HOW TO PARTICIPATE - Q & A TR

TOWN OF CALEDON

Following the presentation, a Question-and-Answer Period will be held, concluding at 7 PM.

» Please submit any questions you may have using the Q & A feature

» |If you would like to speak, raise your hand using the “raise hand” button under the
“Reactions” window and you will be unmuted by a member of the project team

* Phone-in participants must dial *3 to raise your hand

Raise hand

Select a question and then type your answer here.
There's a 512-character limit.

&L Participants
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MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
MILL STREET (MISSISSAUGA ROAD TO CREDITVIEW ROAD)

130D R\

TOWN OF CALEDON

ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE
October 5, 2021
6:00pm to 7:00pm

Please submit any questions you may have using the Q & A function.
Presentation materials, including a recording of the presentation will be available following

the presentation for review and comment on the project website at
https://www.caledon.ca/en/news/mill-street-ea.aspx

arva


https://www.caledon.ca/en/news/mill-street-ea.aspx

TOWN OF CALEDON

PRESENTATION AGENDA

Study Area & Project Background

i/ » Municipal Class EA Process
* Problem or Opportunity Statement
 |[ncorporating Your Comments
- Evaluation of Alternative Solutions
» Preliminary Study

Recommendations
Next Steps In the Project

Question and Answer Period

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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STUDY AREA TIERRS
TOWN OF CALEDON

The Mill Street EA study area consists of Mill Street from Mississauga Road to
Creditview Road.

Two-lane local road under the jurisdiction of the Town of Caledon.

Town is responsible for maintaining safety and traffic operations for all users within and
outside of Cheltenham Community.

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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MUNICIPAL CLASS EA PROCESS 165 XN\ ®

TOWN OF CALEDON

Undertaken prior to municipal road, water, wastewater and other municipal construction
projects.

Requires consideration of all reasonable alternatives.

Aims to minimize impact on the natural, cultural, social and economic environment.

Input from the public, stakeholders and technical agencies is essential.

Phase 1: ‘ Phase 2 . Prepare F.’rojec’f File for
Public Review

Develop the Problem/ Develop & Evaluate

(subject to Part || Order
requests)

Community Outreach Notice of Completion
~— WE ARE HERE

This Mill Street Class EA is classified as a Schedule ‘B’ Municipal Class EA and is subject to
Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

Opportunity Statement Alternative Solutions

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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PROBLEM OR OPPORTUNITY STATEMENT 165 X"\ ®

TOWN OF CALEDON

The Mill Street Class EA was initiated to review opportunities within the
study area to address:

- Roadway surface issues (increased wear and tear)
- Traffic operations and road design considerations

- Accessibility and safety for vulnerable road users (pedestrians and
cyclists)

- Roadway drainage and stormwater management

The Problem/Opportunity Statement outlines the need and justification
for the overall project and establishes the general parameters, or scope,
of the study



EXISTING CONDITIONS- SUMMARY TR

TOWN OF CALEDON
Uncontrolled pedestrian
crossing at Caledon Trall
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Existing road is within private
property

Limited sightlines due to

steep roadway grades . ¥
and tight curves. Drivers ' A4 ’ * EXxisting pavement width (6m) is too narrow

‘Imay not be able to stop R S N o for two-lane road per TAC and Town’s design
in time to avoid 23 e Flooding issue noted |§  standards
pedestrians on road. Vo XE 0 _ * No facility to accommodate pedestrian traffic
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TRAFFIC OPERATIONS & SAFETY 165 X"\ ®

TOWN OF CALEDON

» A Traffic Study to assess speed patterns and driver behaviour
identified operating speeds on Mill Street to be above the 40
km/h Posted Speed, with the following vehicle operation
speed:

o Approximately 50-55 km/h on tangent (straight) sections;
and

o Approximately 40-50 km/h near the sharp curves.

