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 Table 5-2 – M

ulti-M
odal Transportation N

etw
ork Alternatives 

Alternatives 
Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto M
odes 

Land U
se 

 
 

 
 

A
nnexed Lands 

D
evelopm

ent of A
nnexed Lands according to the Secondary P

lan. 
   

Intensification A
reas 

D
evelopm

ent of planned Intensification A
reas to 50 residents and jobs per hectare (D

uckw
orth, B

ayfield, D
unlop, E

ssa, Yonge). 
   

U
rban G

row
th C

entre 
(D

ow
ntow

n) 
Intensification of uses in D

ow
ntow

n B
arrie (identified U

rban G
row

th C
entre) to 150 residents and jobs per hectare. 

   

Transportation 
Projects 

 
 

 
 

C
ity of B

arrie C
apital 

Plan 2011-2014 
C

onstruction of transportation projects contained in the C
apital P

lan 2011-2014. 
   

N
ew

 Transit Plan for 
B

arrie 
Im

plem
entation of N

ew
 Transit P

lan for B
arrie. 

   
M

TO
/H

ighw
ay 400 

E
xpansion of H

ighw
ay 400 to 8 and 10 lanes (as per approved M

TO
 P

D
R

 and TE
S

R
). 

R
econstruction of D

uckw
orth S

treet Interchange and C
rossing (as per separate E

A
 and design). 

   
G

O
 Transit 

Im
proved peak period service on the B

arrie line to the A
llandale and W

aterfront stations. A
ll-day tw

o-w
ay service only extended to B

radford (as per M
etrolinx’s The B

ig M
ove). 

   

Active Transportation 
– Pedestrians 

 
 

 
 

A
ctive Transportation 

M
odal Share 

(Pedestrian and C
yclist 

Less than 6%
 

6%
 

12%
 

20%
 (O

bjective established in the B
ig M

ove for the 
overall G

TH
A

). 

Local Street N
etw

ork 
C

haracteristics 
N

o change from
 existing situation. 

Lim
it the num

ber of culs-de-sac. 
P

rovide direct links to nearby bus stops on arterials or collectors (street or m
id-block pedestrian link). 

P
rovide pedestrian/cycling shortcuts across long blocks and culs-de-sac, especially to reach local services (parks, schools, shops, etc.). 
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 Alternatives 

Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto M
odes 

 
Sidew

alks – A
rterials 

and C
ollectors 

N
o change from

 existing situation. 
P

rovided on both sides of the street: 
o 2.0m

 w
idth on 6 to 7 lane roads 

o 1.5m
 w

idth on other roads 

P
rovided on both sides of the street: 

o 2.0m
 w

idth on 6 to 7 lane roads 
o 2.0m

 w
idth in the A

nnexed Lands 
o 1.5m

 w
idth on other roads 

P
rovided on both sides of the street: 

o 2.0m
 w

idth on all roads 

Sidew
alks – Local 

Streets 
N

o change from
 existing situation 

P
rovided on one side, 1.5m

 w
idth 

P
rovided on one side, 1.5m

 w
idth, except: 

o W
ithin 250m

 of schools (both sides) 
o A

nnexed Lands (both sides) 

P
rovided on both sides of the street (except for short 

culs-de-sac): 
o W

ithin 250m
 of schools: 2.0m

 w
idth 

o A
nnexed Lands: 2.0m

 w
idth 

o E
lsew

here: 1.5 m
 w

idth 
Sidew

alks – 
M

aintenance 
E

xisting m
aintenance standard (snow

pack 
condition). 

S
now

pack conditions on all streets. 
 

C
lear iceless sidew

alks on arterials and collectors. 
S

now
pack conditions for local streets. 

