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9.2 Recommended Site Access Location(s) for
Each Alternative Haul Route

The proposed location of the site access or accesses for the five alternative haul routes are
shown in Table 9-1.

Table9-1: Site Access L ocation(s) for Each Alternative Haul Route

Site Access
Alternative Location(s) Travel Directions
Alternative 1l | Concession 11E The truck traffic would exit from the south side
of the proposed site on to Concession 11E and
travel westbound to Highway 6.
Alternative 2 | Concession 11E The truck traffic would exit from the south side

of the proposed site on to Concession 11E and
travel westbound to Centre Road.

Alternative 3 | Milburough Line The truck traffic would exit from the east side of
the proposed site onto Milburough Line and
travel northbound to Campbellville Road.

Alternative4 | Concession 11E and | Truck traffic destined for Highway 401 east
Milburough Line would exit from the east side of the proposed
site onto Milburough Line and travel

northbound to Campbellville Road. Truck traffic
destined for Highway 403 or Highway 401 west
would exit from the south side of the proposed
site onto Concession 11E and travel westbound
to Highway 6.

Alternative5 | Concession 11E and | Truck traffic destined for Highway 401 east
Milburough Line would exit from the east side of the proposed
site onto Milburough Line and travel

northbound to Campbellville Road. Truck traffic
destined for Highway 403 or Highway 401 west
would exit from the south side of the proposed
site onto Concession 11E and travel westbound
to Centre Road.

9.2.1 Recommended Design for Site Access on Milburough Line

If Alternative Haul Route 3, 4 or 5 are carried forward as the preferred alternative, it is
recommended that a new site access on Milburough Line be implemented. The
recommended functional design of this accessisillustrated in Exhibit 9.6. The proposed
location of the access on the west side of Milburough Line is south of Steeles Avenue and
approximately 530 m north of Concession 11 E. The access would be a stop controlled T-
intersection consisting of two 4.5 m lanes. It is recommended that trucks be prohibited
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from entering the site from the south and from exiting the site and traveling southbound
on Milburough Line. This prohibition would be integrated into the access design using
geometric design, concrete curb and gutter on the south edge of the driveway, and raised
medians strategically located on Milburough Line and the site access driveway.

The existing vertical profile for Milburough Line will support truck movements and the
required sight lines near this access.

Please see the Transportation Report completed by iTRANS (October, 2008) for further
details of the site driveway concerning truck queuing before the quarry opens and related
acoustical protection along the long quarry entrance road.
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Exhibit 9-6: Recommended Design of Site Accesson Milburough Line
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Given the type of traffic that will be generated by the proposed quarry, the site entrance
design is intended to mitigate nuisances to the surrounding residents. It is acknowledged
that, in the busy construction season, trucks can arrive very early in the morning to get
loaded first. It can mean one extraload a day which can result in more money for the
driver/owner. If facilities are not provided, the trucks will be parked on the road with
their engines running and the drivers will sleep until the quarry opens, which isan
obvious concern of the surrounding neighbours.

The Ministry requires that all licensed sites be fenced for security and that all gates be
locked when the quarry is not in open. The hours of operation can state that the quarry
may open early to admit trucks only, but if thisis the case, someone must be there to
open the gate and monitor the trucks and drivers.

To account for this scenario St. Marysis proposing a long entrance road which includes
significant acoustical protection (Exhibit 9-7: Illustration of the proposed site driveway
on Milburough Line7). At thistime, it is proposed that the entrance gate be located at the
western end of the haul road where the quarry property starts this way the gate can stay
locked. The trucks can line up on the internal entrance road and the site will remain
secure. The entrance road is approximately 777m long of which 650m would be well
shielded visually or acoustically. This design can easily accommodate more than 40
trucks during the morning queuing scenario.
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Exhibit 9-7: Illustration of the proposed site driveway on Milburough Line

9.2.2 Recommended Design for Site Access on Concession 11E

If Alternative Haul Routesl, 2, 4 or 5 are carried forward as the preferred aternative, it is
recommended that the following road alterations be implemented for the site access on
Concession 11 E. The recommended functional design of this accessisillustrated in
Exhibit 9-8: Recommended Design of Site Access on Concession 11

8. The proposed location for the site access on the west side of Concession 11E is
approximately 810 m west of Milburough Line. The access would be a stop controlled T-
intersection consisting of two 4.5 m lanes. It is recommended that trucks be prohibited
from entering the site from the east and from exiting the site and traveling eastbound on
Concession 11 E. This prohibition would be integrated into the access designed using
geometric design, concrete curb and gutter on the east edge of the driveway, and raised
medians strategically located on Conession 11 E and the site access driveway.

Asillustrated in Exhibit 9-8: Recommended Design of Site Access on Concession 11

8, vertical profile alterations for Concession 11 E are recommended in order to obtain the
required sight distances for trucks. This recommended alterations includes lowering the
elevation of Concession 11 E by 0.6m slightly east of the proposed site access.

The recommended site access design and vertical profile aterations would not impede
access to the two private driveways near the access on the south side of Concession 11 E.
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Exhibit 9-8: Recommended Design of Site Access on Concession 11
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9.3 Assumed Road Network Alterations

The following road network improvements were assumed to have been implemented for the
traffic analysis of each alternative haul route. These assumed improvements enable the
analysis to be conducted under more reasonable conditions under which each aternative haul
route would operate.

9.3.1 Alternative 1 - Assumed Road Network Alterations

Alternative Haul Route 1 was analyzed with the assumption that the changes shown in Table
9-2 are implemented.

Table9-2: Alternative 1 Assumed Road Network Alterations

I nter section Assumed Alterations
Highway 6 & Concession 11 E = Exclusive westbound left-turn lane
» Exclusive westbound right-turn lane
= New signal, 80 second cycle length, 100
second cycle length for 2031 AM Peak hour
Highway 6 & Highway 401 Eastbound = New phase, Northbound left-turn advance
» New phase, Eastbound right-turn overlap
Highway 6 & Carlisle Road = New phase, Southbound left-turn advance
Highway 6 & Concession 6 = Cyclelength changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds
Highway 6 & Dundas = Cyclelength changed, AM peak hour
increased to 120 seconds
Guelph Line & Reid Sideroad = New signal, 90 second cycle length

9.3.2 Alternative 2 - Assumed Road Network Alterations

Alternative Haul Route 2 was analyzed with the assumption that the alterations described in
Table 9-3 are implemented.
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Table 9-3:; Alternative 2 Assumed Road Network Alterations

I nter section Assumed Alterations

Highway 6 & Campbellville Road » Exclusive westbound right-turn lane
= Signalization
= New signal, 90 second cycle length

Campbellville Road & Centre Road » Exclusive eastbound right-turn lane
» Exclusive northbound left-turn lane
Concession 11 E & Centre Road » Exclusive southbound left-turn
= Exclusive westbound right-turn
Highway 6 & Concession 6 = Cyclelength changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds
Highway 6 & Dundas = Cyclelength changed, AM peak hour
increased to 120 seconds
Guelph Line & Reid Sideroad = New signal, 90 second cycle length

Highway 6 & Highway 401 Eastbound = New phase, Northbound left-turn advance
= New phase, Eastbound right-turn overlap

Highway 6 & Carlisle Road = New phase, Southbound left-turn advance

9.3.3 Alternative 3 - Assumed Road Network Alterations

Alternative Haul Route 3 was analyzed with the assumption that the alterations described in
Table 9-4 are implemented.
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Table 9-4: Alternative 3 Assumed Road Network Alterations

I nter section

Assumed Alterations

Campbellville Road & Milburough Road

Exclusive westbound left-turn lane
Exclusive northbound right-turn lane

Campbellville Road & Twiss Road

Exclusive eastbound left-turn lane
Exclusive southbound right-turn lane

Highway 6 & Campbellville Road

Exclusive westbound right-turn lane
Signalization
New signal, 90 second cycle length

Campbellville Road & Centre Road

Exclusive eastbound right-turn lane
Exclusive northbound left-turn lane

Concession 11 E & Centre Road

Exclusive southbound | eft-turn
Exclusive westbound right-turn

Highway 6 & Concession 6

Cycle length changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds

Highway 6 & Dundas

Cyclelength changed, AM peak hour
increased to 120 seconds

Guelph Line & Reid Sideroad

Exclusive southbound right-turn
New signal, 90 second cycle length

Highway 6 & Highway 401 Eastbound

New phase, Northbound |eft-turn advance
New phase, Eastbound right-turn overlap

Highway 6 & Carlisle Road

New phase, Southbound |eft-turn advance

9.3.4 Alternative 4 - Assumed Road Network Alterations

Alternative Haul Route 4 was analyzed with the assumption that the alterations described in

Table 9-5 are implemented.
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Table 9-5: Alternative 4 Assumed Road Network Alterations

I nter section Assumed Alterations
Highway 6 & Concession 11E = Exclusive westbound left-turn lane
» Exclusive westbound right-turn lane
= New signal, 80 second cycle length
Campbellville Road & Milburough Road » Exclusive westbound left-turn lane
= Exclusive northbound right-turn lane
Campbellville Road & Twiss Road » Exclusive eastbound left-turn lane
= Exclusive southbound right-turn lane
Highway 6 & Concession 6 = Cyclelength changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds
Highway 6 & Dundas = Cyclelength changed, AM peak hour
increased to 120 seconds
Guelph Line & Reid Sideroad = Exclusive southbound right-turn
= New signal, 90 second cycle length
Highway 6 & Highway 401 Eastbound = New phase, Northbound left-turn advance
= New phase, Eastbound right-turn overlap
Highway 6 & Carlisle Road = New phase, Southbound left-turn advance

9.3.5 Alternative 5 - Assumed Road Network Alterations

Alternative Haul Route 5 was analyzed with the assumption that the alterations described in
Table 9-6 are implemented.
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Table 9-6: Alternative 5 Assumed Road Network Alterations

I nter section Assumed Alterations
Campbellville Road & Centre Road = Exclusive eastbound right-turn lane
= Exclusive northbound | eft-turn lane

Concession 11 E & Centre Road = Exclusive southbound left-turn

= Exclusive westbound right-turn

Campbellville Road & Milburough Road | = Exclusive westbound left-turn lane
= Exclusive northbound right-turn lane

Campbellville Road & Twiss Road = Exclusive eastbound left-turn lane
= Exclusive southbound right-turn lane
Highway 6 & Campbellville Road = Exclusive westbound right-turn lane
= New signal, 90 second cycle length
Highway 6 & Concession 6 = Cyclelength changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds
Highway 6 & Concession 6 = Cyclelength changed, 2031 AM peak hour
increased to 100 seconds
Guelph Line & Reid Sideroad = Exclusive southbound right-turn

= New signal, 90 second cycle length

Highway 6 & Highway 401 Eastbound = New phase, Northbound |eft-turn advance
= New phase, Eastbound right-turn overlap

Highway 6 & Carlisle Road = New phase, Southbound left-turn advance

9.4 Road Cross-Section Upgrades

The alternative haul routes were each assessed on the basis that the preferred haul route
would be upgraded to eliminate any load restrictions and the cross-sections shown in Exhibit
9-9 would be constructed. The recommended cross section type for each road link for each
aternative is shown in Exhibits 9-10, 9-11, and 9-12.

Applying the Rural Cross-Section that would require land acquisition is a conservative
approach for haul route comparative evaluation purposes. The decision on which cross-
section to move forward with would be decided at the detailed design stage of an
Environmental Assessment when pavement recommendations are finalized. Typically,
resolution of the design details would occur during the subsequent Municipal Class EA
process.
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10. ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVE HAUL
ROUTES

10.1 Analysis Criteria and Indicators

As required by the Terms of Reference, a critical component of the Haul Route Study
evaluation was the identification, analysis, and comparative evaluation of the criteria and
indicators. The criteriawere divided into the following categories:

Aquatic and Terrestria Environment

Land Uses

Social and Community Impacts

Economic Environment and Business Impacts

Cultural and Heritage Resources

Transportation

Cost

The following summarizes each of these criteria and their indicators which are described
in detail in the supporting technical documents.

Please note that the analysis was completed for the most conservative scenario with an
estimated truck traffic that corresponds to the proposed annual maximum tonnage limit
for the quarry of three-million tonnesis applied.

10.1.1 Aquatic Environment and Terrestrial Environment

Asdiscussed in the Natural Environment Report (Report C) completed by Savanta Inc.
(September, 2008), the natural environment criteria and indicators are shown in Table
10-1 and Table 10-2.

Table 10-1: Aquatic Environment Analysis Criteria and Indicators

Aquatic Environment

Criteria I ndicator
Potential for disturbance | Number, character and sensitivity of watercourses crossed.
to aquatic habitat. Likelihood of increased runoff effects on these watercourses.

Potential for increased erosion and sediment loading to
receiving streams during construction.

Likelihood of water quality impacts to watercourses from
runoff as aresult of road improvements.

Potentia for removal of Number of watercourse culverts/structures that could require
aquatic habitat from road | extension to accommodate road improvements.

Improvements (eg. Magnitude of removal effects.
bridge or culvert — :
extensi ons or Sensitivity of habitat affected.
replacements). Type of structure (bridge or culvert) being widened to
accommodate road improvements.
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Table 10-2: Terrestrial Environment Analysis Criteria and Indicators

Terrestrial Environment

Criteria

I ndicator

Potential for disturbance
to natural habitat.

Number and character of sensitive habitats that the haul
routes pass by. (Distances of designated features)

Effects on vegetation from increased run-off from new road
works, dust, emissions, etc.

Potential for removal of
natural habitat from road

Area, character and sensitivity of vegetation to be removed
due to required road improvements.

Improvements, Potential effects on wildlife as aresult of habitat removal.
Potentia for increased Presence of wildlife corridors that the routes pass through.
wildlife kills.
Likelihood of increased wildlife kills as aresult of increased
truck traffic volumes.
Likelihood of increased wildlife kills as aresult of the
reluctance of wildlife to use longer/wider bridge or culvert
structures.
10.1.2 Land Uses

Asdiscussed in the Land Uses Report (Report D) completed by Glen Schnarr and
Associates Inc. (September, 2008), there are three evaluation criteria and associated
indicator(s) that have been identified for the assessment of land uses along the
Alternative Haul Routes. A summary of these criteriaand indicatorsis shownin Table

10-3.

Table 10-3: Land Uses Analysis Criteria and Indicators

Criteria Indicator
Potential for disruptive Number, character of planned development areas.
effectsto sensitive Sensitivity of planned development to increased truck traffic.

planned land uses.

Potential for removal of
planned land uses from
road improvements.

Area and sensitivity of planned land use eliminated by road
improvements.

Conformity with
applicable plans and
polices.

Degree of conformity with Official Plans.

Degree of conformity with the Greenbelt Plan.

Degree of conformity with the Niagara Escarpment Plan.

Below is adiscussion of the importance of each criterion to the haul route evaluation.
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10.1.2.1 Potential for Removal of Existing Land Uses for Road
Improvements

This criterion was analyzed with consideration to the area and sensitivity of existing land
use eliminated by road improvements. Existing land uses are defined as the spatial
arrangement of existing land uses resulting from previous development and land use
planning.

In order to ensure optimum pavement and road design for safe and efficient truck traffic
and general road user traffic (including pedestrian and cyclists), ITRANS proposes
different cross-sections to improve the road design for each road link. The above noted
criterion and indicator will examine the proportional mix of existing land use types along
each aternative haul route, the relative importance of each land use type, and the
potential road allowance widening along each alternative haul route associated with the
proposed road alterations.

10.1.2.2 Potential for Disruptive Effects to Sensitive Planned Land
Uses

This criterion was analyzed using the following indicators:
= Number, character of planned development areas
=  Sensitivity of planned development to increased truck traffic

Planned Land Uses (Planned Development Areas) are defined as areas which are
designated for development in long range comprehensive policy documents (i.e. Officid
Plan), but are not yet built. There are three Planned Development Areas identified along
the five alternative haul routes.

The above noted criterion and indicators will examine the three known Planned
Development Areas, their character, and their sensitivity to increased truck traffic to
determine whether the potential for increased truck traffic will significantly affect the
character of the Planned Development Areas along the alternative haul routes.

10.1.2.3 Conformity with Applicable Plans and Policies

This criterion was analyzed using the following indicators:
= Degree of conformity with Official Plans
= Degree of conformity with the Greenbelt Plan
= Degree of conformity with the Niagara Escarpment Plan

Traditional tools for land use planning and regulation include a combination of
provincial, regional and local policy directives, legal instruments, administrative practices
and means of promoting community participation in planning.

Applicable Provincial Plans do not identify the location of permitted haul routes/ truck
routes, however, Provincia policies related to infrastructure and aggregate resources
have been examined. Further, information is available in Regional and local Official
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Plans related to functional classifications and right-of-way widths of major highways and
roads. Thisinformation isdiscussed in the analysis of the above noted criterion and
associated indicators to illustrate the five Alternative Haul Routes' conformity with
applicable plans and policies.

10.1.3 Social Environment and Community Impacts

The socia environment and community impact criteriaand indicators are shown in Table
10-4.

Table 10-4: Social and Community Analysis Criteria and Indicators

Social and Community Impacts

Criteria Indicator
Potential for disruption to Number of residences fronting and/or backing directly
residents’ use and enjoyment | onto a potential truck route.
of property. Associated truck exposure index
Quantity of ingress and egress interference at residential
driveways

Associated truck exposure index

Number of defined neighbourhoods along a potential
truck route.

Associated truck exposure index

Ingress and egress interference at roadways used to
access neighbourhoods along a potential truck route
Associated truck exposure index

Potential for effectson Qualitative assessment of likely changes to the unique or
community character distinctive qualities of the communities potentially
affected (i.e., physical, economic and/or socio-cultural
features of the communities)

Change in the existing character of the road (excluding
highway 6 since no impact)

Potential for effects on Qualitative assessment of likely changes to community
community cohesion cohesion due to disruption and/or displacement effects,
potential for voluntary out-migration and creation of a
barrier effects due to truck traffic.

Potential for disruption to Number of recreational or community features and/or
users of operations at institutions located along a potential truck route.
][:ca[eatlonald /and C;TT_U”'W Associated truck exposure index

Ures andior Institutions. Number of sensitive/ vulnerable recreational or
community features and/or institutions.

Associated truck exposure index
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Ingress and egress interference at entrances to
recreational or community features and/or institutions.

Associated truck exposure index

Potential for
displacement/removal of
residents & residential
property from road
improvements.

Number and area of residences/residentia property
required (partial removals).

Number and area of residences/residential properties
required (full displacement)

Number of vulnerable residents/households displaced

Potential for
displacement/removal of
recreational or community
features and/or institutions.

Number and area of recreational or community features
(including trails, bicycle routes, parks and open space)
and/or institutional properties required (partial removals).

Number and area of recreational or community features
(including trails, bicycle routes, parks and open space)
and/or institutional properties required (full
displacement).

Number of sensitive/ vulnerable recreational or
community features and institutions displaced.

Noise impacts on community

Number of residences expected to experience a3, 5 and
10 dbA increase in noise levels over future baseline
conditions for any given hour and a description of the
magnitude of change.

Air quality impacts on
community

Number of residences that would experience air quality
impacts as aresult of tail pipe emissions.

Dust impacts on community

Number of residences likely to experience dust impacts as
aresult of additional truck traffic.

Vibration impact on
community

Number of residences likely to experience vibrational
impacts as aresult of increased truck traffic.

Potential for health impacts
on community

Number of residences and other facilities along the haul
routes, the traffic composition and proximity of facilities
to the roadway whose that would experience potential
health impacts based on tail pipe emission impacts
determined from the modelling.

The following is a summary of the criteria and analysis discussion from each of the
reports that contributed to the analysis of social and community impacts.
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10.1.3.1 Description of the Socio-Economic Criteria

The examination and analysis of the criteria and indicators related to the social
environment and community impacts are described in the Socio-Economic and Business
Report (Report E) completed by Gartner Lee Ltd. (September, 2008). Below isa
discussion of the importance of each criterion to the haul route evaluation.

10.1.3.1.1 Potential for Disruption to Residents Use and Enjoyment of
Property
Residents rely on their homes and property for a variety of indoor and outdoor social
activities. The use of the haul route may create nuisances (i.e., noise, dust, odour or
traffic), which may be considered by local residents as a hindrance to their use and
enjoyment of property. This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the haul
route causes minimal disruption and does not hinder members of the community from
enjoying their property.

10.1.3.1.2 Potential for Effects on Community Character

The distinctive and unique qualities of acommunity determine its character. The use of
the haul route may influence the attractiveness of the community as a place to live, work
or conduct business. This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the new haul
route does not alter these unique qualities.

10.1.3.1.3  Potential for Effects on Community Cohesion

Community cohesion refers to people’' s sense of belonging to a self-defined community.
This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the preferred route avoids
aternatives that would bisect defined neighbourhoods, thus creating areal or perceived
barrier to their movement and interaction. It also addresses the potential for the
displacement or out-migration of residents, which would directly affect one of a
community’s most important social assets that influences its cohesiveness — its people.

10.1.3.1.4  Potential for Disruption to Users of Operations at Recreational
and Community Features and/or I nstitutions

People living in, working in or visiting the study area and areas rely on the availability

and quality of recreational and other community facilities to conduct their activities and

participate in community life. This criterion isimportant to the study to avoid alternative

routes that would impede the use of public spaces and recreationa activities.

10.1.3.1.5 Potential for Displacement/Removal of Residents and Residential
Property from Road | mprovements

This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the preferred route favours

alternatives that would minimize residential property impacts from potential road

alterations.
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10.1.3.1.6  Potential for Displacement/Removal of Recreational or
Community Features and/or I nstitutions

This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the preferred route favours

alternatives that would minimize impacts from potential road alterations on recreational

or community features.

10.1.3.2 Description of the Noise Criteria and Indicators

The examination and analysis of the criteria and indicators related to the social
environment and community impacts are described in the Noise Report (Report H),
completed by RWDI Air Inc. (September, 2008). Below is a summary of this discussion
from the report.

The metric used to evaluate noise impacts in this study was the overall change in sound
level (“build” minus“no-build”).

There are no specific Provincia guidelines which deal with noise from pit and quarry

haul routes. However, the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) does require haul route
noise impacts to be considered as part of environmental assessments for landfill sites. The
MOE Noise Guideline for Landfill Stes are often used in assessing pit and quarry haul
route noise, and have been adopted for this assessment. The MOE Noise Guideline for
Landfill Stes states that the changes in road traffic noise levels can be ranked as follows:

Qualitative Ranking of Changesin Noise L evel

Sound Level Increase (ABA) Qualitative Rating
Oto 3inclusive Insignificant
> 3to5inclusive Noticeable
>5to10inclusive Significant
> 10 and over Very Significant

The MOE’s qualitative ranking scheme is based on the human perception of changesin
sound levels. Changesin road traffic noise levels of 3 dB or less are generaly
imperceptible by people, and thus represent an insignificant impact. Greater changes in
noise levels have greater degrees of perception, and therefore increasing significance.

Background traffic levelsin the areawill increase with time. This would make the
change, dueto haul route traffic, less as the years increase. To account for this, three
design years were considered: Existing, Y ear 2021, and Y ear 2031. Haul route traffic
levels represent full production, and therefore do not change with year.

For each scenario, link, and design year, road traffic noise levels were calculated at
various distances from the roadway. This was used to establish the setback distances
along each route where noise changes were predicted to range from < 3 dB, 3to 5 dB,
510 10 dB, or greater than 10 dB (i.e., the qualitative significance categoriesin the MOE
Landfill guideline).
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10.1.3.3 Description of the Air Quality and Health Criteria and
Indicators

Asdescribed in the Air Quality Report (Report G), completed by RWDI Air Inc.
(September, 2008), this section summarizes the analysis criteria and indicators that were
used to evaluate air quality and potential health impacts. These indicators were adopted in
order to evaluate and prioritize the various haul routes based on potentia impacts to
human health. They are not intended to represent a quantitative measure of impact per se,
but rather to identify and rank potential health impacts associated with the haul routes
alternatives.

10.1.3.3.1  Number of Receptors

The number of receptors that would be affected by air quality impacts as aresult of tail
pipe emissions was identified as akey indicator of potential health impacts. In genera, a
haul route with fewer residences, businesses and other receptors has a comparatively
lower potential to cause adverse health impacts than other haul routes since it would tend
to have fewer individuals potentially exposed to truck exhaust and dust.

10.1.3.3.2  Proximity of Receptors

Residences and other receptors located closer to the haul routes were given a higher
weighting factor than receptors located farther away because they are more likely to have
higher concentrations of traffic-related pollutants. Residences and other receptors located
within 500m of the roadway was used as a cut-off since measurable air quality impacts
attributable to the increased truck traffic would not likely be measurable beyond 500 m
based on data collected along Highway 402 (MOE, 2005b).

Likewise, receptors located along road segments with higher predicted percentage
increases in traffic volumes and higher speed postings were also given a higher weighting
factor to account for potentially higher emission rates. The sameistrue for homes
located along roadways with no paved shoulder, which increases the potentia for fugitive
dust generation.

10.1.3.3.3  Receptor Types

Thetype of receptor is an important consideration when evaluating potential health
impacts. Children, the elderly, and individuals with pre-existing medical conditions (e.g.,
asthma) are more susceptible to poor air quality. Therefore, schools, daycares, nursing
homes, etc. were given a higher weighting factor compared with other homes and
businesses. Churches were also given a higher weighting factor because they can often be
used for community events that involve children and other susceptible individuals.
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10.1.3.4 Description of the Vibration Criteria and Indicators

Technical information regarding the vibration criteria and indicatorsis provided in the
Vibration Report (Report 1), completed by RWDI Air Inc. (August, 2008). Below isa
summary from the report concerning these criteria and indicators.

Vibration may be measured using a number of different descriptors. One of the most
commonly used descriptorsin Ontario is vibration velocity, measured in mm/s, and this
metric is used in this report to evaluate the vibration analysis criteria and indicators.

Based on international standards, the threshold of perception for vibration is
approximately 0.10 mm/s. The US Federal Transit Administration (FTA) recommends
the limitsfor vibration (FTA 2006) shown in Table 10-5.

Table 10-5: Recommended Transportation Vibration Levels

L ocation / Sour ce Criteria
Residential Daytime 0.14 mm/s
Residential Night-time 0.10 mm/s
Ground-Borne Noise 25dB

With respect to ground-borne noise, vibration levels meeting the residential daytime
criterion of 0.14 mm/swill produce ground-borne noise levels which meet or are below
the 25 dB criteria. Thus, if the limits for perceptible vibration are met, then the limits for
ground-borne noise will aso be met.

10.1.4 Economic Environment and Business Impacts

The economic environment and business impacts criteria and indicators are shown in
Table 10-6.

Table 10-6: Analyses Criteria and Indicatorsfor Economic Environment and
Business | mpacts

Economic Environment and Business | mpacts

Criteria I ndicator
Potential for disruption to Number of business enterprises fronting and/or
business enterprises. backing along a potential truck route.

Number of sensitive/ vulnerable business enterprises
fronting and/or backing along a potential truck route.

Ingress and egress interference at entrances to
business enterprises.
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Criteria I ndicator
Potentia for removal of business | Number and area of business enterprise and/or other
enterprises and/ or property. commercia or industrial property required (partial
removals).

Number and area of business enterprise and/or other
commercial/industrial property required (full
displacement)

Number of sensitive/ vulnerable business enterprises
displaced.

Potential magnitude of effectson | Qualitative assessment of the potential magnitude of
property values. effects on property values due to changes in traffic,
traffic noise and roadway visibility at residentia
properties.

Noise impacts on businesses Number of businesses expected to experiencea 3, 5
and 10 dbA increase in noise levels over future
baseline conditions for any given hour and a
description of the magnitude of change.

Air quality impacts on businesses | Number of businesses along the proposed haul
route(s) expected to be affected by achangein air
quality as aresult of tail pipe emissionsfrom
additional truck traffic.

Dust impacts on businesses Number of businesses along the proposed haul
route(s) affected dust as aresult of additional truck
traffic.

Potentia for effect on Number and type of farms along the haul route

agricultural operations. potentially disrupted by truck traffic.

Area and productivity/value of cropland removed for
road improvements.

Number and area of farm properties required for road
improvements.

The following is asummary of the criteria and analysis discussion from each of the
reports that contributed to the analysis of economic environment and business impacts.