» Sharp curves can lead to vehicles crossing the centreline
or encroaching into the shoulder, especially on wet
pavement.

» Sightlines reduced due to roadside vegetation/ topography
and horizontal and vertical curvature of the roadway.

* No separation between vulnerable road users (pedestrians
and cyclists) and vehicles through the curves.

» Space between traffic lane and obstructions i.e. trees and
hydro poles, do not meet minimum separation requirements
l.e. Clear Zone

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

TOWN OF CALEDON

Located within the Credit River subwatershed, the study area includes Credit Valley Conservation Authority
(CVC) Regulated Watercourses, lands designated as Natural Heritage System by the Town of Caledon, as well
as lands designated under The Greenbelt Plan Area and the Niagara Escarpment Plan.

i —

Valleylands associated with watercourses
are part of the Town of Caledon Natural
/ Heritage System. .
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Fu ok o’ Credit River provides direct fish habitat
\/ ¥ for a diverse aquatic community including
CVC regulated tributary of Credit “ . sensitive species.
River runs through grassed ditch. ’ : I ‘
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 265 N9

TOWN OF CALEDON
Some of the undisturbed lands adjacent to Mill Street exhibit archaeological potential due to proximity to:

» Water Sources (Credit River),
* Historic transportation routes,
» Early settlements (Cheltenham); and

 Well-drained solls.

~ LT ey
[] STUDY AREA DISTURBED: NO POTENTIAL HERITAGE RECOGNITION Geotye, Maxar, Microsoft
A PHOTO LOCATION AND DIRECTION PEDESTRIAN SURVEY REQUIRED PROPERTY DESIGNATED PART IV UNDER THE ONTARIO HERITAGE ACT
t ) SLOPED: NO POTENTIAL [ ] PROPERTY LISTED
WATERCOURSE
S ' | | TEST PIT SURVEY REQUIRED [,,q«,,o,, NAD 1963 UTM Zone 17N
Scale: 1:3.000

Lands that exhibit archeological potential will require a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, if impacted,
prior to any proposed construction.

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited 10
engineering e environment e infrastructure



CULTURAL HERITAGE ENVIRONMENT

485 X N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

» 12 properties designated under the Ontario Heritage
Act

* 1 property on Canada’s Register of Historic Places XY
(Cheltenham Store) —_—— ..

14410
2 14377

* 5 properties on the Town's Heritage Register

« 2 properties on the Town's Cultural Heritage
Landscapes Inventory (Cheltenham and the
Brickworks)

14376 CREDITVIEW RD

5 properties identifled as potential bullt heritage
resources

Construction activities should avoid impacts to = B¥Mal s e  aas

identified cultural heritage resources.

- .
-
-
—..‘
-
-~
e
-

-
- -
-
Aadi .
T
.
~
b )

L) snuor area | CHELTENHAM VILLAGE CORE (CHR 1)
PHOTO LOCATION AND DIRECTION L CHELTENHAM AND THE BRICKWORKS (CHR 2)

IDENTIFIED DURING FIELD REVIEW

PARCELS

LISTED
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DRAINAGE & STORMWATER

* Drainage features in the study area include:

Grass lined ditches and culverts

o Curb and gutter east of the bridge
connecting to a storm sewer on Creditview
Road

* Flooding along Credit River tributary impacting
adjacent residents

* Flood plain from Credit River heavily impacts
capacity of the tributary and causes flooding of
the tributary

» Between Credit River bridge and creek tributary
drainage outlets overland with no defined path.

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 26 X \9

TOWN OF CALEDON

Alternative Solutions to address the Problem / Opportunity Statement were comparatively evaluated based on
criteria that represent the broad definition of the environment, as described in the EA Act.

CRITERIA DESCRIPTION

How will the alternative serve the existing and future vehicular, pedestrian and
cycling traffic needs? (Safety, Road Condition, Intersection improvements,
Active Transportation, Sightlines)

Traffic Operations
and Safety

: What impacts will the alternative have on the local community (e.qg.,
Socio- ®_O oot . . .
: : S ®@ | compatibility with area land use, impacts on local businesses, property
Economic Environment g . _
requirements, access restrictions, etc.)?

