will decrease as it continues to age. Thus, replacement
options are being considered that improve traffic operations, emergency and evacuation access, and
boat access, while reducing operation and maintenance costs.

During the next phase of the study, an assessment will be completed to evaluate the Alternatives to
the Undertaking and to select reasonable alternatives to carry forward for further study. This
process allows unreasonable alternatives, or alternatives that do not address the problem and
opportunity statements, to be eliminated from consideration in advance of the detailed
development and evaluation of alternatives.

The project team has noted your suggestion to modify the existing structure into an active
transportation facility, should replacement of the existing structure be necessary. The heritage
components and heritage value of the existing bridge will be considered throughout the project
through the development and evaluation of alternatives. MTO’s Heritage Bridge Committee has
deemed the existing structure a heritage property worthy of inclusion on the Ontario Heritage
Bridge list. As such, this project will apply the Ontario Historic Bridge Guidelines protocol criteria for
conservation/ mitigation options when developing preliminary design alternatives and considering
the overall goals and objectives for this roadway within the province’s highway improvement
program. A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report will be completed as part of this study to review the

existing bridge’s heritage value and consider potential impacts of the preliminary design alternatives.

The Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport will also be consulted as part of this study, particularly
with respect to the heritage designation of the bridge.

Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be updated on the
status of the study as it progresses.

Thank you again for your comments.

Kind regards,

Nevena Gazibara B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249

Fax: 905 385-3534
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

Stantec

200-835 Paramount Drive

Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for any purpose except with Stantec's written
authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately.



Sent: October 17, 2018 2:31:04 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Project Swing Bridge,
| hope the Lift Bridge picture will show.
We think this type of bridge is the answer.

Because of our winters it would be best to have it covered so not having to
remove snow.



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2018 1:04 PM Sent: Friday, October 12, 2018 12:58 PM
To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com> To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

Subject: Re: Please add me to the swing bridge mailing list

Thank you for your prompt 88 days later response. Since | have received no information | assume nothing has
happened...

You wonder why people ask why this study will take years. Public input was actively canvassed and blatantly disregarded message:
in my case.

Can you email me your latest updates and when the next public meeting will occur

On Oct 12, 2018, at 11:59, Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com> wrote:
Thank you for your email

Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of project
updates and consultation opportunities as the study progresses, including any Public Information Centres.

Kind regards,
Nevena Gazibara B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP
Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249
Fax: 905 385-3534
ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Stantec
200-835 Paramount Drive
Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2018 7:21 AM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Please add me to the swing bridge mailing list

Please add me to the mailing list



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 3:30 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

message:

Just want to let you know there are many people living on this island that want to keep the swing bridge the way it is. It
is something unique to our island. If people can not wait 15 minutes to get on or off our island maybe they should move
to the big city. And as for ambulances not being able to get off quickly, as soon as the bridge is notified if it is open the
worker quickly shuts it no matter how many boats are waiting. | know we live in a world where everybody is in a rush
but the island is a place to relax and breathe and slow down. Please keep the bridge, as long as it is maintained it can last
for many many more years. Thank you

From: Delfino, Melissa (MTO) <Melissa.Delfino@ontario.ca>
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2018 9:17 AM

Cc: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: RE: Emergency Management Plan

I looked into this further as this is the first request we've received to view the document. I've been
advised that due to some of the content of the document (ie. personal contact information and
sensitive material etc., that may fall under the Freedom of Information and Privacy Act), it is
recommended that you request this document through the Freedom of Information (FOI) process.

All FOI requests must go through our Freedom of Information Office in Toronto. You will need to
contact the FOI office to submit the request. Please see contact information below.

Freedom of Information and Privacy Coordinator
777 Bay Street, 27 Floor

Suite 2703

Toronto, Ontario M7A 218

Phone: 1-416-212-1894

For more information on how to make a FOI request refer to the following website:
(http://www.ontario.ca/government/how-make-freedom-information-request)

Thank you for your email.

