Alternative 5a

Fixed bridge

Engineering
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The new bridge accommodates two lanes of traffic,
which will improve traffic operations

A fixed (high level) bridge will provide free-flow
traffic and will eliminate traffic delays

Improves the horizontal alignment and design speed

Requires steeper approach grades when compared
to a movable bridge

The new bridge accommodates pedestrian and
cycling facilities

The roadway profile provides relatively steep
grades for pedestrians and cyclists

Requires local road realignments and connections
The structure type (slab on girder) is common

in Ontario and requires relatively standard
construction techniques

Does not impact fiber optic facilities

Does not impact hydro facilities

Impacts entrance to water treatment facility

Higher construction cost when compared to the
movable bridge alternatives

No operating costs

Maintenance (snow plowing) costs are similar to
other bridges in Ontario

Environment

©

Larger footprint when compared to movable
bridge alternative, and higher potential impacts
to terrestrial ecosystems, potential species of
conservation concern, and environmentally
sensitive areas

Community

©
©
(4]

O © ® ©

(4]

Impacts 1 existing residential dwelling

Requires acquisition of approximately 8 ha of land
A fixed (high level) bridge will provide free-flow
traffic and will improve emergency response and
evacuation access

No impacts to existing walking trails and municipal park
Minor change to access to Little Current business areas

Impacts known contaminated lands on Goat Island

Provides an opportunity to retain the existing
bridge for new use

Provides an opportunity to relocate the existing
bridge as a monument
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Alternative 5b

Tunnel

Engineering

The new tunnel accommodates two lanes of traffic,
which will improve traffic operations

Atunnel will provide free-flow traffic and will
eliminate traffic delays

Improves the horizontal alignment and design speed

The new tunnel accommodates pedestrians and
cycling facilities

Requires steeper approach grades when compared
to a movable bridge

The roadway profile provides relatively steep
grades for pedestrians and cyclists

Does not provide a comfortable environment for
pedestrians

Requires local road realignments and connections

Roadway tunnels are not common in Ontario and
require specialized construction techniques

Does not impact fiber optic facilities
Does not impact hydro facilities
Impacts entrance to water treatment facility

Significantly higher construction cost when
compared to the bridge alternatives

O 0o0vOoo6 6o O ©o 0 060 o6 o

Significantly higher construction risks when
compared to the bridge alternatives due to
unknown geotechnical conditions

®

Requires operation costs for ventilation and
electrical systems

© Lower maintenance (snow plowing) costs compared
to bridge alternatives

Environment

© Smallest footprint when compared to bridge
alternatives, and lowest potential for impacts
to terrestrial ecosystems, potential species of
conservation concern and environmentally
sensitive areas

Community
Impacts 1 existing residential dwelling

Requires acquisition of approximately 7 ha of land

A tunnel will provide free-flow traffic and will improve
emergency response and evacuation access

No impacts to existing walking trails and municipal park
Minor change to access to Little Current business areas

Minor impacts to contaminated lands on Goat Island

[+ BNORNONN + B+ BEORNO)

Provides an opportunity to retain the existing
bridge for new use
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Alternative 6a Fiedbridge

Engineering

© The new bridge accommodates two lanes of traffic,
which will improve traffic operations

© Afixed (high level) bridge will provide free-flow
traffic and will eliminate traffic delays

© Improves the horizontal alignment and design speed

© Requires steeper approach grades when compared
to a movable bridge

© The new bridge accommodates pedestrian and
cycling facilities

© The roadway profile provides relatively steep
grades for pedestrians and cyclists

©® Requires local road realignments and connections
© The structure type (slab on girder) is common

in Ontario and requires relatively standard
construction techniques

Does not impact fiber optic facilities

Does not impact hydro facilities

Impacts entrance to water treatment facility

©O © 6 ©

Higher construction cost when compared to the
movable bridge alternatives

L+

No operating costs

© Maintenance (snow plowing) costs are similar to
other bridges in Ontario

Environment

© Larger footprint when compared to movable bridge
alternatives, and higher potential for impacts
to terrestrial ecosystems, potential species of
conservation concern, environmentally sensitive
areas

Community
© Impacts 1 existing residential dwelling

©® Requires acquisition of approximately 8 ha of
vacant land

© Afixed (high level) bridge will provide free-flow
traffic and will improve emergency response and
evacuation access

No impacts to existing walking trails and open space

Minor change to access to Little Current business areas

No Impacts to contaminated lands on Goat Island

© O © O

Provides an opportunity to retain the existing
bridge for new use
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Alternative 6b

Tunnel

Engineering

©O 0Oo006eo6 O ©0 O 0 00 o o
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The new tunnel accommodates two lanes of traffic,
which will improve traffic operations

A tunnel will Provide free-flow traffic and will
eliminate traffic delays

Improves the horizontal alignment and design speed

Requires steeper approach grades when compared
to a movable bridge

The new tunnel accommodates pedestrian and
cycling facilities

The roadway profile provides relatively steep
grades for pedestrians and cyclists

Does not provide a comfortable environment for
pedestrians

Requires minor local road connections

Roadway tunnels are not common in Ontario and
require specialized construction techniques

Does not impact fiber optic facilities
Does not impact hydro facilities
Impacts entrance to water treatment facility

Significantly higher construction cost when
compared to the bridge alternatives

Significantly higher construction risks when
compared to the bridge alternatives due to
unknown geotechnical conditions

Requires operation costs for ventilation and
electrical systems

© Lower maintenance (snow plowing) costs compared

to bridge alternatives

Environment

[+]

Smallest footprint when compared to bridge
alternatives, and lowest potential for impacts
to terrestrial ecosystems, potential species of
conservation concern and environmentally
sensitive areas

Community

© 00 OO0 000

Impacts 1 existing residential dwelling
Requires acquisition of approximately 8 ha of land

A tunnel will provide free-flow traffic and will improve
emergency response and evacuation access

No impacts to existing walking trails and municipal park
Minor change to access to Little Current business areas
No Impacts to contaminated lands on Goat Island

Provides an opportunity to retain the existing
bridge for new use

Provides an opportunity to relocate the existing
bridge as a monument
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The Ministry of Transportation Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines
for Provincially Owned Bridges provides a process for identifying
conservation options for heritage bridges when planning for any
rehabilitation, widening or replacement that may be required.
The Guidelines provide a process for conservation options that
will be considered as part of this study.

The project team has completed a Cultural Heritage Evaluation
Report (CHER) for the bridge. As part of the CHER, the bridge was
evaluated using the Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines (OHBG)
and Ontario Heritage Act regulations and it was determined to

be of historical and provincial significance. The bridge is a rare
remaining example of the movable swing bridge type within the
province. It has historical associations with the development of
railway lines in Northern Ontario and has contextual value as a
character-defining landmark in the community that is physically,
functionally, visually and historically linked to its surroundings.