Natural Environment ’

m Will the alternative affect archaeological, cultural heritage resources or First
Nations communities?

How does the alternative affect existing vegetation, water quality,
fisheries/wildlife and habitat? Does the alternative address climate change?

Cultural Heritage

What is the capital cost of the alternative? What is the cost for utility relocations
Costs % and property acquisitions (if required)? What are the operation and
maintenance cost impacts?

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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INCORPORATING YOUR COMMENTS TR

TOWN OF CALEDON

- Deteriorated roadway needs to be addressed.

- Improvements should not negatively disrupt the
character of the Village.

- Support for traffic calming measures.
- Support for improvements in problem areas.
- Concern over property impacts and tree removals.

- Concern over increased traffic volumes from the
road improvements.

- Formal pedestrian and cyclist facilities such as
sidewalks and cyclist facilities are not desired

Alternative solutions were developed and evaluated in
consideration of all comments provided through
iIndividual meetings with residents and the Community

Outreach Meeting held on May 27, 2021.

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS - S-CURVE ALIGNMENT

4857 X N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

Alternative 1 — Do Nothing

* No improvements to existing conditions
» Road will continue to encroach on private property

» Safety concerns of pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles are not addressed

Alternative 2 — Adjust Alignment Slightly

» Adjust turning radii to improve sight lines with operational improvements
(pavement widening / shoulder to accommodate pedestrian, cyclist, and
vehicular traffic; additional signage & pavement markings, vegetation pruning)

* Minor encroachment towards properties & natural environmental impacts

Alternative 3 — Adjust Alignment to Meet Design Standards

* Turning radii is realigned to meet Transportation Association of Canada (TAC)
Standards.

MILL
STREET

S ' 2Ny = = - Significant property & natural environmental impacts

: B

* High capital costs

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS -
S-CURVE ALIGNMENT

4857 X N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

Traffic Cultural

Alternative Solutions Operations __>°¢'2! Natural Heritage / ST
Environment Environment Summary

& Safety Archaeological

Alternative 1 - Do Nothing O Not Recommended

Recommended to
be Carried Forward
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Alternative 2 - Adjust Alignment Slightly
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Alternative 3 -Adjust Alignment to Meet
Design Standards

Alternative 2 — Adjust Alignment Slightly is the recommended solution to
be carried forward.

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS - CROSS-SECTION

4857 X N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

Alternative 1 — Do Nothing

* No improvements to existing conditions

* Does not meet road design standards nor align with the Town's
planning studies

» Deteriorated pavement condition remains

* No accommodation for pedestrians or cyclists

Alternative 2 — Curb and Gutter with Sidewalks

* Two 3.5m lanes with paved shoulder, curb and gutter on both
sides; sidewalk on north side

{7

» Cyclist separated from the travel lane via paved shoulders

w | N

1.5mconcrete |05 m 14m 45 35m 14m 05m
sidewalk cub & paved | o v lane Paved curb &
gutter shoulder shoulder ‘ gutter

12.8 m
0.5 m asphalt .
splash pad Existing ROW (10.5m to 26.6 m)

 Recommended in Town's 2019 Development Charge Study

» Significant property & natural environmental impacts

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering e environment e infrastructure 17



ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS - CROSS-SECTION

4857 X N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

Alternative 3 — Curb and Gutter with Paved Shoulder

* [wo 3.3m lanes with curb and gutter, paved shoulder on the north side,
Suh Pt and grassed ditch on the south side

* Pavement markings for vehicles and cyclists to share the road
» Pedestrians separated from the travel lane via paved shoulder
* Narrowed pavement width and curb and gutter (traffic calming feature)
05m 15m 33m ¢ 33m 05M » Reduced property impacts (in comparison to roadside ditches with no

qutter paved lane lane Sﬂﬁe‘r& |
[ Shoulder 4om to 13m | curbs)