10.1.4.1 Description of the Economic Environment and Business
Criteria and Indicators Analyzed by Gartner Lee

A detailed description of the economic environment and business analysis criteria and
indicatorsis provided in the Socio-Economic and Business Impacts Report (Report E)
completed by Gartner Lee Ltd. (September, 2008). The following is a summary of the
background and assessment methods used to analyze each criteria and indicator.
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10.1.4.1.1  Potential for Disruption to Business Enterprises

The local economic base, including tourism-rel ated businesses may be vulnerable to
changes in community image and nuisances associated with the use of the haul route.
This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the haul route causes minimal
interruption to the productivity of businesses with the community.

10.1.4.1.2 Potential for Removal of Business Enterprises and/ or Property
This criterion isimportant to the study to ensure that the preferred haul route favours
alternatives that would minimize property impacts from potential road alterations on local
businesses.

10.1.4.1.3 Potential Magnitude of Effects on Property Values

The value of property will directly affect existing and prospective property owners, the
economic base and stability of the community. This criterion isimportant to the study to
ensure that the preferred haul route has negligible effects to the property values.

10.1.4.2 Description of the Noise Criteria and Indicators

The examination and analysis of the criteriaand indicators related to noise impacts on
economic environment and businesses are described in the Noise Report (Report H),
completed by RWDI Air Inc. (August, 2008). The analysis of these criteria regarding
businessesis as discussed in Section 10.1.3.2 above.

10.1.4.3 Description of the Air Quality Analysis Criteria and Indicators

The examination and analysis of the criteria and indicators related to the impacts of noise
on the economic environment and businesses are described in the Noise Report (Report
H), completed by RWDI Air Inc. (September, 2008). The analysis of the criteria used to
evauate the air quality and dust impacts on businessesis as discussed in Section
10.1.3.3.

10.1.4.4 Description of the Agriculture Analysis Criteria and Indicators

A detailed a description of the agricultural analysis criteriaand indicatorsis provided in
the Agricultural Report (Report F) completed by Conna Consulting Inc. (August, 2008).
The following is asummary of the background and assessment methods used to analyze
each criteriaand indicator.

This criterion is contained within the Economic Environment and Business Impact
component of the evaluation framework and is defined as follows:

Potential for haul route traffic to restrict or compromise crop or livestock
production, agricultural field or facility access, farm linkages among operationally
related or associated land parcels or the safety of farm machinery movement along
the proposed route.

Each of the three indicators for this criterion is defined and discussed bel ow:
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10.1.4.4.1 Number and Type of Farms along the Haul Route Potentially

Disrupted by Truck Traffic
Thisindicator is defined as follows;

Number of individual farm propertiesinvolved in livestock, cash crop or specialty
crop operations located along the proposed route alter natives.

Thisindicator involves a characterization of the type of different agricultural operations
occurring along the proposed haul routes. It provides for the identification of the potential
for farm operational linkages involving livestock or machinery movement between or
among properties located across or aong proposed routes. These linkages are normally
limited, due to the existing levels of traffic, along maor high-volume highways like
Highway 6. They can occur, however, along lesser travelled, rural roadways.

The higher the concentration of active farm operations, the higher will be the probability
of occurrence of potential farm operational interference. Linkages between and among
cash crop operations are common and often dynamic, varying from year-to-year in the
type and frequency of machinery movement. These linkages are not generally tied to land
ownership since they are often based on land rental or |ease arrangements that can change
from year to year.

10.1.4.4.2  Areaand Productivity/Value of Cropland Removed for Road
I mprovements
Thisindicator is defined as follows:

The area and relative productivity of cropland removed from production due to
road improvements. The relative productivity of affected landsis determined
through the application of the Canada Land Inventory7-Class system of
classification of soil capability for agriculture.

Thisindicator addresses the relative potential impacts on agricultural property associated
with possible roadway alterations occurring along the haul route. Thisimpact will vary
according to the amount of annually cropped land occurring along the haul route
alternatives and according to the soil capability of those lands.

10.1.4.4.3 Number and Area of Farm Properties Required for Road

I mprovements
Thisindicator is defined as follows:

The number and area of farm properties required for proposed road alterations
including the identification of specific farmfacilities or land/operational
improvements and related agricultural investment potentially retired as a
consequence of the alterations.

Thisindicator addresses the potential for farm operational impacts associated with the
impacts on farm properties, facilities or aterations such as land drainage that might result
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from recommended road alterations along the haul route. Impacts will vary according to
the number and area of farm properties and facilities affected by road alterations.

Areas requiring road alterations can be characterized in terms of the number and type of
agricultural operations that are potentially affected and the potential for unmitigated
removal or disruption of agricultural facilities, land improvements or other forms of
agricultural investment.

10.1.5 Cultural and Heritage Resources

The cultural and heritage resource analysis criteria and indicators are shown in Table
10-7.

Table 10-7: AnalysisCriteria and Indicatorsfor Cultural and Archaeological
Resour ces

Cultural Heritage and Archaeological Resour ces

Criteria I ndicator
Potential for disturbance to built | Number and character of built heritage features
heritage/cultural features. potentially affected by truck traffic.

Built heritage truck exposure index

Number of heritage properties removed from
construction of road improvements (distinguish
between partial and full removals).

Potential for effects on Potential for effects on archaeological resources as a
archaeological resources. result of road improvements (as reflected through
archaeological potentia).

A detailed a description of these criteria and indicators and the analysis is provided in the
Cultural and Archaeological Report (Report K) completed by Archaeologix Inc. (August,
2008). The following isa summary of the background and assessment methods used to
analyze each criteriaand indicator.

10.1.5.1 Assessing Standing Cultural Heritage Resources

The Provincial Policy Satement defines “built heritage resources’ as “significant
buildings, structures, monuments, installations or remains associated with architectural,
cultural, social, political, economic or military history and identified as being important
to acommunity.”

The concept of built heritage applies to individual buildings of either a private or public
nature (e.g., houses, barns, city halls, churches), industrial and utilitarian artifacts (e.g.,
bridges, lime kilns, culverts), and landscapes that have been designed to serve a
specifically human purpose (e.g., cemeteries, parks, promenades, streetscapes). The
process of producing athorough evaluation of their heritage significance involves the
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consideration and balancing of numerous factors such as the age of the resource, quality
of design, mode of construction and the importance of architects, contractors and owners
initsfabrication, etc.

The Provincial Policy Satement defines a“ cultural heritage landscape” as “a defined
geographical area of heritage significance which has been modified by human activities
and is valued by acommunity.” Thisisabbreviated as“CLU” for “Cultural Landscape
Unit” in Section 10.2.6.4.

The Ministry of Culture has defined three types of cultural landscapes: defined
landscapes, “which have been intentionally designed”; evolved landscapes, “which have
grown organically”; and associative landscapes, “those with powerful religious, artistic,
or cultural associations of the natural element.” Such landscapes may comprise “ built”
heritage in the sense that they have elements of human design, construction, and
manipulation, and they may affect the evaluation of the individual built structures they
envelop.

10.1.5.2 Assessing Potential or Precontact Aboriginal Archaeological
Sites

Archaeological potential is established by determining the likelihood that archaeol ogical
resources may be present on a subject property. Archaeologix Inc. applied archaeological
potential criteriacommonly used by the Ministry of Culture (Government of Ontario
1997) to determine areas of archaeological potential along the study corridor. These
variablesinclude: distance to various types of water sources, soil texture and drainage,
glacial geomorphology, and the general topographic variability of the area.

Sail texture can be an important determinant of past settlement, usually in combination
with other factors such as topography. The study area has a number of knolls on either
side of various routes and in some cases contributing to the landscape over which the
road runs. This topography increases archaeol ogical potential for aboriginal sites since
these knolls provide excellent visibility to survey the surrounding landscape and an easily
defensible location. With respect to soil texture, aboriginal groups preferred well-drained
lighter (sandy) soilsto heavier soils. The soils of the study area are stony sands and clays;
consequently, they decrease the archaeol ogical potential for aborigina sites.

10.1.5.3 Assessing Potential for Historic Archaeological Sites

The criteria used by the Ontario Ministry of Culture to determine potentia for historic
archaeological sitesinclude the presence of:
7. Particular, resource-specific features that would have attracted past subsistence or
extractive uses
8. Areasof initial, non-Aboriginal settlement
9. Early historic transportation routes
10. Properties designated under the Ontario Heritage Act (Government of Ontario
1997:14). The research outlined below will indicate that criterion 1 (the numerous
water sources in the area) and criterion 3 (the nineteenth century road system still
in existence and other historic routes) are important here.
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10.1.6 Transportation

The transportation analysis criteria and indicators are shown in Table 10-8.

Table 10-8: Transportation Analysis Criteria and Indicators

Transportation

Criteria

Indicator

Changein road service level

Change in road level of service/congestion (considers
road section, length, changein level of service)

Changein access levels for road users

Effects on other roadways as aresult of traffic
diversion

Potentia for delay to quarry trucks at level rail
Crossings

Potential for change in road
safety level

Potential for increase in collision frequency and
severity. (Difference in safety index with and without
the quarry in 2031)

Number of access points along the haul route

Number of intersections along the haul route

Intersection truck exposure index

Truck-rail exposure index at level rail crossings
(daily number of quarry trucks x daily number trains)

Driveway truck exposure index

Number of sections with limited sight lines and/or
steep grades

School bus route lengths (km) along the haul route

School bus truck exposure index

Conflict with agricultural vehicles and equipment

Change in Road Function

Increase in Traffic (daily and %)

Required change in road classification

Road widening required

Potential for conflicts with
cyclists

Length of route coinciding with designated bike
routes

Length of route without adequate shoulders for
cyclists

Potential for conflicts with
pedestrians

Number of schools along the route

Number of parks and community centres

Length of route without adequate shoulders/sidewalks
for pedestrians
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A detailed a description of these criteriaand indicators and their technical analysisis
provided in the Transportation Report (Report B) completed by iTRANS Consulting Inc.
(October, 2008). The following is asummary of the methods used to analyze each criteria
and indicator.

10.1.6.1 Change in Road Level of Service

Where appropriate, the findings of this traffic analysis have been applied to the Criteria
and Indicators used to evaluate the alternative haul routes. The performance indicators
include changein road level of service/ congestion for both signalized and unsignalized
intersections, change in access levels for road users, effects on other roadways as a result
of traffic diversion, and potentia for delay to quarry trucks at level rail crossings.

10.1.6.1.1 Changein Road Level of Service/Congestion

The performance indicator for level of service/congestion is conveyed by the delay
associated with each alternative haul route. Synchro was used to estimate the average
delay at each intersection.

The average delay for both the AM and PM peak is based on Synchro model results for
each intersection. The data are further categorized by unsignalized and signalized
intersections. The total average delay is an average of al the intersections identified on
the respective aternative haul route.

The changein road level of service/ congestion was also measured through the average
change in the volume to capacity ratio. The unsignalized Synchro summary sheets do not
contain an average volume to capacity ratio, therefore only the signalized intersections
areincluded in this summary.

10.1.6.1.2 Changein Access Levelsfor Road Users

The change in access levels for road users considers the difference in average delay for
side street traffic in future horizon years with and without quarry truck traffic. The delays
are based on the Synchro model results. The table shows the increase in delay in seconds
for side street traffic for each intersection by haul route aternative for the 2031 horizon
year.

10.1.6.1.3  Effectson Other Roadways as a Result of Traffic Diversion
Another performance indicator considers the effects on other roadways as a result of
traffic diverting away from the alternative haul route as aresult of the increase in truck
traffic. However, there isno appreciable traffic diversion anticipated as aresult of quarry
operations because of the low total traffic volumes with no significant increasein
congestion levels expected.
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10.1.6.1.4  Potential for Delay to Quarry Trucks at Level Rail Crossings
There are two level rail crossings that may cause delay to traffic; one is on Campbellville
Road west of Twiss Road and the other is on Twiss Road just north of Campbellville
Road. This performance indicator quantifies the rail truck exposure at each crossing
based on the daily number of trains and the daily number of quarry trucks (i.e. the
increase in traffic) in one direction.

10.1.6.2 Potential for Change in Road Safety Level

The following indicators when assessed collectively provide an impression of the
potential for achange in the level of safety on the surrounding road network.

10.1.6.21 Potential for Increasein Collision Frequency and Severity

To quantify this potential indicator, a safety index was calculated. Thisindex was derived
from operational performance functions. Operational performance functions are
mathematical models derived through statistical analysis that relate the number of
collisions to the traffic volumes for different types of roads and intersections.

To obtain the potential for an increase in collision frequency, future traffic volumes for
both horizon years (2021 and 2031) with and without the quarry were used in
combination with the operationa performance functions. The resulting values were then
adjusted to account for the severity of collisions. The difference in adjusted values was
then expressed as a percentage and used to quantitatively represent this performance
indicator.

10.1.6.2.2  Number of Access Points along the Haul Route

An access point is any residential, business, or community driveway that connectsto a
haul route link. The quantities were provided in the Socio-Economic and Business Impact
Report completed by Gartner Lee Ltd (2008). For the analysis and evaluation of this
performance indicator, the number of access points along each haul route was summed
together.

10.1.6.2.3  Number of Intersections along the Haul Route

Anintersection is defined as any side street that intersects with ahaul route link. The
guantity of intersections for each Alternative was determined visually using Google
Earth.

Each intersection along each haul route will be exposed to quarry truck traffic; however,
the degree of the exposure varies by aternative. In order to account for this, atruck
exposure index was calculated for comparative evaluation. For example, the number of
trucks that would travel along Highway 6 in Alternative Haul Route 1 is much higher
than the number of trucks that would re-enter the study area and travel Highway 6 via
Highway 401 in Alternative Haul Route 3. Table 10-9 shows the number of quarry trucks
that are estimated to travel each link in one direction for each aternative haul route.
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Table 10-9: Number of Quarry Trucksfor One Direction by Link for each
Alternative Haul Route

— N ™ < T
1 21 2] 2| ¢
||| & &
< < < < <
Highway 6 (Campbellville to Hwy 401) 485 | 485 | 30 55 55
Highway 6 (Conc. 11E to Campbellville) 485 | 85 30 55 60
Highway 6 (Conc. 11E to Hwy 403) 85 85 30 60 60
Conc. 11E (Hwy 6 to Centre) 570 - - 115 -
Conc. 11E (Centre to Milburough) 570 | 570 - 115 | 115
Centre Road - 570 - - 115
Campbellville (Hwy 6 to Centre) - 570 - - 115
Campbellville (Milburough to Twiss) - - 570 | 455 | 455
Milburough Line - - 570 | 455 | 455
Twiss Road - - 570 | 455 | 455
Reid Sideroad - - 570 | 455 | 455

To achieve atruck exposure index the following equation was applied:

Truck Exposure Index = Z No. Intersections * No. Quarry Trucks
Link
10.1.6.24  Truck-Rail Exposure Index at Level Rail Crossings
There are two level rail crossings along the alternative haul routes; one on Campbellville
Road west of Twiss Road and the other on Twiss Road just north of Campbellville Road.

The truck-rail exposure index quantifies the potential for atrain to conflict with quarry
trucks. Each rail crossing along the aternative haul routes will be exposed to quarry truck
traffic; however, the degree of the exposure varies by aternative. In order to account for
this, atruck exposure index was calculated for comparative evauation. To achieve a
truck-rail exposure index the following equation was applied:

Truck-Rail Exposure Index = Daily No. Quarry Trucks (in one direction) * Daily No.
Trains

10.1.6.25 Driveway Exposure | ndex
A driveway is any residential, business, or community driveway that connects to a haul

route link.

The driveway exposure index quantifies the potential for vehicles leaving or entering a
driveway to conflict with a quarry truck. Each driveway along the haul routes will be
exposed to quarry truck traffic; however, the degree of the exposure varies by aternative.
In order to account for this, atruck exposure index was calculated for comparative
evauation. To achieve adriveway truck exposure index the following equation was

applied.
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Driveway Exposure Index = Z No. Driveways * No. Quarry Trucks (in one direction)
Link

10.1.6.26  Number of Existing Sections and Number of | ntersections with
Limited Sight Lines and/or Steep Grades on Non-Provincial
Highways

An assessment of the existing vertical profiles and sight distances was conducted for each

alternative haul route link on non-provincial highways. The total number of locations

with alimited stopping sight distance along each alternative was identified and

compared.

Given that intersections are subject to specific design standards, the number of
intersections on non-provincia roads along the aternative haul routes that exhibit limited
sight lines and/or steep grades was also identified.

10.1.6.2.7  School Bus Route Lengths (km) Along the Haul Route

To calculate the total school bus route length in kilometres for each alternative haul route
it was important to understand how many school bus kilometres were travelled on an
average day. To calculate this value the following equation was applied.

School bus route length =
Z Frequency of school daily bustripsin both directions* Length of the route link

Link

Sinceit isdesirable to minimize the exposure of school buses and quarry trucks, a truck
exposure index was calculated as part of the analysis.

Each of the school bus routes along the alternative haul routes will be exposed to quarry
truck traffic; however, the degree of the exposure varies by alternative. In order to
account for this, atruck exposure index was calculated for comparative evaluation. To
achieve atruck exposure index the following equation was applied.

Truck Exposure Index = Z No. school bus km * No. Quarry Trucksin one direction
Link

10.1.6.2.8  Conflict with Agricultural Vehicles and Equipment

The potentia for conflict with agricultural vehicles and equipment will vary according to
the concentration of cash crop, cattle and other livestock facilities identified as active
along the route alternatives. A qualitative description of low, medium, or high was
assigned to each alternative as deemed appropriate by the agrologist.
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10.1.6.3 Change in Road Function

A changein road function refers to a change in the use of the roadway. Although
sometimes it is necessary to change the function of the roadway to mitigate for traffic and
safety impacts, it is often desirable to minimize the extent of the change. The following
indicators, when assessed collectively, provide an impression of the potential for a
changein the road function.

10.1.6.3.1 Increasein Traffic

The performance indicator entitled increase in traffic conveys the maximum traffic
increase that would be experienced aong a portion of the alternative haul route expressed
asadaily volume. Theincrease in traffic is aso presented as an average increase over the
aternative haul route using the following equation.

Z z LinkTotalTraffic - Z Li nkBackground
Links z LI nkBackground
#ofLinks

AveragePercentincrease =

10.1.6.3.2 Required Changein Road Classification

The change in road classification was assessed qualitatively and assigned arank between
low and high. Based on the official plans of the respective municipalities, none of the
roads for any of the alternatives require a changein classification. As aresult, a base
ranking of low was given to al of the haul route alternatives. However, along Concession
11 E between Centre and Highway 6 and Milburough Line between Concession 11 E and
Campbellville Road it was acknowledged that there would be a more obvious shift in the
environment from residential to mixed traffic. A low-medium rank was applied if these
links were included in the respective alternative haul route configuration.

10.1.6.3.3 Road Widening Required

Road widening can impact the function of the road. In order to accommodate cyclists and
bring the existing roads up to current standards, all of the haul route links will require
widening of the pavement surface with the exception of Highway 6. The difference
between existing and proposed pavement widths is used in the comparative analysis. To
be conservative, the analysisis based on rural cross-sectional designsthat do not, in al
cases, fit in the existing right-of-way. (However, there are corresponding urban design
options that would fit in the existing right-of-way between intersections because they
require slightly less widening.)

The existing pavement widths vary from 6.2 m to 7.0 m, the proposed pavement widths
vary from 10.5 to 12.5 m, and the required widening varies from 0.65 mto 3.15m. To
compare the quantity of road widening required for each alternative haul route, the
following cal culation was completed to estimate the total area of additional pavement:
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Areaof Additional Pavement= ' Length* > (Proposed — Existing Pavement

Link Link

Width)
10.1.6.4 Potential for Conflicts with Cyclists

10.1.6.4.1 Length of Route Coinciding With Designated or Suggested Bike
Routes

The City of Hamilton and the Region of Halton have identified several of the roads that

comprise the haul routes as designated or cautionary bike routes. Based on the Hamilton

Bike Routes, Trails and Parks Map (March 2008) and the 2006 Cycling Halton Map the

length of the bike routes was summed for each alternative haul route for the analysis.

10.1.6.4.2  Length of Route without Adequate Shouldersfor Cyclists

The presence of the adequate shoulders provides a safety buffer for cyclists. Currently
there are little to no shoulders on the existing roads; however, if the proposed cross-
section changes are implemented, all of the designated cycling routes would have
adequate shoulders.

10.1.6.5 Potential for Conflicts with Pedestrians

10.1.6.5.1  Number of Schools along the Route
The haul routes were selected to avoid routes that would pass by schools and therefore
there are no schools along any of the proposed haul routes.

10.1.6.5.2  Number of Parks and Community I nstitutions Excluding Highway 6
There are several parks and community institutions within the study area as inventoried
through various field visits. To quantify this performance indicator the number of

features along each haul route was summed. The features along Highway 6 were

excluded to recognize the more sensitive nature of the park facilities along the local

routes in respect of the proposed quarry.

10.1.6.5.3  Length of route without adequate shoulders/sidewalks for
pedestrians

The presence of the adequate shoulders provides a safety buffer for pedestrians when

sidewalks are not present.

10.1.6.6 Travel Time Survey

In response to the peer review request for specific travel time information, ITRANS
conducted travel time runsto compare and evaluate the Alternative Haul Routes. The
travel time survey is described in Appendix C. The results of the survey were not
incorporated into the analysis criteria and indicators nor considered in the comparative
evaluation of alternatives. However, the travel time survey results were used to determine
if the travel times support the identification of the preferred haul route and support the
Synchro model.
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10.1.7 Costs

The transportation analysis criteria and indicators are shown in Table 10-10.

Table 10-10: Cost AnalysisCriteria and Indicators

Criteria I ndicator
Estimated infrastructure costs. Estimated cost for al required road and other
infrastructure improvements.

Potential for additional costs to the municipality(s)
(e.g. impacts to municipal maintenance operations).

Estimated property costs for al required road
improvements.

The following is summary of the cost analysis criteria and indicators.

10.1.7.1 Description of the Estimated Cost for Road and Infrastructure
Improvements

In order to estimate the total cost for road and infrastructure alterations for each
alternative haul route, the following assumptions were made:

= Widening to be centered on existing road centreline

= No changein existing road grade

= Full width of road to be repaved

= Paved shoulder/buffer/bike path paved

= No allowance for extracut or fill

= No allowance for additional property required.

Incorporated into the cost analysis was the geotechnical and pavement engineering
information provided in the Pavement Engineering Report (Report L), completed by
Golder Associates Inc. (August, 2008).

According to the “Flamborough Quarry Haul Route Study Municipal Structures and
Drainage Report” (R.J. Burnside & Associates Ltd. 2008), the primary criteria and
indicators applicable to the structure and drainage component of evaluating haul route
aternatives are the number of sites, the type or structure, and the cost of any upgrades
required.
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10.1.7.2.1  Number of Sites
Each of the haul routes will cross at least one structure. These were previously outlined as
follows:

Alternative Route 1 — Potential impacts on structures C02 and CO3.
Alternative Route 2 — Potential impacts on structures C02 and C04.
Alternative Route 3 — Potential impacts on structure CO1.

Alternative Route 4 — Potential impacts on structures C01, C02 and CO03.
Alternative Route 5 — Potential impacts on structures C01, C02 and C04.

10.1.7.1.2  Cost of I mprovement

The cost of any improvement required is a reasonable consideration in evaluating the
haul route alternatives. For the purposes of this report, the evaluation of the cost
components of the necessary structure improvements has been based on anticipated
bench mark replacement costs at each site. The replacement costs are summarized in
Table 10-11.

Table 10-11: Structure Location and Estimated Replacement Cost

Structure L ocation Replacement Cost
C01 — Campbellville Road East of Nassagawaya 1% Line $750,000
C02 — Concession 11 E. East of Centre Road $550,000
CO03 — Concession 11 E. East of Highway 6. $575,000
C04 — Campbellville Road East of Highway 6 $550,000

10.1.7.2 Description of the potential additional costs to the
municipality(s)

Thisindicator analyzed the potentia for additional costs to the municipality by
considering the impacts to municipal maintenance operations regarding structures and
pavement requirements.

10.1.7.3 Description of the Estimated Property Costs

The estimated property costs were determined by iTRANS in two stages. First, an
estimate was completed for the property area of each major land use type that would be
required to accommodate the recommended rural cross-section upgrades where specified
for each alternative haul route. Then, the value of these property requirements were
estimated using land values based on Multiple Listing Service listings. These property
values are asfollows.

Table 10-12: Property Costs

Property Costsfor Each Land Use Type (Dollars per Square Metre)
Farmland Woodlots Business Community | Residentia or vacant
7.50 7.50 18.50 18.50 30.00
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To ensure afair comparative evaluation of the alternative haul routes, the estimated
property costs only account for the right-of-way widening necessary to accommodate the
grading requirements of the recommended rural cross-sections. Accordingly, these
property acquisition estimates to not account for improvements to the intersections, rail
crossings, vertical or horizonta profile, or site access.

The residential and vacant property requirements were not separated due to the processin
which the estimates were determined. The total property area requirements were first
estimated and then subtracted from this total was the amount of farmland, woodlots or
conservation land, business property, and community property. Although vacant property
isgeneraly valued less than residential property, it was conservative to assume the same
values for each land use type.

10.2 Analysis Results

Each criteriaand indicator was fully analyzed by the respective disciplines to provide a
comparative evaluation of the aternative haul routes and determine the preferred haul
route. Provided in each of the supporting technical documentsisthe full analysis and
supporting information including data sources, assumptions, description of methodol ogy,
and results.

The results from the analysis of criteriaand indicators are shown in Table 10-13 to Table
10-20.
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10.2.1 Aquatic Environment

Table 10-13: Results of Aquatic Environment Analysis

Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5

Savanta
Potential for Number, character and sensitivity of MEDIUM HIGH MEDIUM HIGH HIGH
disturbanceto watercourses crossed where road
aguatic habitat. works are expected, exclusive of

crossings of Highway 6). 3 Permanent, 4 permanent 1 permanent 4 permanent 5 permanent

4 |ntermittent 6 intermittent 2 intermittent 6 intermittent 8 intermittent
Ephemeral — water flows for ashort | 1 ephemeral 2 ephemeral 2 ephemeral 3 ephemeral 4 ephemeral
period of time in response to local = 8 crossings =12 crossings =5 crossings = 13 crossings =17 crossings

precipitation events.

I nter mittent — water flows for several
months of the year, usually in the
wetter periods.

Likelihood of increased runoff effects
on these watercourses. These effects
can be managed largely through
proven impact mitigation measures.

Riparian conditions of permanent
water courses at proposed crossings

LOW - MEDIUM

Extension of existing
crossings will result in slight
increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious
surface. In short-term, until
vegetation becomes re-
established, there will be a
dlight increase in runoff
from adjacent banks
disturbed during
construction.

LOW - MEDIUM

Extension of existing
crossings will result in dlight
increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious
surface. In short-term, until
vegetation becomes re-
established, there will be a
dlight increase in runoff
from adjacent banks
disturbed during
construction.

LOW - MEDIUM

Extension of existing
crossings will result in dlight
increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious
surface. In short-term, until
vegetation becomes re-
established, there will be a
dlight increase in runoff
from adjacent banks
disturbed during
construction.

LOW - MEDIUM

Extension of existing
crossings will result in slight
increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious
surface. In short-term, until
vegetation becomes re-
established, there will be a
dlight increase in runoff
from adjacent banks
disturbed during
construction.