Active Transportation 
– C

yclists 
 

 
 

 

C
ycling N

etw
ork M

esh 
W

idth and C
overage 

N
o expansion of cycling netw

ork. 
M

ore than 90%
 of the C

ity w
ithin 2,000m

 of cycling 
netw

ork. 
C

ycling m
esh w

idth betw
een 2,000 to 4,000m

 (1,000 
to 1,500 in the A

nnexed Lands) 

M
ore than 90%

 of the C
ity w

ithin 800m
 of cycling 

netw
ork. 

C
ycling m

esh w
idth betw

een 1,000 to 1,500m
 (500 

to 800 in the Annexed Lands). 

M
ore than 90%

 of the C
ity w

ithin 400m
 of cycling 

netw
ork 

C
ycling m

esh w
idth betw

een 500 to 800m
 (250 to 

500 in the A
nnexed Lands). 

C
onnect all schools to the cycling netw

ork. 
C

ycling Facilities – 
A

rterials and C
ollectors 

N
o expansion of cycling netw

ork. 
B

icycle lanes, w
here space is available and 

interventions are sim
ple (lim

ited interference w
ith 

curbs, boulevards, etc.). 
S

hared lanes w
here bicycle lanes cannot be added. 

B
uffered bicycle lanes for streets w

ith 4 lanes or 
m

ore. 
B

icycle lanes on all other arterials and collectors. 

S
eparated bicycle lanes or cycle tracks for streets 

w
ith 4 lanes or m

ore. 
B

icycle lanes on all other arterials and collectors. 

M
aintenance 

E
xisting three-season m

aintenance. 
 

E
xisting three-season m

aintenance 
C

onsider year-round m
aintenance 

Year-round m
aintenance 

Active Transportation 
– O

ff-R
oad Pathw

ays 
 

 
 

 

A
ctive Transport 

Pathw
ays 

N
o expansion of pathw

ay netw
ork. 

P
rovide hard-surfaced pathw

ays through selected 
natural corridors under C

ity control. 
P

rovide hard-surfaced pathw
ays through m

ost 
natural corridors and natural heritage system

. 
P

rovide hard-surfaced pathw
ays through m

ost 
natural corridors and natural heritage system

. 
S

pecific pathw
ays upgraded and designed for higher 

usage w
ith separation of pedestrians and cyclists. 

M
id-B

lock C
onnections 

N
o additional m

id-block connections. 
P

rovide m
idblock pedestrian/bicycle connections 

w
here convenient and little investm

ent is required. 
C

reate a continuous netw
ork using existing local 

streets, pathw
ays and m

idblock connections. 

P
rovide a greater num

ber of m
idblock pedestrian/ 

bicycle connections to support m
esh w

idth. 
C

reate a continuous netw
ork using existing local 

streets, pathw
ays and m

idblock connections. 

P
rovide m

idblock pedestrian/bicycle connections to 
achieve m

esh w
idth (except w

here there are m
ajor 

physical constraints. 
C

reate a continuous netw
ork using existing local 

streets, pathw
ays and m

idblock connections. 
M

aintenance 
E

xisting three-season m
aintenance. 

 
Three-season m

aintenance.  
C

onsider year-round m
aintenance on som

e m
id-

block connections and m
ajor pathw

ays. 
 

Year-round m
aintenance. 

Transit 
 

 
 

 

Transit M
odal Share 

Less than 2.6%
 

2.6%
 

7%
 

12%
 

R
oute Structure 

M
ulti-hub netw

ork requiring few
er transfers as per 

N
ew

 Transit P
lan. 

N
o expansion to serve A

nnexed Lands, except 
w

here identified in N
ew

 Transit P
lan. 

M
odest route extensions to serve the A

nnexed 
Lands. 

A
dditional routes and extensions to serve the 

A
nnexed Lands. 

Increased service to G
O

 stations. 

A
dditional routes and extensions to serve the 

A
nnexed Lands. 