Existing ROW (10.5m to 26.6 m)

North PL

* Guiderail where required

Alternative 4 — Paved Shoulders and Re-instate Ditches

» Two 3.3m lanes with paved shoulders and grassed ditches on both
sides

* Pavement markings for vehicles and cyclists to share the road
* Pedestrians separated from the travel lane via paved shoulder
* Widened pavement width can contribute to increased vehicle speeds
» Additional property required to accommodate grassed ditches

North PL South PL

15m  19M 335 ¢ 33m 0om

boulevard fCiider 1ane ane  ouier ~+ Guiderail where required

15 m to 16 m
Existing ROW (10.5 m to 26.6 m)

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering e environment e infrastructure
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EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS - CROSS SECTION /T8 U &

TOWN OF CALEDON

Traffic Cultural

Alternative Solutions Operations 5_m:|al H_atural Heritage / Evaluation
Environment Environment Summary

& Safety Archaeological
Not
O Recommended

Alternative 1 - Do Nothing O O .

Risith 7]

Recommended

. O O O o to be Carried
Forward

Timesndrds 0% m 14m i 4m 05 s
A ot & puleEd ]lf:l b L:'_: i  frb &

128 m
st Exviting ROW (105 m o M Em)

Alternative 2 - Curb and Gutter with
Sidewalk

Recommended
0 o to be Carried
O5M y8m 33m < Jam 0D5m
bt poms Yow ¢ or ama Forward

iz a 13w

Alternative 3 - Curb and Gutter with
Paved Shoulder

Not
Recommended

| OO & | O

i&m 19M s34, ¢ 33m QOm
beubrvaid  PERET e e paved

i5m w5 18 m

Alternative 4 - Paved Shoulder and Re-
insate Ditches

25 50 73 100

Least Most
Desirable Desirable

Alternative 3 —Curb and Gutter with Paved Shoulder is the recommended cross-
section to be carried forward for Mill Street.

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS - SUMMARY 26 X \9

TOWN OF CALEDON
Key elements of the study recommendations are shown below. Following this PIC, the recommended solution

for the corridor will be confirmed in consideration of the comments received.

Conceptual Design

EXISTING PROPERTY LINE
EXISTING TREE REMOVALS

PROPOSED GRADING LIMITS

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
IMPROVEMENTS

DRIVEWAY RESTORATION
(WHERE REQUIRED)

BRIDGE REHABILITATION

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering e environment e infrastructure




PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION - CROSS-SECTION

TOWN OF CALEDON

Pavement markings for vehicles and New guiderail where required
cyclists to share the road

North PL

Paved shoulder accommodates o Streetlighting improvements
pedestrians /
South IF-"L

R "’

Additional trees will be
provided per Town’s

05m 15m 33m 05 m
: _ ¢ 3.3m
;LL:;FE? paved lane lane ;ﬂ;tbef
[ shoulder 12m to 13 m ‘

replanting policy

|
e | New storm sewer system
' |
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

Existing ROW (10.5 m to 26.6 m)

Relocation of ditch and replacement of existing
driveway culverts. Driveway restoration where

required, limits to be confirmed In detailed design

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering e environment e infrastructure 2 1



PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Conceptual Design

LEGEND:

— EXISTING PROPERTY LINE
§&  EXISTING TREE REMOVALS

| PROPOSED GRADING LIMITS

=
|
A

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
IMPROVEMENTS

DRIVEWAY RESTORATION
. (WHERE REQUIRED)

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering ¢ environmen t e infrastructure

\/

TOWN OF CALEDON

Potential tree removal within the road right-of-way —
to be confirmed during detailed design. Additional
trees will be provided per Town’s replanting policy.

