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Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport 

Heritage Program Unit  
Programs and Services Branch  
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7  
Tel: 416 314 7147 
Fax: 416 212 1802 

Ministère du Tourisme, 
de la Culture et du Sport 

Unité des programmes patrimoine  
Direction des programmes et des services 
401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 
Tél: 416 314 7147 
Téléc: 416 212 1802 

 

October 6, 2016 (EMAIL ONLY)  
 
Mr. Alvaro Almuina, P.Eng., PMP 
City of Barrie 
Engineering Department 
70 Collier Street, P.O. Box 400 
Barrie, ON  L4M 4T5 
E: Alvaro.Almuina@barrie.ca 

 
RE:  MTCS file #:  0005619 
 Proponent: City of Barrie 
 Subject:  Notice of Public Information Centre  
    Hewitt’s Secondary Plan Area 
 Location: City of Barrie, Ontario 

 
Dear Mr. Almuina: 

 
Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of Public 
Information Centre for your project. MTCS’s interest in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving 
Ontario’s cultural heritage, which includes: 
 

 Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine; 

 Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,  

 Cultural heritage landscapes. 
 
Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural 
heritage resources.  
 
While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may be 
identified through screening and evaluation. Aboriginal communities may have knowledge that can 
contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any engagement with 
Aboriginal communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural heritage resources that 
are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical societies and other local 
heritage organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the identification of cultural heritage 
resources. 
 
Archaeological Resources  
Your EA project may impact archaeological resources and you should screen the project with the MTCS 
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential to determine if an archaeological assessment is needed. 
MTCS archaeological sites data are available at archaeology@ontario.ca. If your EA project area exhibits 
archaeological potential, then an archaeological assessment (AA) should be undertaken by an 
archaeologist licenced under the OHA, who is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for 
review. 
 
Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
The MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage 
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether your EA project may impact cultural heritage 
resources. The Clerk for the City of Barrie can provide information on property registered or designated 

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0478E~3/$File/0478E.pdf
mailto:archaeology@ontario.ca
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf


 

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or 
file is accurate.  MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists, 
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm, 
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are 
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.  
 
Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources 
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the 
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.   
 
If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation 
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated 
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which 
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

under the Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners can also provide information that will assist 
you in completing the checklist. 
  
If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment 
(HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be completed to assess potential project impacts. Our 
Ministry’s Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans outlines the scope of 
HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS for review, and make it available to local organizations or individuals 
who have expressed interest in heritage.  
 
Environmental Assessment Reporting 
All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA 
projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed for your EA 
project, and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion. If your screening has identified 
no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the 
completed checklists and supporting documentation in the EA report or file.  
 
Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so through the EA process, and 
contact me for any questions or clarification.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dan Minkin 
Heritage Planner 
Dan.Minkin@Ontario.ca 

http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf
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Technical Memorandum 

To: Frank Palka, C.E.T. – City of Barrie From: John Northcote, P.Eng. 

Date: October 21
st
, 2016 Project #: 1302 

Project Name: Hewitt’s Landowner Group 

Subject: Hewitt’s Secondary Plan Class Environmental Assessment Study Review 

Distribution: Hewitt's Landowner Group 

 
On behalf of the Hewitt’s Landowner Group [HLOG], we have reviewed the Hewitt’s Secondary Plan 
Class Environmental Assessment Study [Hewitt’s EA] and we offer the following comments for your 
consideration. These comments have been compiled with input from the following individuals, also acting 
on behalf of the Hewitt’s Landowner Group: 
 

Bryan Richardson – R.J. Burnside & Associates Ltd. 
Ray Duhamel – The Jones Consulting Group Ltd. 
Duncan Richardson – The Jones Consulting Group Ltd.

1
 

Keith MacKinnon – KLM Planning Partiners Inc.
2
 

Harold Reinthaler – Schaeffer & Associates Ltd.
2
 

Nelson Lee – Schaeffer & Associates Ltd.
2
 

John Northcote – JD Engineering 
 
The Manual Reference column is intended to identify the location in the TD Manual, for ease of reference.  
 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

1. The Hewitt’s EA does not include an option for a continuous centre median along Mapleview Drive 

East from Madelaine Drive to east of Goodwin Drive and note that the HLOG is in support of the 

removal of the continuous centre median. 

2. There are a number of locations where there is a long section of road with a 4.2 metre wide 

median. This is an inefficient use of land.  In these areas, we would like to see an alternative where 

the wide median is eliminated either by narrowing the road width, extending the adjacent left turn 

storage lanes or using the additional ROW width for LID. 

3. In addition to the requested additional justification in support of the LID options, we request 

clarification on how storm water flood control is proposed to be handled for all roadways. 

                                                
1 Acting on behalf of a number of the landowners within the Hewitt’s Landowner Group. 
2 Acting on behalf 1901369 Ontario Inc. 
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LID Alternative  

4. Based on the alternatives presented, it is our understanding that the LID features proposed at the 

2031 works would be eliminated in 2051 for all roads requiring road widenings. Consequently, the 

HLOG does not support LID features provided in a temporary capacity.  LID options should be 

explored which wouldn’t require and/or minimize the extent of future removals.  

