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A OpeningRemarksand Introductions

A Aboutthe CommunityAdvisoryGroup(CAG)

A StudyOverviewand StatusUpdate

A Feedbaclon the PreliminaryShortListof RouteAlternatives

A Upcoming Public Information Centre  Anticipating Public
Reaction

A NextSteps
A OpenForum
A ClosingRemarks
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GETTING AND GIVING THE I\/IOST

A | tOUBmeeting .participateenthusiastically
A Focuson the future

A Terminologyexpertiseis secondary

A Thereissuchathingasabadidea!

A Build,d o rdupticate

A Respect(for eachother andthe proces$

A Voiceswithout titles

A Consensusn no consensus

A Informalstyle,structuredapproach

A Nodissertationgrather,* r angroll’ )
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ABOUT THE COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP

A The CommunityAdvisoryGroup (CAG)comprisesmembersof the public
who havean activeinterestin the project

A TheCAGs avolunteergroupthat providesadviceto the GTAWestProject
Team

A TheCAGwill:

I Act as a soundingboard ¢ it is a forum for discussingoptions and sharing
ideas

I Provideinput on the direction and findings of the study from a community
perspective

I Provide a senseof broader community reactions and concerns,and how
thesemight be addressed
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CAG OPERATING PROCEDURES

A Termsof membership
A Meetingsand attendanceexpectations
A Meetingtimesandlocations

A Rolesandresponsibilitiesof CAGmembers,project team, and
IndependentFacilitator

A Meetingmanagementagendasandreporting
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CAG ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

o Po To o Do Do Do Do D>

GTA Vest
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Membershipin the CAGs for the duration of the Stage2 Study

Members should try to attend all meetings to ensure consistencyin
discussions

Oneseat,one personapproach(canappointanalternate)

Membersmust be preparedto acceptdifferencesof opinionswithin the
CAG

Help the CAGoperate effectively by offering suggestionsand alternatives
to issues

No designatedoublicspokesperson

Opento the publicasobservers
Membersshouldpreparefor meetingsin advance

Declarea conflict of interestin a matter underconsideration
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STUDY OVERVIEW

Stagel
\ |

Highway Widening as | e

an Altemative to direct \ _Tiese

Highway 410 Connection

A Stage 1 was completed in November 2012
recommendechmultlmodalstrategylncludlng

It
Optimizingthe existingtransportation network

Improving non-roadway transportation modes such as
transit andralil

Wideningof existinghighways
A new transportation corridor

The ministry is in the process of prioritizing the recommendations from

Stage 1. Even with optimizing the existing transportation network
aSUiNREAYEQ wS3AA2Yy | f
- oo GTA Wast ud.”“ Sta e2
Study Area

widening existing highways, and the transit expansion projects identified in
S CNFYALRNIFGA2
A This study focuseson the recommendationfor a new
transportationcorridor.
I Extendingfrom Highway 400 in the east to the Highway
401/ 407 ETRnterchangeareain the west
. :
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Thatincludesa 400-serieshighway, transitway, and potential
goodsmovementpriority features
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SCHEDULE

ACTIVITY siemlaivls |2 lalslolnio sirimlaimls s |alslolnio sirmlaimlis | |alslolnio sieimlamls]s]alsloinio s1emiaimlii | |als]olnio
Study Commencement o ‘ '

........................................................

Data Collection / Constraints (=

NMappig - HeesssesdSE SN NN NN SN
Introductory Agency Meeting @

Introductory Community o
Workshops - HHEHEEAdENEE NN NN NN NN R

Generate Route Planning —
Alternatives  EEEEEEEEN ;a;.VVe =V~ 31~ 7= [ O O 1 I O O O O O O A O
Meetings with Advisory Groups ‘ v

Meetings with Councils ‘-

PIC #1 (@]

Assess and Evaluate Alternatives _

Community Workshop #2 Q

Meetings with Advisory Grovps  [INNEEEEREERE SEERINESEEEY SREERRREREEE AEREEEREEERE BRRRERRRRRE!
and Councils =

PIC #2 ‘ ®
Preliminary Design of Preferred [T Al
Alternative [ ] _
Community Workshop #3 (e}
Meetings with Advisory Groups [T
and Councils [ 1]
PIC#3 (&)
el fepor /. EREESENEREEEEREEEEREREREEREREEREEENE REEEEEEEENNE ARENANREREE

EA Documentation ‘ | —— |

Community Workshop #4 (@]

Public Review of Draft EA Report 111 | 1] -. |
Incorporate Comments from Public

Review Ll 11l -
Submission to MOE (<]

MOE Review Process | —
;# Ontarioc AN mmmcroue  AZCOM URS 8
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STAGE 2 PLANNING PROCESS

A Theplanningprocesshastwo paralle| connectedstreams

I The Route PlanningAlternatives Streamdeterminesthe preferred route for
the new highwayand transitway