LOW - MEDIUM

Extension of existing
crossings will result in dlight
increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious
surface. In short-term, until
vegetation becomes re-
established, there will be a
dlight increase in runoff
from adjacent banks
disturbed during
construction.
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route1 | Alternative Haul Route2 | Alternative Haul Route3 | Alternative Haul Route4 | Alternative Haul Route 5
Potential for increased erosion and LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM
sediment loading to receiving streams
during construction. These effects can
be largely mitigated through Use of appropriate sediment | Use of appropriate sediment | Use of appropriate sediment | Use of appropriate sediment | Use of appropriate sediment
appropriate construction and erosion control and erosion control and erosion control and erosion control and erosion control
sedimentation mitigation measures. measures, work within measures, work within measures, work within measures, work within measures, work within
appropriate construction appropriate construction appropriate construction appropriate construction appropriate construction
timing guidelines and timing guidelines and timing guidelines and timing guidelines and timing guidelines and
isolation of work area will isolation of work areawill isolation of work areawill isolation of work area will isolation of work areawill
be required. be required. be required. be required. be required.
Likelihood of water quality impacts to LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM LOW - MEDIUM
watercourses from runoff as aresult of
road improvements. Extension of existing Extension of existing Extension of existing Extension of existing Extension of existing
crossings will result in slight | crossings will result in slight | crossings will result in slight | crossings will result in slight | crossings will result in slight
increase in runoff from increase in runoff from increase in runoff from increase in runoff from increase in runoff from
wider road/impervious wider road/impervious wider road/impervious wider road/impervious wider road/impervious
surface. Thismay resultin | surface. Thismay resultin | surface. Thismay result in | surface. Thismay resultin | surface. Thismay result in
increased introduction of increased introduction of increased introduction of increased introduction of increased introduction of
chlorides and/or sand, in chlorides and/or sand, in chlorides and/or sand, in chlorides and/or sand, in chlorides and/or sand, in
addition to other pollutants | addition to other pollutants | addition to other pollutants | addition to other pollutants | addition to other pollutants
such as grease/ail, etc. such as grease/ail, etc. such as grease/ail, etc. such as grease/ail, etc. such as grease/ail, etc.
Potential for Number of watercourse Potential for improvement in | Potential for improvement in | Potential for improvement in | Potential for improvement in | Potential for improvement in
removal of culverts/structures that could require | fish habitat/passage and/or | fish habitat/passage and/or | fish habitat/passage and/or | fish habitat/passage and/or | fish habitat/passage and/or
aguatic habitat extension to accommodate road groundwater upwellingsby | groundwater upwellingsby | groundwater upwellingsby | groundwater upwellings by | groundwater upwellings by
from road improvements. replacing corrugated plastic | replacing corrugated plastic | replacing CSP (KCCR), replacing corrugated plastic | replacing corrugated plastic
improvements pipe (FCC11) (and possibly | pipe (FCC11) and CSP (and possibly those pipe (FCC11) and CSP pipe (FCC11) and CSP
(e.g. bridge or those associated with (BCEC), (and possibly those | associated with (KCCR), (and possibly (BCEC and KCCR), (and
culvert extensions intermittent/ephemeral) with | associated with intermittent/ephemeral) with | those associated with possibly those associated
or replacements). open foot structure. intermittent/ephemeral) with | open foot structure. intermittent/ephemeral) with | with intermittent/ephemeral)
open foot structure. open foot structure. with open foot structure.

3 permanent and 5
intermittent/ ephemerd
watercourse crossings may
reguire extensions.

4 permanent and 8
intermittent/ephemeral
watercourses may require
extensions.

1 permanent and 4
intermittent/ephemeral
watercourses may require
extensions.

4 permanent and 9
intermittent/ephemeral
watercourses may require
extensions.

5 permanent and 12
intermittent/ephemeral
watercourses may require
extensions.
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Criteria

Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5
Magnitude of removal effects. MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM HIGH HIGH
Sensitivity of habitat affected. HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH
Brook trout and / or redside dace
habitat at multiple crossing locations
- HIGH MEDIUM MEDIUM HIGH MEDIUM
Type of'structure (bridge or culvert) Permanent watercourses: Permanent watercourses. Permanent watercourses. Permanent watercourses: Permanent watercourses.
being widened to accommodate road i . i
5m wide open box culvert 6m open box culvert Three 1.8 m diameter 5m wide open box culvert 6m open box culvert

improvements

(BCC11-2); 7.3 m wide
open box culvert (MCC11-
1); 0.4 m corrugated plastic
pipe (FCC11-1)

(BCCRL1); 5m open box
culvert (BCCR11-2); 7.3 m
wide open box culvert
(MCC11-1); 0.4m
corrugated plastic pipe
(FCC11-1).

corrugated steel pipes
(KCCR-3).

(BCC11-2); 7.3 m wide
open box culvert (MCC11-
1); 0.4 m corrugated plastic
pipe (FCC11-1)

(BCCRL1); 5m open box
culvert (BCCR11-2); 7.3 m
wide open box culvert
(MCC11-1); 0.4m
corrugated plastic pipe
(FCC11-1).
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10.2.2

Table 10-14: Resultsof Terrestrial Environment Analysis

Terrestrial Environment

Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route1 | Alternative Haul Route2 | Alternative Haul Route 3 | Alternative Haul Route4 | Alternative Haul Route 5
Savanta
Potential for Number and identification of sensitive 6 6 3 4 >
: 1) Fetcher Creek Swamp | 1) Fletcher Creek Swamp | 1) Mountsberg East 1) Freelton Esker 1) Fletcher Creek Swamp
disturbance to features that the haul routes pass by. _ _ _ _ .
natural habitat. Forqst, Forqst, Wetl_ands, Wetland Complex; Fore;st,
- - s 2) Puslinch Southeast 2) Puslinch Southeast 2) Carlisle North Forest; 2) Mountsberg East 2) Puslinch Southeast
Distance of designated significant
features traversed through (rural road Swamp; Swamp; and, . Wet[ands; Swamp;
segments where alterations/effects 3) Beverly Swamp; 3) Beverly Swamp; 3) Gueph Junction 3) Carlisle North Forest; 3) Mountsberg East
may occur) 4) Freelton Esker 4) Freelton Esker Woods and Extensions. and, Wetlands;
Wetland Complex; Wetland Complex; 4) Guelph Junction 4) Carlise North Forest;
5) Mountsberg East 5) Mountsberg East Woods. and,
Wetlands; and, Wetlands; and, 5) Gueph Junction
6) Carlisle North Forest. 6) Carlisle North Forest. Woods and Extensions.
Effects on vegetation from increased HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH
run-off from new road works, dust,
emissions, etc.
Potential for Area, character and sensitivity of MEDIUM MEDIUM HIGH HIGH HIGH
removal of natural | vegetation to be removed dueto
habitat fromroad | required road improvements.
improvements. 1.6 ha 1.4 ha 4.5 ha 5.6 ha 5.8 ha
Potential effectson wildlifeasaresult | LOW LOW MEDIUM HIGH HIGH
of habitat removal.
Loss of habitat Loss of habitat Loss of habitat Loss of habitat Loss of habitat
Edge Effects Edge Effects Edge Effects Edge Effects Edge Effects
Windthrow Windthrow Windthrow Windthrow Windthrow
Sunscal d/dessication Sunscal d/dessication Sunscal d/dessication Sunscal d/dessication Sunscal d/dessication

Part loss of deer wintering
yard

Part loss of deer wintering
yard

Part loss of deer wintering
yard

Part loss of deer wintering
yard

Part loss of deer wintering
yard
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route1 | Alternative Haul Route2 | Alternative Haul Route3 | Alternative Haul Route4 | Alternative Haul Route 5
. - . HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH
Potential for Presence of wildlife corridors that the . . . . . . . . . .
increased wildlife | routes pass through. Significant connectivity Significant connectivity Significant connectivity Significant connectivity Significant connectivity

kills.

between Freelton Esker
Wetland on both sides of
Conc 11, and between
Mountsberg East Wetland
and Carlisle North Forest
MNR significant deer
wintering yard in Lower

between Puslinch SE
Swamp on both sides of
Campbellville Road, and
with Mountsberg East
Wetland and Carlisle North
Forest

MNR significant deer

between Mountsberg East
Wetland on both sides of
Milburough Rd, and with
Guel ph Junction Woods
(and Carlisle North Forest)
MNR significant deer
wintering yard in Lower

between Freelton Esker
Wetland on both sides of
Conc 11, and between
Mountsberg East Wetland
and Carlisle North Forest
MNR significant deer
wintering yard in Lower

between PSS on both sides
of Campbellville Road,
with MEW on both sides of
MIIIburough Road and with
Guelph Junction Woods
(and Carlisle North Forest),
and with Mountsberg East

Mountsberg Creek wintering yard in Lower Mountsberg Creek Mountsberg Creek Wetland and Carlisle North
Mountsberg Creek Forest

MNR significant deer
wintering yard in Lower
Mountsberg Creek

Likelihood of increased vehicle HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH

wildlife conflicts as aresult of

increased truck traffic volumes.

Likelihood of increased vehicle MEDIUM MEDIUM HIGH HIGH HIGH

wildlife conflicts as aresult of the

reluctance of wildlife to use

longer/wider bridge or culvert

structures.
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10.2.3

Land Uses

Table 10-15: Resultsof Land Uses Analysis

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Glen Schnarr and Associates

Potential for
disruptive effects
to sensitive
planned land uses.

Number, character of planned 1 2 1 2 3
development aress. -Urban (Big Box Retail) -Urban (Big Box Retail) -Bridlewood Estates -Urban (Big Box Retail) -Urban (Big Box Retail)
-Chestnut Grove Estates (29 Lot Estate Residential) | -Bridlewood Estates -Bridlewood Estates
(13 Lot Estate Residential) (29 Lot Estate Residential) | (29 Lot Estate Residential)
-Chestnut Grove Estates
(13 Lot Estate Residential)
Sensitivity of planned development to | LOW Sensitivity LOW- LOW- MEDIUM LOW- MEDIUM LOW- MEDIUM
increased truck traffic. MEDIUM Sensitivity Sensitivity Sensitivity Sensitivity
Currently on Reid Currently on Reid Includes both estate

Chestnut Grove has large
lots, no direct accessto
Campbellville Road

Sideroad, awell-travelled
truck route

Seclusion, natural buffers

No direct access to Reid
from lots

Sideroad, awell-travelled
truck route

Seclusion, natural buffers

No direct access to Reid
from lots

residential developments

Potential for
removal of existing
land uses from
road
improvements.

Areaand sensitivity of existing land
use eliminated by road improvements.

* TPR = Tota Property Required

MEDIUM land use impacts

e Agriculturd
(medium low sensitivity)
11,727 sg.m. (55% of TPR*)

e Wood lots and Conservation
Lands 1,830 sg m. (8% of TPR)

e Business
(medium low sensitivity)
1,648 sg.m. (8% of TPR)

e  Community/Recreational
(medium sensitivity)
0 sg.m. (0% of TPR)

e Residentia/vacant
(medium high sensitivity)
6,274 sq.m. (29% of TPR)

LOW -MEDIUM land use
impacts

e Agricultura
(medium low sensitivity)
14,373 sq.m. (64% of TPR)

e  Wood lots and Conservation
Lands 0 sg m. (0% of TPR)

e Business
(medium low sensitivity)
2,009 sg.m. (9% of TPR)

e  Community/Recreational
(medium sensitivity)
332 sq.m. (1% of TPR)

e Residential/vacant
(medium high sensitivity)
5,914 s.m. (26% of TPR)

MEDIUM -HIGH land use
impacts

e Agricultura
(medium low sensitivity)
19,305 sq.m. (57% of TPR)

e Wood lots and Conservation
Lands 3,185 sq m. (9% of TPR)

e Business
(medium low sensitivity)
1,515 sq.m. (4% of TPR)

e  Community/Recreational
(medium sensitivity)
0 sg.m. (0% of TPR)

e Residential/vacant
(medium high sensitivity)
10,105 sg.m. (30% of TPR)

MEDIUM -HIGH land use
impacts

e Agriculturd
(medium low sensitivity)
25,140 sg.m. (52% of TPR)

e Wood lots and Conservation
Lands 4,252 sq m. (9% of TPR)

e Business
(medium low sensitivity)
2,574 sq.m. (5% of TPR)

e  Community/Recreational
(medium sensitivity)
0 sg.m. (0% of TPR)

e  Residentia/vacant
(medium high sensitivity)
16,404 sq.m. (34% of TPR)

MEDIUM -HIGH land use
impacts

e Agriculturd
(medium low sensitivity)
25,903 sg.m. (52% of TPR)

e Wood lots and Conservation
Lands 3,185 sg m. (6% of TPR)

e Business
(medium low sensitivity)
3,295 sq.m. (7% of TPR)

e  Community/Recreational
(medium sensitivity)
207 sq.m. (0% of TPR)

e Residentia/vacant
(medium high sensitivity)
17,234 sq.m. (35% of TPR)
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Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Criteria Indicators
Conformity with Degree of conformity with Official MEDIUM MEDIUM-HIGH MEDIUM-HIGH MEDIUM MEDIUM
applicable plans Plans.
and polices. =  Improvementsto Hwy 6 =  Improvementsto Hwy 6, = Improvementsto Reid Sdrd, | = Improvementsto Hwy 6, .
complies with Official Plans Campbellville Rd. and Milburough Ln, and Reid Sdrd, and :?“;PJ%’derg‘e”é;f ';(‘;"K/i?l’e
= Concession Rd 11E requires Centre Rd. comply with Campbellville Rd. comply Campbellville comply with Rd. and dentre Fgo ad
municipal permission Officia Plans with Official Plans Official Plans o

through possible Official
Plan Amendment regarding

= Concession Rd. 11E requires
municipal approval through

=  Twiss Road, may require
municipal permission

= Concession Rd 11 and Twiss
Rd. may require municipal

comply with Officia Plans
= Concession Rd 11 and Twiss
Rd. may require municipal

max. ROW and road type possible Official Plan through possible Official permission through possible ermission throuah possible
Amendment regarding max Plan Amendment regarding Official Plan Amendment gffici 2 Plan Am%nc?ment
ROW and road type max ROW and road type regarding max. ROW and ;
road type regarding max. ROW and
road type
Degree of conformity with the MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM-HIGH LOW -MEDIUM LOW -MEDIUM

Greenbelt Plan.

= Least amount of land
required for road
improvements (minimizes
the amount of Greenbelt
traversed, and minimizes
disturbance to landscape)

»  Reatively small (2" lowest)
amount of land required for
road improvements
(minimizes the amount of
the Greenbelt traversed, and
minimizes disturbance to
landscape)

»  Relatively small (3" lowest)
amount of land required for
road improvements
(minimizes amount of
Greenbelt traversed)

= Closest / most direct route to
majority of market

» Reatively large (2™ highest)
amount of land required for
road improvements

= Does not minimize amount
of land traversed within
Greenbelt

®  |ncludes most direct route to
majority of market

Relatively large (highest)
amount of land required for
road improvements

= Does not minimize amount
of land traversed within
Greenbelt

®  |ncludes most direct route to
majority of market

Degree of conformity with the Niagara
Escarpment Plan.

HIGH

HIGH

HIGH

HIGH

HIGH
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10.2.4

Social Environment and Community Impacts

Table 10-16: Results of Social Environment and Community I mpact Analysis

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Gartner Lee Limited

Potential for
disruption to
residents’ use and
enjoyment of
property.

Number of residences fronting
and/or backing directly onto a
potential truck route.
Consideration of truck
exposure (No. residences x

940

Truck Exposure Index

976

Truck Exposure Index

992

Truck Exposure Index

1050

Truck Exposure Index

1086

Truck Exposure Index

No. quarry trucks one 258 830
direction) (258,830) (215,350) (89,160) (107,755) (112,685)
Ingress and egress interference | 349 366 318 392 409

at residential driveways
Consideration of truck
exposure (No. ingress and
egress interference x No.
guarry trucks one direction)

Truck Exposure Index
(101,555)

Truck Exposure Index
(107,645)

Truck Exposure Index
(32,760)

Truck Exposure Index
(44,125)

Truck Exposure Index
(46,125)

Number of defined
neighbourhoods along a
potential truck route.

* Neighbourhoods are defined
as asubdivision, amore
substantial grouping of houses
then a cluster but not a defined
community either such as
Freelton

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. defined
neighbourhoods x No. quarry
trucks one direction)

15

Truck Exposure Index (3,275)

17

Truck Exposure Index
(3,615)

18

Truck Exposure Index ( 2,160)

18

Truck Exposure Index (2,240)

20

Truck Exposure Index (2,480)
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Ingress and egress interference
at roadways used to access
neighbourhoods along a
potential truck route

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. ingress and
egress interference x No.
guarry trucks one direction)

20

Truck Exposure Index (5,300)

20

Truck Exposure Index
(4,500)

23

Truck Exposure Index (2,310)

23

Truck Exposure Index (2,310)

23

Truck Exposure Index (2,310)

Potential for effects
on community
character

Qualitative assessment of
likely changes to the unique or
distinctive qualities of the
communities potentially
affected (i.e., physical,
economic and/or socio-cultura
features of the communities)

LOW

This route affects the
community of Morriston, and
to alesser extent the
communities of Freelton and
Milgrove because they are
located off the main highway.

31 businesses or institutions
that support the rural
character of this community
are located along this route.

15 defined neighbourhoods
along this route.

MEDIUM

This route affects the
communities of Morriston,
Mountsberg and to alesser
extent the communities of
Freelton and Milgrove
because they are located off
the main highway.

37 businesses or institutions
that support the rural
character of this community
are located along this route.

17 defined neighbourhoods
along thisroute.

LOW

This route affects the
community of Morriston, and
to alesser extent the
communities of Freelton and
Milgrove because they are
located off the main highway.

30 businesses or institutions
that support the rural character
of this community are located
along thisroute.

18 defined neighbourhoods
along route.

LOW-MEDIUM

This route affects the
community of Morriston and
to alesser extent the
communities of Freelton and
Milgrove because they are
located off the main highway.

37 businesses or institutions
that support the rural
character of this community
are located along this route.

18 defined neighbourhoods
along thisroute.

HIGH

Thisroute affects the
community of Mountsberg,
Morriston and to a lesser
extent the communities of
Freelton and Milgrove
because they are located off
the main highway.

43 businesses or institutions
that support the rural
character of this community
are located along this route.

20 number of defined
neighbourhoods aong this
route.

Changein the existing
character of the road

Highway 6 (Hwy 401 to Hwy | LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact
403)

Concession 11 (Hwy 6 to HIGH Impact MEDIUM Impact

Centre)

Concession 11 (Centre to LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact

Milburough)
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5

Centre (Concession 11 to HIGH Impact MEDIUM Impact
Campbellville)
Campbellville (Hwy 6 to LOW Impact LOW Impact
Centre)
Milburough (Concession 11 to HIGH Impact HIGH Impact HIGH Impact
Campbellville)
Campbellville (Milburough to MEDIUM-HIGH Impact MEDIUM -HIGH Impact MEDIUM-HIGH Impact
Twiss)
Twiss (Campbellville to Reid) LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact
Reid Sideroad (Twissto LOW Impact LOW Impact LOW Impact
Guelph Line)

Potential for effects | Qualitative assessment of MEDIUM: HIGH: LOW: MEDIUM: HIGH:

on community
cohesion

likely changes to community
cohesion dueto disruption
and/or displacement effects,
potential for voluntary out-
migration and creation of a
barrier effects due to truck
traffic.

The haul route travels along
Highway 6 through the main
street/town centre of the
Village of Morriston therefore
bisecting the community.

The community of Freelton
and Milgroveislocated along
the route on Highway 6;
however, thisisamaor road
that already experiences
heavy traffic. The Freelton
and Milgrove town centres
are located to the north of
Highway 6; therefore, the
effect on community cohesion
in these communitiesis
considered low.

This route does not bisect any
defined neighbourhoods or
clusters.

The haul route travels along
Highway 6 through the main
street/town centre of the
Village of Morriston; and
along Centre street; therefore
bi secting the communities of
Mountsberg and Morriston.

The community of Freelton
and Milgroveislocated
along the route on Highway
6; however, thisisamajor
road that already experiences
heavy traffic. The Freelton
and Milgrove town centres
are |ocated to the north of
Highway 6; therefore, the
effect on community
cohesionin these
communitiesis considered
low.

Some trucks may travel along
Highway 6 through the main
street/town centre of the
Village of Morriston therefore
bisecting the community.

The community of Freelton
and Milgroveislocated along
the route on Highway 6;
however, thisisamaor road
that already experiences heavy
traffic. The Freelton and
Milgrove town centres are
located to the north of
Highway 6; therefore, the
effect on community cohesion
in these communitiesis
considered low.

This route does not bisect any
defined neighbourhoods or
clusters.

The haul route travels along
Highway 6 through the main
street/town centre of the
Village of Morriston therefore
bisecting the community.

The community of Freelton
and Milgroveislocated along
the route on Highway 6;
however, thisisamaor road
that already experiences
heavy traffic. The Freelton
and Milgrove town centres
are located to the north of
Highway 6; therefore, the
effect on community cohesion
in these communitiesis
considered low.

This route does not bisect any
defined neighbourhoods or
clusters.

The haul route travels along
Highway 6 through the main
street/town centre of the
Village of Morriston; and
along Centre street; therefore
bi secting the communities of
Mountsberg and Morriston.

The community of Freelton
and Milgroveislocated along
the route on Highway 6;
however, thisisamajor road
that already experiences
heavy traffic. The Freelton
and Milgrove town centres
are |located to the north of
Highway 6; therefore, the
effect on community
cohesionin these
communitiesis considered
low.
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5
This route does not bisect This route does not bisect any
any defined neighbourhoods defined neighbourhoods or
or clusters. clusters.
Potential for Number of recreational or 22 24 27 30 32
disruption to users of | community features and/or
operations at institutions located along a

recreational and
community features
and/or institutions.

potential truck route.
Consideration of truck

Truck Exposure Index

Truck Exposure Index

Truck Exposure Index (5,130)

Truck Exposure Index (5,090)

Truck Exposure Index (5,330)

exposure (No. community (6,125) (6,465)

features x No. quarry trucks

one direction)

Number of sensitive/ 19 21 22 25 27

vulnerable recreational or
community features and/or
institutions.

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. vulnerable
community features x No.
quarry trucks one direction)

Truck Exposure Index (5,870)

Truck Exposure Index
(6,210)

Truck Exposure Index (3,900)

Truck Exposure Index (4,000)

Truck Exposure Index (4,240)

Ingress and egress interference
at entrances to recreational or
community features and/or
institutions.

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. ingress and
egress interference x No.
quarry trucks one direction)

12

Truck Exposure Index (3,905)

16

Truck Exposure Index
(5,785)

20

Truck Exposure Index (5,460)

21

Truck Exposure Index (4,840)

25

Truck Exposure Index (5,305)

Potential for
displacement/
removal of residents
& residential
property from road
improvements.

Number and area of 58 123 79 137 202
residences/residential property
required (partial removals).

6,274 sgm 5,914 sgm 10,105 sgm 16,404sgm 17,243 sgm
Number and area of None None None None None

residences/residential
properties required (full
displacement)
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5
Number of vulnerable None None None None None
residents/househol ds displaced
Potential for Number and area of None. Thereis 1 community None None Thereis 1 community feature
displacement/ recreational or community feature along this route that . . . . along this route that may
removal of features (including trails, Thereis potentia for 0 sgm may require partial property ;;%r; I(Sjips)glt:ggr?:;? 0'sqm ;;%r; I(Sjips)glt:ggr?:;? 0'sqm require partial property
recreational or bicycle routes, parks and open | partial displacement. displacement (Mountsberg ' ' displacement (Mountsberg

community features
and/or institutions.

space) and/or institutional
properties required (partial
removals).

After the proposed cross-
section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians and
cyclists.

Community Centre).

Thereis potential for 332
sgm partial displacement.

After the proposed cross-
section changes are
implemented thereis 0 km

After the proposed cross-
section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians and
cyclists.

After the proposed cross-
section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians and
cyclists.

Community Centre).

Thereis potential for 207 sgm
partial displacement.

After the proposed cross-
section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of

Number and area of
recreational or community
features (including trails,
bicycle routes, parks and open
space) and/or institutional
properties required (full
displacement).

of the route without the route without adequate
adequate shoulders for shoulders for pedestrians and
pedestrians and cyclists. cyclists.

None None None None None

Number of sensitive/
vulnerable recreational or
community features and
institutions displaced.

There are 19 sensitive/
vulnerable recreationa or
community features and
ingtitutions that may be
impacted by the route.

The route will not displace
any of these features.

There are 21 sensitive/
vulnerable recreationa or
community features and
institutions that may be
impacted by the route.

The route will not displace
any of these features.

There are 22 sensitive/
vulnerable recreationa or
community features and
institutions that may be
impacted by the route.

The route will not displace any
of these features.

There are 25 sensitive /
vulnerable recreationa or
community features and
institutions that may be
impacted by the route.

The route will not displace
any of these features.

There are 27 sensitive/
vulnerable recreationa or
community features and
institutions that may be
impacted by the route.

The route will not displace
any of these features.

October 2008

191

ITRANS

Project # 4313



patp
TextBox
AAAAAAAAAAAAAA 


St. Marys Cement

Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

RWDI Air Inc

Noise impacts on

No of residences

community experiencing changesin
noiseevels . 1037 . 998 . 12 . 809 . 1085
« 0to3dB
. >3t05dB - 8 « & « 0 . 85 . 85
. >5t010dB « 30 « 48 « 83 « 107 o 125
.>100B o« 57 e 75 o« 42 e« 99 o 117
No of Schools, Daycares, « 0 e 1 « 0 « 0 e 1
Senior Housing on route  Mountsberg Community  Mountsberg Community
Centre Centrre
No of Churches or Places of e 1 o 2 e 1 o« 2 e 3

worship on route

e Seventh Day Adventist

e Seventh Day Adventist

e St. David's Presbyterian

e St. David's Presbyterian

o St. David's Presbyterian

[N1] e Mountsherg Baptist e Seventh Day Adventist e Seventh Day Adventist
e Mountsherg Baptist

Relative Evaluation Score « 567 « 879 « 551 « 1100 o 1412

[N1]

Note N1: Quantitative Noise Evaluation score is calcul ated as follows:

Number of Residencesin 3to 5 dB category x 1

Number of Residencesin 5 to 10 dB category x 3

Number of Residencesin > 10 dB category x 6

Number of Schools, Daycares, and Senior Housings x 100
Number of Places of Worship x 50

Evaluation Score

+ o+ + +

For Alternative 3, does not include 60 truck movements per day along Highway 6, as this represents an negligible increase over existing conditions
For Alternatives 1, 2, 4 and 5, does not include the United Church of Hamilton (1552 Hwy 6) as changes are insignificant in this area

Air quality impacts
on community

Number of residences that
would experience potential air
quality impacts as aresult of
tail pipe emissions (<200m
from roadway).

[AQ]]

« 1209 receptors from 10m
to 500m from the edge
of the roadway

« 834 Receptors less than
200 m from edge of
roadway

« Quantitative Rating: 3863

o 1206 receptors from 10m
to 500m from the edge of
the roadway

o 857 Receptors less than
200 m from roadway

o Quantitative Rating: 3929

« 138 receptors from 10m
to 500m from the edge
of the roadway

o 65 Receptorslessthan
200 m from roadway

o Quantitative Rating: 386

« 1347 receptors from 10m
to 500m from the edge of
the roadway

« 900 receptors less than
200 m from roadway

« Quantitative Rating: 4249

o 1344 receptors from 10m
to 500m from the edge of
the roadway

o 923 Receptors less than
200 m from roadway

o Quantitative Rating: 4315
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St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5

Note AQ1: Quantitative Air Quality Evaluation scoreis calculated as follows (used for air quality, dust, and potential human health impacts):

No of residences within 500 m of roadway x 1

No of residences located on downwind side of roadway with respect to prevailing winds x 1

No of residences located downwind side of roadway with respect to prevailing winds x 1

No of residences located <10m from Roadway x 4

No of residences located between 10 and 20m from roadway x 2

No of residences located between 20 and 50m from roadway x 1

No of residences where the speed limit is >80km/hour x 2

No of residences where the shoulder is unpaved x 2

No of residences where traffic increase due to hauling increases average traffic counts by >200% x 5

No of residences where traffic increase due to hauling increases average traffic counts by >100% x 3

No of residences where traffic increase due to hauling increases average traffic counts by >50% x 1

No. of Schools, Daycares, and Senior Housings x 100

No. Places of Worship x 50

Evaluation Score

For Alternative 3, does not include 60 truck movements per day along Highway 6, as this represents an negligible increase over existing conditions
For Alternatives 1, 2, 4 and 5, does not include the United Church of Hamilton (1552 Hwy 6) as changes are insignificant in this area

o+ o+

Dust impacts on Number of residences likely to | 1209 receptors from 10m to 1206 receptors from 10m to 137 receptors from 10m to 1350 receptorsfrom 10mto | 1347 receptors from 10m to
community experience dust impacts as a 500m from the edge of the 500m from the edge of the 500m from the edge of the 500m from the edge of the 500m from the edge of the
result of additional truck roadway roadway roadway roadway roadway
traffic. [AQ1] 834 Receptorslessthan 200 | 857 Receptors less than 200 m | 65 Receptors less than 200 m | 900 receptors less than 200 923 Receptors less than 200 m
m from edge of roadway from roadway from roadway m from roadway from roadway
Quantitative Rating: 3863 Quantitative Rating: 3929 Quantitative Rating: 386 Quantitative Rating: 4249 Quantitative Rating: 4315

Note AQ1: See Notes portion of “Air quality impacts on community” section for note AQ1 and explanation of relative evaluation score

Vibration impact on | Number of residenceslikely to | LOW LOW LOW LOW LOW
community experience vibrational impacts
asaresult of increased truck
traffic. [V1]
Note V1: No residences are expected to be adversely impacted by road traffic related vibration. Alternatives are equally preferable.
October 2008 193 ITRANS

Project # 4313


patp
TextBox
AAAAAAAAAAAAAA 


St. Marys Cement

Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Potential for health
impacts on
community

Number of residences
(receptors) within 200m of the
haul routes that would
potentialy be exposed to
substances resulting from tail
pipe emissions due to air
quality impacts related to
increased truck traffic.