5. Additional details on the following topics are requested for the LID alternative: 

a. Justification for the width of ROW required 

b. How the LID will function in low areas with high groundwater table 

c. How the LID will function in the winter 

6. It is noted that there appears to be an inconsistency in the design for the LID between the Salem 

and Hewitt’s EA. 

BIG BAY POINT ROAD 

7. No preliminary engineering drawings were provided for the Big Bay Point Road widening.  

Although the constraints for this area are less complicated than some of the other areas, we 

request that preliminary engineering drawings be provided to help assess the impact of the design 

alternatives. 

8. The option for a Multi-Use Trail [MUT] on Big Bay Point Road was not recommended in the City’s 

Multi-Modal Active Transportation Master Plan [MMATMP] or discussed in any of our previous 

correspondence with the City for this area.  The HLOG has no issue in principle with the use of a 

MUT on Big Bay Point Road, in lieu of bike lanes.   

YONGE STREET 

9. Based on our review of the future traffic volume projections on Yonge Street between Lockhart 

Road and Mapleview Drive East, further justification is requested to demonstrate the warrant for 

the 7-lane cross-section alternative.   

10. The preliminary engineering design drawings include only one break in the median (which allows 

for a full-movement intersection) between Mapleview Drive East and Lockhart Road.  The location 

of the break in the median does not appear to align with the road network in the Secondary Plan 

or the proposed full-movement commercial driveway provided in the conformity plans prepared 

by the HLOG.  We request the inclusion of an alternative with a shorter median at Mapleview Drive 

East, which would allow for two full-movement intersections on Yonge Street between Mapleview 

Drive East and the east/west collector intersection on Yonge Street. 

11 Based on the road layout identified in the conformity plan prepared by the HLOG, at least one or 

two additional breaks in the median appear to be warranted south of the one opening illustrated 

on the plans. 

12. The long, wide median along Yonge Street is an inefficient use of land, we request the inclusion of 

an alternative that reduces the width of the road to minimize the width of the median and/or 

extends the left turn storage length at the intersections to allow for additional vehicle queuing. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Huronia Road to Country Lane 

13. We request the inclusion of an alternative without a median or a reduced median width in order to 

reduce the ROW requirement. 
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14. In Alternative 3, there appears to be additional ROW width on the south side of the road. We 

request additional justification for this additional land.  If it is required for grading, we request that 

an alternative is provided that includes an easement in the area to accommodate the additional 

grading. 

15. We request additional justification for the warrant for the westbound right turn lane at Country 

Lane.  We request the inclusion of an alternative with a through / right turn lane, two through 

lanes and a left turn auxiliary lane in each direction. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Country Lane to Madelaine Drive 

16. The HLOG is in support of the TWLTL proposed between Seline Crescent and the driveway for 430 

Mapleview Drive East, as illustrated in Alternative 3.   

17. The HLOG does not support the TWLTL proposed east of Seline Crescent.  There are no proposed 

side street connections in this area; consequently, a TWLTL does not appear to be justified.  The 

HLOG is in support of Alternative 1; however would prefer to have the left turn lane storage length 

increase at Madelaine Drive, so that the left turn lane is back-to-back with the one at Seline 

Crescent.  

18. In all options presented in the Hewitt’s EA, the widening along Mapleview Drive East will have a 

significant impact on the 10 existing single detached residential units on Danielle Crescent, west of 

Seline Crescent.  It is unclear what the expectation would be for the remaining lands on the north 

side of Danielle Crescent.  We request the inclusion of an alternative with a reduced right-of-way 

[ROW] and a realignment of Mapleview Drive East to the north to ensure the land north of 

Danielle Crescent can remain in their current form or be redeveloped. 

19. In Alternative 3 for Mapleview Drive East, additional ROW width is provided for boulevard snow 

removal. It was our understanding that the one of the benefits of the road cross-section in 

Alternative 3 was to allow for a reduced ROW.  By maintaining the ROW width and providing more 

space for snow storage, a key advantage of this alternative is lost. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Madelaine Drive to Dean Avenue 

20. The HLOG does not support the TWLTL proposed east of Madelaine Drive.  There are no proposed 

side street connections in this area; consequently, a TWLTL does not appear to be justified.  We 

request the inclusion of an alternative where the wide median is eliminated either by narrowing 

the road width, extending the adjacent left turn storage lanes or using the additional ROW width 

for LID. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Dean Avenue to Goodwin Drive 

21. The HLOG does not support the TWLTL proposed east of Dean Avenue.  There are no proposed 

side street connections in this area; consequently, a TWLTL does not appear to be justified.  We 

request the inclusion of an alternative where the wide median is eliminated either by narrowing 

the road width, extending the adjacent left turn storage lanes or using the additional ROW width 

for LID. 

