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TODAY’S AGENDA

• Introductions

• Purpose, roles and responsibilities of the MAG/RAAG

• Study overview and update on project activities

• Debrief on Public Information Centre #2

• Breakout sessions:
o Session 1: Overview of the evaluation of the short listed route and

interchange location alternatives, Technically Preferred Route and 2019
Focused Analysis Area

o Session 2: Issues to inform the preliminary design of the Technically
Preferred Route

• Next steps/schedule

• Open forum
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PURPOSE, ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES
• The Municipal Advisory Group (MAG) comprises technical staff from all upper and

lower tier municipalities in the study area

• The Regulatory Agency Advisory Group (RAAG) comprises staff from all regulatory
agencies, transportation and utility service providers with an interest in the study

• The intent is for these groups to meet at key milestones to discuss project specific
updates and share information on items such as:

o Project findings
o Municipal infrastructure plans
o Municipal and Agency interests
o Future development plans
o Community feedback

• In addition to the broader MAG/RAAG meetings, working groups are held to focus
on specific issues and areas of interest
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MINUTES OF MAG/RAAG MEETING #3
• MAG/RAAG Meeting #3 held on May 11, 2015

• The group discussed:
o Project activities that occurred since Public Information Centre #1
o The two methodologies being used by the Project Team to evaluate the short

list of route alternatives, including the evaluation factors being used
o Attendees provided comments on the factors, sub-factors, criteria and measures that the

Project Team were to use to evaluate the short list of route alternatives

o For the arithmetic evaluation method, attendees identified the importance of the natural, land
use/socio-economic, and cultural environments as well as transportation by assigning weights
out of 100 to each factor (for both urbanized and rural/natural/agricultural areas)

o Key issues and trade-offs in the west, central and east sections of the study
area

• Minutes were finalized and available on the project website
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PLANNING WITH VISION, PLANNING FOR PEOPLE

• The need for the GTA West Study remains and is strengthened by the GGH
population and employment growth forecasts, reflecting more people and jobs by
2041 - it is good practice to do long-range planning for areas under development
pressure

• Committed to an open and transparent process that provides opportunities for all
stakeholders to help shape the outcome of the project

• Strive to arrive at a recommended solution that provides the best balance of
benefits and impacts for the local communities and the users of the
transportation system

To accomplish this, we are committed to engaging our municipal and agency
partners in open two-way communication that leads to meaningful

discussions, proactive information exchange and a constructive working
relationship
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2008: Terms of Reference was approved March 2008

2008 to 2012: Stage 1 of the GTA West Study (Systems Planning) recommended a Transportation Development Strategy (TDS)

2014 to 2015: Stage 2 of the GTA West Study (Route Planning and Preliminary Design of the multimodal transportation corridor component of the TDS)

December 2015: The GTA West Study was suspended
• Prior to suspension, the Project Team had identified a Technically Preferred Route, but had not yet presented the route to the public

Spring 2016: Independent Advisory Panel asked to assess the GTA West Study in light of transportation technologies/changes in government policies

February 2018: Advisory Panel report was released. The former government announced that the province would not proceed with the GTA West Study

February 2018: MTO and the Independent Electricity System Operator (IESO), with support from the Ministry of Energy, initiated a study called the
Northwest GTA Corridor Identification Study to identify and protect lands for a multipurpose linear infrastructure corridor

November 2018: 2018 Fall Economic Statement noted that Ontario is doing the work necessary to resume the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
GTA West multimodal transportation corridor

June 2019: On June 19, 2019, the government announced that the GTA West Study will resume from its point of suspension in 2015
• The GTA West Study will protect lands for a future multimodal transportation corridor
• The Northwest GTA Corridor Identification Study will not be proceeding
• The Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines and IESO have initiated a new separate study to identify an adjacent

electricity transmission corridor

GTA WEST – A SHORT HISTORY
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STUDY OVERVIEW
Stage 2:
GTA West Study focuses on a new
multimodal transportation corridor:
• Extending from Highway 400 in the

east to the Highway 401/407 ETR
interchange area in the west

• Includes a 400-series highway,
transitway, and potential goods
movement priority features
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THE NEW MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR
• The multimodal transportation corridor will initially be designed as a 4- to 6-lane

highway with a separate adjacent transitway
• The total proposed right-of-way (ROW) will be 170m
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• To select the Technically Preferred Route in 2015, lead environmental and transportation specialists
had completed a comprehensive evaluation of each short list route alternative

• Following the recent resumption of the GTA West Study, the evaluation was updated including a review
of more recent policies and plans, including, but not limited to:

o The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (2019)

o Greenbelt Plan (2017)

o Source Protection Plans for Credit Valley, Halton and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
Areas (2017)

o Municipal Official Plans and Transportation Master Plan updates

o Municipal Secondary Plans including existing and proposed developments

o General changes in land use and existing conditions since 2015

o Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) Geometric Design Guide for Canadian Roads (2017)
and MTO Supplement for the TAC Geometric Design Guide for Canadian Roads (2017)

o Updates to secondary source natural environment data, as applicable and publicly available

• The Preferred Route is being reviewed and confirmed based on feedback provided from Public
Information Centre #2 and the continued collection of relevant data

