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MINUTES OF MEETING 
 
PROJECT: West Transitway Extension Bayshore to Moodie Drive 

TAC MEETING NO: 1 

FILE NO.: 7499-4015 

DATE: February 25, 2009 TIME: 09:00 – 10:30 

PLACE: MRC Ottawa Office – Main Boardroom 

PRESENT: City of Ottawa 
Darryl Shurb  Senior Project Manager, Construction Services East 
Colin Simpson  Transportation Planner, Infrastructure Services &  
   Community Sustainability (ISCS) 
Kerry-Lynn Moher Traffic Operational Studies Officer, City Operations 
Jaime Yeung  Coord. Transportation System Mgt, City Operations 
Rick Zarzosa  Program Manager Transit Priority, ISCS 
Colleen Connelly Sr. Transit Planner Network Development, ISCS 
Damien Whittaker Engineer Water Resources, ISCS 
Bruce Stansfield Property Officer, Real Estate Services 
John McCoppen Property Consultant, Real Estate Services 
Gordon Kerluke Property Consultant, Real Estate Services 
 
MRC 
Rob Hunton  Project Manager 
Peter Steacy  Assistant Project Manager / Design Manager 
Lincoln MacDonald Highways Manager 
Michel Bisson  Project Engineer 
Kim Eaton  Senior Environmental Planner (Ecoplans) 
Tim Dickinson Environmental Planner (Ecoplans) 
Vince Ferraro  Noise & Vibration Specialist (GME) 
 
NCC 
David Malkin  Senior Land Use Planner, Design & Land Use 
 
MTO 
Phil Pawliuk  Area Engineer East, Planning & Design (East Region) 
Peter Freure  Project Engineer (East Region) 
Dave McAvoy  Head Environmental (East Region) 

PURPOSE: Discuss project scope, workplan, schedule, EA process, constraints and 
opportunities, and alternative solutions. 
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PROCEEDINGS: 
 

ACTION BY: 

1.1 Introductions 
 

Darryl Shurb introduced himself as the City of Ottawa Project 
Manager and briefly described the scope of the project. He 
mentioned the project is being fast tracked to take advantage of 
federal funding – construction must start prior to 2011. 
 
The project’s tight timelines will be a challenge. D. Shurb 
mentioned that monthly schedule updates will be provided to all 
TAC members. 
 
Round table introductions of all meeting attendees took place with 
representation from the City of Ottawa (City), McCormick Rankin 
(MRC), Ecoplans, National Capital Commission (NCC), and 
Ministry of Transportation Ontario (MTO). 
 
It was noted that David Malkin will be the primary federal agency 
contact person. Peter Freure will be the primary contact for MTO-
related correspondence. 
 
Rob Hunton presented the agenda for the meeting. 

 

 

1.2 Project Description 
 
Rob Hunton provided an overview of the project while illustrating 
major topographical features on an aerial map including: Bayshore 
Station, the Crystal Beach / Lakeview Community, Highways 417 
and 416, Corkstown Road, Holly Acres Road, and Moodie Drive. 
Current transit operations use shoulder bus lanes on Highway 417 
and on/off-ramps at Holly Acres and Moodie Drive. 
 
This project includes the functional, preliminary and detail design 
of the extension of the West Transitway from Bayshore Station to 
west of Moodie Drive. 
 
The project in its current form includes grade separations at Holly 
Acres Road, Highway 417 S-W ramp, Moodie Drive, and over 
Highway 417 (similar to that at Blair Road in the east end). In 
addition, construction of a new transit station at Moodie Drive and 
the realignment of the Trans Canada Trail (pathway), Stillwater 
Creek, and Corkstown Road will be required. A noise analysis of 
the existing and future conditions will also be undertaken during 
this project. 
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1.3 Project Scope 
 

Darryl Shurb mentioned the City’s Transportation Planning 
Department has not defined the requirements for this portion of the 
rapid transit network. The first objective of this project will be to 
work with the Planning Department to define the project’s scope. 
 
Peter Steacy mentioned that in an August 2007 report to City 
Council, the use of existing ramps / intersections at Holly Acres 
and Moodie Drive were recommended as an interim solution. Peter 
also stated that the scoping exercise will seek to answer the 
following question: what is the appropriate project that will meet 
OC Transpo’s immediate operational needs while being shovel-
ready for 2010? 

 
 David Malkin enquired if LRT is being considered in this area as 
 part of the City’s Transportation Master Plan. Peter Steacy 
 pointed-out the extension of LRT to Kanata has been approved by 
 City Council subject to achieving population density targets. LRT 
 is in the City’s long-range plan (beyond 2031), so the Transitway 
 alignment and station design in this project will need to meet LRT 
standards. 
 

 

1.4 Project Background 
 
Rob Hunton provided a general overview of past transit studies 
including the West Transitway Extension (1994) which spans from 
the Southwest Transitway to west of Holly Acres and the West 
Urban Community (WUC) Transit Integration Plan (1998) which 
examined Transitway expansion from east of Moodie Drive to 
Terry Fox Drive in Kanata. It is important to note both studies did 
not seek EA approval; however a federal and provincial EA will be 
undertaken under this project. 
 
Some elements of the 1994 and 1998 studies have since been 
constructed including the Bayshore and Terry Fox transit stations, 
and a new Highway 417 pedestrian underpass in Kanata (to 
accommodate the future Transitway). The West Transitway section 
from Pinecrest Road to Bayshore is under construction and is 
scheduled to be completed in 2009.  
 
Peter Steacy noted the WUC study focused mainly on transit within 
the former City of Kanata (Kanata Town Centre) and was 
completed during a period of rapid expansion in the high-tech 

 



 
Minutes of Meeting – TAC No. 1   Page 4 of 9
Date: February 25, 2009 

 
 

 

sector. The future Transitway corridor was identified to be on the 
north side of Highway 417.  
 
David Malkin brought-up the Connaught/Roman Avenue alignment 
as part of the extension of the West Transitway. Peter Steacy stated 
that a cut-and-cover tunnel under Connaught Avenue was 
considered as part of the 1994 study. A recent value engineering 
study examined other alignment options including along the south 
side of Roman Avenue adjacent to Highway 417 – this option has 
been met with large community opposition due to the large number 
of expropriation required (and the effect on land value in the area). 
 

1.5 Proposed Workplan 
 
The workplan was discussed including a brief overview of the three 
phases of the project: functional, preliminary, and detail design. 
The EA will be kicked-off during the functional design and much 
of the EA documentation will be completed during the preliminary 
design. Rob Hunton mentioned that public consultation will take 
place during each phase of the project – there will be a Public Open 
House (POH) session during each of the phases. 
 
Phil Pawliuk suggested the City meet with the Crystal 
Beach/Lakeview Community Association (CBLCA) as soon as 
possible. Darryl Shurb indicated that a meeting with the CBLCA is 
planned in April. 
 

 

1.6 Project Schedule 
 
Rob Hunton briefly discussed the project schedule and pointed-out 
the tender award dead line of September 2010. 
 
An electronic (PDF) copy of the project schedule was provided to 
all meeting attendees prior to the meeting. Hard copies were also 
provided at the meeting.  
 

 
 
 

1.7 EA Process 
 
Kim Eaton mentioned 1994 and 1998 transit studies. This project 
will have to examine what was considered during those studies and 
fill-in the gaps. This project will follow the new Transit Project 
Assessment Process (O.Reg.231/08 under the OEAA). Kim Eaton 
provided an overview of the new assessment process and discussed 
the major EA tasks to be undertaken as part of this project.  
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Certain transit projects are exempt from following the provincial 
EA process, provided they follow the process outlined in the 
regulation. Proponents must demonstrate that sufficient pre-
planning has taken place prior to triggering the process. Once pre-
planning activities have been completed and the proponent has a 
definable ‘project’, the 6-month approvals process can be initiated 
with a Notice of Commencement. 
 
For this project, we are assuming that we will have a definable 
“project” once City Council has approved the Functional Design.  
The pre-planning work required to define the project will therefore 
coincide with the Functional Design phase. The Transit Assessment 
approvals process will occur concurrently with the Preliminary 
Design. Within 120 days of the Notice of Commencement, the 
proponent must complete all consultation and documentation 
requirements, and issue a Notice of Study Completion. The   Notice 
of Study Completion triggers a 30-day public review period. The 
Minister of Environment must indicate whether the project is 
approved no later than 35 days following completion of the 30 day 
public review period. 
 
Phil Pawliuk inquired if the provincial process will be harmonized 
with the federal process. Kim Eaton noted there may still be 
triggers from the NCC or DFO. A CEEA screening may still be 
required since the Transit Assessment Process is part of the 
provincial EA and does not replace any federal EA requirements.  
Tasks required to fulfill federal EA requirements under CEAA will 
be completed during Preliminary and Detail Design, as federal 
agencies require more detailed design information. 
 
Darryl Shurb inquired if a third POH is required as part the Transit 
Assessment process. Kim Eaton indicated that the first two POH 
sessions are required. The third POH is not required to fulfill the 
requirements of the process, but should be considered if there is a 
public need. 
 
David Malkin pointed out that MRC/Ecoplans will be preparing the 
necessary study documents for the CEAA Screening, but the report 
will be prepared internally by the NCC. 
 

1.8 Constraints / Areas of Concern 
 
Rob Hunton discussed some of the constraints or issues to be 
considered during the project: 
 
- Possible use of Holly Acres Road and Moodie Drive 
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intersections 
- Pumping station on Holly Acres Road 
- Close proximity of the Crystal Beach / Lakeview Community 
- MTO landform at the northwest quadrant of the Highway 

417/416 interchange 
- Lands owned by the NCC and MTO (Highway 417 ROW) 
- Location of Stillwater Creek and the Trans Canada Trail 
- Presence of high-mast light poles and storm water management 

facility at the Moodie Drive interchange 
 
Holly Acres Intersection 
Kerry-Lynn Moher mentioned current lane arrangement on Holly 
Acres Road was done as a temporary measure. Any reconfiguration 
of the intersection for transit use will need to be closely examined. 
 
Noise 
Peter Steacy mentioned a 2008 MTO Noise Study related to the 
reconfiguration of the Richmond Road interchange; he inquired if 
noise walls were considered on the north side of Highway 417. 
David McAvoy indicated noise barriers were warranted, however 
the cost would be exorbitant. A benefit-cost analysis of installing a 
noise wall scored very low, so a noise wall is very low on MTO’s 
list of priorities.  
 