22. We request the inclusion of an alternative with the alignment of Mapleview Drive East shifted to 

the north starting near Dean Avenue, to avoid the impact of the expropriation on the lots south of 

Mapleview Drive East. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Goodwin Drive to Yonge Street 

23. The HLOG is in support of the five-lane cross-section with a TWLTL, east of Goodwin Drive. 
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24. Based on our review of the future traffic volume projections on Yonge Street and Mapleview Drive 

East, further justification is requested to demonstrate the warrant for the 8-lane cross-section 

alternative.   

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Yonge Street to Prince William Way 

25. Based on our review of the future traffic volume projections on Mapleview Drive East, further 

justification is requested to demonstrate the warrant for the 7-lane cross-section alternative in this 

area.   

26. We request additional justification for the warrant for the westbound right turn lane at Prince 

William Way.   

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Prince William Way to Collector 11 

27. We request the inclusion of an alternative with a three-lane cross-section with a TWLTL and a 

MUT.  Based on the number of side street connections along Mapleview Drive East in this section, 

the TWLTL will provide additional capacity for left turn movements on the Mapleveiw Drive East 

and (two-part) left turn movements from some of the side streets. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Collector 11 to 20
th

 Sideroad 

28. Details for the intersection of Mapleview Drive East and 20
th

 Sideroad were not included.  We 

request the inclusion of alternatives showing how the drainage and grading would work with the 

proposed roundabout. The additional engineering cost to complete this analysis has been 

approved by the HLOG. 

MAPLEVIEW DRIVE EAST – Railway Crossing 

29. It does not appear that the work completed on the Sub-watershed Impact Study [SIS] has been 

taken into account in the proposed alternatives. 

30. We request additional detail demonstrating how the proposed grading will work north and south 

of Mapleview Drive East, east of the railway tracks. 

31. It appears that the location of the service road has not been adjusted according to the profile.  It is 

our expectation that the underpass option would allow for the service road to connect significantly 

further west, compared to the overpass option. 

32. We have a number of concerns with the road configuration provided in Option 2, including:  

• the spacing between the intersection of Goodwin Drive and the Proposed Road; 

• the access limitations for the properties on Mapleview Drive East, east and west of Yonge 

Street;  

• the impact of grading on the adjacent properties; and 

• the Proposed Road does not conform with the road layout in the Hewitt’s Secondary Plan. 

The HLOG does not support this option. 

33. HLOG requests that an option be provided that incorporates the north-south roadway (southern 

lands) identified in the conformity plan and the draft plan approved roadway connection from the 

lands north of MVD.  The serpentine roadway proposed in all presented options is not supported 

by the HLOG nor the landowner to the north (700 MVD East). 
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34. We request clarification as to extent of the lands required for the under and over pass bridge 

structure options as we understand that the municipality would likely elect to construct the 

railway/roadway crossing structure to accommodate projected traffic volumes past the 2031 time 

frame irrespective of whether or not the rest of MVD is constructed to the post 2031 traffic 

projections.  This would likely require the railway crossing structure to be sized and constructed to 

the 2051 width rather than the 2031 width. 

35. The HLOG supports the underpass option. 

36. The fiscal evaluation of the underpass vs overpass options should reflect the specific design 

challenges associates with the site specifics, not to be limited to, but should include stormwater 

management (incorporating the findings and recommendation of the SIS), and retaining walls / 

land acquisitions required to accommodate the proposed road platform including the 

grading/walls to accommodate the existing adjacent topography. 

37. The HLOG request confirmation that the proposed railway crossing options have accounted for the 

MetroLinx track widening works also being completed by HATCH.  

LOCKHART ROAD – Huronia Road to Railway Tracks 

38. We request the inclusion of an alternative with a five-lane cross-section, with a two-way left-turn 

lane [TWLTL] and buffered bike lanes.  Based on the number of side street connections along 

Lockhart Road in this section, the TWLTL will provide additional capacity for eastbound left turn 

movements and southbound (two-part) left turn movements. 

LOCKHART ROAD – Railway Tracks to Prince William Way 

39. We request the inclusion of an alternative with a four-lane cross-section, with widenings at major 

intersections for auxiliary lanes and a MUT, with the ROW centered over the existing ROW.  This 

option reflects a more efficient use of the ROW where there are a limited number of side street 

entrances. 

LOCKHART ROAD – Prince William Way to Collector 11 

40. We request the inclusion of an alternative with a three-lane cross-section with a TWLTL and a 

continuation of the MUT noted above. 

LOCKHART ROAD – Railway Crossing 

41. The HLOG supports the underpass option provided in Alternative 3.   

42. The HLOG does not consider the overpass option to be feasible, based on the alignment of the 

service road, north of Lockhart Road and the requirement for a service road outside of the City 

limits.  The HLOG requests additional justification to demonstrate that this alternative is financially 

feasible. 

FOLLOW-UP COMMENTS 

43. The HLOG is awaiting clarification on the major and minor collector road ROW requirements. 

44. The HLOG is awaiting clarification the 12 metre and 8 metre public road standards.  

45. Further to our meeting on October 18, 2016 with the Hewitt’s EA design team, we understand that 

there is more refined traffic volume data.  We respectfully request that this information is 

provided at the earliest convenience. 

 
Please feel free to contact JD Engineering with any questions or concerns. 