Melissa

Sent: September 26, 2018 3:32 PM
To: Delfino, Melissa (MTO)
Subject: Emergency Management Plan

Hello. Thank you for your response about the BCI. I requested a copy of the emergency management plan for
the bridge from the NEMI office and was informed that I had to have permission from you before it could be
obtained. [ am asking you for a copy of the emergency management plan for the bridge. I look forward to
hearing from you in the near future. Thank you.



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2018 8:56 AM
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:47 PM

To: .prOJectt'eam@swmgbrldgestudy.ca To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form Subject: Mailing List

Hello,

Can you please add me to the project mailing list?

message: Thank you very much.

Dear Project Team

This is very simple. The bridge is 105 years old and is worn out. Manitoulin Island needs a safe, dependable, two lane,
efficient, cost effective , boating compatible bridge whatever design you choose as engineers. Consider keeping the
existing bridge as a tourist attraction only. Doing anything else with a 105 year old bridge is nonsense despite what you
may here from Little Current council .



Sent: Monday, September 10, 2018 11:20 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject:

Please note part in bold:

Dear Council members, Gordon/Barrie Island Township,

Welcome back to your fall term. I am writing with some comments and feedback

This note was occasioned by an article in the Recorder that indicated that the Gordon/Barrie
council has taken a formal stand on the Swing Bridge repair/replacement discussion.

Council has voted for any replacement option that may be proposed after the 2-year
consultative period. I feel that perhaps this carte blanche endorsement was premature. The
Swing Bridge is an iconic symbol of the island’s identity as we all know, began life as a
railway bridge, and now torments many who wait in line to access its single lane to cross the
Channel.

At the presentation in Little Current organised by consultants Stantec and the MOT, many
Islanders, businesses, councils showed up to discuss the proposed process and the options to
be considered. From a cost point of view they ranged from the tens of millions to hundreds of
millions to be potentially spent dependent on the option chosen.

There are many other critical issues that must be considered, but the bottom line is that this is
the beginning of a process not the end of it.

One community in the US, for example, replaced a similar historic swing bridge in 9 days

with a new, identical-looking bridge, but with two lanes. They did this in a clever way at

minimal cost. A solution like this one could satisfy the history and nostalgia buffs (and the

tourist market) and business and practical considerations as well (safety, traffic flow etc).

There’s something to be said about how things look here that attracts attention and there’s no
1

denying the importance of tourism to the Island; a working swing bridge is rare and
interesting, why not explore an option that allows for modernization without sacrificing the
unique look of the structure of the 1900s. This too could be looked at by the consultants.

http://www.industrytap.com/largest-swing-bridge-in-the-usa-completely-dismantled-and-
replaced-in-9-days/7952

I was surprised that residents of the township were not consulted on this issue of vital concern
to everyone on the Island, before a stand was announced. Yes, the councilors represent the
taxpayers here, but perhaps a forum or a survey on an important issue before it is settled by
council could be considered in future.

Consulting with us, a community of 600 more or less, by mail, email, or via the Gordon/Barrie web site on substantive
issues would encourage engagement in the issues people care about. Posting notices of meetings, with agendas and
subsequent minutes, of municipal elections and the candidates’ statement of priorities, for example, gives a sense of
inclusion in the life of the community.

In closing, please accept my apologies for speaking out at such length. My comments are intended to be constructive, and
so please read my feedback as being notes from a neighbour who may harbour the occasional debatable opinion.

I commend you all for your public service and all the time and energy that you put in on our community’s behalf. Carrie
Lewis and her crew do an outstanding job and thanks to them too.

Sincerely,



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca> From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2018 11:14 AM Sent: Sunday, September 09, 2018 2:26 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
message: message:

Please add me to the project mailing list. | want to make some comments before your deadline of September 24.
Thank you.

Please put me on your list. | am a resident of the Manitoulin






From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2018 11:46 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

message:

Please add me to the project mailing list for the Swing Bridge Study

Sent: Monday, August 27, 2018 11:17 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Hello.

| have found that most of my questions have been satisfied. |
have two requests, primarily from the MOT, to be made aware of the two year maintenance audit conducted for the bridge
in July and a copy of the Emergency Management Plan for the bridge in the event of short term closures or catastrophic
failure.