Dave McAvoy mentioned the project team should pay close 
attention to the noise issue during this project – there are noise 
complaints from the CBLC from Highway 417 to the Ottawa 
River. The CBLCA will be particularly interested in traffic data 
and the noise analysis. Real traffic data will be available since new 
traffic loops will be installed on Highway 417 west of the 416. 
 
Rob Hunton inquired if anyone was aware of any on-site noise 
monitoring in the Crystal Beach Community. Darryl Shurb 
indicated the CBLCA commissioned their own noise study. There 
may also be a City/Region study completed in 1994 which may be 
available. The City will provide MRC with copies of the CBLCA 
and 1994 noise studies. 
 
MTO Landform / Landscaping 
David McAvoy mentioned the noise berms were constructed using 
excavated rock material (very large boulders) from the construction 
of the Highway 417/416 interchange. The berms were constructed 
as high and towards the west as possible within the MTO property 
limits. David also mentioned that a series of small landscaped 
foothills were later constructed north of the berm in consultation 
with the NCC. Any impact on the landscaping in this area would 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City of Ottawa 
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impact MTO’s obligation with the NCC. Any changes to the 
landscaping in the area would need to be reviewed by the NCC. 
Peter Steacy inquired of MRC could have access to plans or details 
of the agreement that would outline any landscaping obligations - 
NCC and/or MTO to provide any available landscaping 
information. 
 
Property / Greenbelt 
Other than property within the MTO ROW, the NCC is the major 
property owner in the area, including lands along the Trans Canada 
trail, the former Nortel site on Corkstown Road (now occupied by 
iStat Corp.), and the Nepean Equestrian Park. 
 
David Malkin indicated that the NCC would need an estimate of 
property requirements as soon as possible since any sale of land 
requires NCC board approval (which could have a long lead time). 

 
Pumping Station 
Vince Ferraro inquired if there were any known air quality or noise 
issues with the pumping station on Holly Acres Road. Darryl 
Shurb mentioned there have been some complaints but there are no 
“red flag” issues. Darryl will forward any documentation regarding 
the pump station to GME. 
 
Pathways / Trans Canada Trail 
David Malkin indicated that since the pathway is part of the 
Greenbelt Pathway System, the NCC would like to maintain an 
aesthetically pleasing appearance for the realigned pathway. The 
NCC is also concerned about long-term closures of any path in this 
area. The NCC will forward pathway plans to MRC. 
 
Hydrology / Foundations 
David Malkin mentioned the Queensway Carleton Hospital is in 
the process of doubling its floor space, so there will likely be an 
effect on the local creeks. The stormwater management plan for 
this project should be coordinated with the hospital (Novatech). 
The City of Ottawa may have information on the creek flows – any 
information available to be forwarded to MRC. 
 
Phil Pawliuk indicated several MTO documents available 
including a SWM report (TSH), contract drawings, and foundation 
information from the Highway 417 Expansion (Highway 416 to 
Eagleson Road) project. Foundation information may be obtained 
from Tony Sangiuliano via Peter Freure. 
 
Station Architecture 

 
 
 
 

NCC / MTO 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City of Ottawa 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NCC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City of Ottawa 
 
 
 

MTO / City of 
Ottawa 
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The transit station architecture may be a concern to the NCC if the 
station is located on NCC property. Peter Steacy indicated that a 
generic station was identified in the Delcan study, but land uses in 
the area may have changed. MRC is proposing an at-grade station 
at the Moodie Drive intersection. The layout would be similar to 
the Jeanne D’Arc station in Orleans – without any park-and-ride 
facilities. 
 
Other Concerns 
- The NCC would prefer to see no lighting within the Greenbelt 

unless it is absolutely necessary. 
- The NCC requires an entry permit to be completed prior to 

entering any NCC-owned land. NCC to forward copy of permit 
form to Darryl Shurb. 

- The City of Ottawa requires a long lead time for pathway 
realignments; submissions to the Transit Advisory Committee 
are needed as soon as possible. 

- The MTO mainly concerned about property requirements - the 
MTO has a cost sharing agreement with the City of Ottawa 
regarding property in the form of an encroachment permit. 

- Site visits on MTO property should be coordinated with Louis 
Tay at the Ottawa District office, particularly since there is 
construction in the area. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NCC 
 
 
 
 

1.9 Opportunities 
 
Rob Hunton discussed opportunities including staging the 
Transitway development, planning for future station layout, use of 
existing at-grade crossings (Holly Acres and Moodie Drive), and 
creek improvements. 
 
Peter Steacy noted a trigger for future BRT expansion to Kanata 
would be the reconstruction of the Eagleson Road interchange 
(MTO). The alignment to be considered on this project will need to 
be compatible with BRT and LRT operations. 
 

 

1.10 Alternative Solutions 
 
A number of alternative solutions were discussed including: 
 
- Shifting to a south side alignment west of Highway 416 
- At-grade versus grade-separated crossing of Holly Acres and 

Moodie Drive - NCC would be concerned about a grade 
separation (going over) at Moodie Drive 

- Modification of Holly Acres and Moodie Drive intersections if 
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crossing at grade 
- Design of full transit station would involve building platforms 

180m long to accommodate E-W LRT trains 
- The relocation of Corkstown Road (as identified in the Delcan 

Study) 
 
MRC is looking at short-term project requirements such as at-grade 
crossings, use of the Moodie Drive interchange to facilitate access 
to/from Highway 417 bus lanes, and construction of a simplified 
station in the northeast quadrant of the Moodie Drive interchange. 

 

1.11 Other Business 
 
- The date of the next TAC meeting will be determined at a later 

date. TAC members will be invited to attend as required. 
- Project schedule updates will be provided to all TAC members 

on a monthly basis. 
- FTP access will be setup to facilitate sharing of project 

documentation between TAC members 
- The City of Ottawa will setup a web page to distribute public 

information. 
 

 

1.12 Meeting adjourned at 10:30.  
 

 

 
The foregoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the 
decisions reached and/or future actions required.  If the above does not accurately represent the 
understanding of all parties attending, please notify the undersigned within 48 hours of receiving 
these minutes at 613-736-7200.  
 
Notes prepared by,  
 
McCORMICK RANKIN CORPORATION 
 
 
 
Michel Bisson, EIT 
 

 
cc:  All attending 

TAC members not attending (list attached) 
 
 
L:\W.O. # Directories\7499 West transitway Extension\400 Municipal\401 Correspondence\4015 Public Consultation & EA\TAC 
Meetings\Meeting #1\7499 TAC No 1 Feb 25 2009 - Draft Meeting Notes.doc 
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MINUTES OF MEETING 
 
PROJECT: West Transitway Extension Bayshore to Moodie Drive 

TAC MEETING NO: 2 

FILE NO.: 7499-4015 

DATE: July 9, 2009 TIME: 09:00 – 11:30 

PLACE: City of Ottawa 
100 Constellation Cres., Room 463W 

PRESENT: City of Ottawa 
Darryl Shurb  Program Mgr, Design & Construction East 
Jeff Waara  Senior Project Mgr, Design & Construction East 
John McCoppen Property Consultant, Real Estate Services 
Gordon Kerluke Property Consultant, Real Estate Services 
Colin Leech  Senior Engineer, Transit Priority 
Damien Whittaker Engineer, Water Resources 
 
MRC 
Rob Hunton  Project Manager 
Peter Steacy  Assistant Project Manager / Design Manager 
Michel Bisson  Project Engineer 
 
Ecoplans 
Kim Eaton  Senior Environmental Planner (Ecoplans) 
Tim Dickinson Environmental Planner (Ecoplans) 
 
MTO 
David Lindensmith Senior Project Manager, Planning & Design 
Pat Helferty  Head Property 
 
NCC 
David Malkin  Senior Land Use Planner, Design & Land Use 
Louis Levesques  
 
RVCA 
Glen McDonald Senior Planner 
 

PURPOSE: Discuss project scope and need, comments from Public Open House No. 1, 
overview of corridor evaluation, identification of preferred corridor. 
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PROCEEDINGS: 
 

ACTION BY: 

2.1 Introductions 
 
Round table introductions of all meeting attendees took place with 
representation from the City of Ottawa (City), McCormick Rankin 
(MRC), Ecoplans, Ministry of Transportation Ontario (MTO), 
National Capital Commission (NCC), and the Rideau Valley 
Conservation Authority (RVCA). 
 
Darryl Shurb circulated an article on West Transitway Public Open 
House from the EMC News (see attached). 
 
The Committee was advised that Jeff Waara will take over as 
Project Manager for this project effective immediately. Darryl 
Shurb will continue to attend all TAC, PAC, Public Open House 
(POH), and community meetings. Jeff should be CC’d on all email 
correspondence. 
 

 

2.2 Project Scope 
 
Rob Hunton indicated the project scope has been refined since the 
last TAC meeting. The EA component of this project will examine 
how to connect Bayshore Station to a point west of Moodie Dr. 
using an exclusive BRT facility that will allow for conversion to 
LRT in the future when the West Urban Community (WUC) 
ridership and population density targets are achieved. Future 
staging of the Transitway and grade-separation (over/under) Holly 
Acres Rd. and Moodie Dr. will also be considered. 
 
The design component of the assignment will focus on the 
construction of the Transitway between Holly Acres and Moodie, 
at-grade crossings at these roads, and as well as the building a 
Transitway station (the West Urban Community IEA previously 
identified a conceptual station near Moodie Dr.- the need and 
location will be reviewed as part of the refinement for the preferred 
plan and will be incorporated into the design) 
 

 
 

2.3 Feedback from Public Open House (POH) No. 1 
 
Tim Dickinson provided an overview on the feedback received at 
POH No. 1 on June 25th. The community questioned the need for 
extending the Transitway in the near term and requested additional 
details regarding the assessment and evaluation of the alternative 
corridors. Other concerns raised were related to potential noise 
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impacts, changes to the creek and pathway system, and reduction of 
the greenspace. 

 

2.4 Project Need 
 
 In response to questions and comments received following the first 

Community Association Meeting and the POH, the evaluation 
process has been refined and the assessment has been further 
supported through the completion of additional technical analysis. 