Increased service to G
O

 stations. 
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 Alternatives 

Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto M
odes 

Service Frequency 
30 m

inutes w
eekday peak 

30 m
inutes w

eekday m
idday 

60 m
inutes w

eekday evenings 
30-60 m

inutes on S
aturdays 

60 m
inutes on S

undays 

20-30 m
inutes w

eekday peak 
30 m

inutes w
eekday m

idday 
45 m

inutes w
eekday evenings 

30-45 m
inutes on S

aturdays 
30-45 m

inutes on S
undays 

A
dditional frequency to serve Intensification A

reas 

12-15 m
inutes w

eekday peak 
15-20 m

inutes w
eekday m

idday 
20-30 m

inutes w
eekday evenings 

20-30 m
inutes on S

aturdays 
20-30 m

inutes on S
undays 

A
dditional frequency to serve Intensification A

reas 

6-8 m
inutes w

eekday peak 

8-10 m
inutes w

eekday m
idday 

10-15 m
inutes w

eekday evenings 
10-15 m

inutes on S
aturdays 

10-15 m
inutes on S

undays 

System
 Service Span 

19 hours on w
eekdays 

18 hours on S
aturdays 

10 hours on S
unday 

18-19 hours daily 
  

R
oad N

etw
ork 

 
 

 
 

Arterial and C
ollector 

N
etw

ork 
E

xisting arterial and collector netw
ork. 

E
xpansion of arterial and collector netw

ork into the A
nnexed Lands (netw

ork developed for the preferred land-use alternative). 
  

Lanes on Arterial and 
C

ollector R
oads 

E
xisting arterial and collector lanes (except 2011-

2014 C
apital P

lan). 
N

um
ber of lanes on arterials and collector roads varies to m

eet 85%
 of capacity and m

axim
al cross-sections. 

  

M
aintenance 

E
xisting m

aintenance standards. 
   

N
ote: Transit and active transportation m

odal shares are additive. 
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6. EVALUATION OF NETWORK ALTERNATIVES 
In this section, the various overall network alternatives are evaluated, including Highway 400 
crossing and interchange alternatives. The various alternatives under consideration (see section 
5) are all evaluated to identify the best option that meets policy objectives, the City’s needs and 
requirements, the accommodation of new growth, while being financially sustainable. 

The four alternatives under consideration are the following: 

• Do nothing. 
• Low/existing modal share – Auto-oriented “status quo” approach. 
• Medium modal share – Increased emphasis on non-auto modes. 
• High modal share - Strong emphasis on non-auto modes. 

6.1 Evaluation Criteria and Weighting 
Evaluation criteria were developed to assess the alternatives. The evaluation criteria were 
established through consultation with the City of Barrie. The evaluation criteria reflect all 
components of the environment in the study area including natural, social and cultural 
environments, transportation elements and cost considerations. The evaluation criteria and a 
description of the key considerations for each criterion are provided in Table 6-1 below. 

Table 6-1 – Evaluation Criteria 
Criteria Key Considerations 

Planning and Land Use 
Compliance with 
Provincial Legislation 

Consistency/Conformity with applicable Provincial Legislation and 
Planning Policy: 

• Places to Grow Act, 2005 
• Provincial Policy Statement, 2005 
• Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, 2006 
• Places to Grow Simcoe 

City Strategic 
Directions 

Consistency with Municipal Strategic Directions : 
• Manage Growth & Protect the Environment 
• Bring New Employment Lands to Market 
• Expand Transportation Choices, Including Active Transportation 
• Strengthen Barrie’s Financial Condition 
• Develop Affordable Long Range Plans that Reflect Changes In Our 

Community’s Growth 
Consistency with the Official Plan 

City Planning Principles 
for Annexed Lands 

Consistency with Planning Principles: 
• New neighbourhoods draw on strengths of historic neighbourhoods; 

including grid streets, public spaces, pedestrian-friendly street design 
• New neighbourhoods have basic services and shops including 

“corner stores” and/or local convenience commercial areas 
• Provision of a diversity of housing types 
• A high priority be placed on supporting active transportation and on 

accessibility to public transit 
• Potential to achieve planning principles at implementation 

Compatibility with 
Existing Development 

Effect of proposed land uses on existing development external to Annexed 
Lands. 