834 Receptors less than 200
m from edge of roadway

Quantitative Rating: 3863

857 Receptors less than 200
m from roadway

Quantitative Rating: 3929

66 Receptors less than 200 m
from roadway

Quantitative Rating: 386

900 receptors less than 200 m
from roadway

Quantitative Rating: 4249

923 Receptors less than 200
m from roadway

Quantitative Rating: 4315

[AQL][HH1]
Note AQ1: See Notes portion of “Air quality impacts on community” section for note AQ1 and explanation of relative evaluation score
Note HH1: Potential health impacts due to additional haul route traffic are directly related to the emissions as a part of the air quality assessment. Alternative Route #3 has arelatively lower potential for air quality impacts and

has less residences along the route. Therefore, from a human health perspective, this route represents the least predicted impact. Utilize the resident counts and rankings from the air quality section
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10.2.5

Economic Environment and Business Impacts

Table 10-17: Results of Economic Environments and Business Impact Analysis

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Gartner Lee Limited

Potential for
disruption to
business enterprises.

Number of business enterprises
fronting and/or backing along
apotential truck route.

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. businesses x
No. quarry trucks one
direction)

152

Truck Exposure Index
(31,030)

152

Truck Exposure Index
(29,030)

178

Truck Exposure Index
(22,620)

184

Truck Exposure Index
(23,820)

184

Truck Exposure Index
(23,845)

Number of sensitive/
vulnerable business enterprises
fronting and/or backing along
apotential truck route

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. sensitive
businesses x No. quarry trucks
one direction)

38

Truck Exposure Index
(10,455)

40

Truck Exposure Index
(10,395)

46

Truck Exposure Index (8,400)

51

Truck Exposure Index (8,410)

53

Truck Exposure Index (8,865)

Ingress and egress interference
at entrances to business
enterprises.

Consideration of truck
exposure (No. ingress and
egress X No. quarry trucks one
direction)

155

Truck Exposure Index

154

Truck Exposure Index

158

Truck Exposure Index (9,600)

164

Truck Exposure Index

163

Truck Exposure Index

(30,885) (28,315) (13,540) (13,450)
Potential for removal | Number and area of business | 4 2 3 7 5
of business enterprise and/or other
enterprises and/ or commercial or industrial 1,648 sgm 2,009 sgm 1,515 sgm 2,574 sgm 3,295 sgm

property.

property required (partial
removals).
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Number and area of business
enterprise and/or other
commercial/industrial property
required (full displacement)

None

None

None

None

None

Number of sensitive/
vulnerable business enterprises
displaced.

None

None

None

None

None

Potential magnitude
of effectson
property values.

Qualitative assessment of the
potential magnitude of effects
on property values due to
changesin traffic, traffic noise
and roadway visibility at
residential properties.

Assessment is based on noise
and air quality analysis,
driveway exposure index, and
number of residences fronting
and/or backing directly onto a
potential truck route

LOW - MEDIUM

MEDIUM - HIGH

LOW

MEDIUM

HIGH

RWDI Air Inc.

Noise impacts on
businesses

Number of businesses
expected to experience
increases in noise levels over
future baseline [N1, N2]

22

11

30

Note N1:
Note N2:

Industrial and agricultural not included.
Does not include businesses along Highway 6. Due to existing background traffic, changes due to the proposal will be insignificant at all businesses along Highway 6 portions of the haul routes.

Air quality impacts
on businesses

Number of businesses along
the proposed haul route(s)
affected dust as aresult of
additional truck traffic [AQ1,

AQ2]

22

11

30
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Note AQ1:
Note AQ2:

Industrial and agricultural not included.
Does not include businesses along Highway 6. Due to existing background traffic, changes due to the proposal will be insignificant at all businesses along Highway 6 portions of the haul routes

Dust impacts on
businesses

Number of businesses along
the proposed haul route(s)
affected dust as aresult of
additional truck traffic [AQ1,

AQ2]

22

11

30

Note AQ1:
Note AQ2:

Industrial and agricultural not included.
Does not include businesses along Highway 6. Due to existing background traffic, changes due to the proposal will be insignificant at all businesses along Highway 6 portions of the haul routes

Conna Consulting Inc.

Potential for effect
on agricultural
operations.

Number and type of farms
along the haul route potentially
disrupted by truck traffic.

Consideration of Truck
Exposure (No. farms x No.
guarry trucks one direction)

Equestrian (12)

Other livestock (3)

Cash crop (22)

Agricultural Market/Nursery
()

Total (42)

Truck Exposure Index
(12,820)

Equestrian (12)

Other livestock (5)

Cash crop (27)

Agricultura Market/Nursery
(5)

Total (49)

Truck Exposure Index
(16,010)

Equestrian (10)

Other livestock (3)

Cash crop (20)

Agricultura Market/Nursery
(4)

Total (37)

Truck Exposure Index (3,810)

Equestrian (15)

Other livestock (3)

Cash crop (24)

Agricultura Market/Nursery
(5)

Total (47)

Truck Exposure Index (5,290)

Equestrian (15)

Other livestock (5)

Cash crop (29)

Agricultural Market/Nursery
(5)

Total (54)

Truck Exposure Index (6,105)

Area(sgm) and
productivity/value of cropland
removed for road
improvements.

Cropland is a subset of farm
property

LOW

3,670sgm

MEDIUM

8,105sgm

MEDIUM

2,612sgm

LOW-MEDIUM

5175sgm

MEDIUM

7,375sgm
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Number and area (sgm) of
farm properties required for
road improvements.

Considered afarm property if
the lot is greater than 10 acres
and can include cropland.

24

11,727 sgm

40

14,373 sqgm

25

19,305 sqm

49

25,140 sgm

65

25,903 sqm
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10.2.6

Cultural and Heritage Resources

Table 10-18: Resultsof Cultural and Heritage Resource Analysis

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Archaeologix Inc.

Potential for
disturbance to built
heritage/cultural
features

Number and character of built
heritage features potentially
affected by truck traffic.

Note: Highway 6 has heritage
structures requiring further
assessment in the villages of
Freelton and Morriston (both
treated as cultural landscape
units) but their impact is
already moderated by the
heavier traffic of Highway 6
compared to the rest of the
study area.

Consideration of Truck
Exposure (No. Built Heritage

There were 6 built heritage
features (including 2 subsumed
under a cultural landscape
unit) along thisroute: five
houses and a barn dating from
€.1840to0 ¢.1900. The
character of the built heritage
is highly significant given
some of the buildings have
been listed in the City of
Hamilton heritage inventory.

Truck Exposure Index (3,420)

There were 20 built heritage
features (including 6 subsumed
under a cultural landscape
unit) along thisroute: 15
houses, two barns, and a
church with its associated
cemetery and rectory dating
from ¢.1835t0 1922. The
character of the built heritage
is highly significant given
some of the buildings have
been listed in the City of
Hamilton heritage inventory or
designated under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act.

Truck Exposure Index

There were 2 built heritage
features along this route
excluding Highway 6: two
houses dating from ¢.1860 to
€.1890. Given the presence of
not many heritage properties,
the character of the built
heritage is moderately
significant.

Truck Exposure Index (1,140)

There were 8 built heritage
features (including 2 subsumed
under a cultural landscape
unit) along thisroute: seven
houses and a barn dating from
€.1840t0 ¢.1900. The
character of the built heritage
is highly significant given
some of the buildings have
been listed in the City of
Hamilton heritage inventory.

Truck Exposure Index (1,600)

There were 22 built heritage
features (including 6 subsumed
under a cultural landscape
unit) along thisroute: 17
houses, two barns, and a
church with its associated
cemetery and rectory dating
from ¢.1835t0 1922. The
character of the built heritage
is highly significant given
some of the buildings have
been listed in the City of
Hamilton heritage inventory or
designated under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act.

Truck Exposure Index (3,210)

features x No. quarry trucks (11,400)
one direction)
Number of heritage properties | LOW LOW LOW LOW LOW

removed from construction of
road improvements
(distinguish between partial
and full removals).

(Understanding is that heritage
property refers to the building
itself-Potential Land removals
have been accounted for in
other sections)

No heritage properties would
be removed since they are far
enough back from the road, but
any identified cultural
landscape units could be
impacted by the construction
and would need further
assessment to see what
preservation measures need to
be undertaken. Along this
route, 2 cultural landscape
units were identified.

No heritage properties would
be removed since they are far
enough back from the road, but
any identified cultural
landscape units could be
impacted by the construction
and would need further
assessment to see what
preservation measures need to
be undertaken. Along this
route, 5 cultural landscape
units were identified.

No heritage properties would
be removed since they are far
enough back from the road, but
any identified cultural
landscape units could be
impacted by the construction
and would need further
assessment to see what
preservation measures need to
be undertaken. Along this
route, O cultural landscape
units were identified.

No heritage properties would
be removed since they are far
enough back from the road, but
any identified cultural
landscape units could be
impacted by the construction
and would need further
assessment to see what
preservation measures need to
be undertaken. Along this
route, 2 cultural landscape
units were identified.

No heritage properties would
be removed since they are far
enough back from the road, but
any identified cultural
landscape units could be
impacted by the construction
and would need further
assessment to see what
preservation measures need to
be undertaken. Along this
route, 5 cultural landscape
units were identified.
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Potential for effects
on archaeol ogical
resources

Potential for effectson
archaeological resourcesasa
result of road improvements
(asreflected through
archaeological potential).

Note: Highway 6 currently has
no standing archaeological
issues that will be affected by
increased traffic, assuming that
no road expansion will be
made along Highway 6.

Approximately 5.3 km of the
roadside (measuring the two
sides of the road separately) or
44.91% of this route exhibits
moderate to HIGH
archaeological potential that
would need Stage 2
archaeological assessment to
determineif any
archaeological remainswould
be impacted.

Approximately 11.2 km of the
roadside (measuring the two
sides of the road separately) or
61.54% of this route exhibits
moderate to HIGH
archaeological potential that
would need Stage 2
archaeological assessment to
determineif any
archaeological remains would
be impacted.

Approximately 5.7 km of the
roadside (measuring the two
sides of the road separately) or
34.76% of this route exhibits
moderate to HIGH
archaeological potential that
would need Stage 2
archaeological assessment to
determineif any
archaeological remainswould
be impacted.

Approximately 11.0 km of the
roadside (measuring the two
sides of the road separately) or
39.01% of this route exhibits
moderate to HIGH
archaeological potential that
would need Stage 2
archaeological assessment to
determineif any
archaeological remains would
be impacted.

Approximately 16.9 km of the
roadside (measuring the two
sides of the road separately) or
48.84% of this route exhibits
moderate to HIGH
archaeological potential that
would need Stage 2
archaeological assessment to
determineif any
archaeological remains would
be impacted.
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10.2.7

Transportation

Table 10-19: Resultsof Transportation Analysis

Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alter native Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

iTRANS Consulting Inc.

Changein road
service level

Changein road level of
service/congestion (considers
road section, length, changein
level of service)

Total average delay increase
per route per vehicle

75 seconds

76 seconds

48 seconds

50 seconds

47 seconds

Unsignalized
(Total average delay increase
per route per vehicle)

4 seconds

4 seconds

35 seconds

32 seconds

32 seconds

Signalized
(Total average delay increase
per route per vehicle)

71 seconds

82 seconds

11 seconds

19 seconds

15 seconds

Signalized
(Total average changein v/c
per route per vehicle)

0.04

0.05

0.01

0.02

0.01

Change in access levelsfor
road users

(Changein delay to side street
traffic in 2031 with and
without quarry truck traffic)

0 seconds

2 seconds

3 seconds

2 seconds

1 second
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Effects on other roadways as a
result of traffic diversion

LOW Impact

No traffic diversion as aresult
of quarry operations

LOW Impact

No traffic diversion as aresult
of quarry operations

LOW Impact

No traffic diversion as aresult
of quarry operations

LOW Impact

No traffic diversion as aresult
of quarry operations

LOW Impact

No traffic diversion as aresult
of quarry operations

Potentia for delay to quarry
trucks at level rail crossings.
(Percent chance of being
delayed)

0%

0%

5.2% at Twiss Crossing

2.9% at Campbellville
Crossing

5.2% at Twiss Crossing

2.9% at Campbellville
Crossing

5.2% at Twiss Crossing

2.9% at Campbellville
Crossing

Potential for change
in road safety level

Potential for increasein
collision frequency and
severity. (Difference in safety
index with and without the
quarry in 2031)

Note: The percentage change
in collisions (expressed as
equivalent property damage
collisions) that are expected as
aresult intheincreasein
volumes due to the quarry
traffic

1.4%

1.4%

0.8%

0.9%

0.9%

Number of access points along
the haul route.

516

536

496

S77

597

Number of intersections aong
the haul route.

Consideration of Truck
Exposure (No. intersections x
No. quarry trucks one
direction)

41

Truck Exposure Index
(10,710)

44

Truck Exposure Index
(11,220)

47

Truck Exposure Index (6,540)

52

Truck Exposure Index (7,680)

55

Truck Exposure Index (7,925)

Truck-rail exposure index at
level rail crossings (daily #
trains x daily # quarry trucksin
one direction)

0
No leve rail crossings

0
No level rail crossings

12,540 at Twiss crossing

2,280 at Campbellville
crossing

10,010 at Twiss crossing

1,820 at Campbellville
Crossing

10,010 at Twiss crossing

1,820 at Campbellville
Crossing
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Criteria

Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

Driveway exposure index (#
driveways x quarry truck
traffic)

136,345

141,745

47,820

62,505

64,880

Number of sectionswith
limited sight lines and/or steep
grades on non-provincial
highways (by direction)

Number of intersections with
limited sight lines and/or steep
grades on non-provincial
highways

21

15

24

36

School bus route lengths (km)
along the haul route
(Frequency of school bus trips
X segment length).

Consideration of Truck
Exposure (bus km x No.
guarry trucks one direction)

196 km

Truck Exposure Index
(46,467)

228 km

Truck Exposure Index
(57,067)

206 km

Truck Exposure Index
(32,052)

244 km

Truck Exposure Index
(35,558)

276 km

Truck Exposure Index
(39,302)

Conflict with agricultural
vehicles and equipment.

MEDIUM

HIGH

LOW

MEDIUM

HIGH

Change in Road
Function

Increasein Traffic:

= daily expressed asthe
maximum traffic increase
that would be experienced
along a portion of the
alternative haul route

= averageincrease
experienced on a haul route
link expressed as a
percentage

1308 vehicles
50%

1308 vehicles
34%

1150 vehicles
46%

920 vehicles
47%

920 vehicles
31%
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Criteria

Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5
Required change in road LOW-MEDIUM LOW LOW-MEDIUM LOW-MEDIUM LOW-MEDIUM
classification no changein road no changein road no changein road no changein road no changein road

classification classification classification but there will be | classification but there will be | classification but there will be
achange in the environment achange in the environment achange in the environment
from residential to mixed from residential to mixed from residential to mixed
traffic traffic traffic
Road widening required
Highway 6 (Hwy 401 to Hwy | No widening No widening No widening No widening No widening

403)

Concession 11 (Hwy 6 to
Centre)

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.17 m to 12.50
m

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.17 mto 11.00
m

Concession 11 (Centreto
Milburough)

Widen paved surface from
6.46 mt0 10.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.46 mto 10.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.46 mto 10.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.46 mt0 10.50 m

Centre (Concession 11 to
Campbdllville)

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.70 m to 12.50
m

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.70 m to 11.00
m

Campbellville (Hwy 6 to
Centre)

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.41 m to 10.50
m

Widen paved surface from
approximately 6.41 m to 10.50
m

Milburough (Concession 11 to
Campbellville)

Widen paved surface from
6.70mto 1250 m

Widen paved surface from
6.70mto 1250 m

Widen paved surface from
6.70mto012.50 m

Campbellville (Milburough to
Twiss)

Widen paved surface from
6.51 mto12.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.51 mto12.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.51 mto12.50 m

Twiss (Campbéllville to Reid)

Widen paved surface from
7.00mto010.50 m

Widen paved surface from
7.00mto010.50 m

Widen paved surface from
7.00 mto 10.50 m

Reid Sideroad (Twissto
Guelph Line)

Widen paved surface from
6.50 mt0 10.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.50 mt0 10.50 m

Widen paved surface from
6.50 mt0 10.50 m
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Criteria Indicators Alternative Haul Route 1 Alternative Haul Route 2 Alternative Haul Route 3 Alternative Haul Route 4 Alternative Haul Route 5
Potential for Length of route coinciding 2.5km 3.3km 6.1 km 8.6 km 9.4 km
conflicts with with designated or cautionary,
cyclists unsigned bike routes
Length of route without LOW LOW LOW LOW LOW
adequate shoulders for cyclists After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross-
section changes are section changes are section changes are section changes are section changes are
implemented thereisO km of | implemented thereisO km of | implemented thereisO km of | implemented thereisO km of | implemented there is 0 km of
designated cycling routes designated cycling routes designated cycling routes designated cycling routes designated cycling routes
without adequate shoulders. without adequate shoulders. without adequate shoulders. without adequate shoulders. without adequate shoulders.
Potential for Number of schools aong the No schools along this route No schools along this route No schools along this route No schools along this route No schools along this route
conflicts with route
pedestrians

Number of parks and
community centres excluding
Highway 6

1 parks and community
institutions

= | awson Park

4 parks and community
institutions

= Lawson Park
= Memorial Park
=  Mountsberg Community

2 parks and community
institutions

=  Campbellville New Ball
Park
= Campbellville Emergency

3 parks and community
institutions

= | awson Park
= Campbellville New Ball
Park

6 parks and community
ingtitutions

= Lawson Park
= Memorial Park
=  Mountsberg Community

Centre (Historic School Response Centre = Campbellville Emergency Centre (Historic School
House) (Firehall#2) Response Centre House)
= Mountsberg Baptist (Firehall#2) = Mountsberg Baptist
Church and Cemetery Church and Cemetery
=  Campbdlville New Ball
Park
= Campbellville Emergency
Response Centre
(Firehall#2)
Length of route without LOW LOW LOW LOW LOW
?grggtejgt;srl?g#édads dewalks After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross- After the proposed cross-

section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians.

There are no sidewalks along
the route.

section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians.

There are no sidewaks along
the route.

section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians.

There are no sidewaks along
the route.

section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians.

There are no sidewaks along
the route.

section changes are
implemented there is 0 km of
the route without adequate
shoulders for pedestrians.

There are no sidewalks along
the route.
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10.2.8 Cost

Table 10-20: Resultsof Cost Analysis

Criteria Indicators

Alternative Haul Route 1

Alternative Haul Route 2

Alternative Haul Route 3

Alternative Haul Route 4

Alternative Haul Route 5

iTRANS Consulting Inc., RJ. Burnside, and Golder

Estimated Estimated cost for al required
infrastructure | road and other infrastructure
costs improvements.

Least expensive

2" | east expensive

3 most expensive

2" most expensive

Most expensive

Potential for additional coststo
the municipality(s) (e.g. impacts
to municipa maintenance
operations).

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

Estimated property costs for all
required road improvements.
This estimate is based on the
cost to implement the rural
cross-section road aterations.

Approximate property area
potentially impacted.

Least expensive

22,000sg m

2" |east expensive

23,000sq m

3 most expensive

34,000 sgm

2" most expensive

48,000 sqm

Most expensive

50,000 sgm
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11. EVALUATION OF THE ALTERNATIVE HAUL
ROUTES
11.1 Evaluation Approach

The evaluation of the five aternative haul routes has been conducted in a systematic manner
and is consistent with the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. It addresses all
requirements as listed in the Terms of Reference for this study. The evaluation is based on
the results that are summarized in the analysis tables and centred on the evaluation criteria
and indicators as approved by CART.

A comparative evaluation was carried out of the alternative haul routes for a proposed quarry
in the area of Concession 11 E and Milburough Line. The eva uation process involved two
separate evaluations — a qualitative evaluation and a quantitative evaluation. The use of two
different evaluation methods was intended to identify the sensitivity of the evaluation criteria
to aparticular route, and to test if the two methods arrive at the same preliminary preferred
haul route. They are regarded as complementary approaches.

11.2 Qualitative Evaluation

The qualitative evaluation involved a non-quantitative assessment of the aternative haul
routes with respect to the eight major evaluation factors: Aquatic Environment, Terrestria
Environment, Land Uses, Socia Environment, Economic Environment, Cultural Heritage,
Transportation, and Cost. A select group of specialists reviewed the analysis table and
discussed the key advantages and disadvantages of each of the alternatives for each of the
criteriaand indicators. After documenting the rationale for each factor, each participant
qualitatively assessed each aternative using professional judgment in terms of “most
preferred” aternative haul route to the “least preferred” alternative haul route (Table 11-1).
After reviewing the assessment of each participant, the group came to a consensus on the
gualitative assessment for each factor.
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Table 11-1: Consensuson Qualitative Evaluation Summary of Alternative Haul Routes
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One of the main advantages of this approach isthat it considers only the main trade-offs
among the alternatives, and therefore highlights the major advantages, and disadvantages for
each aternative.

11.21 Aquatic Environment / Surface Water

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternative Haul Route 3 is the most preferred
alternative with respect to the aquatic environment. This route has the lowest potential for
disturbance to aquatic habitat and the fewest number of watercourses crossed. With
Alternative Haul Route 3, only 1 permanent watercourse may require an extension,
minimizing the potential for removal of aquatic habitat.

According to the consensus of speciaists, the least preferred alternatives are Alternative Haul
Routes 4 and 5, because they impact the greatest number of aquatic habitats and the
magnitude of removal effectsis anticipated to be relatively high.

11.2.2 Terrestrial Environment

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternatives 1 and 2 are the most preferred
alternatives with respect to the Terrestrial Environment. These routes have the smallest
distance of designated significant features traversed by truck and also have the least relative
potential for removal of natural habitat from road improvements. Alternatives 1 and 2 also
have alower likelihood of increased vehicle wildlife conflicts given wildlife tend not to use
longer or wider bridge or culvert structures.

Alternative Haul Routes 3, 4, and 5 are the least preferred alternatives because they have a
relatively high potential for removal of natural habitat as aresult of the proposed road
alterations and a higher sensitivity of vegetation that may need to be removed.

11.2.3 Land Uses

According to the consensus of specialists, the most preferred alternative with respect to
impacts on Land Usesis Alternative Haul Route 1 as there would not be significant impacts
on the planned land use and there is good conformity with applicable plans and policies.

The least preferred alternatives would be Alternative Haul Routes 4 and 5 because there are
more planned developments aong the route and a higher potential impact to planned land use
that may result from road allowance widening.

11.2.4 Social Environment and Community Impacts

According to the consensus of speciaists, both Alternative Haul Routes 1 and 3 are the most
preferred with respect to social and community impacts. These aternatives have the fewest
number of residences fronting and / or backing directly onto atruck route and have been
assessed to have alow impact on community character. While Alternative 1 requiresthe

St. Marys Cement 209 ITRANS
Project # 4313



St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

smallest area of residential property, Alternative Haul Route3 requires no community or
recreational property to accommodate the proposed road improvements. Alternative Haul
Routes 1 and 3 have the lowest relative noise impact and Alternative Haul Route 1 hasa
lower air quality impact as aresult of minimal exposure of receptors along Highway 6
relative to the other alternatives.

Alternative Haul Routes 4 and 5 are the least preferred because they impact the greatest
number of residences and community features and have the greatest property impact of
potential road allowance widening.

11.2.5 Economic Environment and Business Impacts

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternative Haul Route 3 is considered the most
preferred alternative with respect to economic and business environment. When
consideration was given to exposure to quarry trucks Alternative Haul Route 3 had alower
impact on business enterprises and is anticipated to have alow effect on property values.
Also, Alternative 3 has the fewest number of farms along the route and the smallest area of
cropland removal relative to the other alternatives.

Similarly, Alternative Haul Routes 4 and 5 are the least preferred alternatives because they
impact the greatest number of businesses and they are anticipated to have arelatively higher
impact on agricultural operations.

11.2.6 Cultural and Heritage Resources

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternative 3 is considered the most preferred
alternative with respect to cultural heritage. There are the least number of built heritage
features along this route (2) and no cultural landscape units. Alternative 3 also exhibits the
lowest percentage of moderate to high archaeological potential.

Alternatives 2 and 5 have the greatest number of built heritage featuresincluding 5 identified
cultural landscape units. These aternatives also have relatively higher percentages of
moderate to high archaeological potential.

11.2.7 Transportation

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternative Haul Route 3 is the most preferred

haul route with respect to transportation and safety. It will experience the least change in road
service levelstaking into consideration total average delay per route and average volume to
capacity ratios per route. This aternative is aso the safest from a transportation perspective,
and exhibits arelatively low driveway exposure index and alow potentia for conflicts with
agricultural vehicles and equipment. Any potential conflicts with cyclists or pedestrians will
be mitigated by the proposed cross-sections that include a separated bike lane on Milburough
Line and Campbellville Road.
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Alternative Haul Route 2 is the least preferred because it will have arelatively high changein
the road service level resulting in longer delays and it has a higher potential for achangein
road safety as well as conflicts with agricultural vehicles and equipment. Thisisadirect
result of all of the quarry truck traffic on Centre Road that services Memorial Park,
Mountsberg Community Centre, and the Mountsberg Baptist Church.

11.2.8 Costs

According to the consensus of specialists, Alternative Haul Route 1 isthe most preferred
with respect to cost. It has the lowest estimated cost due to the shorter haul route length
which requires fewer road alterations as well as the lowest property impacts from the
potential road allowance widening.

Contrarily Alternative Haul Routes 4 and 5 are the least preferred alternatives because they
have significantly higher costs associated with road and infrastructure alterations. These are
the two longest routes and have the greatest potential property impacts from road allowance
widening.

11.2.9 Qualitative Evaluation Results
Overdl, Alternative Haul Route 3 was the most preferred haul route followed by Alternative
1 according to the consensus of specialists. Thisresult can in part be attributed to the fact that

it isthe shortest route to access a 400 series highway and it has minimal impacts on Highway
6.

11.3 Quantitative Evaluation

A concurrent numerical evaluation was also used to complement the qualitative evaluation.
The approach is an additive model in which each alternative was assigned a single score
representing the overall value of the alternative relative to the other alternative.

11.3.1 Description of Methodology

The numerica evaluation methodology applied the following major steps:

1. A relative weight was assigned to each of the eight factors (Aquatic Environment,
Terrestrial Environment, Land Uses, Socia Environment, Economic Environment,
Cultural Heritage, Transportation, and Cost) out of 100 points. This weighting was
determined by ateam of specialists taking into account environmental characteristics of
the study area, the potential impacts of the alternatives, comment from the public,
comments from municipal representatives, and comments from external agencies. The
team of specialists had representatives present from transportation, planning, and
environmental disciplines.
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Public input on the importance of the evaluation criteria and indicators was collected via
comment sheets, work books, and discussions during the public information centres held
in November 2007 and January 2008.

2. Within each category, theindividual criteria were assigned weights by the respective
speciaigt, for atotal of 100 points.

3. Within each criterion, individual indicators were also assigned a weight out of 100.

4. For each indicator, the aternative haul routes were assessed with respect to their
performance, by assigning arating between 1 and 10. The alternative haul route
achieving the best performance for that indicator was assigned arating of 10. The
remaining aternatives were assigned ratings of less than 10, to be reflective of the
relative performance of the alternatives with respect to the best alternative.