Following the determination that the bridge has provincial sig-
nificance and is confirmed on the Ontario Heritage Bridge
Guidelines, the project must follow the Ontario Heritage Bridge
Guidelines Conservation Options as part of the evaluation pro-
cess for the existing bridge. The conservation options that must
be considered are shown at right.

Ontario Heritage Bridge
Guidelines

The project team will undertake the following tasks as part
of the cultural heritage scope of work:

@ Active and ongoing consultation with the
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport and other
stakeholders on the existing bridge and other
potential heritage resources

@ Complete a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) to
identify potential impacts to the existing bridge
and other potential heritage resources as a result
of a Preferred Plan and proposed protection
measures

@ Complete a Strategic Conservation Plan (SCP) to
complete a conditions assessment, and develop
conservation strategies and an implementation
and monitoring framework

@ Complete the Ontario Heritage Bridge Conservation
Options evaluation and selection of option

The results of the conservation options evaluation will be
documented in the Transportation Environmental Study
Report (TESR).

Conservation Options

Retain existing bridge with no
major modifications

Restore bridge

Restoration of missing or deteriorated elements
where physical or documentary evidence exists
for their design

Retain existing bridge with
sympathetic modifications

Retain existing bridge with
sympathetically designed new
structure in proximity

Retain existing bridge no longer in
use for vehicular traffic but adapted
for new use

Retain existing bridge as heritage
monument for viewing purposes only

Relocation of existing bridge to new
location for continued or adaptive use

Bridge removal and replacement
with a sympathetically designed
structure

Project assumptions:

Regular maintenance will continue

Remaining structure life, with no major modifications, is limited

Rehabilitation requiring strengthening of trusses, and reconstruction of
pivot gear with original / similar parts

« Remaining structure life, with restoration, is estimated to be 20 - 30 years

Rehabilitation requiring strengthening of trusses, inclusion of redundant
members and reconstruction of pivot gear with new parts

Remaining structure life, with sympathetic modifications, is estimated
to be 30 - 40 years

Existing bridge will remain in place for single lane of traffic

Rehabilitation requiring strengthening of trusses, inclusion of redundant
members and reconstruction of pivot gear with new parts

Remaining structure life of existing bridge is estimated to be 30 - 40 years

Structure life of new bridge is approximately 75 years

Existing structure rehabilitated for active transportation access

New 2-lane structure provided for vehicles on new alignment
« Remaining structure life is estimated to be 50 years

Bridge will be left in place and in open position for boat traffic

« New 2-lane structure provided for vehicles and active transportation on
anew alignment

Remaining structure life is estimated to be 50 years

Bridge spans moved off-site for re-use (as bridge or monument)

Approach bridge spans removed

New 2-lane structure provided for vehicles and active transportation on
anew alignment

Change in ownership of bridge
« Remaining structure life is estimated to be 30-40 years

New 2-lane structure provided for vehicles and active transportation on
anew alignment

Structure life of a new bridge is approximately 75 years
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Evaluation process

A detailed evaluation of alternatives will be carried

out to identify an improvement plan that is cost-
effective, addresses structural needs, provides safe
operations, and provides reasonable local access, while
minimizing the effects on the natural, social and cultural
environments. This is accomplished by identifying
evaluation criteria along with their relative importance,
and then ranking the overall scores of the design
alternatives.

Identify Criteria

Evaluation Criteria are
established through:

* public input
 similar projects
 provincial guidelines
* existing conditions

Weigh Criteria

Each criterion is assigned a
weight factor that best reflects
its relative importance.

Evaluate Alternatives

The sum of the weighted scores
provides a total score for each
alternative. This is the basis for
ranking the alternatives and
identifying the recommended plan

The highest scoring
alternative

Preliminary evaluation criteria

“The best improvement plan...”

Engineering 40%

Traffic Operations
... provides acceptable Levels of Service (LOS) on Highway 6

... willaccommaodate future traffic demands of Highway 6

... will reduce wait times for vehicles to cross the channel
Geometrics & Safety

... meets the design standards for provincial highways

... minimizes potential for collisions on Highway 6

...accommodates pedestrians and cyclists

Constructability

...can be constructed using conventional construction
techniques

... has favourable geotechnical and foundation conditions
...€an be constructed with minimal impacts to traffic flow and

operations, including local access and out-of-way travel during
construction

Utilities
... minimizes impacts to utilities

Cost

... has the lowest total cost including utility relocations and
property acquisition

... reduces ongoing maintenance and operating costs

Environment 20%

Terrestrial Ecosystem
...minimizes impacts on significant wildlife habitat

... minimizes impacts on significant trees or vegetation

Fish & Fish Habitat
... minimizes impacts to fish and fish habitat in the North Channel

Species of Conservation Concern

...avoids/minimizes impacts to Species-at-Risk or habitat
associated with Species-at-Risk

Environmentally Sensitive Areas, Designated Areas
...avoids/minimizes impacts to sensitive habitat
... avoids/minimizes impacts to Sourcewater Protection Areas

...avoids/minimizes impacts to any provincially significant
wetlands

Community 40%

Property
... has the least impact to private property

Emergency Services

...improves access for emergency service
providers

Recreation and Tourism
...avoids impacts to the Manitoulin
Tourism Association building

... minimizes impacts to designated
snowmobile trails

... minimizes impacts to municipal trails
and parks

...improves boat access

Access to Businesses
...avoids impacts to Highway 6 access
configurations for local businesses

... minimizes out-of-way travel for access to
local businesses

Visual Aesthetics

... minimizes impacts to existing viewscapes
in the study area

Contamination

...avoids/minimizes impacts to identified
and potential contaminated land/
contamination sources

Built & Cultural Heritage

Note: this evaluation is for the new crossing, refer to Heritage
exhibit to see information on the existing bridge

... avoids/minimizes impacts on existing
and designated cultural and built
heritage features

...avoids/minimizes impacts on potential
cultural and built heritage features

Archaeology
...avoids/minimizes impacts on known
archaeological resources

... minimizes impacts on areas of
archaeological potential

... minimizes impacts on potential marine
archaeological resources
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COMMENT FORM COMMENT FORM

Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment
Highway é Little Current Swing Bridge Study Highway é Little Current Swing Bridge Study
(GWP 5268-14-00) (GWP 5268-14-00)
Public Information Centre 2, Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre - Wednesday, July 17, 2019 Public Information Centre 2, Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre - Wednesday, July 17, 2019
Your comments will help us to understand what is important to people in the study area. Please 4. Do you have any additional comments or questions2

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 alignment alternativese

2. What do you think about the bridge type alternativese

Please leave your completed comment sheet in the drop box provided or submit
(by August 16, 2019) to:

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

Environmental Planner

Stantec Consulfing Ltd.