 
 Tim Dickinson indicated that a report summarizing assessment of 

effects and evaluation that has been used to support the 
recommendation of a Technically Preferred Route for the extension 
of the West Transitway is well underway. 

  
 David Malkin inquired if there was a measure for service reliability 

for bus operations. Peter Steacy indicated an increase in ridership 
could be used. Colin Leech added reliability is more about reducing 
the standard deviation in bus arrival times. A bus that arrives late 
affects the remaining network since that bus is used on other routes.  

 
 Colin Leech cited the example of how a 7:15am bus trip from 

Bell’s Corners generated numerous complaints until another bus 
was added to the schedule. Colin suggested MRC consult with 
Helen Gault on the manner. In addition, MRC could look at data 
from OC Transpo’s automatic passenger counter (APC) system to 
determine the extent of schedule variability of Route 96 between 
Eagleson Road and Bayshore Station. MRC to look into obtaining 
data from the OC Transpo APC. 

  
 Peter Steacy inquired whether Colin can provide input on two main 

factors for the project need: impact on passengers / modal split and 
schedule deviation factor. Darryl Shurb asked if Colin can provide 
a write-up to explain the “domino effect” on delays to other routes 
in the network. Colin indicated he would assist MRC in providing 
input on the subject for the report. 

 
 David Malkin indicated a document is required to properly explain 

the project need supported by a technical argument. MRC indicated 
this will be achieved in the Analysis and Evaluation report. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MRC 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Colin Leech 
(City of Ottawa) 

 
 
 

2.5 Overview of Evaluation Methodology 
 
Tim Dickinson provided an overview of the evaluation 
methodology and indicated that the Transit Project Assessment 

 



 
Minutes of Meeting – TAC No. 2   Page 4 of 11
Date: July 9, 2009 

 
 

 

Process under OEAA has not Been initiated, but will likely start 
early in the new year with a Notice of Commencement.  
 
A preferred plan (corridor) was recommended from an analysis of 
alternative corridors using a reasoned argument approach.  
 
MRC / Ecoplans have since the POH revised the analysis by adding 
three additional criteria: impacts to NCC Greenbelt lands; bundling 
of transportation corridors; and constructability and staging 
impacts.  More criteria may be added as input is received and the 
evaluation process is further refined. 
 
Tim indicated more detailed analysis is underway which supports 
the preferred plan. Analysis results and a summary of the public 
comments received following POH No. 1 will be documented in 
the Analysis and Evaluation report. 
 

2.6 Analysis of Effects and Comparative Evaluation of the Corridors 
 
Tim Dickinson addressed the advantages and disadvantages of each 
of the four corridor alternatives. A summary of the evaluation and 
discussion is shown below in the order of least to most favourable: 
 
Magenta Corridor – Highway 417 South Side 
- Longest travel time 
- Highest cost corridor due to length and number of structures 
- Significant technical constraints (constructability / staging, 

station location) 
 

 Magnitude of potential impacts associated with other options 
does not justify the costs and potential impacts of this 
alternative - this option will not be carried forward. 

 
Colin Leech noted a dedicated exclusive bus corridor is common to 
all options. He also inquired if travel time and ride comfort are 
being considered - both the eastbound and westbound directions 
should be considered. MRC indicated this will be looked-at. 
 
David Malkin indicated the Magenta corridor has the fewest 
impacts to the sensitive area north of Highway 417, but the 
Transitway would still cross Stillwater south of the highway. 
 
Blue Corridor – Highway 417 Median 
- Second longest travel time and overall cost 
- Avoids most environmental impacts since the corridor mostly 

runs along previously disturbed areas with the Highway 417 
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corridor 
- Extensive relocation of existing MTO plant (highmast light 

poles, overhead sign supports, etc.) would be required. 
- Significant drainage implications 
- Minimal opportunity for a station at Moodie Drive 
- Reduced ride comfort due to geometry 
- Complex construction staging required 

 
 Avoidance of migitable social and environmental impacts 

associated with alternative corridors does not justify the 
increased cost and reduced level of transit service - this option 
will not be carried forward. 

 
Colin Leech noted the long distance between the bus stops (or 
potential transit station) and the houses and office buildings that 
service them. 
 
Darryl Shurb inquired if the cost for the relocation of the highmast 
light poles has been considered. MRC indicated the cost estimate 
has factored-in removal and relocation costs. 
 
Yellow Corridor – Former Railway Alignment 
- Second lowest travel time and overall cost 
- Least desirable to the Crystal Beach – Lakeview community 
- Has significant social and environmental impacts 
- Most impact to NCC Greenbelt, private property (180 

Corkstown Rd) 
- Limited impact to existing Highway 417 facility 
- Less complex construction staging 

 
 Magnitude of potential impacts to the community and the 

natural environment is too significant to justify this alternative - 
this option will not be carried forward. 

 
Red Corridor – Highway 417 North Side 
- Fastest travel time and lowest overall cost 
- May require some realignment of a section of Stillwater Creek 

and a short segment of the Trans Canada Trail 
- Proximity to adjacent community (noise/vibration concern) can 

be mitigated 
- Some encroachment onto NCC Greenbelt lands 
- Limited impact to existing Highway 417 facility 
- Less complex construction staging 

 
 Provides the best transit service at the lowest cost. Anticipated 

impacts are considered mitigable – this is the preferred corridor. 
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Darryl Shurb indicated the term “water crossing” should be used 
instead of realignment when talking about Stillwater Creek to 
remove any confusion – the Creek will not be relocated, however 
the Transitway will encroach onto it at certain points and this will 
need to be looked at later on. 
 
David Lindensmith inquired if the Red Corridor will fit between the 
highway and the berm. MRC indicated the Transitway under 
preliminary review should fit. Detailed cross-sections will be 
developed to confirm any impacts. 
 
Darryl Shurb asked MRC to provide a copy of the current noise 
analysis report to MTO for review. MRC will forward the latest 
version to MTO as sound as possible. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MRC 
 
 

2.7 Preferred Corridor and Typical Sections 
 
Rob Hunton highlighted the key features of the Red Corridor and 
discussed the potential impact to Stillwater Creek, the Trans 
Canada Trail, the sports fields north of Corkstown Road, and the 
proposed location of the Moodie transit station. MRC asked David 
Malkin to confirm the location of the Trans Canada Trail since 
there are a few paths in the area - NCC to confirm the location of 
the trail. 
 
Draft typical sections showing urban/rural and rural/rural options 
were presented. MRC indicated an urban/rural section would 
position the Transitway largely within the MTO right-of-way with 
some encroachment onto NCC Greenbelt land due to grading. A 
rural/rural section would shift the Transitway slightly north which 
would require additional NCC lands. Colin Leech recommended 
clarity in the wording used to describe impact to NCC Greenbelt 
lands. 
 
David Malkin inquired on the type on highway signage and how it 
would be impacted. MRC indicated the Transitway would have the 
largest impact on overhead sign support structures since these 
would have to be protected or relocated in consultation with the 
MTO. 
 
Peter Steacy suggested other things to be considered in the design 
such as the visual impacts, preservation of views, and the 
consideration of headlight glare from buses travelling in the 
opposite direction of traffic in the westbound lane of Highway 417. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NCC 
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David Malkin asked about cross section features such as pavement 
and shoulder widths. MRC indicated Transitway standards include 
4.0 m wide travel lanes (including a 0.5m curb offset) with 2.5m 
wide paved maintenance strip with curb (urban section) or granular 
shoulder (rural section). The design speed of the Transitway is 90 
km/h and 60 km/h at stations. 
 
Rob Hunton sought confirmation from MTO and the NCC if they 
are in agreement with the selection of the Red Corridor. A 
summary of their comments follows. 
 

2.8 MTO Comments on the Preferred Corridor 
 

David Linensmith offered his comments on each of the corridor 
options: 
- Yellow: MTO’s preferred choice not considering other factors, 

as it is farthest away from the Queensway, but recognizes this 
would have a significant impact on the community 

- Blue: MTO least preferred option due to the significant impact 
to existing facility 

- Red: MTO considers this option to be acceptable 
 
Darryl Shurb brought-up the issue of MTO property with respect to 
the Red corridor. Pat Helferty indicated the MTO has been working 
with the City of Ottawa (West Transitway Extension from Pinecrest 
to Bayshore) on an agreement with principles for corridor sharing. 
Corridor sharing is seen as a positive approach to senior executives 
at MTO and is likely the model that will be used for this project. 
Concept approval for the agreement is expected in August. 
 
Darryl requested if MTO could draft a letter describing the reasons 
why the Transitway should not be located in the highway median 
(Blue Corridor). David Lindensmith noted protecting the median 
has more to do with preserving highway expansion flexibility. 
However, the MTO can comment that the Red Corridor is more 
desirable. MTO is more likely to provide the design team with a 
list of opportunities / constraints.  
 
Rob Hunton inquired if the evaluation done by the design team on 
the corridor options has addressed the majority of MTO’s issues. 
David Lindensmith indicated evaluation does address most issues. 
However, prior landscaping commitments with the NCC and the 
inclusion of the community on a retrofit list (not high on the 
MTO’s priority list) for a new noise barrier based on a past noise 
study needs to be addressed. David Lindensmith indicated that if 
MTO does build a noise barrier it will likely be built on MTO 
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property unless political commitments were made then it might be 
built it elsewhere – the exact location of the barrier would need to 
be examined. 

 

2.9 NCC Comments on the Preferred Corridor 
 

The NCC referred to a previously submitted draft list of principles 
to be respected for this project prior to the meeting. David Malkin 
provided the following comments regarding POH No. 1: 
 
- provision of detailed analysis supporting the preferred option is 

required to support the evaluation 
- a broader range of  transportation corridors (i.e. Carling Ave., 

Corkstown Road, etc.) were not included as part of the analysis 
/ evaluation 

- should use the term ‘alignments’ and not ‘corridors’  
- in hindsight, presenting a preferred option at the POH #1 was 

problematic; community did not react well to this 
- recommended first POH could have been more of an 

information gathering session, seeking input from the 
community (the Hospital corridor selection process was cited as 
an example) 

 
 Peter Steacy pointed out the screening of the broad corridors was 
 accomplished in previous studies. The Highway 417 (Queensway) 
 corridor was selected as the recommended corridor for the 
 extension of the West Transitway; this was further reinforced in the 
 City’s 2008 Transportation Master Plan (TMP). David Malkin 
 suggested that a high-level screening be considered or at least 
reference should be made to previous studies on the selection of the 
Queensway Corridor. 
 