Natural Environment 
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Wetlands, Vegetation, 
Wildlife Habitat, Ground 
and Surface Water 

Potential impact of loss of natural areas, terrestrial ecosystems, 
watercourses or wetland area. 

Air Quality Supports the objective of improved air quality. This is mostly associated 
with distances driven by car. 

Social and Cultural Environment 
Social Environment Potential impact to residences, community facilities, public parks, 

institutions or businesses. Potential impact to visual aesthetic. 
Archaeology & Cultural 
Heritage Resources 

Presence and characteristics of registered archaeological resources and 
designated built heritage resources under the Heritage Act. Potential 
adverse impacts on archaeological resources and built heritage resources. 

Economic Activity Supports existing and future economic activity in the City of Barrie and the 
vital role of goods movement. 

Public Acceptance Public acceptance of the alternative and its impacts on the community. 
Transportation 
Safe, Connected and 
Accessible Walking 
Environment  

Presence of enhancements to pedestrian infrastructure on Barrie’s streets. 
Continuity of walking routes. Pedestrian share of modal share during peak 
hours. 

Safe and Connected 
Cycling Environment 

Presence of enhancements to cycling infrastructure. Continuity of cycling 
routes serving Barrie’s neighbourhoods. Cycling share of modal share 
during peak hours. 

Safe, Reliable and 
Convenient Local 
Transit 

Transit share of modal share during peak hours. Proximity of residential, 
commercial and employment areas with transit. 

Acceptable Vehicular 
Demand for Projected 
Traffic Demand 

Potential for Barrie’s road network to meet projected traffic volumes. Total 
vehicle-kilometres and vehicle-hours travelled. 

Transportation Demand 
Management Goals 

Opportunities to implement transportation demand management measures 
(carpooling, work hours, etc.). 

Meets Travel Needs of 
All Barrie Residents 

Extent to which all areas of the City are served by all transportation 
modes: walking, cycling, transit and private vehicles. 

Financial 
Capital Cost General estimate of capital cost of the proposed improvements. 
Operating Cost General evaluation of operating costs of the proposed improvements. 
 

6.2 Evaluation of Alternatives 
An evaluation matrix was prepared to evaluate the four retained network alternatives and is 
presented in Table 6-2. A relative ranking and weighting of the proposed alternatives is provided 
in the evaluation matrix. Each potential impact was given a rank from -4 to 4. A significant 
negative effect is -4; a significant positive impact is 4. Therefore, the alternative with the larger 
value indicates a greater degree of positive potential effects. A neutral effect was given a score 
of 0. The score was then calculated by multiplying the weighting by the rank. The weights add 
up to 100 points. Therefore, total scores can range from - 400 to 400. 

This analysis shows that Alternative 3 has the highest score and is the preferred alternative. 
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 Table 6-2 – Alternatives Evaluation  
C

riteria 
W

eight 
Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Planning and Land U
se 

18 
 

 
 

 

C
om

pliance w
ith Provincial 

Legislation 
5 

This alternative w
ould not adequately serve 

Intensification A
reas and the Annexed 

Lands, w
hile non-auto m

odal shares w
ould 

decrease. 

This alternative w
ould only m

aintain existing 
non-auto m

odal shares and P
rovincial 

policies w
ould not be m

et. 

This alternative w
ould im

prove existing non-
auto m

odal shares. P
rovincial targets w

ould 
be partially achieved. 

This alternative w
ould im

prove existing non-
auto m

odal shares. P
rovincial targets w

ould 
be m

et. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

C
ity Strategic D

irections 
5 

This alternative w
ould not support grow

th and 
bring new

 em
ploym

ent lands available. 
This alternative w

ould not be in line w
ith the 

C
ity’s S

trategic D
irections. 

This alternative w
ould not support grow

th and 
bring new

 em
ploym

ent lands available (but 
m

ore so than Alternative 1). 
This alternative w

ould not be in line w
ith the 

C
ity’s S

trategic D
irections. 