I TheCrossingRoadAlternatives Streamdetermineswhich crossingroads will
haveinterchangesflyovers,or closures

A The two streams will be combined to create a complete
transportationcorridor
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THE NEW CORRIDOR

A The new corridor is anticipated to be a 4- to 6-lane controlled-access
highwaywith a separateadjacenttransitway

I Transitwaystationswill be locatedat interchangesand connectionpoints

PROPOSED PROPOSED
i i 110m R.O. W. i 60 m Transitway R.O.W.
¢ &
‘TWuflyLmu'
LN |

Note: the project team is currently updating the transportation systemsforecastingto confirm the
numberof lanesrequired
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POTENTIAL INTERCHANGES AND CROSSING ROAD TRE/

A Interchangeswill be required at existing/plannedfreeways(e.g. Highway401, 410, 427, and
400) and at somearterial crossingoads

A Initially all existing/planned crossing roads and provincial freeways were considered as
potentialinterchangelocations

A Thepotential interchangdocationswere then screenedbasedon the following principles
i Minimize impactsto significantnatural features,functions, systemsand communities
i Minimize impactsto existingand planned (approvedunder Official Plans)population and employmentareas
i Efficientand direct and addressthe transportation problemsand opportunities

A Crossingroads not identified for interchangeswill be either overpassesunderpassesor
truncated at the corridor, based on transportation benefits and impacts to natural, socic
economic(landuse)andculturalfeatures

Partial Clover (Parclo) A-4 or A-2 Parclo AB Diamond

Common
interchange
types:

af “Ontario AN\ vmvcrour AZCOM URS



GOODS I\/IOVEI\/IENT PRIORITY FEATURES

A Stagel identified the need for improved goodsmovement
(connectionsandreliability)

A The following goods movement priority features are being
considered
I Truckonly lanes
I Combinedtruck/transit lanes
I Truckuseof potential HOVIanesduring off-peakhours

i Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) features, such as variable
messagesignsandreal time traveler information

I Longerspeedchangelanes

I Enhancedlesignto accommodate_ongCombinationVehicles |

I Truckonly interchangeramps,where warranted by truck volumes Long Comi;indtion Vehicle

I Truckparkingfacilities

I Enforcement features (weigh and inspection stations), including
automatedweigh stations

Truck Only Lane — I-15 California

Truck Parking Facilities
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Research of
Features in
Study Area

Develop
Route

Alternatives

Screen
Route
Alternatives

Identified existing features and
constraints from:

* Initial site visits

* Secondary sources

* Consultation with stakeholders

« Project team
experience/knowledge

Developed the long list of route
alternatives:

* Met transportation criteria

* Maximized opportunities while minimizing
impacts to significant environmental and
land use features

Assessed route alternatives
based on opportunities and
impacts to:

* Natural, land use / socio-economic,
and cultural environments, and
transportation considerations

'A\\\ MMM GROUP AECOM URS

' Consultation included a broad range of stakeholders: »

Public Information Centres (PICs), First Nation and Métis
Communities, Municipal Executive Advisory Group (MEAG),
Municipal Advisory Group (MAG), Regulatory Agency Advisory
Group (RAAG), Community Workshops, Community Advisory
Group (CAG), Greenbelt Transportation Advisory Group
(GTAG), website comments

Screened the long list of route
alternatives:

 Divided study area into 10 sections

* Highlighted advantages / disadvantages of
alternatives

* |dentified the major trade-offs between
the alternatives

* Determined which alternatives would be
carried forward

Short List of
Route
Alternatives
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Lanp Use [ Socio-Economic ENVIRONMENT

Fisheries & Aguatic Ecosystems =

Mumber of sensitive watercourse crossings
(watercourses with Species at Risk, coldwater
crassings, critical/specialized habitat)

Siting considerations (meandering crossing,
complex valley crossing)

Terrestrial Ecosystems . Area of wetlands impacted (provincially and
locally significant, non-significant)
Weodlands / Vegetation . Area of woodlands impacted (significant

I Designated / Special / Natural B
Areas

woodlands, intact habitat blocks, wildlife
habitat)

Mumbers of areas impacted (Greenbelt,
Environmentally Sensitive Areas, Areas of
Matural & Scientific Interest)

TRANSPORTATION

Metwork Compatibility .

Compatibility with municipal/regional
existing/planned key transportation corridors
and potential interchange locations
Compatibility and proximity to
municipal/regional existing/planned transit
initiatives

Constructability .