 Kim Eaton indicated the study team met with members of the 
 Crystal Beach – Lakeview Community Association (CBLCA) on 
 April 30th to discuss the evaluation process and POH No. 1 
 materials. The CBLCA was aware that a recommended corridor 
along with the Evaluation criteria and methodology would be 
provided for comment. 
 
David Malkin indicated the NCC does not have a position on the 
selection of the preferred corridor at this time, but noted the 
importance of certain elements such as: preserving the playing 
fields and Trans Canada Trail; proper design of the Moodie station; 
improvement of the overall aesthetics in the area; and addressing 
noise as required. David noted the NCC will provide acceptance 
further into the design process once we are closer to a final product 
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– there is a possibility the corridor could be rejected later in the 
design. 
 
 

2.10 Miscellaneous Issues Raised 
 
Kim Eaton raised the question on preservation of agricultural 
(south of Highway 417) versus natural lands (north of Highway 
417) and asked the NCC which it would value more. David Malkin 
indicated a preference for preserving the natural lands north of the 
Queensway. 
 
Jeff Waara asked the NCC if improvements to the recently paved 
pathway could be considered. The NCC indicated that if these lands 
were required, it would like to work with the team to find a 
solution. Colin Leech indicated the pathway is part of the City’s 
TMP. 
 
The RVCA indicated the CBLCA has contacted them about the 
project and were inquiring if any environmental impacts might be 
“show stoppers”. The RVCA at this time does not feel there are any 
serious issues and believes mitigation measures can be developed 
to address impacts to the watershed. Glen McDonald inquired if 
there was an existing conditions report to review. Tim Dickinson 
indicated field reviews were conducted by the specialists (biologist, 
geomorphologist, natural environment, etc.) and the results will be 
documented as an appendix in the Analysis and Evaluation report 
which should be available at the end of July. 
 
Darryl Shurb indicated there will be a Public Advisory Committee 
(PAC) meeting scheduled to discuss the report. MRC 
recommended scheduling this meeting after the report is complete. 
 
The RVCA asked what the impact will be on Stillwater Creek and 
indicated that a HADD may be required. Tim Dickinson pointed 
out the drainage specialist will analyse the qualitative and 
quantitative criteria provided by the RVCA. Kim Eaton also 
indicated that Ecoplans fisheries specialists will conduct a detailed 
impact assessment during the design process. 
 
David Malkin indicated that he has received letters from the 
community and he will be responding formally. He suggested the 
City needs to keep the public involved using an iterative process 
and brought up doing a site visit with the PAC.  
 
Peter Steacy provided clarification on the misconception the future 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RVCA 
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Transitway will be on the south side in Kanata since the Eagleson 
station is on the south side. He noted the Highway 417 PDR 
indicates something about the removal of the park-and-ride facility 
in the southeast quadrant of the Eagleson Road interchange. MTO 
indicated it revisiting the design of the Eagleson interchange in the 
near term and are looking at a design option that might not impact 
the park-and-ride.  Tim Dickinson pointed out the approved West 
Urban Community (WUC) EA shows the Transitway on the north 
side of the highway. 
 
Darryl Shurb inquired to the MTO and NCC if there is a need for 
another TAC meeting at the conclusion of the Analysis and 
Evaluation report and prior to meeting with the public. David 
Malkin said a meeting might not be necessary, but would like more 
information prior to meeting with the community. It was agreed the 
report will be distributed to the TAC and given time to review prior 
to the meeting with the public. 
 
Peter Steacy raised the viability and need of having a station at 
Moodie Drive. Colin Leech indicated the Moodie station could 
service the nearby employment nodes (Nortel facilities), local and 
shuttle buses, and commuters from Bells Corner’s. 
 
Peter Steacy spoke of the compromise between the interim and long 
term (LRT) configuration. For example, an at-grade connection to 
Corkstown Road in the short term could facilitate shuttle buses to 
travel on the Transitway and use Bayshore as the terminus. Colin 
Leech pointed out the Holly Acres / 417 S-W ramp intersection is 
working fine and could potentially accommodate an at-grade 
crossing of the Transitway in the short term. Issues with the long 
term configuration have separate issues than the interim and will 
need to be dealt with accordingly. MRC indicated it was looking at 
grade separation options as the next step in the process. 
 
Peter Steacy mentioned that some members of the community 
would like to open the westbound 417 on-ramp at Holly Acres to 
southbound traffic; he asked what MTO’s position is on the subject. 
The MTO indicated they did not have a preference at this time to 
the opening the ramp to northbound traffic if requested to do so.   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MRC / Ecoplans 

2.11 Other Business 
 
None brought forward. 
 

 

2.12 Meeting adjourned at 11:30.   
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The foregoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the 
decisions reached and/or future actions required.  If the above does not accurately represent the 
understanding of all parties attending, please notify the undersigned within 48 hours of receiving 
these minutes at 613-736-7200.  
 
Notes prepared by,  
 
McCORMICK RANKIN CORPORATION 
 
 
 
Michel Bisson, EIT 
 

 
cc:  All attending 

TAC members not attending (list attached) 
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NOTES TO FILE 
 

PROJECT: West Transitway Extension - Bayshore Station to Moodie Drive 

FILE NO.: 7499-40143 

DATE: June 3, 2009 TIME: 14:00 

PLACE: National Capital Commission (NCC) Offices 

202 – 40 Elgin Street 

Ottawa ON 

PREPARED 

BY: 

Michel Bisson 

PRESENT: NCC 

David Malkin  Senior Land Use Planner 

Gerry Augusta  Senior Environment Officer 

Lucie Bureau  Chief, Federal Land Use 

 

* Other persons from the NCC were present but have not been identified 

 

City of Ottawa 

Darryl Shurb  Senior Project Manager, West Transitway Extension 

Derek L.-Goody Senior Project Manager Zone 3W Watermain 

Bruce Stansfield Property Officer 

Gordon Kerluke Property Consultant 

 

MRC / Ecoplans 

Rob Hunton  Project Manager 

Peter Steacy  Assistant Project Manager / Design Manager 

Michel Bisson  Project Engineer 

Tim Dickinson Environmental Planner 

 

MTO 

Peter Freure  Project Engineer 

 

PURPOSE: Provide an overview of the proposed Transitway Extension project; obtain 

information on the Zone 3W Watermain project; and coordinate on possible 

construction/staging issues.  
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PROCEEDINGS: 

 

ACTION BY: 

1. The NCC convened this meeting to discuss projects in the Corkstown Road 

– Moodie Drive area including the West Transitway Extension and the 

Zone 3W Watermain. 

 

 

 

2. The upcoming Public Open House (POH) No. 1 on June 25 was discussed. 

It will take place at the Maki House on Leeming Dr. from 6pm to 9pm with 

a presentation at 7pm. David Malkin stated he will attend the session. 

 

 MRC indicated it would send draft presentation boards and project 

schedule to the NCC and MTO prior to the POH. 

 

 MRC indicated a second TAC meeting was to be scheduled shortly. NCC 

indicated Juan Galindez should be included on the TAC list and will 

provide his contact information. MRC will make the addition. 

 

 

MRC / 

Ecoplans 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MRC 

3. Derek Lougher-Goody provided a few details on the Zone 3W (Kanata-

Hazeldean) Watermain (WM) project: 

 

• New 1067mm WM will extend from the Carling/Ottawa River 

Parkway intersection to Eagleson Rd (~11.5 km) 

• The WM will intersect with the proposed Transitway extension near 

Corkstown Rd. 

• Construction will take place over four stages – Stage I will be O.R. 

Parkway to Moodie Dr. 

• Anticipated start of construction near Transitway is Spring 2010 

• Separate project will address 3 collapsed culverts on Corkstown Rd. 

(Stillwater Creek) 

• WM will be constructed by open trench, except for segment crossing 

Highway 417 where trenchless technology (pipe jacking) will be used 

• Public Open House for this project is anticipated, details TBD 

 

 NCC indicated it would provide comments on preliminary design. 

 

 

4. Timing issues between the WM and Transitway construction may exist -  

 Timing of stages dependent on budget. MRC indicated the WM appears to 

be deep enough (4 to 5m below ground) to not cause any problems for the 

construction of the Transitway, but is now looking at route alignment and 

profile options for POH No. 1. Potential conflicts will be determined once 

the horizontal and vertical alignments are finalized. 
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5. Darryl Shurb provided an overview of the West Transitway Extension 

project: 

 

• “Interim configuration” of Transitway Extension will be constructed 

between Holly Acres Rd and Moodie Dr.  

• At-grade connection of Transitway at Moodie Dr. with bus stops and 

shelters for transfers to local service 

• EA will examine the future “ultimate configuration” including grade 

separations at Moodie Dr. and Holly Acres Rd, and full Moodie station 

• Project is high on OC Transpo’s priority list for construction 

• Project will address operational issues (delays) mainly in the AM peak 

period as there are no dedicated bus lane in the EB direction between 

Moodie Dr. and Holly Acres – busses operate in mixed traffic 

• The existing bus lane in the WB direction has been opened to traffic 

and is used as an auxiliary lane from the Holly Acres S-W ramp to the 

Moodie Dr. E-N/S ramp. The conversion was necessary to 

accommodate NB Highway 416 traffic exiting at Moodie Dr. via Holly 

Acres (the MTO has constructed a barrier in the WB lanes to prevent 

weaving from the Hwy 416 N – Hwy 417 W ramp to the Moodie exit 

 

 

6. MRC noted it was undertaking a course screening of routes as a first step, 

then looking at alignment options for the recommended (route). Route 

options being considered were presented at the meeting (aerial map). 

 

 

7. NCC indicated it has concerns with impacts to the Trans-Canada trail 

(pathway) and other natural features in the area. It is working on a new 

edition of the Greenbelt Master Plan (GBMP) which will be ready in 2012. 

  

 D. Shurb indicated there would be some impacts to the pathway and some 

NCC lands would likely be needed – these will be determined further in the 

design process. 

 

 D. Malkin mentioned one of the route options (Yellow) passes through 

private property at 180 Corkstown Rd where 3 or 4 housing units are 

planned to be constructed. 