WHAT HAS BEEN DONE TO RESUME THE STUDY?
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STAGE 2 STUDY SCHEDULE
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WHAT WE HEARD AT PIC #2
• Approx. 1000 stakeholders attended
• Mixture of support and opposition for the Technically Preferred Route but majority of

input was supportive:
o The transportation corridor is needed, expedite the EA process, start

construction as soon as possible
o Protect for extra land now so that future widening of the right-of-way is not

required
o Concern about congestion on connecting roads (e.g. Mayfield Rd, Hwy 400,

Hwy 401, Coleraine Dr, Weston Rd, etc.)
o The transportation corridor should go west to Guelph, east past Highway 400

and be closer to Highway 9 in the north
o Concern about impacts to nearby property owners (noise, air quality, etc.) and

inquiries about mitigation measures
o Mixed feelings about impacts to agricultural and Greenbelt lands. Some felt

these features were given priority in the evaluation and appropriately influenced
route selection (i.e. crossing of Credit and Humber Rivers) while others
expressed concern about ability to support food production and ecosystem
services
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WHAT WE HEARD AT PIC #2
• Mixture of support and opposition for the Technically Preferred Route but

majority of input was supportive:
o Mixed feelings on Preferred Route S1-2. Some say it provides good access to the

designated future employment lands while others are concerned about congestion on
Trafalgar Road

o Mixed feelings on whether Preferred Route S2-2 provides convenient access to
Brampton and Georgetown. Some say it is further east from Norval and avoids
segregating the broader community while others say it doesn’t address the
congestion issues in Norval (Bovaird Drive interchange with Preferred Route S3-4
may exacerbate the problems)

o Preferred Routed S4-1 minimizes impacts to the natural environment (including
agriculture) and residential properties but impacts the Mayfield West Phase 2
development
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WHAT WE HEARD AT PIC #2
• Mixture of support and opposition for the Technically Preferred Route but

majority of input was supportive:
o Support for new extension of Highway 410 rather than using existing Highway 410

(minimizes impacts to Valleywood) in Section 5
o Mixed feelings about proximity to Brampton-Caledon Airport. Concern regarding

potential impacts to operations while others want the route moved closer to
condense land uses

o The interchange at Coleraine Drive in Section 6 conflicts with an approved
development to the north

o Extend Highway 427 to Highway 9 in Section 7
o The emphasis on protecting Greenbelt lands and the Humber River in Sections 8 and

9 appropriately influenced route selection
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WHAT WE HEARD AT PIC #2
• Support for the transitway

o The transitway only makes sense if it connects to other mass transit systems
o Incorporate active transportation along the transitway
o Support for transition from BRT to LRT
o Consider both buses and trucks using the transitway

• Support for goods movement priority features
o Support for truck only lanes

• Support for the 2019 Focused Analysis Area
o Appreciate that over 60% of the Route Planning Study Area is in the green area (area of reduced

interest)
o Inquiries about when development restrictions will be lifted

• Other
o Inquiries about land acquisition, permission to enter process, possibility of tolling, scope of separate

electricity transmission study
o Requests for digital mapping of Technically Preferred Route to understand impacts and coordinate

works
o The Project Team did a good job evaluating the route alternatives and explaining the rationale for

their decisions
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CONSULTATION & ENGAGEMENT

• Public Information Centres (3 rounds)

• Community workshops (4 rounds)

o 2 rounds focused on Community Value Plans

• Ongoing consultation with Indigenous Communities

• Stakeholder advisory groups, municipal working
groups, meetings with landowners, and Council
presentations

• Website, email, toll-free telephone, Twitter, Ontario
Government Notices and brochures
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Session 1:
Overview of the evaluation of the short listed route and interchange location
alternatives, Technically Preferred Route and 2019 Focused Analysis Area
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ROUTE EVALUATION PROCESS

Review Existing
Data and

Conduct Field
Investigations

Identify Impacts and
Mitigation Opportunities

Compare Alternatives

Present the
Technically

Preferred Route at
PIC #2

Confirm the
Preferred
Route and

FAA

Determined based on:
• Stakeholder input
• Secondary source information
• Results from field investigations
for properties where permission
to enter was granted

• Professional expertise

• Identify existing
features and
constraints

• Secondary source
reviews

• Field Investigations
where permission to
enter was granted

• Agricultural
Operations Survey

• Consider feedback from
the public, municipalities,
regulatory agencies,
Indigenous communities,
and other stakeholder
groups

• We Are Here

• Confirm Preferred
Route and
Focused Analysis
Area (FAA) with
stakeholders and
Indigenous
communities on
the project contact
list

Primary Method:
Reasoned Argument Method
• Qualitatively (with words) compares
advantages and disadvantages of
the alternatives

Secondary Tool:

Arithmetic Method
• Quantitatively (with numbers)
compares advantages and
disadvantages of the alternatives

• Rural and urban sensitivity tests
were carried out using a range of
inputs provided by the project team
and stakeholders

• Review any differences between
evaluation methodologies

• 2019 update of evaluation
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TECHNICALLY PREFERRED ROUTE
















