200-835 Paramount Drive

Stoney Creek ON L8J OB4

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

3. Do you have any comments on the draft evaluation criteria? Are there any other criteria

that should be considered? Name and Address (optional) PLEASE PRINT

Name:

Mailing Address:

(include postal code)

Tel: Fax: Email:




External Agencies

APPENDIX C
COMMENTS RECEIVED AT
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 2



From:

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2019 3:02 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc:

Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>; David Maclachlan

<david.maclachlan@tourismnorthernontario.com>
Subject: Swing Bridge Study Public Consultation / Mailing List / Great Lakes Waterfront Trail

Hi Gregg, Melissa,

| hope this message finds you both well.

We recently became aware of an upcoming PIC on July 17th where assessments for various options addressing the aging
swing bridge in Little Current will be discussed. | understanding that details on the assessments will be posted on the
project website at the same time as the PIC. Will the project team be accepting comments via email on the
assessments/proposed solutions and other details? Though we would like to have a representative of the Trust attend
this meeting, this will not be possible. While we did receive an email notification roughly a year ago about an EA and
upcoming work, it does not appear as if the Trust was added to the project mailing list. Could you please add the Trust to
the project mailing list so we’re kept in the loop?

Preliminary Comments Related to the Project

Highway 6 between Espanola, Little Current and South Baymouth is part of the Great Lakes Waterfront Trail (GLWT), a
roughly 3000km provincially-significant signed cycling route connecting Sault Ste Marie to the Quebec Border on the St.
Lawrence via the shores of the Great Lakes. The Trail presently connects over 140 communities, including First Nations.
Highway 6 between South Baymouth and Espanola is also the only existing, active cycling connection between northern
and southern Ontario and has already been signed as part of the provincial cycling network. Our organization, The
Waterfront Regeneration Trust (WRT) is a charity that coordinates the implementation of this trail and the partnership
of these 140 communities. Too, we are working with MTO staff Lynsey Topliss and Jason Ranger to have Great Lakes
Waterfront Trail signage implemented along this corridor in a similar manner to the GLWT/Great Trail signage
implemented along sections of Highway 17 and other secondary highways between Sudbury and Sault Ste Marie.

Preliminary Recommendations

As part of the GLWT and the only north/south cycling connection on both the GLWT and the provincial cycling
network, it will be necessary for design solutions to accommodate cyclists and incorporate adequate cycling
facilities on the new bridge (or whichever solution is implemented to address the swing bridge in Little Current).
With the longevity of most of the solutions under review, this represents a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to get
this right with respect to this being part of a major component of an active transportation corridor and
considering cyclists in the solution and not simply vehicle traffic.

Implement the Great Lakes Waterfront Trail signage as part of the project: Existing cycling route markers on
Highway 6 denote the cycling facility, but do not identify Highway 6 with any specific formal cycling route, in this
case the provincially significant Great Lakes Waterfront Trail. The GLWT is a collaborative initiative with 140
communities, including First Nations. The Trail is 3,000km from Sault Ste Marie to the Quebec Border.
Communities have consistently signed their section of the route with the Trail blaze. Our charity provides
detailed on-line mapping in both paper and interactive formats. Just as MTO signed sections of the provincial
highways needed to complete the Trail along the Lake Huron North Channel, we urge the MTO to do the same
on HWY 6. GLWT signage on Highway 6 will also close the notional gap that exists in between GLWT wayfinding
in Espanola to the now-isolated connecting link in Little current and between Little Current and Tobermory into
the southern Ontario Great Lakes region. The GLWT is one of the province’s best developed cycling experiences.
it connects our busiest urban centres to rural and Northern Ontario with unique tourism experience. Signage is
essential to creating an exceptional pan-regional cycling attraction that contributes to Northern and rural
Ontario’s economy.

Thanks very much for your time and consideration, and thank you in advance for adding the WRT to the swing bridge
project mailing list.

Best regards,



From:

Sent: Monday, July 22,2019 10:22 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Cc:

Subject: Re: Swing Bridge Study Public Consultation / Mailing List / Great Lakes Waterfront Trail

Good morning, Gregg and Melissa,

| hope this message finds you well.

| simply wanted to follow up regarding my email below to ensure that it was received and that we would be added to
the mailing list for the project in the future, and to touch in on the materials that were going to be shared at the Public
Info session 2 last Friday. My understanding was that the materials reviewing or assessing the various options to address
the swing bridge would be posted on the 17th. Just hoping to keep in the loop.

Thanks very much in advance for your assistance,

Best regards and enjoy your day,

On Jul 10, 2019, at 3:01 PM, David Meyer <projects@wrtrust.com> wrote:

Hi Gregg, Melissa,
I hope this message finds you both well.

We recently became aware of an upcoming PIC on July 17th where assessments for various options
addressing the aging swing bridge in Little Current will be discussed. | understanding that details on the
assessments will be posted on the project website at the same time as the PIC. Will the project team be
accepting comments via email on the assessments/proposed solutions and other details? Though we
would like to have a representative of the Trust attend this meeting, this will not be possible. While we
did receive an email notification roughly a year ago about an EA and upcoming work, it does not appear
as if the Trust was added to the project mailing list. Could you please add the Trust to the project mailing
list so we're kept in the loop?

Preliminary Comments Related to the Project

Highway 6 between Espanola, Little Current and South Baymouth is part of the Great Lakes Waterfront
Trail (GLWT), a roughly 3000km provincially-significant signed cycling route connecting Sault Ste Marie
to the Quebec Border on the St. Lawrence via the shores of the Great Lakes. The Trail presently connects
over 140 communities, including First Nations. Highway 6 between South Baymouth and Espanola is also
the only existing, active cycling connection between northern and southern Ontario and has already
been signed as part of the provincial cycling network. Our organization, The Waterfront Regeneration
Trust (WRT) is a charity that coordinates the implementation of this trail and the partnership of these
140 communities. Too, we are working with MTO staff Lynsey Topliss and Jason Ranger to have Great
Lakes Waterfront Trail signage implemented along this corridor in a similar manner to the GLWT/Great
Trail signage implemented along sections of Highway 17 and other secondary highways between
Sudbury and Sault Ste Marie.

Preliminary Recommendations

As part of the GLWT and the only north/south cycling connection on both the GLWT and the
provincial cycling network, it will be necessary for design solutions to accommodate cyclists and
incorporate adequate cycling facilities on the new bridge (or whichever solution is implemented
to address the swing bridge in Little Current). With the longevity of most of the solutions under
review, this represents a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to get this right with respect to this
being part of a major component of an active transportation corridor and considering cyclists in
the solution and not simply vehicle traffic.