  

 

8. T. Dickinson provided an overview of the route option selection process 

and requirements for the Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP). 

 

 

9. The NCC indicated the Greenbelt Masterplan (GBMP) is under review and 

will be ready in 2012. The location of the Transitway must be compatible 

with the land uses identified in the plan; otherwise an amendment may be 

required. The NCC indicated amendments to the GBMP may not be 

entertained while it is under review. 
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 D. Malkin indicated a federal EA may be required if NCC property is 

required which may impact the schedule. 

 

10. Other Business 

 

• The NCC suggested MRC contact the “Friends of the Greenbelt” group 

and keep them in the loop on the project 

• MTO inquired if MRC is waiting for any traffic data (MRC did have 

some preliminary data, but would be in contact with the MTO if 

additional information is required) 

 

 

 

 

 

11. Meeting adjourned at 15:15.  
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DRAFT NOTES OF MEETING 
 

PROJECT: West Transitway Extension – Bayshore to Moodie 

FILE NO.: 503403 (MRC 107499) 

DATE: December 18, 2009 TIME: 10:00 am  

PLACE: NCC office, 40 Elgin St., Room 323 

PRESENT: David Malkin 

Gerry Augusta 

Juan Galindez 

Louis Levesque 

Jeff Waara 

Rob Hunton 

Tim Dickinson 

Kim Eaton 

 

NCC  

NCC 

NCC 

NCC 

City of Ottawa 

MRC 

Ecoplans Limited  

Ecoplans Limited 

PURPOSE:          Meeting with NCC to review and obtain feedback on potential Preliminary Design 

Options as well as discuss Federal CEAA process  
  

 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Introduction 1.0 

D. Malkin thanked everyone for putting time aside to attend the meeting 

especially considering the time constraints imposed on NCC staff who are 

involved in Stimulus Funding projects.  Introductions were made around the 

table.   

 

MRC/Ecoplans advised that they would be giving a PowerPoint presentation 

which would include a project update, the Preliminary Design selection 

process, an overview of potential Preliminary Design options, draft 

Preliminary Design evaluation criteria and project timelines. 

 

 

 

 

Project update 2.0 

T. Dickinson gave a brief update of the project and where it is in the planning 

and design process.  Comments continue to be received on the Draft 

AECERA Report and the recommended route; however nothing received to 

date indicated a need to reconsider the current recommendation.  The next 

step in the process is the development of preliminary design alternatives.   

 

 

Preliminary Design Selection Process 3.0 

T. Dickinson described the preliminary design process depicted on the flow 

chart noting that once alternatives are identified that there will be first an 

assessment and evaluation of the alternatives for the ultimate Transitway 

configuration followed by an assessment and evaluation of alternatives for the 

interim configuration.  The ultimate configuration which is a conversion to an 

LRT facility was defined in the City’s TMP for beyond 2031.  The interim 

configuration, from now to 2031, will be a BRT facility designed to permit 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

the eventual conversion to LRT.  T. Dickinson highlighted that current 

operational concerns necessitated the need for the construction of an 

exclusive BRT network in the area to improve the reliability of transit service. 

 

G. Augusta inquired whether the highway ramp connection off Holly Acres 

could be closed off for buses use only.  He also asked whether transit priority 

measures had been considered to improve the transit service while running on 

the current road network.  R. Hunton explained the Holly Acres ramp is an 

important link required by buses and other vehicles to access the west bound 

417 lanes.  As well the section of Holly Acres between the on and off ramp 

was an necessary connection for traffic from Richmond Road to access the 

highway. This included access to Moodie for north bound 416 highway 

traffic. D. Malkin mentioned that the issue of transit priority had been 

responded to in an e-mail to him from MRC/Ecoplans.  T. Dickinson 

reiterated that transit priority measures will be incorporated in the study. 

 

D. Malkin asked if there was a diagram which depicts where traffic comes off 

and on the highway (416/417) at Moodie and Holly Acres.  R. Hunton 

advised that a diagram can be provided that shows the traffic volumes at 

Highway on and off ramps at Holly Acres. 

 

J. Galindez asked if information was available on traffic volumes, i.e. any 

O/D studies, and traffic mix.  T. Dickinson noted that the current traffic report 

is being revised to clearly describe existing conditions.  D. Malkin 

commented that O/D studies are usually conducted on a broader basis.  R. 

Hunton advised that traffic counts will be provided in the traffic report along 

with the mix of traffic.  D. Malkin suggested that if there were more questions 

related to this issue perhaps G. Augusta or J Galindez could follow-up.  G. 

Augusta noted that a clear description of traffic patterns would be needed as 

part of the federal EA review. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MRC 

Potential Preliminary Design Alternatives 4.0 

R. Hunton gave a brief summary of each of the potential preliminary design 

alternatives and related options. 

 

Holly Acres Road: 

Alternative A - Maintain existing s-w ramp intersection 

 

Option A1 – under Holly Acres, under existing ramp 

• This option impacts Graham Creek and structure 

• This option conflicts with the pump house sanitary sewer feeds 

• Pumping for drainage under Holly Acres would be required 

 

D. Malkin inquired whether local buses will still need access off Holly Acres 

to the Bayshore Station.  R. Hunton advised that OC Transpo is reviewing 

this requirement.   

  

Option A2 – over Holly Acres, over existing ramp (slight ramp realignment) 

• There are no drainage issues with this option 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

• There is no significant impact to noise levels at Creek’s End Lane 

from the buses;  the significant impact at this location will be from 

the increased traffic volumes on the highway (MTO has already 

warranted this area for noise walls and they are on a provincial 

priority list for funding.)   

 

Alternative B - Relocate s-w ramp intersection 

 

Option B1 – under Holly Acres, relocate existing highway ramp 

• As well as the previously identified issues with an underpass, this 

creates a difficult intersection if buses require access to Bayshore 

Station off Holly Acres 

 

Option B2 – over Holly Acres, relocate existing highway ramp 

• This proposed design is more compact so there is a cost savings for 

structures 

• The median area on Holly Acres would require some reconfiguration 

• This option creates a difficult intersection 

 

Mainline 

Option A – urban cross-section 

• This cross-section type minimizes the footprint 

• Grading impacts to NCC land could also be minimized through slope 

steepening and toe walls 

• A closed drainage system would be required for highway/transitway 

drainage  

• Standard widths for the shoulders of 2.5m to 3m will be required 

• Screening of headlight glare between buses and MTO highway would 

be required 

D. Malkin noted that footprint area would be the main concern including any 

land which may be required for construction working space.  G. Augusta 

commented that as part of the federal EA cross-sections and a Transitway 

profile would be required; highway elevations and original ground should be 

noted on the plans. 

 

Option B – rural cross section 

• This cross-section would require a larger footprint because of the 

ditch, between the highway and Transitway i.e. open drainage system 

• Standard widths for the shoulders of 2.5m to 3m will be required 

• Screening  of headlight glare between buses and MTO highway 

would be required 

D. Malkin suggested including an illustration of a bus on the cross-sections to 

give it some perspective and better illustrate the scale to the community.  He 

also commented that esthetics will be important. 

 

Moodie 

Option A1 – alignment north of Moodie intersection and under Moodie; 

Station east of Moodie interchange 

• Corkstown Rd in the north east and west quadrants would be 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MRC 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MRC 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

realigned 

• Recreational path would be relocated (NCC input needed on access to 

recreational pathway and station) 

• OC Transpo access for local buses provided to the Transitway from 

Corkstown east of Moodie (may be opportunities to realign this to 

reduce the impact on the creek and forested lands) 

Option A2 – same as A1 but over Moodie; Station east of Moodie interchange 

• Similar issues as for A1 

• Slightly greater NCC footprint 

Option B1 – alignment through the interchange and under all the ramps; 

Station under Moodie 

• Minimizes the footprint of the Transitway  

• Corkstown Road realigned in the east quadrant only 

• No issues with drainage 

• Station under Moodie 

Option B2 – alignment through the interchange and under all the ramp;, 

Station east of Moodie interchange 

• Greater footprint as station is east of intersection 

• Corkstown Road realigned in the east quadrant only 

• OC Transpo access for local buses provided to transitway from 

Corkstown (may be opportunities to put this west of Moodie) 

Option B3 – Same alignment as B2 except over all of the ramp;, Station at 

Moodie located further east  

• Significant footprint impact as Station is further east into natural area 

Option B3 was not seen as viable from NCC’s perspective due to the potential 

significant impacts. 

 

The question of why a station is needed at Moodie was raised.  R. Hunton 

commented that OC Transpo is trying to provide a local service which can be 

integrated with Transitway service.  OC also requires as much flexibility as 

possible so as not to preclude services in the future.  Providing the ability to 

integrate Transitway with local service to the former Nortel site is also a 

consideration.  NCC questioned the use of a station in the Greenbelt with 

undeveloped lands around it. The Cyrville station was given as a good 

comparison of potential use from a servicing perspective of an isolated station 

which provides access for passengers to transfer to the higher level 

Transitway service.  D. Malkin suggested that adding something to the report 

which further supports the requirement for a station would be beneficial, e.g. 

the distance between stations.  G. Augusta agreed that additional justification 

should be documented.  D. Malkin noted from his perspective he would like a 

station to support the current land use. 

 

G. Augusta commented that the City had not identified the need for open 

space and recreation in the 2031 transit plan.  D. Malkin mentioned that the 

City has a parallel Recreation Master Plan process in place which has 

quantifiable policies addressing this issue. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MRC 

 

Preliminary Design Evaluation Criteria 5.0 

T. Dickinson provided an overview of the Preliminary Design Evaluation  
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Criteria and noted at this stage the criteria are broad and the performance 

measures are not shown.  Input is being sought from the NCC.  D. Malkin 

inquired about the method of assessment.  T. Dickinson stated it will be a 

reasoned argument approach with quantitative assessments shown where 

possible.  There was some discussion concerning costs.  It was noted that the 

consideration of costs in the assessment and evaluation is required as part of 

the provincial EA process which considers all aspects of the environment. 

 

Timelines 6.0 

T. Dickinson summarized the study timelines.  It is the intention to have the 

TAC members involved in the Preliminary Design assessment of effects for 

the ultimate configuration before the second Public Open House.  D. Malkin 

suggested a workshop format similar to that used for the City’s Hospital Link 

Study may be appropriate.  It was agreed this may be a good approach with 

the TAC. 