Route length
Number/length of bridges
Crossing of/proximity to utilities

Compliance with Design Criteria =

Ability of route to meet the geometric design
standards

5;_ “Ontaric AN mmmcroure AZCOM URS

Land Use Planning Policies,
Goals, & Objectives
Land Use — Community

Compatibility with municipal land use planning
policies, goals, & objectives

Number of residential properties impacted
Number of commercial/industrial properties
impacted

Number of tourist areas & attractions impacted
Number of community facilities/institutions
impacted

Number of municipal infrastructure and public
service facilities impacted

Moise Sensitive Areas (NSAs)

Number of existing and future planned
residences within 600 m of route alternatives

Land Use — Resources

Area of Class 1-3 soils impacted

Number of Future Prime Agricultural Areas
Impacted

Number of existing and future aggregate
resource areas impacted

CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT

Built Heritage and Cultural
Heritage Landscapes

Number of built heritage properties impacted
Number of cemeteries impacted
Number of First Nation burial sites impacted

Archaeology

Number of known archaeological sites impacted
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LONG LIST OF ROUTE
/G( ALTERNATIVES

PPontac A wuvcror URS  ASCOM / GTA West
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SCREENING OF THE LONG LIST OF ROUTE ALTERI
¢ WEST SECTION

Y g

A Key reasons alternatives were
screenecbut
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Largeimpactsto Speciesat Riskhabitat
Complexcrossingsof SixteenMile Creek
Largeimpactsto Classl-3 soils

Largeimpactsto commercial/industrialfeatures

Large impacts to existing and future noise
sensitiveareas

Impactscemeteries

Impacts to significant built  heritage
resources/culturalheritagelandscapes

Multiple pipeline crossings
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A Keyreasonsalternativeswere screenedut:

Largeimpactsto Speciest Riskhabitat
Significantenvironmentalimpacts
Largeimpactsto Classl-3 soils
Excessivéragmentation of agriculturalproperties
Largeimpactsto commercial/industrialproperties
Largeimpactsto residentialproperties

Largeimpactsto existingand future noisesensitiveareas
(in Mayfield West)
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Impactsto Brentwood Academy,. | y (Réd@t&olf and
County Club, Brampton Fairgrounds, Mayfield United
Church

Impactsto significant built heritage resources/cultural
heritagelandscapes

Very constrained(doesnot allow for designmodification
in future planningstages)

Inability to provide aninterchangeat Highway427
Impactsto other roads
Impactsto a Hydro Onefacility 17



SCREENING OF THE LONG LIST OF ROUTE ALTERF
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A Keyreasonsalternatlveswerescreenedout

Large impacts to Speciesat Risk habitat and a
heronry

Significantenvironmentalimpacts
Largeimpactsto Classl-3 soils

Largeimpactsto residential properties
Largeimpactsto commercial/industrialproperties
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Impactsto Burlington Outdoor RecreationFacility

Impacts to significant  built heritage
resources/culturalheritagelandscapes

Largeimpactsto existingnoisesensitiveareas
Impactsto hydro linesand a Hydro Onesubstation
Impactsto future land use

Inability to provide a connection between the GTA
Westtransportation corridor and KingVaughanRoad
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PRELIMINARY SHORT LIST OF ROUTE
ALTERNATIVES AND POTENTIAL
INTERCHANGE LOCATIONS
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P. O W.E. R EXERCISE

P—Positives

O—Objections

W —WhatElseDo YouWant ToShare?
E— Enhancements

R—Remedies
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DO W E R ON THE PRELII\/IINARY SHOg#=S
_LIST OF ROUTE ALTERNATIVES AND $#
NTERCHANGE ALTERNATEWEEST
SECTION

P— Positives LEGEND
O—Objections . = eas
W —What ElseDo YouWant ToShare? A
E—Enhancements oo
R—Remedies ® o
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P—Positives

O—-0Objections

W —WhatElseDo YouWant ToShare?
E—Enhancements
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PO W E. R ON T ’ELII\/IINARY SHORT LIST OF ROU
ALTERNATIVES AND INTERCHANGE ALTERIGIATIVEc
EASTSECTION

P—Positives

O—-0Objections

W —WhatElseDo YouWant ToShare?
E—Enhancements

R—Remedies
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)
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UPCOMING PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE
ANTICIPATING PUBLIC REACTION

o

A Howwill membersof the publicreactto the shortlist of route
alternatives and interchange locations presented at Public
Information Centre#1?

A Arethere* he podrs h b b p youfsrésee?

A What strategies/responsesan we provide to addressthe
“hepoearshobpi cs” ?
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NEXT STEPS

A Refinethe screeningof the long list and the identification of the short list
of route alternatives

A Meet with the GreenbeltTransportationAdvisory Group, the Municipal
AdvisoryGroup,andthe RegulatoryAgencyAdvisoryGroup

A HoldPublicinformation Centre#1 (PIC#1)

I Reviewandrespondto commentsreceivedabout the information presentedat PIC#1
andincorporateinput into the study asrequired

A Evaluatethe shortlist of route alternatives
I CommunityWorkshop#2 (Spring2015
I Meetingswith AdvisoryGroups(Fall/Winter 2019
I Presentthe preferred route at PIC#2 (Fall/Winter 2015

5»: “Ontaric AN mmmcroure AZCOM URS 25



;’G \ West

,lan gwl V’iso Qmm o eople \\

~ Open Forum ~
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~ Closing Remarks ~
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