Implement the Great Lakes Waterfront Trail signage as part of the project: Existing cycling route
markers on Highway 6 denote the cycling facility, but do not identify Highway 6 with any specific
formal cycling route, in this case the provincially significant Great Lakes Waterfront Trail. The
GLWT is a collaborative initiative with 140 communities, including First Nations. The Trail is
3,000km from Sault Ste Marie to the Quebec Border. Communities have consistently signed
their section of the route with the Trail blaze. Our charity provides detailed on-line mapping in
both paper and interactive formats. Just as MTO signed sections of the provincial highways
needed to complete the Trail along the Lake Huron North Channel, we urge the MTO to do the
same on HWY 6. GLWT signage on Highway 6 will also close the notional gap that exists in
between GLWT wayfinding in Espanola to the now-isolated connecting link in Little current and
between Little Current and Tobermory into the southern Ontario Great Lakes region. The GLWT
is one of the province’s best developed cycling experiences. it connects our busiest urban
centres to rural and Northern Ontario with unique tourism experience. Signage is essential to
creating an exceptional pan-regional cycling attraction that contributes to Northern and rural
Ontario’s economy.



Thanks very much for your time and consideration, and thank you in advance for adding the WRT to the
swing bridge project mailing list.

Best regards,



Vanhell, Shane

From: Gazibara, Nevena

Sent: Friday, August 09, 2019 10:06 AM
To: Vanhell, Shane

Subject: FW: Billings Township Comments
Attachments: Swing Bridge Study Comments.pdf

From: kmcdonald@billingstwp.ca <kmcdonald@billingstwp.ca>
Sent: Friday, August 9, 2019 9:45 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: Billings Township Comments

Good Morning:

Attached are the comments from Billings Township regarding the swing bridge study.
Mayor Anderson attended the July 17, 2019 Public Information Session.

Kathy McDonald

CAOQ/Clerk, Deputy Treasurer
Township of Billings

15 Old Mill Rd. Box 34
Kagawong, ON POP 1JO

705 282 2611 ext 223



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Sunday, July 21, 2019 11:55 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from: K G Dobbs
email: meairport2@eastlink.ca

message:

Hello Gregg, General PUinc

As manager of the Manitoulin East Municipal Airport | think most of the population of this island would look forward to
a better bridge. At least two lanes, and a fast opening lift type bridge would be a marvelous improvement.

Sincerely

K.G.Dobbs
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Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5248-14-00)
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. . o Public Information Centre 2, Manitoulin Hotel and Conference Centre - Wednesday, July 17, 2019
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From:

Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 5:34 PM

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

Subject: Re: Response to Comment Submitted At/Following Public Information Centre 2 for Little Current Swing Bridge
Study (GWP 5268-14-00)

Dear Nevena,

Thank you for this update.

It is with dismay that | am reading in our local paper that our council is endorsing the bascule option instead of the more
iconic looking swing bridge.

Is there any way to get information about how much actual space ( for boats and cruise ships to pass through) would be
available for these two options?

| would like to understand if one is more favourable to the other.

Does the swing bridge mean the information booth has to be moved versus the basque bridge means it does not?

| would like to write a letter to council but want to be sure my facts are correct.

Thank you in advance as | hope you can provide this information.

Sincerely,

Sent from my iPhone

From:

To: Gazibara, Nevena
Subject: Fwd: Letter to the editor
Date: Monday, August 26, 2019 10:25:52 AM

This is the letter to the Editor I have sent.
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From:

Date: Anonst 26. 2019 at 10:23:14 AM EDT
To:

Subject: Letter to the editor

Re: Nemi Support of Bascule Bridge.

I understand that the Town has a certain criteria for a new bridge

Basically the message is it should not impact Businesses or Citizens

Negatively. I concur wholeheartedly.

With that in mind several options including the fixed bridge, tunnel and a
moveable bridge entering Little Current near the old Kool it Ice Building have
been removed. Another option of Do Nothing has also been removed.

That leaves us with two options. One is a Bascule Draw Bridge and the other is a
Swing Bridge.

Both would be 2 lane.

The Town and Council have thrown their support behind the Bascule Draw
Bridge.

Personally when I compare the two my support is firmly behind the two lane
Swing Bridge.

These are the reasons:

1/ The Swing Bridge Option resembles the existing Heritage Swing Bridge. The
Bascule Draw Bridge does not.

2/ The Swing Bridge Option will provide the same “charming and iconic” appeal.
The Bascule Bridge does not.

3/ The Swing Bridge will provide 2 Navigational channels of approximately 42M
wide. The Bascule Bridge does not. ( It provides only 1 navigational channel of
approximately 35M)

4/ After contacting the Swing Bridge Study Group (905 381 3249) I was informed
and I quote “Neither the Bascule Bridge or Swing Bridge will result in a direct
impact to the Manitoulin Tourism Association building. However alignment 2 in
particular result in minor impacts to the entrance/access of the property where the
building is located.”

I have to point out that the Bascule option may be a bit quicker than the Swing
Bridge Option at first glance. However taking into consideration the amount of
current we have in the channel it seems much safer to me to have 2 navigational
channels than one.



In conclusion I urge people to get informed, I urge people to contact the Study From:

group at 905 381 3249 and the Town at 705 368 3500 to voice your opinion Sent'.Tuesday August 20, 2019 9:10 AM
whether you agree with mine or not. Now is the time to get involved. We need to ' ' ' '
know if the old bridge comes down or gets moved. We need to know that entering
our beautiful Island will be the best it can be. The familiar in a two lane version

To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Swing bridge @ Little Current!

g?ts mylvote. It us a "Heritage site" in my opinion. It needs to be maintained. The cost of "whatever" they replace it with would cover
Incerely, the maintenance costs for years to come! It is what helps to make this "unique and singular freshwater Island" in the
. World so attractive to the visitors. In addition the North Channel is second only to the Mediterranean for Sailors. Water
Sent from my iPhone . o :
clairity and deep water dockage make it ideal! Please keep our Heritage!!

Sent from my Verizon Motorola Smartphone



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 11:40AM e Original Message-----
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca From:

s - Sent: Monday, August 5, 2019 1:18 PM
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

; Subject: Comments on Swing Bridge Study options
rom:

email:

message:

Where is the information about the Heritage and Conservation study regarding the Little Current Swing Bridge?



AUGUST 5, 2019

COMMENT- RE: PLANNING, PRELIMINARY DESIGN AND CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSENT-
HWY 6 LITTLE CURRENT SWING BRIDGE STUDY

(GWP 5268-14-00)

1. COMMENTS RE: ALLIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES:

COST IS PROHIBITIVE FOR THE UNDERGROUND/UNDERWATER PASSAGE

BOTH THE OVERPASS AND THE TUNNEL REQUIRE FAR TOO MUCH USE OF LAND
AND DISPLACEMENT OF PROPERTIES. EVEN ONE HOME BEING EXPROPRIATED IS
1 TOO MANY. ALSO, IT IS NOT JUST ONE PROPERTY WHICH WILL BE IMPACTED —
ALL OF THE NEIGHBOURING PROPERTIES WOULD ABSOLUTETLY BE AFFECTED
INCLUDING PROPERTY VALUES, DECREASE IN ENJOYMENT OF THEIR HOMES AND
PROPERTIES, WHICH IN SOME INSTANCES THEY MAY HAVE PAID A PREMIUM
FOR.