For indicators with quantitative measures which reflected the relative performance of the
alternatives, the following formulas were used:
=  Whereahigh value was less preferred (example, number of homes affected) the
following formula was used:

10-[10{ (indicator value-minimum value)/maximum value} ]

=  Whereahigh value was most preferred (example, degree of conformity with
officia plans) the following formulawas used:

10(indicator value/maximum value)

The use of the above formulas for quantitative indicators enabled the team of specialists
to systematically, objectively, and consistently determine the appropriate performance
rating for the alternative haul routes. Where the indicators had qualitative measures they
were trandated into a numeric value using the following scale:

= Low=1

= Low-Medium=3
= Medium=5

= Medium-High=7
= High=10

5. The performance ratings were multiplied by the indicator weights, criteria weights, and
factor weights, and then summed for each aternative to arrive at atotal score for each
alternative. The scores represent the relative value of the alternatives. The alternative
with the highest score therefore theoretically represents the best alternative.
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6. Sensitivity analyses were undertaken, using weights established by:
= Team of Specialists
= |ndividual members of the Team of Specialists
= Specidistsfor each factor
= Publicinput

11.3.2 Weights
The weights were established in different stages. Indicator, Criteria, and Category.

First, to establish the weight of the indicators each of the specialists were required to give a
score out of 100 to each indicator within acriterion. For example, if there were four
indicators within a criterion a score of 100 would be distributed amongst all four based on the
specialists professiona judgement and knowledge of the study and surrounding area. Once
the indicators were weight the Criteriawere also given a score out of 100 within a category.
For example there are two criteriawithin the Aquatic Environment category. This process
was completed for each discipline for each category. The selected weights are summarized
below:

Aquatic Environment

Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for disturbance 50 Number, character and sensitivity of watercourses
to aquatic habitat. crossed. 70
Likelihood of increased runoff effects on these
watercourses. 10
Potential for increased erosion and sediment loading to
receiving streams during construction. 10
Likelihood of water quality impacts to watercourses
from runoff as aresult of road improvements. 10
Potential for removal of 50 Number of watercourse culverts/structures that could
aquatic habitat from road require extension to accommodate road improvements. 40
improvements (e.g. :
bridge or culvert Magnitude of removal effects. 20
extensions or Sensitivity of habitat affected 30
replacements). Type of structure (bridge or culvert) being widened to
accommodate road improvements 10
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Terrestrial Environment
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for disturbance 40 Number and character of sensitive habitats that the haul
to natural habitat. routes pass by. (Distances of designated features) 9
Effects on vegetation from increased run-off from new
road works, dust, emissions, €tc. 10
Potential for removal of 40 Area, character and sensitivity of vegetation to be
natural habitat from road removed due to required road improvements. 50
improvements. Potential effects on wildlife as aresult of habitat
removal. 50
Potential for increased 20 Presence of wildlife corridors that the routes pass
wildlifekills. through. 70
Likelihood of increased wildlife kills as aresult of
increased truck traffic volumes. 15
Likelihood of increased wildlife kills as aresult of the
reluctance of wildlife to use longer/wider bridge or
culvert structures. 15
Land Uses
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for disruptive 20 Number, character of planned development areas. 25
effects to sensitive Sensitivity of planned development to increased truck
planned land uses. traffic. 75
Potential for removal of 30 Area and importance of planned land use eliminated by
planned land uses from road improvements.
road improvements. 100
Conformity with 50 Degree of conformity with Officia Plans. 45
apFI icable plans and Degree of conformity with the Greenbelt Plan. 45
POIICES. Degree of conformity with the Niagara Escarpment Plan. 10
Social and Community I mpacts
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for disruption 40 Number of residences fronting and/or backing directly
to residents’ use and onto a potential truck route. 25
enjoyment of property. Truck Exposure index
Ingress and egress interference at residential driveways o5
Truck Exposure index
Number of defined neighbourhoods aong a potential
truck route. o5
Truck Exposure index
Ingress and egress interference at roadways used to o5
access neighbourhoods along a potential truck route
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Truck Exposure index
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for effects on 10 Qualitative assessment of likely changes to the
community character unique or distinctive qualities of the communities
potentially affected (i.e., physical, economic and/or
socio-cultural features of the communities) 50
Change in the existing character of the road
(excluding highway 6 since no impact) 50
Potential for effects on 10 Qualitative assessment of likely changesto
community cohesion community cohesion due to disruption and/or
displacement effects, potential for voluntary out-
migration and creation of a barrier effects dueto
truck traffic. 100
Potential for disruption 20 Number of recreational or community features
to users of operations and/or institutions located along a potential truck
at recreational and route. 30
community features Truck Exposure index
and/or institutions, Number of sensitive/ vulnerable recreational or
community features and/or institutions. 40
Truck Exposure index
Ingress and egress interference at entrances to
recreational or community features and/or
institutions. _ 30
Truck Exposure index
Potential for 10 Number and area of residences/residential property
displacement/removal required (partial removals). 33.3
of residents & Number and area of residences/residential properties
residentia property required (full displacement) 33.3
from road Number of vulnerable residents/households
improvements. displaced 33.3
Potential for 10 Number and area of recreational or community
displacement/removal features (including trails, bicycle routes, parks and
of recreational or open space) and/or institutional properties required
community features (partial removals). 30
and/or institutions. Number and area of recreational or community
features (including trails, bicycle routes, parks and
open space) and/or institutional properties required
(full displacement). 30
Number of sensitive/ vulnerable recreational or
community features and institutions displaced. 40
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Noise, Air, and
Health Assessment
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Noise impacts on 20 Number of residences expected to experiencea 3, 5
community and 10 dbA increase in noise levels over future
baseline conditions for any given hour and a
description of the magnitude of change. 100
Air quality impactson 20 Number of residences that would experience air
community quality impacts as aresult of tail pipe emissions. 100
Dust impacts on 20 Number of residences likely to experience dust
community impacts as aresult of additional truck traffic. 100
Vibration impact on 20 Number of residences likely to experience
community vibrational impacts as aresult of increased truck
traffic. 100
Potential for health 20 Number of residences and other facilities along the
impacts on community haul routes, the traffic composition and proximity of
facilities to the roadway whose that would
experience potential health impacts based on
tail pipe emission impacts determined from the
modelling. 100
Economic Environment and
Business | mpacts
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for disruption 30 Number of business enterprises fronting and/or
to business enterprises. backing along a potential truck route. 30
Truck Exposure index
Number of sensitive/ vulnerable business
enterprises fronting and/or backing along a potential
truck route. 40
Truck Exposure index
Ingress and egress interference at entrances to
business enterprises. 20
Truck Exposure index
Potential for removal 30 Number and area of business enterprise and/or other
of business enterprises commercial or industrial property required (partial
and/ or property. removals). 30
Number and area of business enterprise and/or other
commercial/industrial property required (full
displacement) 30
Number of sensitive/ vulnerable business
enterprises displaced. 40
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Potential magnitude of 40 Qualitative assessment of the potential magnitude of
effects on property effects on property values due to changesin traffic,
values. traffic noise and roadway visibility at residential

properties. 100
Noise and Air
Quality Assessment
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Noise impacts on 10 Number of businesses expected to experiencea 3, 5
businesses and 10 dbA increase in noise levels over future

baseline conditions for any given hour and a

description of the magnitude of change. 100
Air quality impacts on 45 Number of businesses along the proposed haul
businesses route(s) expected to be affected by achangein air

quality as aresult of tail pipe emissions from

additional truck traffic. 100
Dust impacts on 45 Number of businesses along the proposed haul
businesses route(s) affected dust as aresult of additional truck

traffic. 100
Agricultural
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for effect on 100 Number and type of farms aong the haul route
agricultural operations. potentially disrupted by truck traffic. 40

Truck Exposure index

Area and productivity/value of cropland removed

for road improvements. 40

Number and area of farm properties required for

road improvements. 20
Cultural and
Heritage Resour ces
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Potential for 50 Number and character of built heritage features
disturbance to built potentially affected by truck traffic. 40
heritage/cultural Truck Exposure
features. Number of heritage properties removed from

construction of road improvements (distinguish

between partial and full removals). 60
Potential for effectson 50 Potential for effects on archaeological resources as
archaeological aresult of road improvements (as refl ected through
resources. archaeological potential). 100
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Transportation
Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Changein road service 20 Changein road level of service/congestion
level. (considers road section, length, changein level of
service). 30
(Signalized Avg. change in v/c per intersection)
Changein access levels for road users. 30
Effects on other roadways as aresult of traffic
diversion. 20
Potential for delay to quarry trucks at level rall
Crossings. 20
Potential for changein 20 Potential for increase in collision frequency and
road safety level. severity. (Difference in safety index with and
without the quarry in 2031) 15
Number of access points along the haul route. 10
Number of intersections along the haul route. 15
Truck Exposure Index
Truck-rail exposure index at level rail crossings
(daily # quarry trucks x daily # trains). 10
Driveway exposure index (# driveways x daily
traffic) 10
Number of sectionswith limited sight lines and/or
steep grades. 15
School bus route lengths (km) along the haul route. 15
Truck Exposure Index
Conflict with agricultural vehicles and equipment. 10
Change in Road 20 Increase in Traffic (daily and %) 60
Function Required change in road classification 20
Road widening required 20
Potentia for conflicts 20 Length of route coinciding with designated bike
with cyclists. routes 50
Length of route without adequate shoulders for
cyclists 50
Potential for conflicts 20 Number of schools along the route 30
with pedestrians. Number of parks and community centres 40
Length of route without adequate
shoulders/sidewalks for pedestrians 30
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Cost

Criteria Weight | Indicator Weight
Estimated 100 Estimated cost for al required road and other

infrastructure costs. infrastructure improvements. 55

Potentia for additional costs to the municipality(s)
(e.g. impacts to municipal maintenance operations). 35

other infrastructure improvements.

Estimated property costs for al required road and

10

If there were two quantitative measures within an indicator or if atruck exposure index was
calculated in addition to the indicator they were each given an equal weighting of 50/50.

To determine the appropriate weight that was representative of each category, ateam of
seven specialists from different backgrounds participated in atwo day work shop that
included reviewing in detail the entire analysis. Each attendee weighted the categories and
the results were averaged to get the final weights (Table 11-2).

Table 11-2: Specialist Category Weightings and Average

— N ™ < Lo O N~
213|838 |8 8| 3|,
verage
E§ | 5| 5| 5| 5| 5| 5 «
= = = = = = =
Aquatic Environment 15 10 10 10 12 15 15 12.43
Terrestrial Environment 15 10 10 10 12 15 15 12.43
Land Use 5 10 5 5 15 5 10 7.86
Socia Environment 30 25 20 50 20 25 15 26.43
Business Environment 5 20 20 10 10 10 10 12.14
Cultural Heritage/Archaeology | 5 5 10 5 8 5 5 6.14
Transportation and Safety 20 15 20 5 16 20 20 16.57
Cost 5 5 5 5 7 5 10 6.00
11.3.3 Quantitative Evaluation Results

Table 11-3 shows the weight given to each factor and the resultant score for each aternative
haul route. The assigned weights reflect the relative significance of the factors, characteristics
of the study area, significance of the potential impacts, and the differences in the impacts

among alternatives.
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Table 11-3: Summary of Quantitative Evaluation by Alternative Haul Route
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Aquatic Environment
weighted score 121113 | 941|124 | 82| 74
Terrestrial Environment
weighted score 12 | 124 124 | 109 | 76| 72
Land Uses
weighted score 8| 750 79| 70| 50| 48
Social and Community | mpacts
weighted score 26 | 186 | 163 | 264 | 170 | 145
Economic Environment and Business | mpacts
weighted score 12| 117 | 81121 100| 65
Cultural and Heritage Resour ces
weighted score 6| 54| 38| 61| 57| 48
Transportation
weighted score 17 | 166 | 155 | 144 | 132 | 129
Cost
weighted score 6| 60| 56| 53| 40| 36
Overall Score 895 | 789 | 947 | 709 | 617
Ranking of Preferred Alternatives 2 3 1 4 5

Social and community impact was assigned the highest weighting, reflecting the public
concerns and the impact to the character of the community. Transportation was also given a
high weighting, reflecting the changes to the level of service and safety for all road users.

The natural environment and business impacts were given a moderate weighting. Land uses,
cultural heritage, and cost were given alower weighting as the resulting impacts are
anticipated to be minimal or non-existent.

11.3.4 Sensitivity Analysis

A sensitivity analysis was carried out for the Quantitative Evaluation to determine if different
weights for the factors would change the evaluation results. These sensitivity tests provide
insight on the robustness of the evaluation.
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11.34.1 Sensitivity Analysis #1 — Public Input

In this sensitivity analysis the criteria wel ghts were based on public input derived from public
comment sheets and discussions at PIC #2 and PIC #3. Each of the major criteriawas
assigned arating of ‘most important,” ‘more important,” or ‘important.” Those ratings were
then trandlated into a numeric format so they could be translated into a final weighting and
plugged into the evaluation matrix. The scale used for the trandation is as follows:

= ‘most important’ =3

=  ‘moreimportant’ =2

= ‘important’ =1

Once dl of the numbers were assigned and summed, they totalled 16. The final weighting
was then calculated as the individual score expressed out of 100 (Table 11-4). For example,
with 16 parts of 100, each part represent 6.25 so for Transportation and Safety with a
numeric value of 3, the weighting is equal to 3 times 6.25 which results in a weighting of
18.75.

Table 11-4: Public Input Weighting Calculation

Criteria Relative Numeric | Final
Weighting Format | Weighting

Aquatic Environment / Surface Water More Important 2 12.50

Terrestrial Environment More Important 2 12.50

Land Uses Important 1 6.25

Socia Environment and Community Impacts | Most Important 3 18.75

Economic Environment and Business Impacts | More Important 2 12.50

Cultural and Heritage Resources Important 1 6.25

Transportation Most Important 3 18.75

Cost More Important 2 12.50
Total 16 100

The results of the sensitivity analysis are summarized in Table 11-5.
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Table 11-5: Public Input Sensitivity Analysis Results
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Aquatic Environment
weighted score 125|114 | 95 [ 125| 83| 75
Terrestrial Environment
weighted score 1251125 | 125 | 109 | 77| 72
Land Uses
weighted score 63| 60| 63| 56| 40| 38
Social and Community | mpacts
weighted score 18.8 | 132 | 115 | 188 | 121 | 103
Economic Environment and Business | mpacts
weighted score 125|120 | 83| 125 | 103| 67
Cultural and Heritage Resour ces
weighted score 63| 55| 38| 63| 58| 49
Transportation
weighted score 18.8 | 188 | 176 | 162 | 150 | 146
Cost
weighted score 1251125 117 | 111 | 83| 76
Overall Score 918 | 812 | 938 | 715 | 625
Normalized Overall Score 98| 86100 76| 6.7
Ranking of Preferred Alternatives 2 3 1 4 5

Using weights developed from public input, the sensitivity analysis identified that the
preferred haul routes in order of preference are: Alternative Haul Route 3, Alternative Haul
Route 1, Alternative Haul Route 2, Alternative Haul Route 4, and Alternative Haul Route 5.

11.3.4.2 Sensitivity Analysis #2 — Equal Weights

In this sensitivity analysis, equal weights were assigned to the major criteria, therefore each
criteriawas weighted 12.5. The results of this sensitivity analysis are summarized in
Table 11-6.

St. Marys Cement 222 ITRANS
Project # 4313



St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Table 11-6: Equal Weights Sensitivity Analysis Results

— N ™ < Lo
o Voo OVl Vo Qi O
22323533353
£ Ex|@c|dx|2xda
BEEEEREIRERE
S <KI|I<I|<I|<I|<CZ
Aquatic Environment
weighted score 1251114 | 95| 125| 83| 75
Terrestrial Environment
weighted score 1251125 {125 | 109 | 77| 72
Land Uses
weighted score 125|120 f125| 111 | 79| 77
Social and Community I mpacts
weighted score 125| 88| 77 125| 81| 69
Economic Environment and Business | mpacts
weighted score 125|120 | 83| 125 103 | 67
Cultural and Heritage Resour ces
weighted score 125110 76| 125| 117 | 97
Transportation
weighted score 125 125 117 | 108 | 100 | 97
Cost
weighted score 1251125 117 | 111 | 83| 76
Overal Score 926 | 815 | 940 | 722 | 629
Normalized Overall Score 99| 87,100 7.7| 6.7
Ranking of Preferred Alternatives 2 3 1 4 5

Thisanaysisidentified that the preferred haul routesin order of preference are: Alternative
Haul Route 3, Alternative Haul Route 1, Alternative Haul Route 2, Alternative Haul Route 4,
and Alternative Haul Route 5.

11.3.4.3 Sensitivity Analysis Summary

The sensitivity analysis shows that using different weights does not change the order of
preference of the alternative haul routes, however, it does reduce the difference in score
between Alternative Haul Route 3 and Alternative Haul Route 1.
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Summary of Evaluation Results

Both the qualitative evaluation and the quantitative evaluation independently arrived at the
same conclusion, that Alternative Haul Route 3 isthe preliminary preferred alternative. The
next most preferred aternative is Alternative Haul Route 1, followed by Alternative Haul
Routes 2 and 4, respectively. Alternative Haul Route 5 was the least preferred alternative for
both evaluation methods.

The sensitivity analysis highlighted that while Alternative Haul Route 3 continues to remain
the preferred option under different weighting scenarios, Alternative Haul Route 1 remains a
reasonabl e option.
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12. RECOMMENDATIONS

12.1 Description of the Preferred Haul Route

The haul route evaluation has considered a comprehensive list of evaluation criteria and
indicators and shows that Alternative Haul Route 3 is the preferred haul route. However, the
evaluation shows that Alternative Haul Route 1 is also aviable haul route.

Asillustrated in Exhibit 12-1 for the preferred alternative, al quarry truck traffic destined
for Highway 401 would travel north on Milburough Line, then east on Campbellville Road,
north on Twiss Road, and east on Reid Sideroad to the east or westbound Highway 401 on-
ramp.

Truck traffic destined for Highway 403 or QEW east would first travel to the Highway 401
eastbound on-ramp and from here, take one of severa aternatives to reach the destination
including the 407 ETR south to Highway 403 or Highway 6 south to Highway 403.

St. Marys Cement 225 ITRANS
Project # 4313



St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Exhibit 12-1: Preferred Alternative Haul Route
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12.2 Site Access Location and Design

The proposed site access is a stop controlled T-intersection located on the west side of
Milburough Line, approximately 530 m north of Concession 11 E. The access would consist
of two 4.5 m lanes as shown in Exhibit 12-2. It is recommended that trucks be prohibited
from entering the site from the south and from exiting the site and traveling southbound on
Milburough Line. This prohibition would be incorporated into the access design using
geometric design, concrete curb and gutter on the south edge of the driveway, and raised
medians strategically located on Milburough Line and the site access driveway.

Exhibit 12-2: Recommended Design of Site Access on Milburough Line
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12.3 Recommended Road Alterations

This section highlights the recommended road alterations and mitigation measures based on
the results of the traffic operational and safety analysis for the preferred haul route
aternative. It is recommended that the aterations are implemented for the start of quarry
operations. The approximate locations of the recommended road alterations and road policies
areillustrated in Exhibit 12-3.

Exhibit 12-3: Summary of Recommend Road Alterations
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12.3.1 Intersection Improvements

The following intersection alteraions are recommended to assist in maintaining smooth and
safe traffic operations:
= Construction of eastbound and westbound exclusive left-turn lanes at Campbellville
Road and Milburough Line.
= Construction of eastbound and westbound exclusive left-turn lanes at Campbellville
Road and Twiss Sideroad.
= Construction of a northbound channelized right-turn lane at Campbellville Road and
Milburough Line with atruck acceleration lane on the east leg.
= Construction of a southbound channelized right-turn lane at Campbellville Road and
Twiss Sideroad with atruck acceleration lane on the west leg.

The recommended turning lane aterations at Campbelleville Road and Milburough Line and
at Campbelleville Road and Twiss Sideroad areillustrated in Exhibit 12-4 and Exhibit 12-5
respectively.

Exhibit 12-4: I ntersection Alterations at Campbellville Road and Milburough Line
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Exhibit 12-5: Inter section Alterations at Campbellville Road and Twiss Road

12.3.2 Profiles

It is recommended that the existing substandard curves on Campbellville Road be removed to
improve the horizontal alignment, as shown in Exhibit 12-6.

Exhibit 12-6: Horizontal Alignment Alteration on Campbellville Road
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12.3.3 Traffic Controls

The following traffic control alterations are recommended to assist in maintaining smooth
and safe traffic operations:
= Signalization of the Campbellville Road and Milburough Intersection (Exhibit 12-4).
= Signalization of the Campbellville Road and Twiss Intersection (Exhibit 12-5).
= Signalization of the Reid Sideroad / Highway 401 EB Ramp Intersection.
= Coordinate the traffic signals at Campbellville Road and Twiss Road with the signal
controls at therail crossing on Twiss Road

All of the intersections where signals are recommended meet the signal warrant requirement.
The analysis of the future total conditions with the above mitigation measures implemented
determined that in 2021 and 2031 the proposed signalized intersections will all operate at an
overall level of service of ‘B’ or better.

In addition to intersection aterations, it is recommended that the speed limit on Milburough
Line be reduced to 50 km/h.

12.3.4 Railway Crossings

Asillustrated in Exhibit 12-7, it is recommended that the Campbellville Road railway
crossing be improved by modifying the rail crossing controls to include lights and gates.

Exhibit 12-7: Railway Crossing | mprovement on Campbellville Road
12.3.5 Cross-Sections

In order to accommodate the high volume of quarry truck traffic it is recommended that the
preferred haul route road be upgraded to the most current design standards. The road sections
where the Type 1 and Type 3 cross-sections are recommended are shown in Exhibit 12-3. It
is recommended that the sections along Twiss Road and Reid Sideroad be upgraded to Cross-
section Type 1, shown in Exhibit 12-8.
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Exhibit 12-8: Type 1 (Rural) Cross-Section

The road along Milburough Line and Campbellville Road would be upgraded to Cross-

section Type 3 to improve the safety of the roadway for cyclists by providing a separated
bike lane (Exhibit 12-9).
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Exhibit 12-9: Type 3 (Rural) Cross-Section

For this study two types of cross-sections are proposed:
= Rural (requires property acquisition)
= Urban (within the existing right-of-way).

For the purpose of the analysis, the rural cross-section was applied asit has the most
significant property impacts and was therefore deemed more conservative. However, given
the challenges that can be associated with land acquisition, the urban design that fits the
existing right-of-way was also given consideration. It was concluded that this design would
not require land acquisition, however, it would have a more significant impact on the existing
character of the road and has a higher associated cost of construction.

Rural Cross-Section Type 1, shown in Exhibit 12-8, has a proposed right-of-way 2.0m
greater than the existing 20m right of way. This cross-section allows for 3.75m travel lanes,
1.0m paved shoulder, 0.5m gravel shoulder, 0.5m rounding, and a drainage ditch.

In contrast, illustrated in Exhibit 12-10 is the Urban Cross-Section Type 1 with a proposed
right-of-way that fits into the existing 20m right-of-way. The cross-section alows for 3.75m
travel lanes, and a 1.5m paved shoulder with curb and gutter.
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Exhibit 12-10: Type 1 Urban Cross-Section

Regarding the Type 3 cross-sections, Exhibit 12-9 illustrates the Rural Type 3 Cross-Section
with a proposed right-of-way 3m to 7.5m greater than the existing right-of-way depending on
the varying existing cross-section. This cross-section allows for 3.75m travel lanes, 1.0m
paved buffer, 1.5m paved bike lane, 1.0m gravel shoulder, 0.5m rounding, a drainage ditch
and a 0.5m buffer.

Alternatively, the Urban Cross-Section Type 1 proposed right-of-way, illustrated in Exhibit
12-11, can befit into the existing right-of-way that varies from 18.5m to 23m. The cross-
section alows for 3.75m travel lanes, a 1.0m paved buffer, a 1.5m paved bike lake, and curb
and gutter with a minimum boulevard of 3m.
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Exhibit 12-11: Type 3 Urban Cross-Section

It isimportant to note that both Type 1 and Type 3 section designs do not account for any
changes in the existing profile and assume that widening is at existing profile grade.

While the urban cross-section fits into the existing right-of-ways between intersections, the
storm sewer infrastructure and appurtenances increase the construction costs approximately
50 percent over therura design. It is atrade off between the cost (and challenge) of
purchasing land and constructing a more expensive infrastructure.

Applying the rural cross-section that would have greater property impacts is a conservative
approach for haul route comparative evaluation purposes. The decision on which cross-
section to move forward with would be decided at the detailed design stage of an
Environmental Assessment when pavement recommendations are finalized. Typically,
resolution of the design details would occur during the subsequent Municipal Class EA
process.

12.4 Road Signs

It is recommended that truck route signs be installed along the preferred haul route to support
the road design features and other truck control policiesintended to ensure the quarry trucks
travel only along the preferred haul route.

The approximate location and text of the recommended signs are shown in Table 12-1 and
Exhibit 12-12.
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Table 12-1: L ocation and Text of the Recommended Truck Signs

L ocation Sign Text

At site driveway and Milburough Line (outbound) Trucks Use Milburough Line North

Milburough Line (northbound) at Campbellville Road | Trucks Use Campbellville Road East

Campbellville Road (eastbound) at Twiss Road Trucks Use Twiss Road North
Reid Sideroad (eastbound) east of Twiss Road Trucks Use Hwy 401 or Guelph Line North
Reid Sideroad (eastbound) at Guelph Line Trucks Use Guelph Line North

Exhibit 12-12: Recommended Road Signs along the Preferred Haul Route
12.5 Truck Prohibitions

Asillustrated in Exhibit 12-3, it is recommended that truck prohibitions be implemented (or
retain if existing) for the following road links:

Concession 11 E from Centre Road to Milburough Line

Milburough Line from Concession 11 E to Derry Road

Steeles Avenue from Milburough Line to Guelph Line

Reid Sideroad from Twiss Road to east of Guelph Line
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These recommended truck prohibitions would improve the effectiveness of the other truck
control measures along the haul route by providing regulatory and enforcement support.

The truck prohibitions along Milburough Line, Steeles Avenue, and Concession 11E would
be in accordance with the site access design features. It is recommended that trucks be
prohibited from entering the site from the south and from exiting the site and travelling
southbound on Milburough Line. This prohibition would be incorporated into the access
design using geometric design, concrete curb and gutter on the south edge of the driveway,
and raised medians strategically located on Milburough Line and the site access driveway.

12.6 Pedestrians and Cyclists

The proposed cross sections include wider lanes are intended to promote the movement and
safety of pedestrians and cyclists. Also, the recommended signalization of the three
intersections discussed in Section 12.3.3 will provide specific locations for protected
pedestrian crossing.

The presence of the adequate shoulders provides a safety buffer for pedestrians when
sidewalks are not present. Currently there are little to no shoulders on the existing roads,
however, if the proposed cross-section changes are implemented all of the haul routes would
have adequate shoulders.

Additionally, the recommended reduction in speed limits along Milburough Line is intended
to reduce the traffic speeds and improve cycling and pedestrian safety.

12.7 Contingency Plans

There are road sections along the preferred haul route Alternative that coincide with one of
two Emergency Detour Routes for Highway 401 between Guelph Line and Highway 6. In the
event that this Emergency Detour Route is required due to an emergency, the contingency
plan for the proposed quarry is to shut down shipping operations, if required, in order to
eliminate any potential negative traffic congestion impacts related to the quarry truck traffic.

12.8 Additional Studies

Asdiscussed in the Terms of Reference (Appendix A), if the recommended roadway
improvements are carried forward (and application receives Planning Act and Aggregate
Resource Act approvals), a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for these
improvements will likely need to be undertaken (the MEA Municipal Class EA and/or the
MTO Class EA for Provincia Highways). This Haul Route Evaluation would serve to
support the preferred alternative haul route as part of possible future EAsto fulfill Ontario
EA Act requirements and possibly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.
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12.9 Additional Recommended Mitigation Measures

Further to the transportation recommendations described above, a number of additional
studies and further considerations have been recommended by the other specialists. The
following is a summary of these recommendations which are discussed in greater detail in the
respective technical supporting documents.