 

MRC 

CEAA Process 7.0 

D. Malkin raised the question of whether the federal EA needs to be initiated 

early, i.e. before the Preliminary Design Alternative is chosen.  He went on to 

say that decisions on the federal EA however will be later than the provincial 

EA.  Some direction will be forthcoming from the NCC later in January.  It is 

anticipated that this direction will be to continue to work cooperatively with 

the City.  He also noted, moving forward, the NCC may have some 

competing interests with the community, e.g. noise walls.  If the timing for a 

tender is still in the fall of 2010, there could be an issue with timing if issues 

such as these are unresolved. 

 

G. Augusta noted that he felt there was a benefit in starting the federal EA 

process early.  He stated that the public consultation should be formalized and 

that the sequence of the upcoming POH meetings should be posted on the 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Registry.  A bilingual Project 

Description will need to be drafted for review by the NCC in advance of the 

next POH.  He also noted that there are provisions on the registry to do 

document links so that reports can be posted. 

 

 

8.0 Other Business  

 D. Malkin advised they met with the CBLCA on December 2, 2009.  There 

were good comments received at the meeting.  The key issues were as 

follows: 

• include staging areas as part of assessment criteria 

• Black Maple – need to understand if dewatering is an issue (D. 

Malkin noted that proactive measures may be needed if mitigation is 

required such as gathering and scattering of seeds) 

• Professionals should be signing study documents where required 

 

J. Galindez asked some questions regarding the location of the Eagleson Park 

and Ride Lot.  Although not part of this study, R. Hunton commented that 

MTO is currently reviewing the Eagleson interchange.  He also noted because 

the P&R lot is on the south side of the highway does not preclude the 

transitway being on the north.  The West Urban Community provincial EA 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

identified the transitway on the north side and subsequently the City has 

protected lands, built structures to accommodate a future transitway and 

constructed one transitway station all on the north side through Kanata.  D. 

Malkin clarified that this study does not include the area between Moodie and 

Eagleson.  It was noted that the Moodie to Eagleson section is described as a 

Phase 3 project in the City’s TMP. 

 

 

 

 

 

The foregoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the decisions 

reached and/or future actions required.   

 

Minutes Prepared by: 

 

Ecoplans Limited 

 

 

Kim Eaton, P.Eng. 

 
cc:  All attendees 
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BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

Project Update

January 11, 2010

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

PLANNING PROCESS UPDATE

► Draft AECERA Report presented to TAC and public in October 2009

► Questions and comments have been received and are currently being 

addressed/ incorporated into the revised Final AECERA Report.

► Based on review of comments/ questions received, the Queensway North 
Route Alternative is being carried forward to Preliminary Design stage.

► Preliminary Design alternatives are being generated and will undergo an 

assessment of effects and comparative evaluation in consultation with 

stakeholders. 
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WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

PRELIMINARY DESIGN ALTERNATIVES

ULTIMATE CONFIGURATION

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

HOLLY ACRES ROAD: ALTERNATIVE A 

MAINTAIN EXISTING S-W RAMP INTERSECTION

OPTION A1 – Transitway crossing below grade

POTENTIAL LOCAL BUS 

ACCESS TO / FROM 
BAYSHORE STATION

OPTION A2 – Transitway crossing above grade

POTENTIAL LOCAL BUS 

ACCESS TO / FROM 
BAYSHORE STATION

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

HOLLY ACRES ROAD: ALTERNATIVE B

RELOCATE S-W RAMP INTERSECTION

POTENTIAL LOCAL BUS 

ACCESS TO / FROM 
BAYSHORE STATION

OPTION B1 – Transitway crossing below gradeOPTION B2 – Transitway crossing above grade

POTENTIAL LOCAL BUS 
ACCESS TO / FROM 

BAYSHORE STATION
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WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MAINLINE TRANSITWAY ALIGNMENT

HIGHWAY 417

HIGHWAY 416

WTE Mainline ~ 1,300 m

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MAINLINE CROSS SECTION ALTERNATIVES

OPTION B: RuralOPTION A: Urban 

DROP TRANSITWAY PROFILE APPROX. 0.5m & 
USE ASYMMETRIC TALL WALL BARRIER

1.05m

0.60m

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MAINLINE TRANSITWAY ALIGNMENT

HIGHWAY 417

HIGHWAY 416

WTE Mainline ~ 1,300 m

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MOODIE DRIVE INTERCHANGE ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS

ALTERNATIVE A

ALTERNATIVE B

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MOODIE DRIVE: ALTERNATIVE A

NORTH OF INTERCHANGE 

Option A1- Transitway
Underpass

Option A2- Transitway Overpass 
(under development)

Corkstown Rd. 
Realignment

Corkstown Rd. 
Realignment

Ramp Reopened

Station Concept @ Corkstown Road

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MOODIE DRIVE: ALTERNATIVE B

THROUGH INTERCHANGE 

Option B2: Under Moodie with 
Station @ Corkstown Road
Option B1: Under Moodie with 
Station @ Interchange

Corkstown Rd. 
Realignment
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WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

MOODIE DRIVE INTERCHANGE INTERIM OPTIONS

COMBINED INTERSECTION ONE-WAY LOOP AT INTERSECTION

WEST TRANSITWAY EXTENSION: BAYSHORE TO MOODIE

PRELIMINARY DESIGN EVALUATION CRITERIA: ULTIMATE CONFIGURATION

Fluvial Geomorphology7

Wildlife6

Upland Vegetation5

Wetlands4

Designated Natural Areas/ 
Features

3

Species at Risk2

Fish & Fish Habitat1

Natural Environment

Long-term 
Maintenance

24

Constructability/ 
Capital Costs

23

Staging22

Transit Operations21

Local/ Highway Traffic20

Property19

Illumination18

Drainage/ Hydrology17

Technical Considerations

Pedestrian/ Cycling 
Accessibility

16

Safety/ Security15

Land Use14

Recreation Resources13

Visual/Aesthetic Impact12

Air Quality/ Ground 
Vibration

11

Noise10

Contaminated Property9

Heritage/ Archaeology8

Social/ Cultural Environment
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Next Steps
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Evaluate and select 
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POH #2
Early Feb
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We are 
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Dec/Jan
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DRAFT NOTES OF MEETING 
 

PROJECT: West Transitway Extension – Bayshore to Moodie 

FILE NO.: 503401 (MRC 7499) 

DATE: April 30, 2009 TIME: 2:00 pm.  

PLACE: Maki House, 19 Leeming Drive 

PRESENT: Councillor Alex Cullen 
Darryl Shurb  
Kim Eaton 
Peter Steacy                     
Ruth Tremblay 
 
Michel Pigeon 
Bill Fenton 
Paul Williams 
Rich Nelson 
Erik Peters 
J. Guy Potvin 
 

City of Ottawa, Bay Ward 
City of Ottawa 
Ecoplans Limited 
McCormick Rankin Corp. (MRC) 
President, Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community 
Association (CBLCA) 
Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community (CBLC) 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 

PURPOSE:          Meeting # 1 with Representatives from the Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community  
  

 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Purpose 1.0 

• To introduce the project and discuss the planning and design process. 
• To initiate the public consultation process with a dialogue between 

representatives of the local community and the City’s project team. 
• To discuss the information to be presented at the first Public Open House 

scheduled for June 25. 
 

 
 
 

Introduction 2.0 
Councillor Alex Cullen welcomed everyone, gave a brief introduction 
detailing the purpose of the meeting and asked all attendees to introduce 
themselves.  A sign-in sheet was circulated. 
 

 

Project Background 3.0 
Daryl Shurb provided a map depicting the study area and the alignments of 
the West Transitway from the two adjacent City of Ottawa Transitway IEA 
studies.  Some concern was expressed that the maps being used for 
presentation purposes were not up-to-date as the current Highway 417 
expansion work being carried out by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation 
(MTO) was not shown.  Mr. Shurb advised the group that new mapping is 
being procured for this project which will show the MTO highway 
reconstruction. In the meantime, MRC will investigate what MTO 417 design 
as-built information is available that can be incorporated into the existing 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

mapping and aerial photography.  
 
Mr. Shurb presented the project background and identified the following: 

• No EA has been completed for the study area as a gap exists between 
the end points of the two approved West Transitway EAs to the east 
and west. The objective of this EA planning effort will be to identify 
a long-term plan for a continuous grade-separated West Transitway 
extension from Bayshore Station to a point west of Moodie Drive 
which connects to the previously approved corridor on the north side 
of Highway 417. 

• The project will be subject to the new Transit Project Assessment 
Process Regulation under the Environmental Assessment Act Ontario 
Regulation 231/08).  This regulation allows for a streamlined EA 
process for transit projects.  

• The EA study will contemplate the ultimate future conversion of the 
West Transitway corridor to LRT technology. 

• The City has identified an immediate need to address delays to a.m. 
eastbound Transitway operations in this sector. Accordingly, the 
MRC assignment completed an operational cost/benefit analysis 
which identified an interim project to address this need. This interim 
project comprises a westerly extension of the West Transitway from 
Bayshore Station, crossing over Holly Acres Road and the WB 
Highway 417 access ramp ending with an at-grade connection to 
Moodie Drive. 

• The City proposes to start construction of the interim project in the 
fall of 2010 subject to budget approval. 

 
Transit Project Assessment Process 4.0 

Kim Eaton outlined the key features of the new Transit Projects Assessment 
Process as follows: 

• The Transit Projects Regulation exempts proponents of public transit 
projects from the requirements of Part II of the Environmental 
Assessment Act as long as they follow the process outlined in the 
Regulation. 

• The transit assessment process is a focused impact assessment 
process which is subject to regulated timelines. 

• The process begins with identification of a ‘project’. 
• The ‘project’ will be defined through a pre-planning process, which is 

in keeping with the principles of EA planning including making 
choices based on good planning and informing and involving the 
local community. 

• The assessment process will be initiated with a Notice of 
Commencement once City Council has approved the ‘project’.  The 
‘project’ will be described at a functional design planning level.  The 
functional design plan will identify the specific transitway alignment; 
station location(s) and their configuration; structures; drainage 
requirements; all other related infrastructure; as well as  potential 
watercourse and pathway impacts and mitigation measures. 