ALTHOUGH ROUTES WOULD BE IN PLACE TO RETURN TO THE MAIN TOWN
AREA, SOME TOURISTS MAY CHOOSE TO CONTINUE ON AND STOP AT SOME
OTHER BUSINESS LOCATIONS FURTHER DOWN THE ROAD.

THE OVERPASS HAS A LIMIT ON THE HEIGHT AND ALTHOUGH WE ARE AT A
HIGH-WATER LEVEL AT THIS TIME WE ARE NOT SURE WHAT THE FUTURE HOLDS
FOR WATER LEVELS. DOES THIS LIMIT ACCESS TO LITTLE CURRENT HARBOUR
FOR SOME TYPES OF VESSELS?

CONCERNS RE: FREEZING ON THE OVERPASS AS THE WATER IN THIS AREA HAS A
STRONG CURRENT AND OFTEN DOES NOT FREEZE OVER DURING THE WINTER
OR FOR SHORT PERIODS OF TIME ONLY. WITH CUTBACKS TO ROAD
MAINTENANCE THIS COULD BE A DRIVING HAZARD.

2. COMMENTS RE: BRIDGE OPTIONS:

LIFT BRIDGE HAS LIMIT ON HEIGHT WHICH AGAIN CAN IMPEDE THE PASSAGE OF
CERTAIN TYPES OF VESSELS.

NEED TO ENSURE THAT ANY OF THE BRIDGE OPTIONS ALLOW FOR SAFE
PASSAGE (HEIGHT AND WIDTH) OF ALL VESSELS, INCLUDING CRUISE SHIPS.

3. EVALUATION CRITERIA:

APPEARS TO BE COMPREHENSIVE. NEED TO ENSURE THAT PROPERTY LOSS IS
WEIGHTED APPROPRIATELY.

4. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

REGARDING HERITAGE DESIGNATION OF CURRENT BRIDGE — AM UNCERTAIN OF
THE OPTIONS- ONE OUTLINED OF KEEPING CURRENT STRUCTURE IN PLACE- |
ASSUME THIS WOULD MEAN THAT THE BRIDGE WOULD BE KEPT OPEN AT ALL
TIMES TO ALLOW MARINE TRAFFIC PASSAGE AND WOULD THEREFORE NOT BE
ACCESSIBLE FOR ANY OTHER PURPOSE.

IMPORTANT TO MOVE FORWARD AS SOON AS PRACTICABLE DUE TO STATED
CONCERNS OF RISKS RELATED TO THE CURRENT BRIDGE FAILURE.

MAIJOR IMPORTANCE FOR THE GOVERNMENT TO RESPECT THE CONSULTATION
PROCESS AND NOT TO ARBITRARILY IMPOSE A SOLUTION BASED ON OTHER
CRITERIA, OR COST ALONE.



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 6:53 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

| have reviewed the information provided on your website and studied the exhibits and proposed bridge alternatives.
Understanding that cost and maintenance are to be considered, | have reached the same conclusion each time |
reviewed the material provided. The entire business section, infrastructure and community has been built around the
exiting location of the swing bridge. To deviate from that location would be a complete disruption to the flow of our

community.

More importantly, any of the proposed alternatives that interfere with or devalue the land and homes of nearby
property owners by negative financial impact and increased noise levels/traffic is completely unacceptable.

A fixed bridge (Bascule, Lift or Swing Bridge) aligned with the present swing bridge location is the logical solution.
| hope the views and opinions of the general public are considered in the final decision making.

Thank you.

From: Gazibara, Nevena

To: Werner, Julie
Subject: FW: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
Date: Monday, July 15, 2019 12:24:18 PM

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2019 12:23 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

options detailed to date should consider removal of old bridge. Cost to maintain old bridge as a
"monument"” will be an unnecessary expense. If necessary it could be moved to land as a museum
and disposed of more easily in the future.



From:

Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 6:24 AM

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

Subject: Re: Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00) Study Design Report Notification

Hi Nevena

| sent this late yesterday in a bit of a rush. | see this morning it was a bit confusing.

| was thinking about the bridge and has the option of replacing the swing bridge with a new 2 lane swing bridge adjacent
to the existing bridge been considered. The approaches and pedestal base could be built while the old bridge is
operating then over the winter the pedestal could be raised with a section and a new bridge could be lifted (assembled)
into place and the old bridge lifted or disassembled when the new bridge is ready. That way Little Current wil still have a
swing bridge and the water traffic can continue to be handled in the same way.

Something for you to consider.

Best Regards

Aug 22, 2019, 9:47 PM , wrote:
Hi Gazibara
| have an option for the Little Current swing Bridge replacementvthat U would like to run by you. It is a solution that
can easily fit with the community desires and be a viabke construction solutin that is not disruptive to the island and
the boating undustry.

Can you contact me to review this.

Best Regards

On Fri, Nov 16, 2018, 11:04 AM Gazibara, Nevena, <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com> wrote:

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 1:44 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Hi there, wondering if | can simply be added to an email notification list for results of public meetings and final decision
regarding the rebuild. Thank you!



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 10:47 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

I live in Waterdown and own properties on the west end of the Island. The bridge is very important to me! I’d like to be
added to your mail list please.

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 7:34 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

| grew up on Manitoulin, and for people who didn't, don't realize how much that bridge means to the people who have
lived there, or visit the island. | would not want to see it replaced with another bridge. It is something that people don't
see everyday, and its part of our history, that needs to be protected, so our younger generations can see and

understand how things were made, instead of all this cement world we live in. My Uncle worked on that bridge for many
years. It is part of the island, and | would love to see it protected and looked after. Thank you.



mike@manitoulin.ca
705-368-2744
705-282-7339 cell

www.manitoulin.ca
https://www.facebook.com/ManitoulinExpositor

From: Gazibara, Nevena

Sent: Thursday, July 4, 2019 2:59 PM

To: Franks, Kristin (MTO) <Kristin.Franks@ontario.ca>

Cc: Cooke, Gregg <gregg.cooke@stantec.com>; Belliveau, Tim <tim.belliveau@stantec.com>;
melissa.delfino@ontario.ca; Healy, Andrew (MTO) <Andrew.Healy@ontario.ca>

Subject: FW: Media inquiry--public meeting on the Little Current Swing Bridge (GWP 5268-14-00)

Nevena Gazibara

From: Mike Erskine <mike@manitoulin.ca>

Sent: Thursday, July 4, 2019 2:20 PM

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

Subject: Media inquiry--public meeting on the Little Current Swing Bridge

Hello Nevena,

| just left you a voicemail message. Looking to chat a bit with someone on the upcoming Swing Bridge public meeting.