Finally, a movable bridge with fixed stone foundations in the water would create too great
a current at times to allow for the passage of sailboats?

| thank you for your time and look forward to hearing form you in the near future.



Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2018 10:27 PM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Comment on Swing Bridge

We feel the bridge has From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
out used it's usefulness. There has been enough money spent on it. A bridge will require a lot of space. We feel a Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2018 6:10 PM
tunnel could be built quicker and will not require so much land to do so. There's a tunnel under the Welland Canal and it To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
does not take up much space. Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

We feel the sooner something is done the better as the bridge could stick open and leave vehicles stranded (especially
emergency vehicles).

Hoping you will consider our input. message:

Please add me to the mailing list for this study and project.



The Swing Bridge Dilema

In consideration of the imaginative remarks that have recently been made regarding the
future of the Little Current Swing Bridge, surely it is time to think pragmatically about the issue.
The three following facts about the bridge are should be obvious to everyone: The bridge is
technically obsolete; a serious impediment to and from the Island; and already dangerously
unreliable. A number of options for renewal have been put forward and there must be other
imaginative solutions waiting out there. These four proposed options should encourage more
imaginative thinking. The first would be to build a causeway from the north to the south side of
the channel in a location to the west of the existing structure. Large quantities of quarried rock
are potentially available in the immediate area to provide the fill. To enable water flow to
continue in the channel, a number of large diameter culverts could be embedded within the
causeway. Advantages of this type of permanent structure are all weather reliability; capability
of handling heavy loads; and multi-lane traffic. This simple engineering concept appears to be
cheap, but does have the disadvantage in that it would prevent large boat traffic and perhaps
require two separate marinas to be developed in the future.

The second option would be to build a new high level bridge from the north to the
south. Such a structure would require significant clearance from the water level to allow for
boat traffic as well as major renovations to the south bank to create space for ramp access on
the south side. This type of engineering structure would be expensive as well as requiring
major road realignment on the Island side. It would also create a new imposing visual structure
over the Little Current harbour.

An option already proposed is an in ground tunnel beneath the channel as a direct
extension of Hwy 6 south of the electrical substation. The tunnel could then proceed south to
either one or two exit portals on the Island. In addition to a geotechnical investigation of
depths of various rock formations in the area, a traffic planning process should be undertaken
to improve traffic patterns in Little Current. Some of the adv;r;ages of this type of project are
the option to minimize changes to existing urban traffic; no obstruction or visual impact to
homes on the south side; and no obstruction to the marine traffic during and after
construction. Some other incidental advantages of a tunnel would be no significant changes to
the existing visual environment; an option to route underground a part of the Manitoulin
electrical supply; no obstruction to marine traffic during construction; and finally the potential
for a large quantity of aggregate for use on the Island.

The main concern about the entire bridge issue is to discover what emergency plan is in
place to allow continuous traffic movement if the current swing bridge fails catastrophically.
Heavy industrial activity such as logging, quarrying, and other business is continuous on
Manitoulin. One solution frequently employed in these situations is the construction of a

temporary Bailey Bridge. Surely some government file contains information on the emergency
plan. The public must be informed as to the proposed emergency plan. What delay should the
public anticipate until a new transportation corridor is available if and when the bridge fails?

It appears some people on Manitoulin consider old bridges to have historic value. If this
is the case, MTO could consider transfer of the old bridge to interested municipalities for a
minimum fee, plus maintenance costs, thereby allowing those municipalities to assume control
and responsibility for the swing bridge.

Many residents on Manitoulin are quite capable of thinking about future development
on the Island rather than behaving like troglodytic Neanderthals, sitting on the shore scratching
their bellies, while howling at the moon and dreaming of the past.




Sent: August 23, 2018 12:08:37 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

1. Missing: Figures of estimated future annual maintenance costs based on past expenses and
evaluation of the structure.

2. Replacement options: The least intrusive and less expensive would be the 2-lane movable
bridge.

3. Possible additional option: Keep the 1-lane bridge operational and add a small, fast and
attractive ferry for emergency situations. During non-emergency this could also be used by the
public for a fee. In addition it would also provide a back-up access during break-down/repair.