Property acquisition where existing road is within
private property

22



PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS

4852 N\

TOWN OF CALEDON

Y

Conceptual Design —_— v &
e Majority of eX|st|ng

trees to remain

Operational and sightline improvements at
the s-curve including pavement widening,
new shoulder, and additional traffic signage

A, &
= Pavement widening & new shoulder
to accommodate both pedestrian

land vehicular traffic

Potential tree removal - to
be confirmed during
detailed design. Additional
trees will be provided per
Town’s replanting policy.

& LEGEND:
EXISTING PROPERTY LINE
$5  EXISTING TREE REMOVALS

PROPOSED GRADING LIMITS

\ ~ b I e Y ' PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
A - S ___— " & IMPROVEMENTS

| ~ DRIVEWAY RESTORATION
| (WHERE REQUIRED)

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS

TOWN OF CALEDON

Relocation of existing curb and gutter
to accommodate pavd shoulder.

§

Conceptual Design

= '—T. . 5;’5
\ .

o T

LEGEND: - (5 =

EXISTING PROPERTY LINE | 1 |
flli -
: 1 A |

EXISTING TREE REMOVALS
Potential tree removal — to be
confirmed during detailed

design. Additional trees will be
provided per Town’s replanting

policy.

- PROPOSED GRADING LIMITS

----------------

Proposed guiderail
SEREET

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
IMPROVEMENTS

" DRIVEWAY RESTORATION
(WHERE REQUIRED)

BRIDGE REHABILITATION

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering e environment e infrastructure 24



KEY IMPACTS & MITIGATION MEASURES

\/

TOWN OF CALEDON

Mitigation measures will be further developed during detailed design to reduce the severity and
duration of any impacts associated with the recommendations.

-
Archaeological and
Cultural Heritage
_
|"/f_
Property Requirements ~=<
Iii\\‘hu
-
Vehicle Traffic,
Pedestrians and Cyclists
-
-
Natural Environment
Impacts

Utility Impacts —

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
engineering ¢ environment e infrastructure

 Lands that exhibit archeological potential will require a Stage 2 Archaeological
Assessment.

» Construction activities and staging should avoid impacts to identified cultural heritage
resources. Impacted cultural heritage resources may require a property-specific heritage
Impact assessment.

* Property acquisition where existing road is within private property.
» Grading easement required for 7 properties adjacent to s-curve.
* Driveway restoration to existing conditions where impacted.

* fown to consider additional traffic calming measures

* L ocal and emergency traffic will be maintained during road works with alternative detour
routes for non-local traffic

« Removal of street trees and vegetation adjacent to the existing ROW to facilitate grading.
Construction and vegetation clearing will be conducted in appropriate seasons to limit
ecological impacts (nesting birds, spawning fish, etc).

* Relocation of Credit River tributaries and replacement of existing culverts. Erosion and
sediment controls to protect the Credit River and its tributaries from sediment during
construction

» Relocation of utility poles will be required.




=

TOWN OF CALEDON

SUMMARY OF NEXT STEPS TN

- Review and address the comments
submitted at this PIC

- Consult with additional stakeholders and
technical agencies, as required

- Confirm study recommendations (i.e.
preliminary preferred solutions)

- Prepare and submit a Project File Report
for 30 Day public review

- Proceed to detailed design and
construction (planned for 2022 pending
Council approval and budget)

R.V. Anderson Associates Limited 20
engineering e environment e infrastructure



HOW TO PARTICIPATE - Q & A TR

TOWN OF CALEDON

The project team Is available to answer your questions until 7 PM.

» Please submit any questions you may have using the Q & A feature

 |If you would like to speak, raise your hand using the “raise hand” button under the
“Reactions” window and you will be unmuted by a member of the project team

* Phone-in participants must dial *3 to raise your hand

Raise hand

Select a question and then type your answer here.
There's a 512-character limit.