Wondering when the best time to connect might be?

warm regards,
Mike Erskine



From: Alicia McCutcheon <editor@manitoulin.ca> From:

Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 3:35 PM Sent: Monday, July 22, 2019 2:53 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Interview Subject: MTO contact
Hello Ms. Delfino/Mr. Cooke, Hi there,
| have a copy of your July 16 presentation to NEMI council and was hoping we can set up a time to chat tomorrow
(Friday) about it? | was at the info session and council meeting last week on behalf of The Manitoulin Expositor. | was chatting with
Thank you and | look forward to hearing from you, Andrew from the MTO and he left me a business card. | can’t find the card, however, and need his last name! If you're
Alicia able to flip that in my direction this afternoon that’d be most appreciated; I’'m coming up on my deadline.
Cheers,

Alicia McCutcheon, editor
Manitoulin Expositor

Warren Schiote

Reporter, The Manitoulin Expositor/Manitoulin West Recorder
TNR_2RR-2744

www.twitter.com/man_expositor



From:

Sent: Sunday, June 23, 2019 9:24 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Swing bridge

What is the status on the bridge study. | put my name name on notification list. Have not received anything in the last
year. Is there a upcoming meeting to review progress? Is the project canceled? | have property in the zone. Thank you

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 8:55 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

I’'m a landowner impacted by the #5 and #6 fixed bridge. | strongly disagree with the fixed bridge. | have strong
reservations on the estimate cost of the fixed bridge. Price going down from last year REALLY?? This bridge is impacting
all homeowners east of present bridge. A lift bridge west of present day bridge has no impact of landowners. Fixed
bridge interferes with the vista and takes away the natural beauty of the area. A lift bridge is less intrusive and not
disturbing another view

With the fixed bridge you will have more noise pollution with motorcycles and large truck working to ascend the ramp to
top of bridge and gearing down to slow when descending. The lightning on the length of the fixed bridge will be intrusive
to the home owners left to live beside the bridge. Then there is the noise,road .salt spray dirty road water spray etc. And
there will be the idiot who will toss something out of a vehicle. Yes there are people that want to speed up there trip to
destinations further into the island. But they don’t have to live with the the bridges huge presents everyday. It just
doesn’t suit the area.You have a alternate option in a two lane lift bridge with less impact on landowners and vista. Yes
there is cost to operating a lift bridge. But our area could use a few gift jobs. | would like to see some true! Costing on
each. AND AND CANADIAN made. Not Alabama NY or any USA Canadian made with Canadian tax dollars!! You will have
to do a lot of new road construction with FB. The roads will just have to be upgraded for LF. Please don’t forget #1. What
will compliment or hinder the area vista. #2 How will it affect people and how many. #3. How can we make this a
positive project for as many as possible directly or indirectly. As in trying to have the job done with Ontario company’s
materials and labour. Thanks for now



From:

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2019 7:04 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Bridge Location

July 31 2019. 630 am. Another beautiful morning in Little Current. This is the view from our deck looking east toward
the location of the proposed fixed bridge.The fixed bridge would surely take away from the vista of the whole area.And
when | go to my back deck | will get to see and hear the bridge ramp going through my property they will take from us.
A lift movable bridge near present |,ocation would not disrupt anything. Please do some accurate costing before you
make your decision. Mr Cooke said cost was only 5% of the decision making. | really question ??? The last time | looked
at my investments 20 million dollars was a lot of$SS.

Thank You

Sent from my
iPad



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 11:40 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 3:10 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

add to ,ailing list

from:
email:

message:

Hi,
| would like to be added to the project mailing list.

thank you,



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

Sent: Monday, August 19, 2019 7:17 PM Sent: Monday, August 19, 2019 9:30 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
from: from:

email: ‘ email:

message: message:

Please add me to your mailing list. Please add me to the mailing list.

thanks,



From:

Sent: Saturday, July 27, 2019 4:09 PM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Swing Bridge Rebuild

Hello: 1 wrote to you previously and suggested consideration be given to a fixed bridge from Killarney to Wikwemikoong
as a replacement for the Swing Bridge. My suggestion was rejected because it was outside the scope of the study.

I also commented that the "do nothing" approach, which entailed maintaining the current structure, was my preferred
option. | offered several reasons such as preserving the historic structure, the effect of rerouting Highway 6 on the
current businesses along existing Highway 6, the lack of impact on local area residents, and preserving Manitoulin's

unique location and its Island culture.

Based on the Expositor report on the Public Information Centre meeting in July, it now looks like "do nothing" is off the
table.

My preferred choice, of those remaining, is Route 2. This will have the least impact on residents and businesses, follow
most of the existing Highway 6 alignment, and have no discernible impact on local area residents.

My preferred bridge style is a Moveable Swing Bridge built to resemble the existing structure, but two lanes wide.

My rationale is cost, preserving culture and tradition, maintaining bidirectional boat travel under the bridge, and
preservation of the sense of detachment from the mainland.

| appreciate | am but one voice, but if you would be kind enough to add my comments to those received at the PIC |
would be grateful.

Thanks in advance.

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Sunday, June 30, 2019 7:10 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Hi,

I am working on the upcoming information session scheduled for July 23 in Whitefish River First Nation. Can you let me
know what time you will be at the community centre? if you require a projector and screen and anything else required
for information sessions. Thank you.



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Sunday, June 30, 2019 8:42 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

From:

Sent: Monday, July 8, 2019 1:52 PM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Home

is what i feel when returning to Manitoulin Island. Leave bridge design, as is, but new infrastructure is what is needed. A from:
single lane is sufficient for year round traffic. If ‘tourists’ are in a rush, then go elsewhere. email:
Due to summer scheduling, cannot attend meeting July 17. Miigwech/thanks message:

Please add me to your contact list.
Thank you,



----- Original Message----- From:

From:
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 9:49 AM
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 6:40 PM . ! ’ . . . .
" Y, AUg To: Gazibara, Nevena <Nevena.Gazibara@stantec.com>; projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Cc: Subject: Re: Public Meeting - July 17th

Subject: Manitoulin Swing Bridge News

When is a decision expected?

As you can imagine, this public announcement has destroyed any chance of selling my property (currently for sale, 40
Channelview Road), and I'm astonished | wasn’t informed in advance of the meeting. Shameful.

Hi. We are the owners of  Water Street West, Little Current. Please add us (at the email addresses above) to the
email list for news and updates about plans for the bridge.
Thank you,

Sent from my iPad

ney




From:

Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 at 9:58 AM

To: "projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca" <projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Subject: Public Meeting - July 17th

Hi,

As a property owner in close proximity to the current bridge (less than 1km on the North Channel), | would like to see
your presentation on Thursday, but my primary residence is in Toronto, and did not receive any notification of this
meeting (strange). Are you providing video conferencing capabilities for the meeting? This would be very easy to do
(Zoom, Webex, whatever) and would allow owners who cannot attend in person to still get the latest information first
hand.

