TOWN OF CALEDON

CBM-Caledon Quarry
CAART COMMENT SUMMARY TABLE RESPONSE #1 — [TRANSPORTATION]

Please accept the following as feedback from the Caledon Aggregate Review Team (CAART). Fully addressing each comment will expedite the potential for resolution of the consolidated CAART comments and individual agency
objections. Additional comments may be provided once a response has been prepared to the comments raised below and additional information provided.

Colour Code Description

Partly Resolved — subject to additional information being provided to CAART
Reviewers (or approved by external review agencies)

Not resolved

Applicant Response CAART Response
(March 20 2025) (Date)

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024) Page / Section

2. A graphic showing the existing truck restrictions and haul routes would be Page 10, Section 4.1 and Section 4.7 has been updated The latest Google Streetview from 2024 is not
supportive. Figure 4-3 shows roads with truck restrictions in Section 4.7 and Section 4.1 accordingly. showing restrictions on Mississauga Road north of
may be more appropriate in this section. : Charleston Sideroad. This truck restriction

appears to have been removed after 2021 and
was permanent (not seasonal). To the south it is
seasonal and is still in place.

Cataract Road has a seasonal truck restriction to
the south of Charleston.

Figure 4-1 does not depict truck restrictions. This
figure is depicting “designated haul routes” but it is
not clear what this is based on and if it is specific
to the subject development. A more appropriate
use of this graphic would be to depict actual
posted truck restrictions, as requested, reflecting
signage posted in the field.

Despite the above, the conclusions of the section
generally remain valid in that Charleston Side
Road is the preferred location for the site access.

10f8 CAART Response — 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response — 2025 03 20



Applicant Response CAART Response

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024) Page / Section (March 20 2025) (Date)

The purpose of the figure is unclear. A legend is required. Figure 4-1 on Figure 4-1 has been updated to include a legend. Figure 4-1 appears to have been relocated and re-
page 13 numbered as Figure 4-3 and the legend has been

added. Figure 4-3 does not effectively or clearly

demonstrate the available and required sight

distances. The graphic should show the required

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20




11.

12.

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024)

The sightline requirements in addition to the available sight distances should
be better documented and additional figures and/or tables may be beneficial
to better document the sight distances observed in the field in relation to the
required sight distance.

The sight distances measured in the field should use the existing property
line as an obstruction to reflect that in future conditions which can be roughly
estimated as being in the same location as the existing fence which runs
along the north side of Charleston Sideroad i.e. on the south side of the
subject site property.

Page / Section

Page 12,
Section 4.4

Page 12,
Section 4.4

Applicant Response
(March 20 2025)

Sightline Analysis has been included in Appendix D.

Acknowledged. Sightline distances measured in the field
on December 10, 2024 uses the existing property line.

30f8

CAART Response
(Date)

sight distance compared to the available sight
distances by overlaying sight triangles.

Multiple graphics may be needed, particularly for
potential driveway locations on Mississauga Road
and Main Street where there would be overlapping
sight triangles for locations 1 and 2, and locations
4 and 5.

Separate graphics may be needed for turning
sight distance versus stopping sight distance so
they can be clearly depicted and individually
reviewed.

Appendix E should clearly indicate the driveway
location in the photographs so it can be referenced
back to the sight triangles figures.

The sightlines collected from the field are provided
in Appendix E. Please refer to item #9 above. This
comment has not been adequately addressed.

The original comment stated that the property line
should be used as a control point which means
that the sightline should not pass through the
property line.

The text following Figure 4-3 contradicts the
response and states “It is recommended to clear
all landscape or other obstructions near the edge
of the property as driver’s sightline may go through
the property line in the future.”

If sightlines must pass through the property
line in order to achieve adequate sight
distances, then a provision should be made
that ensures there will be no obstructions on-
site that disrupt the sightlines, in addition to
obstructions outside of the property line.