12.9.1 Natural Environment

As part of the detailed design of the preferred aternative, the natural environment related
mitigation measures should be detailed for the preferred alternative, especialy asit relates to:
» Detalled and focused floral and faunal inventories to identify any potentially locally
rare to federally and/or provincially at risk speciesin order to ensure sound decision-
making and the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures including but not
limited to refinement of the alignment;
» Edgerestoration plantings;
= Detailed watercourse crossing and culvert replacement/extension;
= Basdineinventories of wildlife crossings and associated habitat features to identify
‘hotspot areas’ under both existing and projected traffic scenarios;
= Management of roadside areas to reduce the concentration of potential forage or
cover plants, basking areas, salt use, €etc;
= Wildlife crossing planning (e.g., (seasonal) signage, road speed consideration, culvert
suitability for passage, collector/funneling fencing, ecopassages, etc.); and, traffic
adjustments to accommodate key wildlife movement periods.

12.9.2 Socio-Economic and Business

The following mitigation measures are recommended to address adverse effects identified
above:
= Enhanced liaison with recreational user groups of the socio-economic features located
along the haul route, including cycling, motoring or naturalist groups aimed at
keeping them aware of the proposed trucking activities, peak traffic periods and any
potential access restrictions;
= Incorporate contract clauses requiring al trucking contractors to demonstrate that
vehicles are regularly maintained and drivers are licensed and trained to ensure safe
operation of trucks;
= |mplement contract clauses to ensure trucks adhere to designated transportation
routes. Impose financia penalties for non-compliance to ensure safe operation of
trucks on local roads,
= Truck drivers should undergo an orientation program focused on safety issues along
the transportation routes;
= Design and deliver a complaints reporting and resolution procedure specifically
related to truck traffic;
= Enhanced communications with local residents to address the enjoyment of property,
including targeted communications with newcomers aimed at keeping them informed
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of air quality and noise levels, environmental monitoring results, and where to call for
answers to questions they may have; and

= Implement an information program for all affected communities to address the | oss of
use and enjoyment of property, including monitoring of noise, dust and traffic levels.

12.9.3 Land Use

Partial displacement of some property may be required along the Alternative Haul Routes to
accommodate the proposed road alterations if a Rural Cross Section is preferred. It is
recommended that property impacts be balanced to minimize impact on land use types
considered to be more sensitive to road aterations (i.e. residential and institutional land
uses), where possible.

12.9.4 Noise

This section describes the effectiveness of noise mitigation measures along the routes.

= The houses and other noise receptors along the haul routes have driveways
connecting directly to the roadways; thus barrier or berm installation is not feasible
due to the requirements for breaks/interruptions in any installed barriers or berms, as
the breaks would make the barriers ineffective in blocking noise.

= Decreasing speed limits are not a feasible way of reducing noise.

= No significant alignment changes are feasible for any route, due to the tight roadway
Cross sections.

= Noise reducing asphalt can provide approximately 2 dB of noise reduction but this
reduction of this magnitude is imperceptible.

= Therefore, combining noise reducing asphalt and a speed reduction isinfeasible
because it would result in only a 3dB reduction which is considered insignificant.

= Thus, there are no specific physical mitigation measures recommended.

= Noise mitigation measures will be further examined as part of the Environmental
Assessment process, for any roadway improvements which are undertaken.

12.9.5 Air Quality

Based on the qualitative nature of this assessment, there are no mitigation measures that can
be recommended at this time because there are no data to indicate that mitigation is required
and if so, to what extent. However, any measures to reduce vehicle emission would be
beneficial such as using trucks with properly maintained engines and emission control
technologies.

12.9.6 Vibration

Vibration mitigation is not required. Perceptible vibration from heavy truck pass-bys on the
proposed haul routes is not anticipated, and impacts from ground-borne noise are not
predicted.
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12.9.7 Agriculture

To minimize impacts on agricultural land and agricultural operations along the proposed
aternatives, there are a number of recommended mitigation measures that should be
considered in the design and operation of the haul route, as follows:
= Thedesign of the haul route should maintain all existing farm field and facility
laneway access to prevent impacts on efficiency of agricultural operations along the
route; and
= At thetime of construction of the haul route, any farm tile drainage or tile drainage
outlet disruption or damage should be rectified immediately. Surface drainage
following road construction should be designed to ensure that there is no flooding or
deterioration in soil drainage that might affect crop productivity within neighboring
farm land.

12.9.8 Cultural Heritage and Archaeological

The areas of moderate to high archaeol ogical potentia along the selected aternative haul
route needs to be assessed by the standard shovel test pit method. In addition, a more detailed
architectural and historical study of relevant heritage sites identified and pertaining to the
preferred haul route should be undertaken. This means that two Built Heritage Features will
need further evaluation.

12.9.9 Geotechnical

When/if a haul route has been selected, a programme of geotechnical field work should be
undertaken along the selected route, and pavement design recommendations made regarding
the most suitable strategy to upgrade the selected route.

12.9.10 Municipal Structures and Drainage

Regardless of the haul route ultimately selected for the Flamborough Quarry, improvements
to the route will include work on one or more structures.

Improvements will be required in terms of roadway geometry (lane widths, side clearances
and bike paths, or similar) roadside safety (barrier protections, approach guiderail and end
treatments) and possibly to improve hydraulic performance to meet minimum municipal
standards.

Long term planning considerations, such as remaining service life of the structures, the
anticipated increase in loading and frequency of loading and potential differencesin service
life between old and new components of awidened structure have led to the conclusion and
recommendation that any structure on the selected haul route should be replaced as part of
the roadway improvements.
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In the planning and design of any new structures the further recommendations would include:
= That consideration be given to providing an open bottom structure to maximize
opportunities for fish habitat improvement and ease of construction.
= That the span should be selected to both improve hydraulic performance and
minimize the finished footprint within the waterway and overbanks.
= That three sided, open footing, precast structures be considered as these do not
reguire in-stream shoring during construction.
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13.

CONSULTATION PROCESS

The CART Terms of Reference require that there be several consultation opportunities with
stakehol ders throughout the evaluation process. At a minimum, the study isto involve the
following consultation activities:

Involve agencies through the CART agency advisory process. Applicable agencies
that are not part of CART are also to be involved.
Initial public notice in local newspapers announcing the initiation of the study and
where more information can be obtained; Residents, business owners and property
owners within 100 m of the alternative haul routes are to receive the notice directly
through mail out/drop-off.
A meeting with the Agency Review Group to review the study approach / process,
evaluation criteria, level of study detail, etc.
Public notificationsin local newspapers announcing the PICs/ workshops two weeks
and one week in advance of the events. Stakeholders aong the aternative haul routes
are also to receive a drop-off notice of the events in advance.
Four public consultation events (with presentations) are to be held:
o Public Event #1 —to introduce the project, to identify how the public would
liketo be involved and to identify initial public concerns and issues.
o0 Public Event #2 —to present the draft alternative routes and the evaluation
approach
o Public Event #3 — a public workshop that allows the opportunity to provide
input on the evaluation criteria, the relative importance of the criteriaand the
evaluation approach
0 Public Event #4 —to present the draft results of the comparative evaluation
effects assessment
A meeting with the Agency Review Group to review the draft study findings
Circulation of the draft report for public and agency review and comment.

The following section summarizes the public events, agency consultation, and provides a
summary of the issues and how they have been addressed.

13.1

Public Consultation

A total of five public consultation events were hosted by St. Marys and details of each event
and comments raised by the public are summarized in the following section.
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13.1.1 Public Event #1

Public Event #1 was held on June 21%, 2007 at the Royal Botanical Gardens in the
Auditorium. Advertisements were placed in the local papers as follows:

Flamborough Review Waellington Advertiser
Friday June 15, 2007 Friday June 15, 2007
Milton Canadian Champion Burlington Post

Friday June 8, 2007 Sunday June 17, 2007
Friday June 15, 2007 Wednesday June 20, 2007

The event was set up as an open house format and consisted of fifteen display boards that
introduced the project and purpose of the event. The display boards aso provided a map of
the study area and introduced the concept of an exclusion zone that was later dropped. Some
information was provided on operational characteristics and next steps were presented.

One hundred and nine members of the community signed in and 61 people provided the
following comments and concerns through discussion and comment sheets:

Basdaline I nfor mation:
e No traffic information was collected for 10" concession
e Traffic datainaccurate regarding peak traffic times

Alternatives:

Inadequate review of rail transportation

Various concerns over the Exclusion Zone

No designated truck routes were shown

Consider new 401 interchange at Milburough
Consider Centre Road to the south

To go south, use Highway 6 instead of Centre Road

Impacts of Truck Traffic:
e Increasein truck traffic
Road safety related to trucks (especially for vulnerable road users)
Roads dangerous because of hills and turns
Cyclists’ safety concerns
Pedestrian safety concerns
Centre Road / Campbellville intersection has many accidents
Concern over pulling out of driveways especialy driveways with poor visibility
Noise related to trucks on haul routes
Noise from trucksidling at the quarry
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Air quality and health effects

What is greenhouse gas contribution by quarry trucks?
Potential for traffic congestion

Congestion near 401

Roads are not in good shape; roads do not have adequate pavement structure; impact
on the road structure integrity

Roads are too narrow for trucks

Train crossings will be a problem, e.g. trucks queuing
Inclusion of 2 signalized intersections on Highway 6
Trucks throw rocks and cause damage

Impact on school bus operations

Cost of road improvements

Who pays for cost of road improvements?

Maintenance costs of the haul routes will increase
Impact on wildlife

Impact on wetlands, woodlands, and habitat

Slower emergency response times from the Reid Sideroad EMS
Haul route enforcement and controlling where trucks go
Truck routes near schools

Impact on property values

Negative impact on local businesses

Emissions and air quality related to trucks

Public Consultation Process:
e Remote location of PIC#1
e Notification of PIC:
0 1weekisinsufficient
0 Use CanadaPost Ad mail and community newspapers
0 Should include meaningful information
e All stakeholders with alegitimate interest in the haul route should be identified and
contacted
e Meeting Format: desire for formal presentation and moderated question and answer
session
e Map displays were too small to read
e Project Team members should wear name tags
e Written feedback should be accepted for a minimum of 4 weeks following a meeting
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13.1.2 Public Event #2

Public Event #2 was held on November 29, 2007 at the Carlisle Golf and Country Club.
Advertisements were placed in the local papers as follows:

Flamborough Review Halton Compass

Friday November 9, 2007 Thursday November 8, 2007 (Online

Friday November 16, 2007 Tuesday November 6)
Thursday November 15, 2007 (Online
Tuesday November 13)

Milton Canadian Champion Burlington Post

Tuesday November 6, 2007 Sunday November 11, 2007

Friday November 9, 2007 Sunday November 18 2007

Tuesday November 13, 2007
Friday November 16, 2007

In addition, flyers were placed with the newspaper in residents’ personal mailboxes, or on
their driveway in aplastic bag in rural areas. Flyers were sent to the entire Flamborough
Review distribution area; a select area near Dundas St, and Kilbride with the Burlington Post;
and, the Campbellville area with the Milton Canadian Champion. Flyer distribution totals
were as follows:

Burlington Post
e Total distribution = 1,158

Flamborough Review
e Total distribution = 13,310

Milton Canadian Champion
e Total distribution = 1,654

The event was very well attended by the public with over 300 residents present and consisted
of an open house format followed by aformal presentation with a question and answer
period. The event consisted of forty display boards that provided information on:
e Project, proposed quarry, and the study process
PIC #1 comments and how they are being addressed
Existing road and traffic data
Preliminary constraints
Alternative modes of transport and potential destinations of aggregate
Screening from the long list to the short list of 5 potential Alternative Haul Routes
Controlling truck traffic
Preliminary criteria and indicators
Next steps

St. Marys Cement 244 ITRANS
Project # 4313



St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

The theme throughout the event was for the public to share their knowledge and input as they
are the ones who are most familiar with the study area. Attendees were provided with two
forms a comment sheet to collect general comments on the venue, display boards, and format
and an evaluation criteriaform to understand the public’s perception of the relative
importance of the criteria and indicators. Fifty three residents completed comment sheets.

A summary of the comments and concerns brought forward at Public Event #2 is as follows:

Basdaline I nfor mation:

Outdated traffic statistics
Missing information on the number of school buses

Alternatives:

Alternative 3 seems most |ogical-keeps trucks off Hwy 6 and provides shortest
distance to 401.

Given 75% of trucks will be heading towards the GTA Alternative 3 is the best option
because it will reduce travel time and avoid the current bottle neck in Morriston.
Alternative 1 isthe only route that makes sense, al othersinvolve the 401 emergency
route.

Alternative 1 is the best choice but need to compensate residences for loss in property
value and need to upgrade Hwy 6.

Alternative 5 is too dangerous

Consider new 401 interchange at Milburough

Alternative 1 and 2 are unacceptable and go through the village of Morriston
Alternative 3 has 2 sets of railroad tracks

Corner at Concession 11 and Centre has poor visibility

Traffic lights at Highway 6 for Alternative 1 will benefit residents west of Highway 6
trying to turn north

All routes would impact residential, recreational, farms, natural areas, and wetlands
and should not be used for truck routes.

All routes will change the daily use of the roads and will have significant impact on
the quality of life for the residents of this community.

Impacts of Truck Traffic:

Trucks take any route they want

Policing by public won't work, too hard to read license plates

Trucker’s receive bonuses so will awaystry for 1 extrarun, speeding will be an
issue,

St. Marys only interested in money and not concerned about our homes

Don’t change our picturesque roads

Hamilton taxes are already high and don’t think they should increase to pay for road
improvements

School bus traffic on Campbellvilleis aconcern
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e Bad T-junction at Mountsberg and Milburough, concern for conflicts between school
buses and trucks

e Areaisinthe Green Belt

e Don't use Milburough Lineif it needs straightening or widening (Pollution and road
widening will negatively impact the forest; deforestation is amajor contributor to
global warming)

e Guelph Line/401 interchange improvements are not being upgraded to a standard

necessary for the proposed truck traffic.

Traffic congestion is very important

Campbellville is already losing business with excessive traffic

Campbellville/1* Line has very poor sight lines

Bus routes, cyclists, and peoples enjoyment of roads must have a very high priority

Way of lifeis very important

Public Consultation Process:
e Location of PIC #2 was good but the venue was too small and did not have enough
seating.
e Format was good
0 Excdlent questions and comments
0 Typist did not capture emotions of the public
0 Answerswere insufficient
0 Longer Q&A period
e Why are we discussing haul routes when we are more concerned with the impact on
our water?
e |nternet site needs improvement

Almost 40 participants completed the evaluation ranking of the criteriaand indicators
summary of the public’s responsesisfound in Table 13-1.
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Table 13-1: Summary of Public Evaluation of Relative mportance of Criteria and

Indicators
Number of Responses
Very Somewhat | Not
Important | important | important
Aquatic . .
Environmental/ ;?;;Tﬁt;&rtg{ sturbance to 33 2 1
Surface Water
Potential for removal of
aquatic habitat from road
. 33 4 0
improvements (e.g. culvert
extensions)
Terrestrial Potential for disturbance to 20 3 0
Environment natural habitat
Potential for removal of
natural habitat from road 34 2 0
improvements
Potential for increased
wildlifekills 30 4 1
Potential for disruption
Land Uses effects to sensitive planned 31 3 0
land uses
Potential for removal of
planned land uses from road 28 5 0
improvements
Conformity V\./It'h applicable 8 7 0
plans and policies
Social Environment , , ,
and Community Pot.entlal for Disruption to 3 1 0
residents
Impacts
Human health 34 1 0
Potential for disruption to
users of recreation facilities, 20 5 0
community features and
institutions
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Potential for
displacement/removal of
residents & residential 30 5 0
property from road
improvements

Potential for removal of
recreation, community 31 3 0
features & institutions

Economic
Environment and
Business Impacts

Potential for disruption to

. . 26 9 1
business enterprises

Potential for removal of
business enterprises and/or 27 8 1

property

Potential for affect on

property values 31 4 0

Potential for effect on

agricultural operations 28 9 0

Cultural and Potential for Disturbance to

Heritage Resources | built heritage 21 6 0

Potential for effectors on

: 24 9 2
archaeol ogical resources

Transportation Change in Road Service 30 4 1

Potential for changein road

safety level 34 0 0

Potential for impact on
aternative transportation 30 2 1
modes

Cost Estimated infrastructure o7 3 0
costs

Overall, despite being opposed to the Quarry, majority of the attendees were pleased with the
display materials and the formal presentation and question and answer period.

13.1.3 Public Event #3

Public Event #3 was held on January 9", 2008 at the Carlisle Community Centre on the
second floor. Advertisements were placed in the local papers as follows:
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Flamborough Review Wellington Advertiser

Friday December 21, 2007 Thursday December 20, 2007
Friday December 28, 2007 Thursday December 27, 2007
Milton Canadian Champion Burlington Post

Friday December 21, 2007 Sunday December 23, 2007
Friday December 28, 2007 Sunday December 30, 2007

Halton Compass
Thursday, December 20, 2007 (Online Tuesday December 18)
Thursday, January 3, 2008 (Online Tuesday January 1)

The format of this event was a public workshop intended to give the public an opportunity to
provide input on the evaluation criteria, the relative importance of the criteria and the
evaluation approach. The room was set up with 15 tables that could each accommodate 10
residents. Each table was supplied with an independent facilitator whose role was to guide
the group through the workbooks supplied.

Also in attendance were transportation, natural environment, air quality, noise, and health
speciaistsin addition to ageneral facilitator that whose role was to mediate the entire
session. It was planned that the evening would begin with introductions and a brief
presentation to give the participants an overview of how the session would run.

More than 150 community residents showed up, most of whom refused to sign-in due to
Councillor Margaret M cCarthy requests not to participate. Councillor McCarthy asked to say
afew words before initiating the session and went on to speak at length and discouraged
residents from participating.

Despite attempts by the facilitator to try to get people to sit down and participate, the riled up
audience elected to walk out at the urging of Councillor McCarthy. Councillor McCarthy set
the stage for the walkout by saying, "It's not in anyone's interest to complete their workbook
or subject themselves to two-and-a-half hours of behavioural engineering.” She said breaking
the audience into small groups was a divide-and-conquer tactic by a multinational,
multibillion-dollar company that hires psychologiststo tell it how "they can infiltrate, how to
pit one against another."

After Councillor McCarthy finished speaking most of the residents walked out leaving only a
handful that participated informally to varying degrees. The St. Marys team listened to the
concerns of those residents that remained behind to provide their input and answered their
guestions.

Dueto the high initial attendance there was a session held in the overflow/accessibility room
in the basement of the Carlisle Community Centre. Approximately 10 community members
participated. The session was conducted by an independent facilitator and was later joined by
Chris Philp from iTRANS.
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Community members were very upset at the start of the session. They were annoyed that the
facility had reached capacity. This prompted a discussion on more suitable venues for PIC
#4. Community members admitted that there are few venues close to the proposed quarry site
with alarge capacity. They suggest the local Catholic School — Our Lady of Mount Carmel
Elementary School - as a possible venue for PIC #4.

It isimportant to note that none of these participants signed in or provided their names.

Every participant was given aworkbook and was walked through the process. The dialogue
began by discussing how long the community members have lived in the area. One couple
grew up in the area; another couple has lived there for more than 35 years. On average most
people at the table have lived in the community for 10 — 12 years, with the exception of one
woman who moved there two years ago — to escape urban sprawl. One of the most pervasive
themes that emerged from this session was the fear that this project would be the trigger point
for aggressive development in the area. Community members are concerned about losing the
small-town fedl that they believe characterizes and defines their community.

Following the basic introductions, the facilitator explained the CART process, how the PIC’s
were structured, an explanation about the workshop structure of this PIC and the format of
the workbooks. An attempt was made to go through the workbook, but people were
frustrated, so the decision was made to work through some of their overall questions and
concerns. The facilitator’ s objective was to spark discussion, make people feel comfortable
and engaged and then begin soliciting feedback. It was explained that while all factors and
indicators were important, their feedback was an important part of the process and that when
the application moves forward it is better to have provided some insight than to remain silent.
This made an impact on eight of the community members present. One coupl e | eft
immediately and the remaining eight participated to varying degrees.

In total three work books were completed and submitted and 57 workbooks were submitted
with ‘No Quarry’ written on the cover. A summary of the comments and concerns brought
forward at Public Event #3 isasfollows:

General Comments:

e Concern this project will be atrigger point for more development in the areg;
community will lose the small town feel/quaintness

e Fear future residential and industrial development and satellite industries

e Trucksdrive quickly because they are paid by the load-1s this how St. Marys will pay
the drivers?

e Government needs aggregate supply so they don’'t have our best interests in mind; how
are we going to get government support?

e Needto find arare salamander or a Native burial ground to stop this project

e Water issues are more important

e No tabulated results of survey from last meeting — al my answers werein there.
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Alternatives:

Support Alternate Haul Route 1 - Best route as it minimizes exposure to cyclists on
Milburough Line, Centre Road and Campbellville Road

Alternative 1 isthe most direct, least disruptive route, but how do you expect to
enforce truck prohibitions.

Alternative 2 is not aviable set up — hills, line of sight — low lands trucks prefer not to
make turns every mile and a half.

Alternative 3 is not good — Campbellville can never take the traffic that would be on
Twiss and Reid Roads — Townline needs total rebuild —wet lands and low lands —
potential problems at Campbellville and Townline Road.

Alternative 5 is the worst option presented.

Impacts of Truck Traffic:

Vehicle damage: chips out of windshields and flat tires on school buses

Volume of truck traffic

Increased traffic always has an effect on local business and activities

Quarry hours of operation 7am-7pm affects rush hour and kids headed to school
Property impacts: cracks in house foundations, vibration and dust, waste, home equity
and property value

Winter driving conditions

Road condition: already torn up by school buses

Road access

Trucks won't stick to the designated haul routes— suggest brightly numbering trucks
Congestion on the 401: 401 is not productive to trucking

Why not use rail line or atunnel under Campbellville or Milburough?

By the end of the session participants had calimed down considerably and had provided open
feedback. Chris Philp was able to answer some of the more technical questions, which the
residents appreciated. Participants reiterated many times throughout the session that they
were opposed to the quarry and wanted to be sure that we captured their opposition. But
understood the rationale in participating and did provide some valuable feedback.
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13.1.4 Public Event #4

Public Event # 4 was held on June 23", 2008 at the Carlisle Community Arena.
Advertisements were placed in the local papers as follows:

Flamborough Review Waellington Advertiser
Friday June 6, 2008 Friday June 13, 2008
Friday June 13, 2008 Friday June 20, 2008
Milton Canadian Champion Burlington Post
Friday June 6, 2008 Friday June 6, 2008
Friday June 13, 2008 Friday June 13, 2008

Halton Compass
Tuesday June 10, 2008 (online); Thursday June 12, 2008 (print)
Tuesday June 17, 2008 (online); Thursday June 19, 2008 (print)

This event served as an interim Public Event designed to give the public an additional
opportunity to provide feedback and to ask questions. Originally this PIC was intended to
satisfy the CART Terms of Reference; however less than one week before the PIC, CART
indicated that they could not support the submitted findings without having additional timeto
review the material.

Given that advertisements had already been published and with insufficient time to cancel,
St. Marys decided to proceed with the meeting to give the public a chance to see what stage
the evaluation was at and which potential haul routes were emerging as front runners.

The event was well attended by approximately 120 residents. It consisted of an open house
format followed by a formal presentation with a question and answer period. The event
consisted of 46 display boards that provided information on:

e Project, proposed quarry, and the study process
PIC #2 and PIC#3 comments and how they are being addressed
Existing road and traffic data
Preliminary constraints
Screening from the long list to the short list of 5 potential alternative haul routes
Controlling truck traffic
Detailed analysis of the alternative haul route in tabular format
Evaluation approach and preliminary qualitative and quantitative evaluation results
Sensitivity analysis
Next steps

Eleven attendees completed the comment form to varying degrees and other public input was
recorded during the question and answer session. A summary of the comments and concerns
brought forward at Public Event #4 is as follows:
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Basdaline I nfor mation:

Outdated traffic statistics

Alternatives:

No haul routes are acceptable

Alternative 4 would be the most balanced route, but instead of going east on
Campbellville Rd, go on an angle to the north east and make a new interchange at 401
and McNiven

Prefer Haul Route 4 to Campbellville Rd and then head in anorth easterly direction to
401 instead of straight up Milburough Linewhich isafairly low and sensitive area
Which route do you think atruck driver will take if your designated haul routeis 20
minutes longer?

Y ou show the preferred haul routes for the trucks leaving the site. What about the trucks
entering the site? Are they restricted to the same route? This should be added to the panel
to makeiit clear.

You are limited to choosing a haul route based on the existing number of roads that are
surrounding the Quarry. So either have to use Milburough Line or Concession 11E. In the
future if you need another haul route is another application needed for the trucks to use
another road?

How would you obtain al this extra property to fix the rest of the road to accommodate
al the new requirements for the rest of the ROW? Will you expropriate the properties?
Haul routes are shown to only go east and west. Do you not expect that trucks will be
going to sites located in the south? Going south is not shown as a haul route, so how do
they (trucks) get there?

What happens if material patterns change? Is anew haul route required? Minimal
attention is being paid to the south. If the mid-peninsula highway is approved, does this
change the quarry haul route? What happens?

Impacts of Truck Traffic:

“Fixing” = Destruction

Safety first — No haul route

Don't agree with putting a stop light at Campbellville Rd and Milburough asit is at the
bottom of a very steep hill when heading eastbound.

Trucks will be running through the City at 2am to get to the Quarry for 3am. Residents
won't be able to sleep.

Impacts with double-trailer trucks with cyclists should be (explicitly) stated. All of the
routes presented are cycling routes, which could have impacts with trucks.

Y our ideaof an upgrade isto flatten the grades. We like to cycle on the roads with a
bigger hill. How is that an upgrade? What is your idea of an upgrade?

What is the stopping distance at the bottom of the hill for heavy trucks? What is the
stopping distance coming out of Lawson Park or other driveways? What is the stopping
distance for aloaded truck?

What is going to happen to the two rail road crossings? How will this be accommodated?
Already we have to wait a few minutes when we are commuting to work.
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e Diesd isexpensive right now. Trucks are running the lights at Clappins Corners. They
will go on any other side route to get the gravel around. Gravel haulers going to LaFarge
don’t conform. We need reassurance that the trucks will stay on the (designated) haul
route.

e How many different people are driving these 1100 trucks? Their routes would require
minimum 2 hours to Toronto, how many different vehicles would there be?

Evaluation:
e Presented no useful information today-“ preferred” routes were determined from a sample
of 50? Ridiculous
e These comments do not have enough validity to represent public input since so many
people walked out. The community preferences were not documented (on the board)
since they weren't provided (at the meetings).
e The character of the road makes the route a negative or disadvantage. But this doesn’'t
stop if from being a haul route.
e What isthethreshold to indicate that it is too disruptive to accommodate all these
changes? When isit measured that it (alternative) istoo detrimental to the community?
What criterion evaluates the degree of change for an appropriate impact? It should be
included.
Public Consultation Process:
e Quarry has not been approved, thisis an exercise in futility to discuss the haul routes
Information overload, too much to take in at once
Contaminated soil has not yet been addressed.
Application for safe test-pumping has not yet been approved.
We are concerned that we will be poisoned by the water.
Display graphics are good. The scientific findings presented are not good enough.
Two motions will be passed by Town Council tonight in Milton.
0 Motion 1 - Notice of Motion to follow-up on site contamination in 1998
0 Motion 2 - Milton Council Motion, City of Hamilton, asking CART to seize
review of our study until a hydrogeology study is completed. Also passed a motion
to fund $30,000 for peer reviews.
e Areyou going to provide thisinformation (display panels) in soft copies for usto review?
e CART requires additional information, what is missing?

13.1.5 Public Event #5

Will be inserted following PIC #5 in the fall.
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13.2 Agency Consultation

13.2.1 Combined Aggregate Review Team (CART)

The St. Marys team has worked with CART throughout the entire process and has respected

and adhered to their Terms of Reference. Members of the origina CART group included:
e Stan Holiday — City of Hamilton

Alvin Chan — City of Hamilton

Steven Rowe — Hamilton Consultant

Mohan Philip — City of Hamilton

Jill Stephen — City of Hamilton

Tanya McKenna— City of Hamilton

Paul Cripps— Town of Milton

Lisa Zinkewich — Halton Region

Anne Dawkins — Town of Milton

Asthe project progressed additional participants included:
e Robin van de Lande — City of Burlington
e Kathryn Pounder — Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC)
o Jeffery Reid — Halton Region

More recently there have been significant changes including the departure of Stan Holiday
and Alvin Chan and the addition of the following members:

e Raymond Lee— City of Hamilton

e Christopher Bell — City of Hamilton

e Stirling Todd — Halton Region

e Stephen Robichaud — City of Hamilton

The St. Marys project team has liaised with CART through their chair Stan Holiday (who
was recently replaced by Raymond Lee) and Chris Bell and at times corresponded directly
with CART members.