Many thanks,

From:

Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 3:35 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Interview

Hello Ms. Delfino/Mr. Cooke,

| have a copy of your July 16 presentation to NEMI council and was hoping we can set up a time to
chat tomorrow (Friday) about it?

Thank you and | look forward to hearing from you,

Alicia

Alicia McCutcheon, editor
Manitoulin Expositor
editor@manitoulin.ca

www.manitoulin.ca
www . facebook.com/ManitoulinExpositor
www.twitter.com/man_expositor



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2019 9:56 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please add my name to the project mailing list. | am interested in being updated on the review process and decisions
regarding this landmark. Please keep in mind that the bridge in Little Current is an iconic structure with much cultural
and historical value. It is not just a piece of "infrastructure" to be maintained or replaced. | would also like to voice my
concern that there is so little opportunity to provide input for all the people that will be affected, not just those who live
nearby, but also those that come to the islands as regular, seasonal, or occasional visitors. The swing bridge in Little
Current is perhaps the most important icon that defines what is 'Manitoulin Island'. Please do not destroy this cultural
treasure. Renew it, improve it, and maintain it for its historic value and keep it part of the experience of coming to
Manitoulin. | quite understand the irritating issues of traffic control such as "jumping the queue", which could be dealt
with by installing cameras & ticketing just like other "line-ups" such as traffic lights at intersections or on toll roads.
More important issues such as access for emergency vehicles when the bridge is open can be addressed with advanced
warning systems that would alert the operator/controller the same time that the emergency services are alerted... in a
coordinated effort to ensure the bridge is ready when the vehicles arrive. Medical emergencies could also be addressed
by helicopter as is normal practice in isolated areas.

Looking to the potential for future growth, | think a better alternative to replacing the structure is to provide
ADDITIONAL infrastructure to carry any projected increase in traffic, NOT to remove this point of access. By this, | mean
that the current structure should be updated, improved, and maintained for future generations to enjoy. This does not
preclude that a second structure, whether that be a tunnel or a bridge farther away from the existing structure, should
not be part of future transportation plans, but this should not be a question of EITHER "keeping the bridge" OR building
"something else". Rather... it should be a matter of "keeping the bridge" AND building "something else". My
recommendation would be to make whatever improvements are necessary to keep the current structure in working
order for say 30-50 years, while undertaking a project over say a 10-20 year span to provide an additional, alternative
access route onto Manitoulin Island.

I would also like to mention that other locations in Canada, as well as many other countries, have dealt with similar
situations with aging infrastructure, and have found creative ways to maintain and protect their cultural treasures along
side their efforts of modernization. Perhaps our legacy is not as old as a roman road/bridge such as that in Rhonda,
Spain or the canals in Amsterdam, but thank goodness that someone had the courage and foresight to preserve these
treasures for future generations to enjoy.

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 8:16 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please contact me regard bridge decisions and plans



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Sunday, July 28, 2019 10:35 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please add me to the project mailing list.

Thank you.

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 10:05 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

My son Steve came up with an interesting alternative to the designs you have presented.

This is a method of assembly that has been used many times round the world.

The LC Swing bridge has 4 basic components, the foundations, the central tower and the two bridge spans.

Assuming the foundations are adequate, or can be made to support a 2 lane swing bridge of the same format as the
present one in the same position, then the three structural components can be manufactured off site and brought in by
barge.

The present bridge could be dissembled onto barges and the new components assembled from the barges, both actions
using jacks and high capacity cranes to position the components. This form of assembly, if planned properly, is quite

speedy, like hours.

Advantages to this scheme include
minimal road re-alignment and property acquisition.

Only one 2 lane bridge remains

Marine traffic channels remain the same.

The scenic view is basically unchanged which would satisfy many members of the Public.

The work would have to be done in spring or the fall when there is no boat traffic.

A disadvantage would be that the Island would be cut off when the transition is made unless a temporary crossing can

be arranged for traffic.
| would appreciate your comments on this concept.



From:

Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2019 10:30 AM

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

Cc: Ask Stantec <AskStantec@stantec.com>; projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: RE: Manitoulin Swing Bridge/ Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00)
Hi Nevena,

Sorry | was unable to attend the meeting in Wikwemikong last night.

| was wondering why option 7 was taken out?

How did the meeting go last night?

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 12:49 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

What exactly is wrong with the current bridge? Is it a problem sourcing materials to maintain it? Why would any
professional want to attach their name to the destruction of a historic landmark? Why is this swing bridge not protected
as a historical landmark? Why would anyone want to change the entrance to such a magical, spectacular place as the
Manitoulin Island? What do the Indigenous people have to say? Sad days ahead for whatever the decision.



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

Sent: Saturday, June 22, 2019 8:36 AM Sent: Monday, July 8, 2019 11:52 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from: from:

email: email:

message: message:

Hello, Gregg and Melissa It is my opinion that the swing bridge should be remodelled for two lane traffic if possible and keep
the iconic structure. The whole pace of life on Manitoulin is embodied with the simplicity of and lack of rush traffic at

Can you please add me to the mailing list for this project? Can you also provide an update on the project schedule? the bridge. Slower is good . Maybe we are 20yrs behind the times but in reality we are 20yrs ahead of our time.

Thanks



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2019 2:57 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please add me to the mailing list.
The swing bridge has an enormous historical and economical value for the area .

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 3:31 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

Hi: | was unable to make the Open House yesterday. | live in the first house on the first street (Simm Street) in Little
Current. | strongly support the repair of the turning gear of the current bridge; the remediation and stabilization of the
base of the current bridge; and the maintenance/continuation of use of the current bridge in its current configuration..
This makes the most sense from a cost/benefit perspective; from a historic/cultural preservation perspective; and from
an Annual Average Daily Traffic/utilization perspective (with the possible exception of certain weekends in the Summer
months). Demographic growth has eluded the Manitoulin for a long time and this bridge could likely handle the
prospective traffic for the next twenty years or so. With the advent of Al, the traffic flows could be analyzed and the
lights could be managed better to maximize/improve traffic flow. The only problem with the current bridge may be the
need for it in a multi-party emergency. In most cases, one-off emergencies are handled by Ornge helicopters anyway.
Please accept this as my input into your study. | will also forward my comments to Dave Williamson and Mayor Al
McNevin for their information. | can be available via this email address, and my phone # is . Thanks for
your attention and for including my comments in your input documentation.



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Sunday, August 4, 2019 10:53 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Where is the common form for general public? | can only see the forms for business and boating?? | feel as though you
are making it difficult for general public to voice their opinion formally. The impact on a fixed bridge over Channelview
Road will have a significant impact on our cottages along with every other owner on the road. | have not seen an
accurate drawing of the bridge that has been supplied to the public using the current housing within drawing. I think
everyone would like to see the peak to island side impact on privacy, shade, noise, and etc. To adjacent properties.

| believe the inconvenience to traffic is significantly reduced when 2 lanes are operating on a movable bridge and would
have minimal impact on the public based on location proposals. | honestly don’t understand how the fixed bridge has
not been eliminated as an option based on the feedback to this date from affected owners.