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20



Applicant Response CAART Response
(March 20 2025) (Date)

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024) Page / Section

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20




L . Applicant Response CAART Response
. Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024) Page / Section (March 20 2025) (Date)

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20




Applicant Response CAART Response
(March 20 2025) (Date)

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024) Page / Section

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20




27.

28.

29.

30.

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024)

Lost time adjustment should only be applied if the existing operations are Page 32,
indicating over-capacity operations when the demand is known and can be Section 10.1
supported through field observations. Operations without calibration should ;
be showed first for comparison with the calibrated operations.

Table 10-2 indicates storage for the intersection of Hurontario Street and Table 10-2 on
Charleston Sideroad only and is not accurately representative of existing Page 33
conditions. The calculation of effective storage should be revisited so that

none of the taper or deceleration components of the turn lanes are

reproportioned as storage.

Table 10-4 on
Page 35

Analyze proposed site access under stop control prior to analysis under
signal control to provide for comparison with signalized operations.

It may be beneficial to include a comparison of 95th percentile queues from Page 38,

Synchro in addition to the SimTraffic queues. Section 11

Page / Section

Applicant Response
(March 20 2025)

Lost time adjustment has been removed from all
scenarios.

Update table in section 10. Move to Section 11.

Warrant and analysis updated in Section 10 accordingly

Capacity analysis tables has been updated in Section
11.

7 of 8

CAART Response
(Date)

Verified. Operations at Hurontario Street and
Charleston Sideroad have worsened as a result
and some movements would be classified as
‘critical’ based on MTO thresholds exceeding
volume to capacity ratios of 0.85. The analysis
presents the incremental impact as being minimal
and uses that as justification that the operations
are acceptable. The only mitigation proposed is
signal timing optimization and other mitigation has
not been investigated. If the MTO accepts the
operations based on the existing lane
configuration, then no additional action is
required.

Some of the storage distances are not accurate.
Taper should not be included in the estimated
storage. If the MTO accepts the operations
based on the existing lane configuration, then
no additional action is required.

Verified. The analysis indicates the driveway
would operate with acceptable operations during
the analysis time periods under minor street stop
control (without a traffic signal). Despite this
finding and the signal warrant not being met, the
report concludes that a signal is recommended to
facilitate truck movements out of the site driveway.

In consideration of the revised signal warrant
and stop control analysis, the report should
acknowledge that this will introduce delays to
background traffic passing by the site along
Charleston Sideroad.

Verified. SimTraffic is indicating longer queues
than Synchro. The report concludes that the site
will have minimal impacts on queues and that
most queueing issues are present under
background conditions. The report recommends
monitoring. With the exception of signal timing
optimization, there has been no additional
mitigation proposed. If the MTO accepts the
operations based on the existing lane
configuration, then no additional action is
required.

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20



31.

32. -I..

Initial CAART Comments (Oct 10 2024)

Site truck traffic is expected to use the available haul routes (Charleston
Sideroad and Highway 10) without cutting through side streets or other
minor roadways unless there are roadway blockages or conditions which
render the haul routes unusable. Congestion and typical delays does not
constitute an acceptable reason for trucks to divert from the haul routes
along Charleston Sideroad and Highway 10. The report should include
discussion about the surrounding non-haul route road network, why it
would be used (road closures, local trips, or employee/passenger vehicle
traffic), and should provide rationale why the side streets would not be
utilized during typical operations (truck restrictions, indirect routing etc.)

Page / Section

Throughout

Applicant Response
(March 20 2025)

Separate site traffic for passenger cars and trucks are

shown in Error! Reference source not found. and
Error! Reference source not found., respectively.

8 of 8

CAART Response
(Date)

This comment has not been addressed.
Separate figures have been provided for regular

vehicles and trucks, which is appreciated, but is
irrelevant to the comment.

CAART Response - 2024 10 10
TYLIN / CBM Response 2025 03 20