To date the St. Marys team has had five meetings with CART members to discuss the project
progress, findings, and detail s about upcoming public events.

Although it was challenging to coordinate the schedules of so many members, meetings were
held on the following dates:

January 25", 2007 — meeting
November 15", 2007 — meeting
December 18", 2007 — conference call
January 16™, 2008 — meeting

June 17", 2008 — meeting
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Table 13-2 summarizes the description of the submissions made to CART over the duration
of the project and the format and date it was sent.
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Table 13-2: Summary of Submissions madeto CART

Description of Submission For mat Date Submitted

PIC#2 Display Boards (Draft) Electronic (FTP Site) 1-Nov-07
PIC#2 Display Boards (Draft) Hardcopy + CD 2-Nov-07
Alternate Modes of Transport (update to board) Electronic (email) 7-Nov-07
Alternative Haul Routes Identified (added 5th haul route) Electronic (email) 7-Nov-07
Alternative Haul Route 5 (new board) Electronic (email) 7-Nov-07
Advertising Schedule for PIC#2 Electronic (email) 7-Nov-07
Response to CART letter dated Sept. 17/07 Hardcopy 15-Nov-07
Comment Sheet for PIC#2 Hardcopy 15-Nov-07
Evaluation Criteria Ranking Sheet Hardcopy 15-Nov-07
Comment Sheet for PIC#2 revised Electronic (email) 20-Nov-07
Updated PIC #2 Display Boards Electronic (FTP Site) + hardcopy 26-Nov-07
Ad Schedule PIC #3 Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Workshop (PIC#3) Workbook Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
PIC #2 Comment Sheet Summary Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Participant Questions (PIC #2 Q+A) Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Revised Existing Traffic and Truck Volumes board Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Revised Existing Road and Rail Network board Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Revised Preliminary Constraints Map board Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Estimated Number of School Buses board Electronic (email) 18-Dec-07
Minutes from December 18, 2007 Conference Call Electronic (email) 1-Jan-08
CART Memo Electronic (email) 20-May-08
Summary of Transportation Analysis Electronic (email) 20-May-08
Analysis Document Electronic (email) 20-May-08
Anaysis Matrix Electronic (email) 20-May-08
Evaluation Approach Electronic (email) 20-May-08
Recommended Preferred Alternative and Potential Mitigation Electronic (email) 20-May-08
PIC #4 Draft Display Boards Electronic (email) + hardcopy 20-May-08
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13.2.2 Ministry of Transportation (MTO)

The Ministry of Transportation was contacted on several occasions throughout this process.
The first contact was on November 5", 2007 when iTRANS contacted Tom Hewitt via email
and phone message to request a meeting with MTO to discuss the Haul Route study. Mr.
Hewitt referred iTRANS to Adrian Firmani and on November 13, 2007 aformal request was
sent to MTO asking for data, their concerns, and what level of involvement they would prefer
going forward. Mr. Firmani responded via letter on January 10", 2008 and noted the
following comments:

From a Traffic perspective:

e Theinterchange at Highway 401 and Highway 6 is in southwestern region’s
jurisdiction. Please contact (519) 873-4200 for comments regarding this interchange.

e The Traffic office requires detailed traffic impact studies for each of the alternative
haul routes.

From a Highway Engineering Per spective:

¢ Review of the pavement structure of the ramps, Reid Sideroad and the Guelph Line
structure to accommodate the increased weight and volume of trucks.

e Structural review of the Guelph Line Overpass to accommodate the increased volume
of trucks

e What will be the noise impacts through the identified haul route areas?

e On sheet 13, the map shows that Reid Sideroad has a posted speed of 80km/hr, please
verify as| believeit is posted at 60km/hr.

e Asfor the status of the Highway 6 study, MTO is currently going through EA
approva for the route and is anticipating to have it in 2008 at which point Southwest
Region will take over the project. Asfor the timing of the new re-aligned Highway,
staff from Southwest will be determining this but not until approval is obtained.
Currently Brian Goudeseune from the SW office is the Project Manager involved (or
at least has knowledge of) the project.

e Maddaugh Road to Highway 401 - Highway 6 will be constructed on a new
alignment to bypass the communities of Puslinch and Morriston. This new section of
Highway will be afully controlled access, 4 lane divided highway with median
separator barrier and provide full Eastbound and Westbound access to Highway 401
viavarious ramp configurations.

On February 14" iTRANS sent a formal request for information to Mr. Goudeseune.
Information was not quickly forthcoming so subsequent requests were made to Roger
DeGannes for signal timings on March 6", 2008, Graeme Price for data on March 19", 2008,
Connor Byrne for signal timings on March 20™, 2008, and Dan Leake for information on
Highway 6 on April 4™, 2008.
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All data provided by MTO was considered in the Haul Route Evaluation.
13.2.3 Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR)

On August 11", 2008 Diane Schwier was contacted from the Ministry of Natural Resources
via phone and email to inquire if and how MNR would like to be involved in the Haul Route
Study. At thistime aweb link to the display boards from PIC #4 was a so provided for their
reference. On August 12", 2008 Ms. Schwier responded by email thanking iTRANS for the
information and explained that the information would be kept on file for future reference.
She went on to explain that although they appreciate receiving the information, MNR will
not be commenting on the study. Traffic assessments are not required under the Provincia
Standards and are typically a mandate of the municipality. Should an application be received
under the Aggregate Resources Act and there are objections to the application based on
traffic concerns, MNR will need assurance that the applicant has made every effort to address
objection / concerns. This must be demonstrated prior to referring the application to the

OMB or to the Minister for issuance or refusal of the licence.

13.2.4 Halton Conservation

Halton Conservation was contacted as suggested by the CART members. On June 25", 2008
a soft copy of the Baseline Conditions Report was mailed to Brenda Axon with the Halton
Conservation for her review and comment. It was confirmed that Ms. Axon received her
copy and comments are still forthcoming.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Ms. Axon on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.5 County of Wellington

Aldo Salis from the County of Wellington was contacted via phone and provided hard copies
of the PIC #2 display boards on November 9", 2007. The County of Wellington was invited
to provide feedback on the content in the display boards and asked how they would like to be
involved in the study going forward. Their only request was to continue to keep them
updated throughout the study.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Salis on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.6 Township of Puslinch

Brenda Law from the Township of Puslinch was contacted via phone and provided hard
copies of the PIC #2 display boards on November 9", 2007. The County of Wellington was
invited to provide feedback on the content in the display boards and asked how they would
like to be involved in the study going forward. On January 28, 2008 Brenda provided aletter
response to St. Mary’s stating that the Township was very concerned with truck traffic along
Highway 6 through Morriston. Ms. Law went on to state that Morriston is aready very
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congested and it istheir Council’s opinion that additional trucks would only worsen an
already dangerous section of the Highway. It was also shared that there have been many
accidents some resulting in fatalities, and it would be insensible to add to an aready poor
situation. The Township of Puslinch was appreciative for the opportunity to provide their
comments and the St. Marys team agreed to keep them updated throu%hout the study. A web
link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Ms. Law on July 17", 2008 any comments
are still forthcoming.

13.2.7 CP Rail

Canadian Pacific Rail isthe only Rail Company operating within the study area. They were
first contacted by Norma Moores from Stantec who was inquiring about the train frequency
at the Guelph Junction. On August 4", 2006 Orest Rojik of CP Rail responded with
information on freight and passenger trains and cautioned that the information provided is
based on existing traffic and approximately representsrail traffic for the average day.
Variations may exist on aday to day basis adding that specific measurements may also vary
significantly depending on customer demands.

On November 6™, 2007 iTRANS followed up with Mr. Rojik asking if CP Rail had any
interests or concerns related to the study. A reply email was received from David Lukianow
(CP Rail) asking what the total traffic count would be including existing vehicular traffic and
anticipated truck traffic. On November 13", 2007 iTRANS provided Mr. Lukianow with the
traffic volumes he was seeking.

On December 20", 2007, iTRANS provided Mr. Lukianow and Mr. Rojik with aweb link to
the display boards for PIC #2 requesting their comments and feedback. On January 18th,
2008, Mr Lukianow replied via email expressing concern because none of the display boards
addressed grade crossing improvements to address the significant increase in heavy truck
traffic over the Twiss Road grade crossing, among others. He went on to say that the existing
crossing warning signal system is satisfactory even with the increase in traffic volumes,
however their concern is the affect that this tonnage will have on the grade crossing surface
and subsurface.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Lukianow and Mr. Rojik on July
17", 2008 any comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.8 Hamilton -Wentworth District School Board

On October 16, 2007, Darryl Sage from the Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board was
contacted and provided with afew details about the project. At that time i TRANS requested
information regarding school bus routes that are currently in operation within the study area.
It was explained that this information would be used to help determine the most suitable
truck haul route for the proposed Flamborough Quarry. The data were printed on October 19,
2007 and provided to iTRANS shortly thereafter.
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A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Sage on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.9 Hamilton - Wentworth Catholic District School Board

On October 16, 2007, Vince Ramelli from the Hamilton-Wentworth Catholic District School
Board was contacted and provided with afew details about the project. At that timeiTRANS
requested information regarding school bus routes that are currently in operation within the
study area. It was explained that this information would be used to help determine the most
suitable truck haul route for the proposed Flamborough Quarry. The data were printed on
October 18, 2007 and provided to iTRANS shortly thereafter.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Ramelli on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.10 Halton District School Board

On October 31st, 2007, Karen Lacroix from the Halton District School Board was contacted
and provided with afew details about the project. At that time i TRANS requested
information regarding school bus routes that are currently in operation within the study area.
It was explained that this information would be used to help determine the most suitable
truck haul route for the proposed Flamborough Quarry. The data were printed on October
31st, 2007 and provided to iTRANS shortly thereafter.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Ms. Lacroix on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.11 Halton Catholic District School Board

On November 9", 2007, Sandy Morgan from the Halton Catholic District School Board was
contacted and provided with afew details about the project. At that time i TRANS requested
information regarding school bus routes that are currently in operation within the study area.
It was explained that this information would be used to help determine the most suitable
truck haul route for the proposed Flamborough Quarry. The data were compiled on
November 9", 2007 and provided to iTRANS shortly thereafter.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Ramelli on July 17", 2008 any
comments are still forthcoming.

13.2.12 Hamilton - Wentworth Federation of Agriculture

On July 7™, 2008, Philip Krakar was contacted by email to inquire if and how the Hamilton-
Wentworth Federation of Agriculture would like to be involved in the study. When no
response was received a subsequent inquiry was made with Dorothy Jones the
Secretary/Treasurer and on July 15", 2008 aweb link to the PIC #4 display boards was
emailed. On July 22", 2008 Ms. Jones confirmed receipt of the link and explained that she
would present the materia at their August meeting. Comments are still forthcoming.
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On July 24™, 2008, Ms. Jones requested that the group be informed of the date for PIC#5.
13.2.13 Ministry of Culture

On July 4™, 2008 K atherine Cappella from the Ministry of Culture sent afax to Jim Wilson
and copied iITRANS to advise them that they had the opportunity to review the Stage 1
archaeological assessment report. The correspondence went on to note the Ministry concurs
with the recommendation that a Stage 2 archaeol ogical assessment be conducted for those
areas identified as having archaeological potential along whichever haul route is chosen to
service the quarry. If any significant archaeological sites are documented during the Stage 2
assessment, they will have to be mitigated through either avoidance or excavation.

13.2.14 Cycling Committees

Members of CART provided the names of cycling committees that are active within the
study area and suggest iTRANS contact each of them.

On January 23", 2008 Darryl Bender the City staff person that supports the Hamilton Cycling
Committee was contacted viaemail. Mr. Bender responded the same day and provided alink
to the map of cycling routes for the entire City and suggested that iTRANS also contact

Burlington/Halton to acquire similar information for the remainder of the study area.
http://www.map.hamilton.ca/Static/PDFs/Public%20W orks/citywide%20bike%20map-rural 2005.pdf

Mr. Bender advised that there were cycling clubsin the city, but did not know their specific
cycling routes. Heis under the assumption that some of the groups have variable routes.
The two groups that immediately came to mind were the Hamilton Cycling Club & a group
at McMaster University that organizes rides through "MACycle". He went on to state that
there are afew other groups that likely use this area as well. Finally, he added that he was
aware of at least one cycling event that existsin the area - in early September.

A web link to the PIC #4 display boards was emailed to Mr. Bender on July 17th, 2008 and
he advised on July 23", 2008 that he forward the link to the members of the Hamilton
Cycling Committee for their review.

On August 20th, 2008 Mr. Bender replied and explained that The Hamilton Cycling
Committee discussed the Flamborough Quarry project at their August 6™ meeting and the
members asked that the following comments be forwarded:

e Ensure paved shoulders for cyclists along al of the haul routes

e Ensurevery regular street sweeping

e Ensure enforcement of “loads must be covered”

e Turning lanes for the trucks was suggested

On January 23", 2008 iTRANS emailed Kim Philips from the City of Burlington to inquire
about cycling in the study area. Ms. Philips forwarded the message to Ashley Grigg aclerk

with the City of Burlington who provided the following response to iTRANS on March 6th,
2008.
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The Burlington Cycling Committee is a Citizen Advisory Committee to Burlington City
Council, which provides advice on matters pertaining to cycling within the City of
Burlington. The cycling committee responds to requests from staff and Council related to
utilitarian and recreational cycling on-road lanes and multi-use pathways within Burlington
and provides input to City staff about reports, proposed by-laws, annual capital and operating
budget requests and other relevant materials related to cycling within Burlington. The
committee also identifies issues regarding safety of on-road lanes and off-road pathways
within Burlington and promotes the expansion of on-road and multi-use cycling facilities and
safe cycling with in the City of Burlington. Further information regarding the Burlington
Cycling Committee is available at www.burlington.ca (under the following path: Welcome
to City Hall / Boards and Committees/ Burlington Cycling Committee).

The Burlington Cycling Guide which contains the Burlington pathway and bikeway map was
attached to the email.

Two prominent cycling stores Brant Cycle and Newworld Cycle in Burlington were also
contacted on January 23", 2007 to request cycling information and see if they would like to
be involved in the study but neither responded to the request.
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14. SUMMARY OF MAJOR CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

Both the qualitative evaluation and the quantitative evaluation independently arrived at the
same conclusion, that Alternative Haul Route 3 isthe preliminary preferred alternative. The
next most preferred aternative is Alternative Haul Route 1, followed by Alternative Haul
Routes2 and 4, respectively. Alternative Haul Route 5 was the least preferred alternative for
both evaluation methods.

The sensitivity analysis highlighted that while Alternative Haul Route 3 continues to remain
the preferred option under different weighting scenarios, Alternative Haul Route 1 remains a
reasonabl e option.

In conclusion Alternative Haul Route 3 isthe preliminary preferred alternative.

To ensure smooth and safe traffic operations are maintained effectively along the preferred
haul route, it is recommended that the following road alterations be implemented:
= Upgrade of the road cross sections to incorporate up to date engineering standards,
wider travelling lanes, and a continuous cycling lane in both directions.
Signalization of the Campbellville Road and Milburough Line Intersection.
Signalization of the Campbellville Road and Twiss Road Intersection.
Signalization of the Reid Sideroad / Highway 401 EB Ramp Intersection.
Construction of eastbound and westbound exclusive | eft-turn lanes at Campbellville
Road and Milburough Line.
= Construction of eastbound and westbound exclusive left-turn lanes at Campbellville
Road and Twiss Road.
= Construction of a northbound channelized right-turn lane at Campbellville Road and
Milburough Line with atruck acceleration lane on the east leg.
= Construction of a southbound channelized right-turn lane at Campbellville Road and
Twiss Road with atruck acceleration lane on the west leg.

Other suggested mitigation measures include:
= Coordinate the traffic signals at Campbellville Road and Twiss Road with the signal
controls at therail crossing on Twiss Road
= Horizontal realignment on Campbellville Road to remove the existing substandard
curves
= Modify rail crossing controls on Campbellville Road to include lights and gates
= Reduce speed limit on Milburough Line to 50 km/h

With the addition of quarry truck traffic and the recommended road alterations in place, the
preferred haul route can operate safely and efficiently. Thisis supported by the traffic
analysis that considers the 2021 and 2031 horizon years for both signalized and unsignalized
intersections
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City of Hamilton — Mountsberg Quarry
Haul Route Evaluation Terms of Reference

1.0 Introduction

The Lowndes Holdings Corp. has proposed to develop a Dolostone Quarry in the
City of Hamilton at a location between Centre Rd and Milburough Line, north of
Concession 11. Figure 1 shows the location of the proposed quarry and the
recommended study area for the haul route evaluation.

A concern associated with the project is the large volume of heavy truck traffic
that would be generated by the quarry and the impact of traffic movement on
traffic safety, social features and the natural environment along the haul route(s).
In response to the Lowndes Holdings application for an amendment to the City of
Hamilton Official Plan/Zoning By-law, the City is requesting that an evaluation be
undertaken to select the preferred mode/routes to transport the aggregate
material from the proposed quarry site.

The municipalities of Hamilton, Halton, Burlington and Milton are requesting that
the evaluation to be completed be consistent with the requirements of the Ontario
Environmental Assessment Act and its regulations (if applicable). Should there
be a need to improve roadways to support the project (if the application receives
Planning Act and Aggregate Resource Act approvals), a Class EA for these
improvements will likely need to be undertaken (the MEA Municipal Class EA
and/or the MTO Class EA for Provincial Highways). This haul route evaluation
would serve to support the preferred alternative as part of possible future EAs to
fulfill Ontario EA Act requirements and possibly the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Act.

The activities that are to be undertaken in conducting the haul route assessment
and comparative evaluation include:

= Define Study Parameter Assumptions;

= |dentify and Evaluate Alternative Solutions;

= |dentify Reasonable Alternative Routes within the study area giving
consideration to applicable plans and policies including municipal official
plans, the Greenbelt Plan and the Niagara Escarpment Plan;

= |dentify and describe any needed improvements to the alternative routes
to support projected truck volumes;

= Describe Baseline Environmental, Socio-cultural, Economic and
Transportation Conditions;

= Develop the Evaluation Approach;

= Assess & Evaluate the Alternative Routes (considering the identified
needed improvements);

= Select the Preferred Route(s);

= Describe Effects for the Preferred Route(s);

= |dentify Potential Road Improvement Needs;
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= |dentify financial implications and proponent (Lowndes Holdings) and
municipal responsibilities (short and long term);

» Prepare Draft and Final Evaluation Reports;

= Public Consultation (e.g. meetings/workshops (4)) and;

= Agency Consultation with but not limited to the following agencies
(identified as the Agency Review Group):

o The Municipalities of Hamilton, Halton, Burlington and Milton;

The Ministry of Transportation;

The Ministry of Natural Resources;

Halton Conservation;

The Niagara Escarpment Commission; and

Other agencies identified by the proponent

O O0OO0OO0Oo

This Terms of Reference is to be considered as the minimum expectation for
conducting this study and that the applicable municipalities reserve the right to
request reasonable additions to the study should results warrant the need for
additional or more detailed investigations.

2.0 Define Study Parameter Assumptions

Key assumptions regarding the project that are to be defined include but are not
limited to:
e Assumed in-service date;
Sizes of the trucks to be used;
Volume of truck traffic to be generated;
Location of truck queuing area(s);
The distribution of truck traffic volumes among the potential haul routes (if
more than one haul route is to be utilized);
e A description as to how truck volumes and truck tonnages might vary over
the life of the project and by hours of the day, days of the week, and time
of the year;
Destinations of the material;
Trucking base origins;
Hours of facility operation, etc;
How the use of routes would be regulated/enforced; and

Horizon year and intervals required for analysis (20 yrs in 10 year
increments).

The assessment should also identify Best Practices for both design/construction
and operation activities with respect to aggregate transportation of similar
operations in Ontario and other jurisdictions.

Should a Class EA be required for possible future road upgrades to the preferred
haul route(s), these parameters would serve to support the rationale for the road
improvements.
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The selection of the proposed haul route is to consider potential quarry
expansion plans.

3.0 Review of Alternative Solutions

To satisfy the Class EA requirement to consider “alternatives to” the undertaking,
the proponent should identify and evaluate alternative solutions to transport the
qguarried material from the site. This may include road-based options; rail based
options; or a combination thereof.

4.0 Identify Alternative Routes Within the Study Area

The reasonable alternative routes to be considered are to be identified and
described. A map/air photo showing these routes is to be provided. As the
future market area for aggregates is uncertain, the study area/alternative routes
are to extend from the proposed quarry site to the entrance points of Ontario
“400” series highways in all directions. If the proponent can
rationalize/demonstrate why some travel directions from the quarry would not be
used, or that the volume of truck traffic would be so low throughout the entire life
of the facility so as to not result in any appreciable negative effects, then routes
in these directions would not need to be assessed.

If more than one haul route is required for the quarry operation, or if return and
exit trips are to be by separate routes then it is expected that several sets of
alternatives routes would be generated (and evaluated) with each set having the
same end point (i.e. a provincial “400” series Highway).

The identified alternative routes are to be presented to the agencies and public
for review and comment prior to their assessment and evaluation. It is expected
that agencies will be provided with the opportunity to review all materials in draft
prior to public release.

5.0 Describe Baseline Conditions

A description of baseline conditions for all of the alternative routes is to be
provided. As much of the information as possible should be presented on
mapping/air photos using GIS or a reasonable alternative (ArcGIS preferred). A
description of the following environmental components is to be provided:

= Aquatic Environment;

= Terrestrial environment including ESAs and other sensitive areas/features;

= Surface Water Features;

= Existing and Proposed Land Uses;

» Land use plans and designations including municipal official plans, the
Green Belt Plan and the Niagara Escarpment Plan;
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= Social Environment (residences, community features, recreation facilities,
community function and character, school bus routes, emergency vehicle
access, etc.);

= Air quality conditions;

= Noise levels;

= Economic Environment (location and type of business enterprises);

= Agriculture;

= Recreational uses (trail crossings, cycling uses, walking etc);

= Cultural resources (built heritage, cultural landscape, archaeology);

» Road characterization (roadway classification, right-of-way widths, level of
service (current and projected), weight restrictions, number of lanes,
pavement structure, intersection configuration, road alignment (vertical
and horizontal), reduced load designations, posted speed, truck route
designation, watercourse crossings, culvert types, rail crossings, steep
grades, visibility etc.);

= Traffic Volumes; and

= 5 yrvehicle collision history by link/intersection including wildlife.

Baseline conditions need to be determined for the “future no build” scenario. The
description of the baseline conditions will be used as the basis from which to
assess the potential for change as a result of the use and possible improvement
to the alternative options being considered.

6.0 Develop the Evaluation Approach

The evaluation of the identified alternative routes is to be conducted in a
systematic, comprehensive and traceable manner consistent with the Ontario
Environmental Assessment Act. The evaluation is to be based on a set of
evaluation criteria and indicators. As an example, a basic list of assessment/
evaluation criteria is provided in Table 1. Itis noted that several of the example
criteria may not apply, nevertheless they should be considered at the onset of the
study. The data to be collected on the basis of the criteria is expected to be a
mix on quantitative and qualitative data. The criteria and their relative
importance are to be confirmed through agency and public consultation prior to
their application.

The effects assessment is to consider the potential increase in truck volumes, as
a result of quarry activity, over the anticipated future background traffic volumes
for each alternative route. As well, the assessment of the alternative routes is to
consider any needed improvements to the routes to support the projected
increase in truck volumes.

Once developed, the assessment and comparative evaluation approach is to be
submitted to the Agency Review Group for their review and comment.
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7.0 Assess Effects of the Alternative Routes

Prior to the assessment of the alternatives, road improvements that are needed
to support the existing uses and proposed use of each alternative route are to be
identified (e.g. road widenings, resurfacing, turning lanes, new crossings/grade
separations, paved shoulders, signals, etc.) and considered in the effects
analysis/route comparison. There may be a need for additional supporting
studies (e.g. geotechnical investigations, cost analysis) to establish road
improvement needs.

For each set of alternative routes, the routes are to be assessed and a
description of potential effects provided based on the selected assessment/
evaluation criteria. The data is to be presented in a matrix format that describes
the potential for effect for each indicator/alternative.

8.0 Comparatively Evaluate and Recommend the Preferred
Route(s)

On the basis of the collected data/assessment of effects for each of the
alternative routes, the alternatives are to be comparatively evaluated. The
preference would be to use qualitative evaluation method, to be supported by a
guantitative evaluation method if the data type supports one. In comparing the
alternatives, the relative importance of the criteria is to be considered.

For each set of alternatives, the advantages and disadvantages of the
alternatives are to be compared and considered in the rationalization of the
preferred route(s).

The recommended preferred route(s) and the method by which this preference is
achieved is to be presented to the agencies and then the public prior to its
confirmation.
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Table 1 — Example Evaluation Criteria

Criteria |

Indicators

Aquatic Environment/Surface Water

Potential for disturbance to aquatic habitat

Number, character and sensitivity of
watercourses crossed.

Likelihood of increased runoff effects on these
watercourses.

Potential for removal of aquatic habitat from
road improvements (e.g. culvert extensions)

Number of watercourse culverts/structures that
could require extension to accommodate road
improvements.

Magnitude of removal effects.

Sensitivity of habitat affected.

Terrestrial Environment

Potential for disturbance to natural habitat

Number/length and character of sensitive
habitats that the haul routes pass by.

Effects on vegetation from increased run-off
from new road works, dust, emissions, etc..

Potential for removal of natural habitat from
road improvements

Area, character and sensitivity of vegetation to
be removed due to required road improvements.

Potential effects on wildlife as a result of habitat
removal.

Potential for increased wildlife kills

Presence of wildlife corridors that the routes
pass through.

Likelihood of increased wildlife kills as a result
of increased truck traffic volumes.

Existing and Planned Land Uses

Potential for disruption effects to sensitive
planned land uses

Number, character of planned development
areas.

Sensitivity of planned development to increased
truck traffic.

Potential for removal of planned land uses
from road improvements

Area and importance of planned land use
removed from road improvements.

Conformity with applicable plans and polices

Degree of conformity with official plans, the
Greenbelt Plan and the Niagara Escarpment
Plan.

Social Environment

Potential for disruption to residents

Number and proximity of residences potentially
affected by truck traffic.

Effects on the character of communities.

Effects on community function.

Number of residences expected to experience a
> 5 dbA increase in noise levels over future
baseline conditions for any given hour and a
description of the magnitude of change.

Potential for health risks
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Table 1 — Example Evaluation Criteria

Criteria

Indicators

Potential for disruption to users of recreation
facilities, community features and institutions

Number, proximity, character/sensitivity and
level of use of recreation facilities, community
features and institutions potentially affected by
truck traffic.

Potential for displacement/removal of
residents & residential property from road
improvements

Number and area of residences/residential
property required (distinguish between partial
and full removals).

Potential for removal of recreation, community
features & institutions

Number, area and character of recreation,
community features (including trails, bicycle
routes, parks and open space) & institutional
properties required (distinguish between partial
and full removals).

Economic Environment

Potential for disruption to business enterprises

Number, character/sensitivity, and proximity of
businesses potentially affected by truck traffic.

Potential for removal of business enterprises
and/ or property

Number, area, and character/sensitivity of
businesses and business properties required
(distinguish between partial and full removals)

Potential for affect on property values

Projected change in property values as a result
of roadway use by quarry trucks.

Potential for effect on agricultural operations

Number of farms along the haul route potentially
disrupted by truck traffic.

Number, area and productivity/value of cropland
removed for road improvements.

Number and area of farm properties required for
road improvements.

Cultural Resources

Potential for disturbance to built heritage
features

Number and character of built heritage features
potentially affected by truck traffic

Number of heritage properties removed from
road improvements (distinguish between partial
and full removals)

Potential for effects on archaeological
resources

Potential for effects on archaeological resources
as a result of road improvements (as reflected
through archaeological potential)

Transportation

Change in road service level

Change in road level of service/congestion

Change in access levels for road users

Effects on other roadways as a result of traffic
diversion

Potential for change in road safety level

Potential for increase in collision frequency and
severity

Number of access points and intersections
along the haul route

Presence of other potential safety issues along
the haul route (e.g. limited sight lines, steep
grades, school bus routes, movement of
agricultural vehicles and equipment)

Potential for impact on alternative
transportation modes.