This alternative w
ould m

eet the C
ity’s 

S
trategic D

irections. 
This alternative w

ould support grow
th and 

bring new
 em

ploym
ent lands available. 

This alternative w
ould m

eet the C
ity’s 

S
trategic D

irections. 
This alternative w

ould support grow
th and 

bring new
 em

ploym
ent lands available. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

C
ity P

lanning Principles for 
Annexed Lands 

5 
This alternative w

ould not adequately serve 
the A

nnexed Lands since road, transit and 
active transportation options w

ould not be 
expanded to these areas. 

This alternative w
ould adequately serve the 

A
nnexed Lands since road, transit and 

active transportation options w
ould be 

im
proved to serve these areas. 

This alternative w
ould w

ell serve the A
nnexed 

Lands by providing m
ultim

odal and 
continuous road, transit and active 
transportation options. 

This alternative w
ould w

ell serve the A
nnexed 

Lands by providing m
ultim

odal and 
continuous road, transit and active 
transportation options. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

C
om

patibility w
ith Existing 

D
evelopm

ent 
3 

A
lternative has very little im

pact upon existing 
land uses. 

S
om

e projects w
ould require additional rights-

of-w
ay and w

ould be closer to existing 
developm

ent. 

S
om

e projects w
ould require additional rights-

of-w
ay and w

ould be closer to existing 
developm

ent. 

S
om

e projects w
ould require additional rights-

of-w
ay and w

ould be closer to existing 
developm

ent (to greater extent than other 
A

lternatives) 
 

 
 

 
 

 
N

atural Environm
ent 

7 
 

 
 

 
W

etlands , V
egetation, 

W
ildlife H

abitat, G
round 

and Surface W
ater 

4 
N

o anticipated negative im
pact. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Air Q

uality 
3 

A
lternative has the longest distances driven 
because of lim

ited new
 road links (long 

distances travelled), w
hich w

ill affect air 
quality. 

A
lternative has long distances driven because 
of lim

ited new
 road links (long distances 

travelled), w
hich w

ill affect air quality. 

A
lternative has m

oderate distances driven 
because of lim

ited new
 road links (long 

distances travelled), w
hich w

ill affect air 
quality. 

A
lternative has the few

est distances driven 
because of lim

ited new
 road links (long 

distances travelled), w
hich w

ill affect air 
quality. 
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 C
riteria 

W
eight 

Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Social and C
ultural 

Environm
ent 

17 
 

 
 

 

Social Environm
ent 

5 
N

o anticipated negative im
pact. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated. 

N
ew

 roads and roadw
ay expansions m

ay 
have localized im

pacts that should be 
m

itigated (m
ost w

idening). 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Archaeology  & C

ultural 
H

eritage R
esources 

3 
N

o anticipated im
pact from

 existing 
situation. 

N
o significant im

pacts from
 existing situation. 

Local adjustm
ents m

ay be required during 
project design. 

N
o significant im

pacts from
 existing situation. 

Local adjustm
ents m

ay be required during 
project design. 

N
o significant im

pacts from
 existing situation. 

Local adjustm
ents m

ay be required during 
project design. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Econom
ic Activity 

3 
N

o change from
 existing situation. 

D
oes not support expected em

ploym
ent and 

population grow
th. 

N
o im

provem
ents to active and transit (social 

equity). 

S
upports expected em

ploym
ent and 

population grow
th. 

Lim
ited im

provem
ents to active and transit 

(social equity). 

S
upports expected em

ploym
ent and 

population grow
th. 

N
um

erous im
provem

ents to active and transit 
(social equity). 

S
upports expected em

ploym
ent and 

population grow
th. 

N
um

erous im
provem

ents to active and transit 
(social equity). 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Public Acceptance 
6 

Lack of im
provem

ent from
 current conditions 

could be a concern for m
any residents 

(increased congestion, etc.) 