£L Participants

i l R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
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YOUR INPUT IS IMPORTANT MTETRT

TOWN OF CALEDON

You can also provide your feedback on the project by providing your comments to the
project team contacts listed below by October 19, 2021.

THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING

Project Team Contacts:

Town of Caledon R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
Shun Cheung, PEng., PMP Winnie Wong, P. Eng., PMP, M.Eng.
Project Manager, Engineering Services Project Manager, Transportation

Tel: (905) 584-2272 x 4040 Tel: (416) 497-8600 x1471

E-mail: shun.cheung@caledon.ca E-mail: winnie.wong@rvanderson.com



mailto:shun.cheung@caledon.ca
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	as lands designated under The Greenbelt Plan Area and the Niagara Escarpment Plan.



	ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
	ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
	ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
	ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT


	Some
	Some
	Some
	of
	the
	undisturbed
	lands
	adjacent
	to
	Mill
	Street
	exhibit
	archaeological
	potential
	due
	to
	proximity
	to
	:

	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Water
	Sources
	(
	Credit
	River
	),


	•
	•
	•
	Historic
	transportation
	routes
	,


	•
	•
	•
	Early
	settlements
	(
	Cheltenham)
	;
	and


	•
	•
	•
	Well
	-
	drained
	soils
	.
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	Lands that exhibit archeological potential will require a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, if impacted, 
	Lands that exhibit archeological potential will require a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, if impacted, 
	Lands that exhibit archeological potential will require a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, if impacted, 
	prior to any proposed construction.



	CULTURAL HERITAGE ENVIRONMENT
	CULTURAL HERITAGE ENVIRONMENT
	CULTURAL HERITAGE ENVIRONMENT
	CULTURAL HERITAGE ENVIRONMENT


	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	12
	properties
	designated
	under
	the
	Ontario
	Heritage
	Act


	•
	•
	•
	1
	property
	on
	Canada’s
	Register
	of
	Historic
	Places
	(Cheltenham
	Store)


	•
	•
	•
	5
	properties
	on
	the
	Town’s
	Heritage
	Register


	•
	•
	•
	2
	properties
	on
	the
	Town’s
	Cultural
	Heritage
	Landscapes
	Inventory
	(Cheltenham
	and
	the
	Brickworks)


	•
	•
	•
	5
	properties
	identified
	as
	potential
	built
	heritage
	resources




	Construction
	Construction
	activities
	should
	avoid
	impacts
	to
	identified
	cultural
	heritage
	resources
	.
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	Figure

	DRAINAGE & STORMWATER
	DRAINAGE & STORMWATER
	DRAINAGE & STORMWATER
	DRAINAGE & STORMWATER


	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Drainage features in the study area :


	o
	o
	o
	o
	Grass lined ditches and culverts


	o
	o
	o
	Curb and gutter east of the bridge connecting to a storm 
	sewer on 
	Creditview
	Road



	•
	•
	•
	Flooding along Credit River tributary impacting adjacent 
	residents


	•
	•
	•
	Based on hydraulic analysis of the Credit River tributary, the 
	existing major driveway culverts are adequately sized, and do 
	not impact flooding;


	•
	•
	•
	Flood plain from Credit River heavily impacts capacity of the 
	tributary and causes flooding of the tributary


	•
	•
	•
	Between Credit River bridge and creek tributary drainage 
	outlets overland with no defined path.
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	EVALUATION OF
	EVALUATION OF
	EVALUATION OF
	EVALUATION OF
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS


	Alternative
	Alternative
	Alternative
	Solutions
	to
	address
	the
	Problem
	/
	Opportunity
	Statement
	were
	comparatively
	evaluated
	based
	on
	criteria
	that
	represent
	the
	broad
	definition
	of
	the
	environment,
	as
	described
	in
	the
	EA
	Act
	.
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	INCORPORATING YOUR COMMENTS
	INCORPORATING YOUR COMMENTS
	INCORPORATING YOUR COMMENTS
	INCORPORATING YOUR COMMENTS


	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Deteriorated roadway needs to be addressed.