• Once a Notice of Commencement is published, the City has 120 days 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

to consult with stakeholders including the public, regulatory agencies 
and Aboriginal communities, and document the process in an 
Environmental Project Report.  After 120 days a Notice of 
Completion must be published; 30 days must be provided for 
stakeholders to review the Environmental Project Report.  The 
Minister of the Environment then has 35 days in which to act and 
consider any objections during the 30-day review period. 

• The Minister may only consider whether the transit project may have 
a negative impact on a matter of provincial importance that relates to 
natural environment or has cultural heritage value or interest, or a 
constitutionally protected Aboriginal treaty right. 

 
Clarifications in response to questions were provided to the representatives of 
the CBLC regarding the new transit assessment process and the previously 
approved EA Studies undertaken by the City and MTO. 
 
Project Schedule 5.0 
Mr. Shurb distributed an updated project schedule, and reviewed the 
project/study timelines.  The timing and focus of the 3 Public Open Houses 
(POH) were discussed. 
 
POH #1 has been scheduled for June 25th.  The representatives from the 
community recommended that it be held at the Maki House Community 
Centre. The event will be structures as a drop-in format with information 
boards along with a formal presentation. Information to be presented will 
include: 

• Background 
• Study Area 
• A description of the new transit project assessment process  
• The overall project planning and design process, the schedule with 

key milestones 
• Transitway corridors assessed, the evaluation process used and the 

results 
 
POH #2 is tentatively scheduled for the end of September or early October. 
The purpose of this POH is to present the draft recommended plan for public 
comment. Following the POH, comments received will be reviewed and the 
plan will be further refined and presented to Committee and Council for 
approval. Assuming Council approval is received, the formal Transit 
Assessment process will then be initiated. 
 
POH #3 will be scheduled during the 120 day period following the Notice of 
Commencement. 
 

 

General Discussion 6.0 
Councillor Cullen summarized a number of issues that need to be considered 
during the planning and design process including but not limited to: 
alignment, station location, impacts to watercourses, noise barriers, 
bike/recreational paths and existing utilities/sewers. 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

 
A number of issues were raised by the representatives of the CBLC which 
included: 

• Effective traffic staging during construction which minimizes 
disruptions 

• The off ramp at Hwy 416 and its impact on local traffic 
• No right turn at the Hwy 417 transitway on ramp  
• The impact on traffic using the WB Highway 417 on-ramp at Holly 

Acres during construction 
• The impact on traffic of a potential ‘at-grade’ crossing of Holly Acres  
• The ownership and jurisdiction of the WB Highway 417 on-ramp 
• Clarification of noise study methodology and criteria and the need for 

noise berms 
• It was noted that noise will be assessed using computer models and 

that there will be no in-situ testing. City policy and guidelines will 
apply  

• Concern was expressed related to potential high noise levels arising if 
the Transitway extension was to cross over the WB Highway 417 on-
ramp  

• It was pointed out that previous studies completed by the MTO have 
identified local noise levels in excess of 65dBa. 

• It was clarified that the Queensway Carleton Hospital link was not 
part of this study 

• The benefit of the transitway to the local community 
• The existing hydro station near Graham Creek 
• It was noted that flooding occurs at multiple locations in Stillwater 

Creek, namely in the vicinity of Corkstown Road and at Moodie 
Drive. 

• The routing of the sanitary trunk sewer as it leaves the pump station 
(Mr Shurb will investigate and advise) 

• The impact of the MTO construction on the Trans-Canada Trail 
• The closure of the bike lanes on the Moodie Drive overpass during 

the construction period.  
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
City of Ottawa 

Other Business 7.0 
It was agreed that a meeting of this group would be convened prior to the 
POH #2. 

City of Ottawa 

 
 
 
 
The forgoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the decisions 
reached and/or future actions required.   
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
 
Ecoplans Limited 
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cc:  All attendees 
 

 
 
 



 

 

 

DRAFT NOTES OF MEETING 
 

PROJECT: West Transitway Extension – Bayshore to Moodie 

FILE NO.: 503401 (MRC 7499) 

DATE: Sept 1, 2009 TIME: 3:00 pm.  

PLACE: Maki House, 19 Leeming Drive 

PRESENT: Councillor Alex Cullen 
Darryl Shurb  
Jeffrey Waara 
Robert Hunton 
Kim Eaton 
Peter Steacy                     
Ruth Tremblay 
 
Paul Williams 
Bob Wilson 
Tony Eyton 
Daniel Godard 
Rich Nelson 
J. Guy Potvin 
 

City of Ottawa, Bay Ward 
City of Ottawa Program Manager 
City of Ottawa Project Manager 
McCormick Rankin Corp (MRC) 
Ecoplans Limited 
(MRC) 
President, Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community 
Association (CBLCA) 
Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community (CBLC) 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 
CBLC 

PURPOSE:          Meeting # 2 with Representatives from the Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community to 
review the progress undertaken since POH #1, illustrate our understanding of the 
community’s concerns, present background materials and provide an update of 
activities that have been carried out since the Open House.  

  

 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Introduction 1.0 
Darryl Shurb welcomed everyone, gave a brief introduction detailing the 
purpose of the meeting and asked all attendees to introduce themselves.  A 
sign-in sheet was circulated. 
 

 

Project Update 2.0 
Darryl Shurb provided a brief update of the activities that had been 
undertaken since the POH: 
 

• Prepared responses to questions from the POH (June 25/09) 
questions; 

• TAC Meeting #2 (July 9/09) to present POH materials, review POH 
input and preliminary analysis; 

• On-going meetings with OC Transpo, NCC, and MTO  
• Refined evaluation criteria to reflect public and TAC input 
• Undertook additional table top and field work to refine analysis 
• Documented POH input; 
• Prepared and documented responses to POH questions; 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

• Undertook computer modeling of noise impact for the 4 alternatives; 
• Carried out in-situ noise testing with help of CBLC. 
 

POH Update 3.0 

Kim Eaton outlined the key messages heard at the POH (80 responses to-date) 
• Why build the project now; 
• Need to carry out additional quantitative analysis in support of the 

assessment and evaluation; 
• Request additional opportunities for public comment/input 

 

 

Project Schedule 4.0 
Kim Eaton reviewed an updated project schedule; the community had 
received a copy earlier.  
 
CBLC requested that the schedule be revised to include the Federal EA 
process and to identify points in the process where the CBLC could present 
their concerns. 
 
Ms Eaton explained that the Federal EA process would only be initiated if 
federal lands were required. As a follow-up, the CBLC asked if federal lands 
would be required.  Ms Eaton responded that it was possible that some NCC 
lands would be required, although at this time the amount was unknown. 
 
The schedule has been revised to include the initiation of the Federal EA (as 
required).  Additional timelines for the provincial EA Process have also been 
included in the schedule.   (120-day consultation and documentation, 30-day 
public review, 35-day MOE review of objections)  
 
A copy of the revised schedule will be provided to the CBLCA. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
City of Ottawa 

General Discussion 5.0 
Process: 
Mr Steacy explained that in accordance with normal planning practice, a 
stepped process was being followed, which built upon the previous 
identification of Transitway corridors such as Carling, Richmond and 
Highway 417. Alternative corridors for the extension of the City’s Rapid 
Transit Corridor were evaluated as part of previous EA studies which 
recommended the Queensway Corridor as the preferred corridor.  These 
findings were subsequently incorporated into the City’s approved 
Transportation Master Plan.  The current project is building off of these 
previously completed studies.  
 
At the POH, alternative ‘routes’ (the yellow, red, blue and magenta lines) 
within the Queensway Corridor were presented. Once a preferred route is 
selected, preliminary design alternatives (alignments, footprints, stations etc.) 
will be developed within the preferred route.  Mr Steacy indicated that the 
level of detail in the analysis increases as the design becomes more detailed.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



West Transitway Extension Bayshore to Moodie  Meeting Notes 
   Sept 1/2009  

 

 

Page 3 of 5 
 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

 
CBLCA inquired whether two alternatives could be presented to Committee 
and Council for their consideration, suggesting that Council could then 
choose the better option. The City advised that for matters of this type, it is 
Council’s expectation that staff would bring forward a single 
recommendation that best meets all project objectives while balancing the 
needs and expectations of the community. 
 
Documentation: 
Ms. Eaton informed the CBLCA that a POH summary report and a report 
updating the assessment of effects and comparative evaluation of route 
alternatives would be available shortly. The POH report will include the 
materials presented and the list of comments received and responses. The 
Assessment of Effects and Comparative Evaluation of Route Alternatives 
(AECERA) report will include revised evaluation criteria, additional analysis, 
and a refined comparative evaluation. Ms Eaton informed the CBLCA that 
quantitative measures where used wherever possible to replace qualitative 
analysis previously presented at the POH. 
  
Once the AECERA report has been reviewed by TAC, a copy will be 
provided to CBLCA. 
 
Noise Barrier: 
CBLCA advised the City that the development of the Transitway should not 
preclude MTO’s ability to install a noise wall. CBLCA informed the City that 
it was their understanding that MTO would only place a noise wall on MTO 
property.  The CBCLA interpretation was that a noise wall along the highway 
and along the Transitway would be required. The City advised CBLCA that 
MTO was a member of the study TAC and was fully aware of potential 
impacts of the Transitway.  The City and MTO will continue to work together 
to determine the best location for any possible noise walls so that effort and 
construction are not duplicated. 
 
CBLCA requested that the in-situ noise report include the data output. They 
also questioned the choice of receptor locations for some of the tests. The 
City explained that the locations were selected to match the modeling points 
used by MTO and GME. 
 
CBLCA asked if the in-situ testing was a 16 or 24 hr leq. They were advised 
it was 16 hr. CBLCA asked if there was a way to relate 16 hr leq to 24 hr leq 
since MTO’s work was carried out for 24hr leq. The consultant will ask the 
noise specialist to comment.  
 
Cost Estimates: 
The City informed the CBLCA that a ‘level D’ cost estimate would be 
produced for the options considered. The City explained that a ‘level D’ 
estimate was based on cost per m and typical structural costs rather that unit 
based cost which are associated with contract drawing level of detail. 
 
CBLCA advised the City that construction estimates should include tunnel 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
City of Ottawa 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

alternatives, both crossing under 417 and the full length under the north side.  
 