N
um

erous im
provem

ents and business as 
usual approach w

ould likely be acceptable 
to the public. 

M
oderate shift in the city’s transportation 
w

ould likely be acceptable / neutral to the 
public. 

Im
portant shifts in the C

ity’s direction w
ould 

likely not be acceptable to the public. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Transportation 
38 

 
 

 
 

Safe, C
onnected and 

Accessible W
alking 

Environm
ent  

8 
V

ery lim
ited im

provem
ents to w

alking 
environm

ent. 
N

o im
provem

ents in pre-2010 B
arrie. 

S
om

e im
provem

ents to w
alking environm

ent, 
som

e lack of continuity. 
Lim

ited im
provem

ents in pre-2010 B
arrie. 

Im
provem

ents to w
alking environm

ent, 
continuous sidew

alks and trails. 
N

um
erous im

provem
ents in pre-2010 B

arrie. 

Im
provem

ents to w
alking environm

ent, 
continuous sidew

alks and trails. B
est 

w
alking infrastructure provided. 

S
ignificant im

provem
ents in pre-2010 B

arrie. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Safe and C

onnected 
C

ycling Environm
ent 

8 
N

o im
provem

ents to cycling infrastructure and 
conditions. 

Lim
ited im

provem
ents to cycling infrastructure 

and conditions 
E

xtensive coverage of the C
ity by cycling 

infrastructure and im
proved cycling 

conditions 

V
ery extensive coverage of the C

ity by cycling 
infrastructure and connectivity and best 
cycling conditions offered. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Safe, R
eliable and 

C
onvenient Local Transit 

8 
V

ery lim
ited im

provem
ents to transit service 

quality and coverage. 
Lim

ited im
provem

ents to transit service quality 
and coverage. 

S
ignificant im

provem
ents to transit service 

quality and coverage. 
V

ery im
provem

ents to transit service quality 
and coverage. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Acceptable Vehicular 
D

em
and for Projected 

Traffic D
em

and 

8 
D

oes not m
eet projected traffic volum

e 
dem

and. 
S

om
ew

hat m
eets projected traffic volum

e 
dem

and. 
P

artially m
eets projected traffic volum

e 
dem

and. 
P

artially m
eets projected traffic volum

e 
dem

and. 
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riteria 

W
eight 

Alternative 1 

“D
o nothing” 

Alternative 2 

Auto-O
riented “B

usiness as U
sual” 

Approach 

Alternative 3 

Increased Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Alternative 4 

Strong Em
phasis on N

on-Auto 
M

odes 

Transportation D
em

and 
M

anagem
ent G

oals 
2 

A
lternative w

ith lim
ited com

patibility w
ith TD

M
. 

A
lternative w

ith possibility of im
plem

enting 
TD

M
. 

A
lternative w

ith possibility of im
plem

enting 
TD

M
. 

A
lternative w

ith possibility of im
plem

enting 
TD

M
. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

M
eets Travel N

eeds of A
ll 

Barrie R
esidents 

4 
O

ffers few
 travel alternatives for residents. 

O
ffers few

 (but slightly m
ore) travel 

alternatives to residents. 
O

ffers considerable travel alternatives to 
residents. 

O
ffers the m

ost travel alternatives to 
residents. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Financial  
20 

 
 

 
 

Additional C
apital C

ost 
(2013-2031) 

16 
N

o additional capital costs required, beyond 
already approved projects. 

E
stim

ated capital cost of $0.8 to $1.0 billion 
dollars 

E
stim

ated capital cost of $1.0 to $1.2 billion 
dollars. 

E
stim

ated capital cost of $1.3 to $1.5 billion 
dollars. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

O
perating C

ost  
4 

N
o additional operational costs required, 
beyond already approved projects. 

S
ignificant additional operational costs 
required, since this option has the m

ost 
traffic lanes. 

Im
portant additional operational costs 

required. 
Im

portant additional operational costs 
required. 
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