Our property is used as a rental unit with majority of our renters planning to return in years to come with bookings for
2020 already taking place. This will deter renters from coming back based on privacy and increase in noise alone.

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 10:37 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please add me to the swing bridge project mailing list. Thank you



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Friday, July 12, 2019 8:17 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

Please add me to the swing bridge project mailing list. Thank you

From:

Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 1:47 PM

To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: questions and request re: bridge options

Hi Team,

Thanks for the pdf document outlining the different options. | can not attend in person this evening. Please send a link
to me (and/or a document to fill in when you reply to this email), so that | can contribute my thoughts before the end of
September.

In looking at the options, price estimates for construction are given for the final 3, but not the first 2 options. For
comparison's sake, please provide an estimate for the cost of further repairs and maintenance for the current bridge,
say, over the next 5 years, if it's basically "left as is."

Let's suppose that this project will unfold in the next 5 years. Also, please provide estimates on the estimated
maintenance and repairs costs, beyond this initial five years, for the next 20 years after that, for each bridge or tunnel

option.

This would be helpful in looking at the "bigger picture" for expenses alongside any improvements that are being
proposed.

Thanks,



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

Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 12:29 PM

To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Re: July 17th Meeting - Little Current

Thank you for your email

The public meeting tomorrow is a drop-in format from 4:00pm to 7:00pm where you can come in and view the project
displays and chat with members of the project team. There is no formal presentation.

We look forward to seeing you there.

Kind regards,
Nevena Gazibara
nevena.gazibara@stantec.com

From:

Sent: July 16,2019 11:21:16 AM

To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: July 17th Meeting - Little Current

Just trying to find out if this meeting is just a "drop in" session, or a more formal information presentation - thank you!

From:

Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 10:06 AM
To: projectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Re: July 17th Meeting - Little Current

| also wish to have my name added to the project mailing list - thank you.

Based on the reading | have done with information available through our local library, my personal vote would be with
the two lane, moveable Bridge, but only if the costs to repair or maintain the existing bridge are exorbitant (which |
wouldn't know yet, as those costs have not been released - hoping to hear back with that cost at some point).

Thank you!

On Tue, Jul 16, 2019 at 12:34 PM wrote:

Okay, thank you- not what | was hoping for.

| see there are costs quoted for alternatives to existing bridge, but no annual costs associated with present situation.
Is this something you can supply us with?

Thank you,

Sue

On Tue, Jul 16, 2019 at 11:21 AM wrote:

Just trying to find out if this meeting is just a "drop in" session, or a more formal information presentation - thank you!



From: Erik White <erik.white@cbc.ca>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2019 7:46 AM
To: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca
Subject: Question from CBC radio
Hello

This is Erik White from CBC in Sudbury.

I'm doing a story on the future of the Manitoulin swing bridge, as part of a live show we're doing from the island on Aug.
2.

I'm wondering if any decisions have been made regarding the crossing and if not if there is any timeline on when
conclusions will be made.

Please let me know and if it's easier to discuss by phone, please give me a call at the numbers below.

Thanks very much. Hope to hear from you soon.

Journalist - CBC Sudbury
1-705-688-3211
1-705-920-0348

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 10:56 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

| was not available to make the recent public meeting on July 17th | am the closest property to the present swing bridge
to the east the 7 possible routes affect my property greatly especially proposed route 4 | realize this is a study and
investigation at this time and | received a notice from your company but o do not wish my privacy and future plans
effectingmy property in any negative way obviously option 5 and 6 will not go ahead as our present mayor is the
homeowner if the proposed route in my own opinion the town should be bypassed as present the route from hwy 540
to meredith street trucks or even trucks with trailers cannot safely turn If required | can be contacted at



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 1:23 PM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

I am wondering if there will be any other opportunity for input on the options being shown tomorrow (July 17). We are

From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca> in the middle of summer and a lot of people will be unaware or unable to see the presented options.
Sent: Friday, August 2, 2019 8:50 PM
To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca Website?
Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form
Thank you.
from:
email:
message: Please add me to the mailing list.

Good Day: | would like to make comments on the Swing Bridge study. My brother is retired and the proposed new
causway bridge that is being proposed will directly affect his property and home. Please direct me to the best resource
or forum to share my experience with the swing bridge as we travel often to Little Current. Many Thanks



From: contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca <contactform@swingbridgestudy.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2019 9:01 AM

To: projectteam@swingbridgestudy.ca

Subject: swingbridgestudy.ca contact form

from:
email:

message:

This is the letter | am sending to the Manitoulin Expositor. | think it conveys my opinion on the process and lack of
interest in the "fix" option.

Thank you.

% %k %

Thoughts on the Swing Bridge

Everywhere you look: advertising, logos, sweatshirts, thousands of gorgeous photographs (hardly an exaggeration), the
Swing Bridge figures. It is as iconic to this Island as the Eiffel Tower is to Paris, as the Taj Mahal is to India. Granted on a
smaller scale, but still.

It is hard to fathom the possibility that this symbol of the Island could be taken apart and removed. Surely not.

Speaking of major tourist attractions, where is the discussion of Manitoulin’s vision for tourism? Many, many world-
famous sites and entire cities are being destroyed by too many tourists. People must buy tickets in advance to view
almost anything. (For a more “to scale” example, think of the Blue Grotto in Tobermory). No one wants to stifle the
tourist trade, far from it, but increasing accessibility to the Manitoulin will make a difference that is not being
considered. Much (most?) of the charm of the Island is the slower way of life, and the lack of such citified things as
franchises. How many times have you heard visitors say, “When we cross that Bridge, life slows down and we breathe a
sigh of relief.”?

Do we want to share our Island? Of course we do. Do we want crowds at the Cup and Saucer or Bridal Veil Falls to

1

destroy the very thing they came to enjoy? Likely not.

The explanation for why the swing bridge cannot be repaired for once and for all (or for another 100 years) was never
given. It seems it was never an option, but in the way of the political, it was made to seem like an option for a while,
until it wasn’t. The firms that stand to make a lot of money from a new construction appear to be reluctant to consider
the “fix” option.

The mayor of Gore Bay noted that the visual impact of a new bridge could be considerable but that, because there are
already giant windmills and hydro corridors, one more thing won’t matter (my interpretation). |, for one, would object to

this way of thinking, and hope that the visual impact of any change would be of utmost importance.

People need to consider the big picture and what a slick new bridge will do to traffic patterns, and how, once we have
given up the history and culture and instant recognition of the iconic swing bridge, we will never be able to get it back.

Kagawong

* %k



APPENDIX D
NEWSPAPER ARTICLES
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