My 2 cents ...

Regards,

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca> on behalf of Contact Form
<contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: August 22, 2018 6:14:39 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

message:

Please add me to the project mailing list. Thank You



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca> on behalf of Contact Form
<contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: August 22, 2018 7:44:49 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

message:

Please add me to mailing. Thank you

From: Gazibara, Nevena

To:

Cc: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: RE: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
Date: Friday, October 12, 2018 3:14:00 PM

Thank you for your interest in the study and your comments,

This study will consider all options including a ‘do nothing’ alternative, and various types of crossing
alternatives such as ferry, tunnel and bridge alternatives. The study will identify a crossing that takes all
users into consideration, including local residents and business owners, road users, recreational boaters,
shipping, and tourists.

Your perspective as a business owner is appreciated. Input from local businesses will be solicited at
various consultation stages of the project including business owner sessions prior to each PIC. A
Business Impact Assessment study will be completed for the preliminary design alternatives and will
consider accessibility, traffic volumes, market orientation and trends and community dependence on
businesses.

Your comment regarding width requirements for transporting goods has been sent to the project team.
Thank you again for your comments. Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list
and you will be notified of project updates and consultation opportunities as the study progresses,
including any Public Information Centres.

Kind regards,

Nevena Gazibara B.Sc., MREM, ENV SP

Environmental Planner

Direct: 905 381-3249

Fax: 905 385-3534

ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Stantec

200-835 Paramount Drive

Stoney Creek ON L8J 0B4 CA

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1:58 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
from:

message:

Do hope that the new Manitoulin Island swing bridge will handle wider loads than the existing
structure . As a shipbuilder we build vessels that must be taken off Island by the Ferry Chi Cheemaun
. The existing bridge is actually the second attempt at a bridge as the first one washed out..
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on this list and because of this, there is a process to evaluate the value of the bridge “and “The $600,000 is skewed by that $8 million,” the mayor said, to which Mr. Cooke agreed.
therefore what needs to be considered.”
Councillor Erskine said he would like specifics as to where the bridge would land and where

Councillor Paul Skippen said he hopes the engineers take into consideration the safety concern the roads would come and go. “At what stage will we have those details?” he asked.

with ambulances getting held up at the bridge. “It becomes dangerous,” he said. People

getting held up on the bridge also translates into people speeding, he added. Mr. Cooke said this information would be available at the second meeting, next year.

Mr. Cooke said the project team will be talking to all the emergency services on Manitoulin. The public consultation session will take place next Wednesday, August 22 at the Manitoulin

Hotel and Conference Centre between 4 and 8 pm.
“A high bridge encroachment could mean bypassing businesses,” said Councillor Bill Koehler.

Mr. Cooke acknowledged that should a fixed bridge option be chosen, this would mean moving
the bridge’s location. He noted the disadvantages, calling them “trade-offs.”

Councillor Koehler also asked how deep a tunnel would have to be. “It’s deeper than we
thought—five metres below the lakebed,” Mr. Cooke responded.

Councillor Gauthier queried the engineer on the Billy Bishop Airport tunnel in Toronto, joining
the mainland to Toronto Island. Mr. Cooke said a tunnel is “doable,” but the difference with
the Billy Bishop scenario is that it didnt require a grade. Elevators and escalators bring
pedestrian traffic directly from the surface up and down to the tunnel.

Councillor Laurie Cook asked about costing for the alternatives. It was explained that this
would not be available until next year.

Councillor Bruce Wood suggested a tunnel could mean infrastructure for the piping of natural
gas to Manitoulin.

“At this point, council hasn't taken any position but I'm curious to find out where the entrance
and exit points would be—these are things for council to consider,” Mayor Al MacNevin said.

“These issues are of particular importance to Little Current where people have established
their businesses, and at considerable cost, including the hotel where you’re having your public
information consultation,” the mayor added.

Mayor MacNevin also noted to Mr. Cooke that his figure of $18 million included one-time
funding of $8 million when the bridge received a retrofit in time for its 100th birthday in 2013.
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