Potential for conflicts with other modes of
transport along the haul route
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City of Hamilton — Mountsberg Quarry
Haul Route Evaluation Terms of Reference

Table 1 — Example Evaluation Criteria

Criteria | Indicators
Cost
Estimated infrastructure costs Estimated cost for all required road and other

infrastructure improvements.

Potential for additional costs to the
municipality(s) (e.g. impacts to municipal
maintenance operations)

9.0 Describe Effects and Mitigation for the Preferred Route(s)

For the preferred haul route(s), provide a description of the potential effects that
are expected to occur from the anticipated truck traffic volumes. This description
of effects is to be based on the evaluation criteria plus other more detailed
criteria if appropriate. Assess overall acceptability of the route and the effects of
increased tuck traffic on the quality of life for the affected individuals/
communities. The proponent is to demonstrate that the effects of the preferred
alternative (with the proposed truck volumes) can be considered as being
“reasonable” and “acceptable”.

Any property requirements to support the preferred haul route(s) are to be
described.

Mitigation measures to avoid or minimize effects, as input to the design phase
also need to be described. Also, the method to regulate/enforce the use of the
prescribed route(s) by all trucks associated with the quarry is to be described.

10.0 Prepare Draft and Final Evaluation Reports

A table of contents of the report is to be prepared and circulated to the
municipalities of Hamilton, Halton, Burlington and Milton.

A draft report is to be prepared that describes the evaluation process, which is to
be circulated to the affected municipalities (Hamilton, Halton, Burlington &
Milton), other agencies and the public for review and comment. The report is to
be finalized considering the comments received on the draft report.

11.0 Public and Agency Consultation
It is expected that there will be several consultation opportunities with

stakeholders throughout the evaluation process. At a minimum, the study is to
involve the following consultation activities:
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Haul Route Evaluation Terms of Reference

= Involve agencies through the CART agency advisory process. Applicable
agencies that are not part of CART are also to be involved. (The full
complement of reviewing agencies is to be known as the Agency Review
Group.)
= [nitial public notice in local newspapers announcing the initiation of the
study and where more information can be obtained; Residents, business
owners and property owners within 100 m of the alternative haul routes
are to receive the notice directly through mail out/drop-off.
= A meeting with the Agency Review Group to review the study
approach/process, evaluation criteria, level of study detalil, etc.
= Public notifications in local newspapers announcing the PICs/workshops
two weeks and one week in advance of the events. Stakeholders along
the alternative haul routes are also to receive a drop-off notice of the
events in advance.
= Four public consultation events (with presentations) are to be held:
0 #1 - to introduce the project, to identify how the public would like to
be involved and to identify initial public concerns and issues;
0 #2 - to present the draft alternative routes and the evaluation
approach
0 #3 - a public workshop that allows the opportunity to provide input
on the evaluation criteria, the relative importance of the criteria and
the evaluation approach;
0 #4 - to present the draft results of the comparative evaluation/
effects assessment;
= A meeting with the Agency Review Group to review the draft study
findings; and
= The circulation of the draft report for public and agency review and
comments (providing at least 30 days for the review of this report).

We expect that the proponent would consult with the Ministry of Transportation
on issues relating to provincial highways. In addition to the agencies listed under
sectionl, other agencies to be involved/consulted include the County of
Wellington, Township of Puslinch and CP/CN Rail. It is requested that written
acknowledgement be obtained from these agencies regarding their interest
and/or concerns with the project.

It is expected that the proponent will be responsive to the issues and concerns of
the agencies throughout the study period.

All consultation related materials including meeting minutes and comments
received and responses are to be provided throughout the study process.

An initial fifty (50) hard copies and 50 CDs of the draft report are to be made
available to the agencies as part of the 30-day review period. The same number
of hard copies and CDs will be required of the Final Report.
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Table 1. Screening of Alternative Haul Route Links

Link No./ Aquaticand Terrestrial Existing and Planned . : , : . Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
No. 1 -No impactson -Crosses an ESA -34 driveways -Passes by -No businesses -Existing -On-street bike -Road upgrades Yes
Centre Road conservation lands Mountsberg designated truck route (cautionary,
From Campbllville Rd -No impacts on Baptist Church and route un-signed)
_ sensitive wetlands Cemetery -No CP railway
ToConcesson 11 E -45 driveways crossings
-Frequency of 23 -Easily accessible
school buses daily for trucks from
in total for both quarry site
directions along
this route
No. 2 -No impactson -Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -No CP railway -On-street bike -Reconstruction No
Centre Road sensitive wetlands the heart of the the heart of the the heart of the crossings route (cautionary, and widening
. Carlise Carlisle Carlise un-signed) required.
From Concession 11 E community community community Reconstruction
To Carlisle Road -Passes by two -Passes by two -6 businesses and widening
schools, Balaclava schools, Balaclava required
Elementary School Elementary School -Existing
and our Lady of and our Lady of designated truck
Mount Carmel Mount Carmel route with
Catholic School Catholic School maximum 30-
- Passes by - Passes by tonne restriction
Carlise Carlisle
Community Centre Community Centre
and Hamilton and Hamilton
Public Library Public Library
-Passes by -Passes by
Flamborough Flamborough
Carlise Memoria Carlise Memorial
Park Park
-Frequency of 54
school buses daily
in total for both
directions along
thisroute
No. 3 -Passes by Carlisle -Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -Designated truck -Congestion -Reconstruction No
Centre Road Conservation Area the heart of the the heart of the the heart of the route with no through and widening
. _Crosses several Carlise Carlisle Carlisle restrictions Waterdown required
From Carlisle Road ESAs community community community -Speed limits to
To Dundas Street -Passes by Carlise -Passes by Carlise -Passes by Carlisle <60km/hr near
United Church and United Church and United Church and Carliseand
Cemetery Cemetery Cemetery Waterdown
-Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -Reconstruction
Flamborough Flamborough Flamborough and widening
Centre Centre Centre required
-Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -On-street bike
Concession 5 E Concession 5 E the Waterdown route (cautionary,
settlement area settlement area community un-signed)
-Passes through -Passes through
the Waterdown the Waterdown
community community
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Link No./ Aquaticand Terrestrial Existing and Planned : , , : . Carr
q . 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage | Yes/No
-Passes by four -Passes by four
-Passes by four schools, Riverwalk parks, Carlisle
schools: Riverwalk Country Day Conservation
Country Day Montessori, Area,
M ontessori Guardian Angels Flamborough
Guardian Angels Elementary Centre Community
Elementary School, Park, Centre Park
School Flamborough and Waterdown
= ambérough Centre Elementary Memorial Park
Centre Elementary and St. Thomas. -27 businesses
and St. Thomas. -Passes by four
-Passes by four parks, Carlise
parks, Carlisle Conservation
Conservation Area,
Area, Flamborough
Flamborough Centre Community
Centre Community Park, Centre Park
Park, Centre Park and Waterdown
and Waterdown Memorial Park
Memorial Park -Frequency of 232
school buses daily
in total for both
directions along
this route
No. 4 -Passes by -Passes by -On-street bike -Not an existing -Significant Yes
Milburough Line Mountsberg Mountsberg route truck route engineering
Wildlife Centre Wildlife Centre ; deficiencies
From Highway 401 ; —QU('ES.tI pnable '
; -Passes by -Conservation feasibility for new -Major
To Campbellville Road Environmentally Land 401 interchange reconstruction and
Significant Area -Existing railway widening required
-Conservation crossing with -Construction of a
Land lights only control trumpet
-On-street bike interchange
route (cautionary, required
un-signed)
-Significant
engineering
deficiencies
-Major
reconstruction and
widening required
No. 5 -Passes an ESA -25 driveways -On-street bike -1 business -Easily accessible -Truck route with -Reconstruction Yes
Milburough Line route for trucks from seasonal or year and widening
’ 25 driveways quarry site round load required
From Campbellville Rd ey zf " restrictions
To Concession 11 E -
> school buses daily -Substandard
in total for both visibility
directions along -On-street bike
this route route (cautionary,
un-signed)
No. 6 -Passes several -On-street bike -1 business -Not an existing -Significant No
Milburough Line ESAs route truck route engineering
- -Frequency of 25 -Substandard deficiencies
From Concession 11 E .
N school buses daily visibility and Major
To Derry Road m tOt‘?‘I for both significant reconstruction and
d rections dong engineering widening required
this route
01/10/2008 Page 2 of 8 iTRANS
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Link No./ Aquatic and Terrestrial Existing and Planned , , : : : Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
deficiencies
-On-street bike
route (cautionary,
un-signed)
-Major
reconstruction and
widening required
-CPrail crossing
(lights only)
No. 7 -Passes through -Passes through -Numerous -Cannot access No
Brant Street heavily-built up heavily-built up businesses along QEW Niagara
areain Burlington areain Burlington Brant without going on
From Dundas Street Passes by Passes by Faireview or
To QEW Kingsbridge Kingsbridge Plains Road
School School -Numerous traffic
-Passes by Brant -Passes by Brant signals along this
Hill Community Hill Community link
Centre & Library Centre & Library -Significant traffic
-Passesby two -Passesby two congestion on
churches, Brant churches, Brant Brant
Hills Presbyterian Hills Presbyterian
Church and Prince Church and Prince
of Peace Lutheran of Peace Lutheran
Church Church
-Numerous homes -Numerous homes
backing on to backing on to
Brant Brant
-Numerous
business along
Brant
No. 8 -Passes by -Passes through -Passes by severa -Passes by 7 -No cycling -Potential conflicts No
Guelph Line Conservation the heart of the churches, St. businessesin facilities with auto traffic
From Highway 401 Areas. Campbellville David's _ Campbellville and “Truck route with and pedestrians
Campbellyllle -Passes by many Presbyterian numerous other no restrictions -Not easily
To Derry Road g?ga’seg/:i\:\;)fr; y businesses ggl::;r;& s further south accessible for
y .
Lake Forestry -Passes by church Andrew's g:jacrkrf,fsr,?g] the
Tract, Crawford and several Anglican Church
Lake Conservation graerlgss/conser vaiion -Passes by 4%?”\2%2‘3;&‘5
Area Campbeliville Ball -
amp! passing through
Park business heart of
-Frequency of 30 Campbellville
school buses daily -Long steep grades
in total for both north of Derry
directions along Road and south of
thisroute Campbellville
-Interchange near
401 under
construction
No. 9 -Passes by Mount -Passes through -Passes by -Passes by many -No cycling -Potential conflicts No
Guelph Line Nemo Lowville Lowville Park and businesses facilities with auto traffic
Conservation Area community Burlington “Truck ; and pedestrians
From Derry Road J ruck route with
To DU dasyStreet Memorial Gardens no restrictions
-Long steep grades
01/10/2008 Page 3 of 8 iTRANS
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Link No./ Aquaticand Terrestrial Existing and Planned : : , : . Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
-Passes through -Passes by Happy -Passes by in Lowville area
Mount Nemo Times for Kids Crosswinds Golf and north of
community Daycare & Country Club Dundas Street
-Passes by parks -Frequency of 47 and Lowville Golf -Not easily
and Conservation school buses daily Club accessible for
Area in total for both trucks from the
directions along quarry site
this route
No. 10 -Passes through -Numerous homes -Numerous -No cycling -Guelph Line not No
Guelph Line heavily-built up backing on to businesses along facilities easily accessible
From Dundas Street areain Burlington Guelph Line Guelph Line “Truck route with for truck_s from the
-Passes by several -Passes by several no restrictions quarry site
To QEW churches, St. Johns churches, St. Johns -Significant traffic
Anglican Church, Anglican Church, congestion on
Calvary Baptist Calvary Baptist Guelph Line
Church, and Glad Church, and Glad through Burlington
Tidings Tidings -Numerous traffic
Pentecostal Pentecostal signals
Church Church
-Passes by MM -Passes by MM
Robinson High Robinson High
School School
-Numerous homes -Frequency of 8
backing on to school buses daily
Guelph Line in total for both
-Numerous di _recti onsalong
businesses along thisroute
Guelph Line
No. 11 -Crosses ESA -Passes by -18 driveways -2 businesses -Designated truck -Reconstruction or Yes
Campbellville Road Mountsberg -Frequency of 6 route with seasonal and road upgrades
From Highway 6 gapua Church & school buses daily load restrictions required
emetery intotal for both
To Centre Road -218 driveways directions along
this route
No. 12 -Crosses 2 ESAs -38 driveways -38 driveways -Designated truck -Significant -Major Yes
Campbellville Road -Major route with seasonal | visibility problems reconstruction
reconstruction road restrictions with ‘roller required with
From Centre Street required with coaster’ alignment significant
To Milburough Line significant -Major implicationsto
implicationsto reconstruction adjacent
adjacent required with properties/accesses
properties/accesses significant expected
expected implicationsto
-5 businesses adjacent
Frequency of 5 properties/accesses
B expected
school busss daily P
in total for both
directions along
this route
No. 13 -Passes by Laking -Passes by Laking -17 driveways -1 business -Truck route with -Passes through a -Reconstruction or Yes
Campbellville Road Tract and Thomas Tract and Thomas -Frequency of 8 seasonal load CP crossing (lights and road upgrades
William Harrison William Harrison i restrictions onl required
From Milburough Line school buses daily Y ™
_ Tract Tract in total for both
To Twiss Road -17 driveways directions along
this route
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Link No./ Aquaticand Terrestrial Existing and Planned : : , : . Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
No. 14 -Passes by -Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -Designated truck -Passes through a -Reconstruction No
Campbellville Road Campbellville Campbellville Campbellville Campbellville route with year- CP crossing (with required to
From Twiss Road Conservation Area built-up area built-up area built-up area round load lights and gates) mitigate the
) -Numerous homes -Numerous homes -1 business resirictions -Deficient road deficient road
To Guelph Line and driveways and driveways alignment at CP alignment a CP
crossin crossing
-Passes by -Passes by St. g .
Campbeliville David's -Major physical -Upgrade existing
Conservation Area Presbyterian constraints at road structure
-Passesby St. Church & Guelph Line
David's Cemetery intersection for
Presbyterian -Passes by turning truck
Church & Campbdliville Ball traffic
Cemetery Park -Cannot access
-Passes by -Frequency of 4 401 without
Campbeliville Ball school buses daily passing through
Park intotal for both business heart of
directions along Campbellville
this route -Interchange near
401 under
construction
No. 15 -Passes by Carlidle -Passes through -Passes through -Passes through -Designated truck -Passes through a -Reconstruction, No
Carlide Road Conservation Area the heart of the heart of the heart of route with seasonal | CP crossing (lights upgrade and
) Carlisle Carlisle Carlisle load restrictions only) widening required
From Highway 6 community community community NUMErous
To Milburough Line -Passes by -Numerous homes -11 businesses driveways and
Courtcliff Park and aong the route along the route accesses along the
Carlise -Passes by Carlise -Passes by Carlise route
Conservation Area Golf & Country Golf & Country -On-street bike
-Numerous homes Club Club route (cautionary,
and businesses -Frequency of 36 un-signed)
school buses daily -Potential conflicts
in total for both with autos and
directions along pedestrians
thisroute -Reconstruction
and widening
required
No. 16 -Frequency of 16 -Milburough Line -Reconstruction, No
Derry Road school buses daily not suitable access upgrade and
) . in total for both route to Derry due widening required
From Milburough Line directions along to significant
To Guelph Line thisroute engineering and
safety deficiencies
-Suggested bike
route east of Twiss
Road
-Reconstruction
and widening
required
No. 17 -ANSI -37 driveways -Passes by 37 -Easily accessible | -On-street bike -Reconstruction Yes
Concession 11 E _ESA driveways for trucksfromthe | route (cautionary, and widening
From Highway 6 -Frequency of 9 quarry site un-signed) required
school buses daily -Direct access -Not an existing
To Centre Road intotal for both from quarry siteto | truck route
directions along Highway 6 viathis
this route route
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Link No./ Aquatic and Terrestrial Existing and Planned , , : : : Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
No. 18 -Passes by an ESA -44 driveways -Passes by Lawson -Easily accessible -Short section of Yes
Concession 11 E Park for trucks from the | substandard
From Centre Road -Passes by 44 quarry site visibility
. ] driveways -Direct access -
To Milburough Line Frequency of 5 fr(_)m quarry -?"te f_O
school buses daily Highway 6 viathis
intotal for both route
directions along
this route
No. 19 -Passes through -Passes by -Designated truck | -On-street bike No
Concession 6 E Flamborough Community route with seasonal | route (cautionary,
From Hiohway 6 Centre Community Church, load restrictions un-signed)
e -Passes by Flamborough Traffic signal at
To Centre Road Flamborough Christi an Highway 6
Centre Community Fellowship
Park, Centre Park -Passes by
-Passes by Flamborough
Community Centre Elementary
Church, School
Flamborough -Frequency of 10
Christian school buses daily
Fellowship in total for both
-Passes by directions along
Flamborough thisroute
Centre Elementary
School
No. 20 -Passes through -Numerous homes -Numerous -Traffic congestion No
Parkside Drive the Waterdown aong the route businesses along -Passesthrough a
From Highway 6 built-up area -Passes by the route CP crossing (lights
-Numerous homes Flamborough -Passes by and gates)
To Evans Road along the route YMCA Flamborough -Passes by Fire
-Passes by several -Passes by several YMCA Station #24
schools schools, Allan A. _On-sireet bike
Greenleaf, Guy route (cautionary,
Brown, un-signed)
Waterdown
District Secondary
School
-Passes by James
United Church
-Passes by Fire
Station #24
No. 21 -Passes by -Numerous homes -Numerous -Designated truck -Significant No
Dundas Street numerous homes aong the route businesses along route with no conflictswith
Passes Passes the route restriction edestrians and
From Highway 6 - by : by St. y iehons guto tralcffic
. numerous Thomas Church,
To Guelph Line businesses St. Johns Anglican -Passes by
Church, Nelson numerous
United Church and driveways and
Cemetery acceses
-Passes by
Kingsbridge
School
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Link No./ Aquatic and Terrestrial Existing and Planned . : : : . Carr
q : 9 Social Environment Economic Environment Cultural Resources Transportation Costs Y
Road Link/ Environment Land Use Forward
To/From Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Advantage Disadvantage Yes/No
g g g g g g g g g g g g g g
-Passes through
the heart of the
Waterdown
community
-Passes by New
City Park
No. 22 -Significant -Located on -Neighbouring -Not an existing -Significant No
Concession 12 E impacts on the sensitive wetlands subdivision truck route construction
natL_JraI -Significant required
environment construction
-Large ESA required
-Located on
sensitive wetlands
No. 23 -Passes by ESA -Passes through -Passes numerous -Easily accessible -Existing -No widening Yes
Highway 6 Morriston businesses for trucks from congestion through | required
; community quarry site Morriston
From Highway 401 .
; -Frequency of 6 -Direct access to
To Campbellville Road school buses daily 401 and 403
in total for both -Designated truck
directions along route with no
thisroute restrictions
-No widening
required
No. 24 -Passes by ESA -Passes through -Passes through -Easily accessible -No new Yes
Highway 6 Freelton Freelton for trucks from construction
communit communit arry site
From Campbellville Rd unty Ly quarty
o -Frequency of 10 -Direct accessto
To Concession 11 E school buses daily 401 and 403
in total for both -Designated truck
directionsalong route with no
thisroute restrictions
No. 25 -Passes by small -Passes through -Passes through -Easily accessible -No new
Highway 6 ESAs Millgrove Millgrove for trucks from construction
. community community quarry site
From Concession 11 E .
. -Frequency of 73 -Direct accessto
To Highway 403 school buses daily 401 and 403
in total for both -Designated truck
directionsalong route with no
thisroute restrictions
-No widening
required
No. 26 -2 businesses -Truck route with -Passes through a Yes
Twiss Road no restrictions CP crossing (lights
and gates
From Campbellville Rd Maj req)_re
e - ui
ToReid Sideroad railway crossing
upgrade
No. 27 -Passes by -Passes by -1 business -Truck route with Yes
Reid Sideroad Campbellville Ball Campbellville no restrictions
) Park Emergency
From Twiss Road Response Centre
To Guelph Line (Fire Station #2)
01/10/2008 Page 7 of 8 iTRANS
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Link No./
Road Link/
To/From

Aquaticand Terrestrial
Environment

Existing and Planned
Land Use

Social Environment

Economic Environment

Cultural Resources

Transportation

Costs

Carry
Forward

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Advantage

Disadvantage

Yes/No

-Passes by St.
David's
Presbyterian
Church and
Cemetery

-Passes by
Campbellville Ball
Park

-Frequency of 4
school buses daily
in total for both
directions along
this route
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St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

1. TRAVEL TIME SURVEY

1.1 Travel Time of Alternative Haul Routes

In response to the peer review request for specific travel time information, ITRANS
conducted travel time runs to compare and evaluate the Alternative Haul Routes. Since
Alternative Haul Routes 4 and 5 are a combination of the other Alternative Haul Routes,
runs were conducted for Alternative Haul Routes 1, 2, and 3. The location of these three
survey runs are shown in Exhibit 1. Runs were conducted for both the AM peak and
mid-day peak periods, separated for inbound and outbound trips, and standard procedures
for travel time surveys were followed. The runs were conducted on Thursday, September
4, 2008 and Thursday September 11, 2008.

Since the mgjority of the aggregate from the proposed quarry is anticipated to require
transportation to the north-east, by first travelling north to Highway 401, the travel time
surveys were conducted for this primary travel route from the proposed site to Highway
401. For Alternative Haul Routes 1 and 2, the surveys started at the proposed site at the
intersection of Milburough Line and Concession 11 E, then along the respective routes to
Highway 401 viaHighway 6. Similarly, the travel timesfor Alternative Haul Route 3
were for the respective route, from the Concession 11 E and Milburough Line
intersection to the Guelph Line and Highway 401 interchange.

The results of the travel time surveys are shown in Table 1 and indicate that Alternative
Haul Route 3 has the shortest combined average travel time from the proposed site to
Highway 401 with an average round trip travel time of approximately 16 minutes. The
next fastest time was for Alternative Haul Route 2 at over 10 minutes longer, followed by
Alternative Haul Route 1 with an average round trip travel time of almost 30 minutes.

Table 1: Summary of Travel Time Resultsfor Alternative Haul Routes

Travel Time (min:sec)

Route ID Timeof Day | Runl| Run2 | Run 3 | Average

Alternative Haul Route 1 Inbound | AM Peak 12:07 | 13:04 | 12:53 | 12:41

Alternative Haul Route 1 Inbound | Mid Day 11:29 | 12:59 | 11:49 | 12:06

Alternative Haul Route 1 Outbound | AM Peak 13:39 | 17:10 | 20:37 | 17:09

Alternative Haul Route 1 Outbound | Mid Day 12:13 | 12:37 | 12:28 | 12:26

Alternative Haul Route 2 Inbound | AM Peak 12:26 | 13:12 | 12:21 | 12:40

Alternative Haul Route 2 Inbound | Mid Day 13:24 | 12:56 | 13:26 | 13:15

Alternative Haul Route 2 Outbound | AM Peak 13:22 | 13:29 | 14:23 | 13:45

Alternative Haul Route 2 Outbound | Mid Day 12:54 | 13:47 | 14:33 | 13:45

Alternative Haul Route 3 Inbound | AM Peak 750 |7:46 |841 | 806

Alternative Haul Route 3 Inbound | Mid Day 6:54 | 658 |9:18 | 7:43

Alternative Haul Route 3 Outbound | AM Peak 750 | 752 |811 | 758

Alternative Haul Route 3 Outbound | Mid Day 7.03 | 658 | 743 | 715

C-1



St. Marys Cement Preliminary Draft Haul Route Evaluation Report

Furthermore, 78% of the trucks accessing the proposed quarry are expected to travel
north to Highway 401 and then east past Guelph Line to service the markets of the City
of Toronto and the Regions of Pedl, Y ork, and Durham. Accordingly, the travel time
savings of Alternative Haul Route 3, for the significant majority of quarry truck trips, is
even greater given that there is additional travel time required for Alternative Haul
Routes 1 and 2 to travel along Highway 401 between Highway 6 and Guelph Line.

1.2 Svynchro Travel Times

The results of the travel time runs for Alternative Haul Routes 1, 2, and 3 were compared
to travel times extracted from the Synchro model for the same route. The travel times
extracted from the Synchro AM peak hour model, based on link travel time and
intersection delays, are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2: Existing AM Peak Hour Synchro Travel Times

Travel Time (min) Delay (min) Total (min)
Scenario Inbound | Outbound | Inbound | Outbound | Inbound | Outbound
Alternative 1 14.68 14.30 1.49 2.34 16.17 16.64
Alternative 2 14.12 13.74 1.36 3.01 15.48 16.75
Alternative 3 8.39 7.74 0.54 0.38 8.93 8.12

Thetravel times extracted from the Synchro model are consistently, but proportionally,

longer than the surveyed travel times. Thisistypical in traffic analysis and afew of the

reasons are as follows:

= Thetravel time survey used the “floating car technique” to follow traffic. This means
that the driver will not necessarily travel at the posted speed limit, as assumed by
Synchro, but instead with the flow of traffic on the road.

= Traffic signals operate with side street detectors and usually provide longer green
times and fewer red lights on main streets than is assumed by Synchro.

= Thelimits of the network assumed by Synchro may be dlightly different than
experienced during the travel time surveys. Synchro does not consider topography of
the route and the network is scaled from maps.

The AM peak travel times from the survey (Table 1) and the Synchro resultsin Table 2
both indicate that Alternative Haul Route 3 has the shortest travel time for the significant
majority of truck trips and Alternative Haul Route 1 has the longest. Alternative Haul
Routes 1 and 2 are similar, as expected. Compared to Alternative Haul Route 1,
Alternative Haul Route 3 is about 60% shorter in terms of time for both the surveyed
travel times and the Synchro travel times.
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1.3 Travel Time for Major Facilities

To compliment our understanding of the travel timesin abroader sense, travel time
surveys were al so conducted for magjor transportation facilities in the greater study area.
As shown in Exhibit 1, the facilities surveyed are Guelph Line between Highway 401
and Highway 403, Highway 401 between Highway 6 and Guelph Line, and Highway 6
between Highway 401 and Highway 403. The survey runs were conducted for the mid-
day period on Thursday, September 4 and Thursday, September 11, 2008. The same
procedures were followed as for the survey discussed above comparing Alternative Haul
Routes 1, 2 and 3.

Asshownin Table 3, the results indicate that the travel time on Guelph Lineisamost 5
minutes longer for around trip compared to Highway 6.

Table 3: Travel Times Resultsfor Provincial Facilities

Guelph Line NB Mid Day 20:57 | 22:08 | 21:57 | 21:41

Guelph Line SB Mid Day 21:01 | 24:10 | 21:53 | 22:21

Highway 401 (Highway 6 to Guelph Line) EB Mid Day 6:18| 553 | 558| 6:03

Highway 401 (Highway 6 to Guelph Line) WB | Mid Day 547 | 546 | 6:21| 558

Highway 6 (Hwy 401 to Hwy 403) NB Mid Day 20:34 | 18:56 | 19:58 | 19:49
Highway 6 (Hwy 401 to Hwy 403) SB MidDay | 20:20 [ 1851 | 19:04 | 19:25
1.4 Conclusions

Wherever possible, the design of recommended road improvements, in combination with
appropriate signage, will facilitate truck movements in the direction of the selected
alternative haul route and hinder un-designated movements. However, given that travel
timeisamajor concern for truck drivers, an important factor that will assist in the
ultimate enforceability of the selected haul route will be the travel time of the selected
route compared with other available routes. The results of the travel time survey indicate
that the Alternative Haul Route 3 has the shortest travel time and, therefore, adds support
to the Haul Route Evaluation Study recommendation of Alternative Haul Route 3 as the
preliminary Preferred Alternative Haul Route.

The results from the travel time survey also supported the Synchro model that has been
used for the analysis of multiple transportation related criteria and indicators. Although
the travel times extracted from the Synchro model are consistently longer than the survey
results, the proportional difference between the alternatives’ travel times are similar for
the survey and the model.
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Exhibit 1: Location of Each Travel Time Survey Run
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