	•
	•
	•
	Improvements must not negatively disrupt the rural 
	character of the Village.


	•
	•
	•
	Support for traffic calming measures.


	•
	•
	•
	Support for improvements in problem areas only.


	•
	•
	•
	Concern over property impacts and tree removals.


	•
	•
	•
	Concern over increased traffic volumes from the 
	road improvements.


	•
	•
	•
	Formal pedestrian and cyclist facilities such as 
	sidewalks and cyclist facilities are not 
	desired




	Alternative solutions were developed and evaluated in 
	Alternative solutions were developed and evaluated in 
	consideration of all comments provided through 
	individual meetings with residents and the Community 
	Outreach Meeting held on May 27, 2021. 
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	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	–
	S
	-
	CURVE ALIGNMENT


	Alternative 1 
	Alternative 1 
	Alternative 1 
	–
	Do Nothing


	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	No improvements to existing conditions


	•
	•
	•
	Road will continue to encroach on private property


	•
	•
	•
	Safety concerns of pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles are not addressed




	Figure
	Artifact
	Span
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	–
	Adjust Alignment Slightly



	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Adjust turning radii to improve sight lines with operational improvements 
	(pavement widening / shoulder to accommodate pedestrian, cyclist, and 
	vehicular traffic; additional signage & pavement markings, vegetation pruning) 


	•
	•
	•
	Minor encroachment towards properties & natural environmental impacts




	Figure
	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	–
	Adjust Alignment to Meet Design Standards


	Artifact
	Span
	Textbox
	Span
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Turning radii is realigned to meet Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) 
	Standards.


	•
	•
	•
	Significant property & natural environmental impacts


	•
	•
	•
	High capital costs
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	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	–
	S
	-
	CURVE ALIGNMENT
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	Figure
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	–
	Adjust Alignment Slightly is the recommended solution to 
	be carried forward.



	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	–
	CROSS
	-
	SECTION


	Alternative 1 
	Alternative 1 
	Alternative 1 
	–
	Do Nothing


	Figure
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	No improvements to existing conditions


	•
	•
	•
	Does not meet road design standards nor align with the Town's 
	planning studies


	•
	•
	•
	Deteriorated pavement condition remains


	•
	•
	•
	No accommodation for pedestrians or cyclists




	Artifact
	Span
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	Alternative 2 
	–
	Curb and Gutter with Sidewalks



	Figure
	Artifact
	Span
	Textbox
	Span
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Two 3.5m lanes with paved shoulder, curb and gutter on both 
	sides; sidewalk on north side


	•
	•
	•
	Cyclist separated from the travel lane via paved shoulders


	•
	•
	•
	Significant property 
	& natural environmental impacts


	•
	•
	•
	Recommended in Town's 
	2019 Development Charge Study
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	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	–
	CROSS
	-
	SECTION 


	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	–
	Curb and Gutter with Paved Shoulder


	Figure
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Two 3.3m lanes with curb and gutter, paved shoulder on the north side, 
	and grassed ditch on the south side


	•
	•
	•
	Pavement markings for vehicles and cyclists to share the road


	•
	•
	•
	Pedestrians separated from the travel lane via paved shoulder


	•
	•
	•
	Narrowed pavement width and curb and gutter (traffic calming feature)


	•
	•
	•
	Reduced property impacts (in comparison to roadside ditches with no 
	curbs)


	•
	•
	•
	Guiderail where required 




	Alternative 4 
	Alternative 4 
	Alternative 4 
	–
	Paved Shoulders and Re
	-
	instate Ditches 


	Figure
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Two 3.3m lanes with paved shoulders and grassed ditches on both 
	sides


	•
	•
	•
	Pavement markings for vehicles and cyclists to share the road


	•
	•
	•
	Pedestrians separated from the travel lane via paved shoulder


	•
	•
	•
	Widened pavement width can contribute to increased vehicle speeds


	•
	•
	•
	Additional property required to accommodate grassed ditches


	•
	•
	•
	Guiderail where required 
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	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 
	–
	CROSS SECTION
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	Figure
	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	Alternative 3 
	–
	Curb and Gutter with Paved Shoulder is the recommended cross
	-
	section to be carried forward for Mill Street.



	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS 
	-
	SUMMARY


	Key
	Key
	Key
	elements
	of
	the
	study
	recommendations
	are
	shown
	below
	.
	Following
	this
	PIC,
	the
	recommended
	solution
	for
	the
	corridor
	will
	be
	confirmed
	and/or
	revised,
	in
	consideration
	of
	the
	comments
	received
	.
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	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION 
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION 
	–
	CROSS
	-
	SECTION


	Figure

	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS


	Figure

	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS


	Figure

	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS
	PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS


	Figure

	KEY
	KEY
	KEY
	KEY
	IMPACTS & MITIGATION MEASURES


	Mitigation measures will be further developed during detailed design to reduce the severity and 
	Mitigation measures will be further developed during detailed design to reduce the severity and 
	Mitigation measures will be further developed during detailed design to reduce the severity and 
	duration of any impacts associated with the recommendations. 
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	SUMMARY OF NEXT STEPS
	SUMMARY OF NEXT STEPS
	SUMMARY OF NEXT STEPS
	SUMMARY OF NEXT STEPS


	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	•
	Review and address the comments 
	submitted at this PIC


	•
	•
	•
	Consult with additional stakeholders and 
	technical agencies, as required 


	•
	•
	•
	Confirm study recommendations (
	i.e.
	preliminary preferred solutions
	) 


	•
	•
	•
	Prepare and submit 
	a Project File Report 
	for 30 Day public review


	•
	•
	•
	Proceed to 
	detailed design and 
	construction 
	(planned for 2022 pending 
	Council approval and budget)
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	YOUR INPUT IS IMPORTANT
	YOUR INPUT IS IMPORTANT
	YOUR INPUT IS IMPORTANT
	YOUR INPUT IS IMPORTANT


	Textbox
	Span
	The project team is available to answer your questions until 7 P.M. Please submit any 
	The project team is available to answer your questions until 7 P.M. Please submit any 
	questions you may have 
	using
	the Q & A feature.

	You can also provide your feedback on the project, by completing a comment form on the 
	You can also provide your feedback on the project, by completing a comment form on the 
	project website, or by p
	roviding your comments directly to the project team contacts listed 
	below by 
	October 19, 2021
	.

	THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING
	THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING


	Table
	TR
	TH
	Textbox
	Span
	Project Team Contacts:
	Project Team Contacts:
	Span

	Town of Caledon
	Town of Caledon

	Shun 
	Shun 
	Cheung, P.Eng., PMP

	Project Manager, Engineering Services
	Project Manager, Engineering Services

	Tel:  (905) 584
	Tel:  (905) 584
	-
	2272 x 
	4040

	E
	E
	-
	mail:  
	shun.cheung@caledon.ca 
	shun.cheung@caledon.ca 
	Span




	R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
	R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
	R.V. Anderson Associates Limited
	R.V. Anderson Associates Limited

	Winnie Wong, P. Eng., PMP., M.Eng.
	Winnie Wong, P. Eng., PMP., M.Eng.

	Project Manager, Transportation
	Project Manager, Transportation

	Tel: (416) 497
	Tel: (416) 497
	-
	8600 x1471

	E
	E
	-
	mail: 
	winnie.wong@rvanderson.com 
	winnie.wong@rvanderson.com 
	Span






	26
	26
	26








Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		R205388-20210104-PICPresentation-vf-forAODA.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 2



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 0



		Passed: 30



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Passed		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