Station Location: 
CBLCA reminded the City of the recent flooding of the soccer fields in the 
NE quadrant of the Moodie Dr. interchange and suggested that the choice of 
station location should consider that type of event. 
 
NCC: 
CBLCA asked what would happen if NCC would not allow the preferred 
option to be built on their lands. The City advised them that the NCC is an 
active participant in the study and the City will continue to work with the 
NCC to address their concerns before making a final recommendation. 
Other Business 6.0 
CBLCA asked for a copy of a letter that they understand NCC wrote to the 
City. Mr. Shurb advised that the letter was not addressed to the project team 
so he did not have a copy to provide them. It was suggested they request it 
from Nancy Schepers or through the Freedom of Information process. 
 
Further, CBLCA requested that the City obtain a letter from the NCC stating 
their position on this project to accompany any future submission to 
Committee and Council on this project. 
 
CBLCA asked if any plans were known regarding possible changes to the 
Eagleson Park and Ride Lot. Mr Steacy advised that the City has no plans to 
relocate this facility from its current location or configuration, and that the 
most current MTO Eagleson Road interchange modification plan does not 
impact the facility. 
 
CBLCA asked if any of the concepts removed the existing berm at Holly 
Acres. The city informed them that the preliminary preferred route would not.  
 
CBLCA asked if a project ftp site would be provided for distribution of 
project materials. The City is investigating this question, as it is not current 
practice for the City to host this type of facility. Councillor Cullen advised 
everyone that all materials provided to him would be made available on his 
web site. 
In the meantime the City provided hard copies and digital copies of the: 

1. POH panels 
2. POH Presentation 
3. Archaeological Existing conditions report July 09 
4. Geotechnical existing conditions report July 09 
5. Existing noise conditions report 
6. fact sheets 1 and 2 
7. hard copy only of ESA phase 1 report digital copy to follow 

 

City of Ottawa 

 
 
The forgoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the decisions 
reached and/or future actions required.   
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DRAFT NOTES OF MEETING 
 
PROJECT: West Transitway Extension – Bayshore Station to Moodie Drive 

CBLCA Meeting No. 4 

FILE NO.: 503401 (MRC 7499) 

DATE: January 12, 2010 TIME: 7:00 pm 

PLACE: Maki House 
19 Leeming Drive, Ottawa, ON 

PRESENT: Jeffrey Waara 
 
Robert Hunton 
Peter Steacy 
Kim Eaton 
Emily Sinclair 
 
Ruth Tremblay 
Tony Eyton 
David Neave 
Bill Fenton 
Guy Potvin 
Paul Williams 
Daniel Godard 
Rich Nelson 
Eric Fortin 
Annie Berthiaume 

City of Ottawa Project Manager 
 
MRC 
MRC 
Ecoplans Limited 
Ecoplans Limited 
 
President, CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 

REGRETS: Alex Cullen 
Darryl Shurb  
Michel Bisson 

Councillor, Bay Ward 
City of Ottawa Program Manager 
McCormick Rankin Corporation (MRC) 

PURPOSE:           Meeting No. 4 with representatives from the Crystal Beach Lakeview 
Community Association (CBLCA) to review progress to date since CBCLA 
Meeting No. 3 and obtain input and discuss comments on the AECERA 
Report. 

  

 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Welcome/Review of minutes from last meeting 1.0 
 
.1 R. Tremblay welcomed everyone, gave a brief introduction 

detailing the purpose of the meeting and asked all attendees to 
introduce themselves. A sign-in sheet was circulated. 

 
.2 R. Tremblay indicated that the CBLCA will provide revisions to the 

notes from Meeting No. 3. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
CBLCA 
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ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

 
The CBLCA revisions will be appended to the Meeting No. 3 
Minutes. 
 

 
City of 
Ottawa  

Discussion about the Process 2.0 
 
.1 R. Tremblay inquired about the schedule for the next Public Open 

House (POH) and the advance meeting with the CBLCA. She also 
inquired about what would be presented at these meetings. 

 
J. Waara indicated that the POH is scheduled for February 24, 
2010. An advance meeting will be held on February 4, 2010 with 
the CBLCA to discuss the information that will be presented at 
POH #2. He explained that the alignment alternatives within the 
recommended Queensway North route will be presented at POH 
#2 to receive input and feedback from members of the public. 
 

.2 P. Williams inquired when the final report will be presented to 
Council. There was a discussion about what will constitute the 
“final report”. 

 
J. Waara explained that the presentation to Council will occur in 
April and that the staff report would be available for public review a 
week prior to the Council meeting. He explained that the AECERA 
Report and any other reports generated by the consultants will 
inform the staff report that will be presented to Council.  

 
.3 G. Potvin inquired whether any information other than the 

consultants’ reports would inform the staff report presented to 
Council. 

 
J. Waara indicated that all information relating to this project is 
being shared with the CBLCA on an on-going basis as the project 
progresses. 

 
.4 R. Tremblay inquired whether funding for this project is included in 

the 2010 budget.  
 

<<POST-MEEETING NOTE: J. Waara confirmed that Project 
Funding will be included in the 2011 Capital Budget>> 
 

.5 B. Fenton requested clarification about the cost of the project.  He 
noted that the cost estimates were highly variable. 

 
K. Eaton explained that a D-level cost estimate has been 
generated for costing purposes at this stage of the project, as 
documented in the AECERA Report. She clarified that this type of 
cost estimate accounts for a number of variables (e.g. cost of 
bridges, tunnels, stations etc…) that have yet to be decided. As the 
project moves forward with greater design detail, more detailed 
cost estimates will be developed.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
City of 
Ottawa 
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Noise Concerns 3.0 
 
.1 P. Williams inquired whether a revised noise analysis has been 

completed based on revisions to the traffic volume predictions, as 
discussed at Meeting No. 3 (see item 4.10, Meeting No. 3). He 
requested that the CBLCA be permitted to review the revised noise 
analysis and the traffic volume predictions prior to the submission 
of the final report. 

 
J. Waara indicated that the traffic volume predictions are being 
revised and that the noise analysis will be updated accordingly. 
The final AECERA report will include the revised analyses and will 
be available for review.  

 
.2 R. Tremblay requested an update on the recalculation of the traffic 

volume predictions. Specifically, P. Williams indicated that the 
project team should consider the comparative traffic volumes 
(1990 and 2000) contained in Transportation Environmental Study 
Report (TESR) for the expansion of the Ottawa Queensway 
(Highway 417) from Highway 416 easterly to Anderson Road. 
 
R. Hunton explained the process through which traffic volumes are 
calculated.  Specifically, he specified that traffic volumes are based 
on population growth estimations generated by census data. He 
noted that the traffic volume calculations will be described and any 
applicable references included in the appropriate AECERA Report 
appendix. MRC will review the traffic volume predictions in the 
Highway 417 TESR. 
 
J. Waara confirmed that the revised traffic volume predictions 
would be available for review with the POH material in advance of 
the second POH to be held at the end of February. 
 

.3 R. Tremblay inquired whether revised OC Transpo scheduling was 
used in the AECERA Report. 

 
MRC will verify which bus schedules were used in the report. 
 
<<POST-MEEETING NOTE: MRC confirmed that the revised OC 
Transpo schedule (November 2009) was used in the AECERA 
Report>> 

 
.4 G. Potvin requested information about the existing and future bus 

volumes on the Transitway through the study area. He suggested 
that increased noise levels caused by increased bus use of the 
Transitway could potentially qualify the Crystal Beach-Lakeview 
Community for noise attenuation as per City policy. 

 
MRC will investigate and advise the CBLCA of current and future 
bus volumes. 
 
<< POST-MEEETING NOTE: MRC confirmed that the current bus 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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volumes on the Transitway are between 60-65 busses/hour and 
that future bus volume are predicted at 85 buses/hour.>> 
 
J. Waara recommended that the CBLCA verify, with the 
appropriate City department, City policy for noise attenuation. 
 

.5 D. Godard indicated that in-situ noise testing should be calibrated 
to take into account wind effect noise. A. Berthiaume further 
indicated that in-situ noise testing should be undertaken at different 
times of the year to account for changes in vegetation and traffic 
patterns. 
 
R. Hunton explained that in-situ testing was undertaken to validate 
the data generated by the noise model, not to replace the data 
from the noise model.  He explained that the possibility for 
variations noted by the CBLCA is already captured by the noise 
model. 
 

.6 D. Godard indicated that buses are a source of intermittent noise, 
whereas vehicles travelling along Highway 417 are a source of line 
noise. He inquired whether the noise model takes into account 
intermittent noise. 
 
MRC will ask the noise specialist to respond. 
 

.7 R. Tremblay inquired whether potential locations for noise barriers 
have been identified and what types of noise barriers have been 
given consideration. She indicated that the NCC objects to the 
potential for negative visual impact caused by the noise barriers 
and expressed concern about how this might affect the possibility 
for noise attenuation. 
 
J. Waara indicated that the design of the Transitway facility will not 
preclude the installation of noise barriers. The concern about the 
potential for negative visual impact caused by the noise barriers 
was noted. 
 

.8 R. Tremblay inquired about the cost of constructing a continuous 
noise wall from Holly Acres Road to Moodie Drive. A. Berthiaume 
indicated a concern that the lower part of the existing noise berm 
does not provide sufficient noise attenuation. D. Godard inquired 
whether noise berms can be designed for different types of 
vehicles (i.e. cars, buses and trucks). 

 
R. Hunton explained that a full costing for the provision of noise 
attenuation has not yet been undertaken. If noise analysis 
indicates that noise attenuation is warranted, a costing study will 
be completed. He also indicated that a costing study for noise 
attenuation was completed as part of the MTO retrofit report as 
noise barriers were warranted.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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Environmental concerns 4.0 

 
.1 D. Neave indicated on-going concern with the environmental 

component of the AECERA report. Specifically, he expressed 
concern about the following issues: 
 A large number of species have not been comprehensively 

identified, including species of conservation concern. 
 Insufficient attention has been given to the black maple and 

sugar maple stand in the Stillwater Creek urban forest area.  
Specifically, insufficient attention has been given to potential 
impacts to the stand resulting from changes to the water table 
caused by the construction of the Transitway. 

 
K. Eaton tabled a response to comments previously submitted by 
Mr. Neave. A copy of the response is appended.  
 
With regards to species in the study area, K. Eaton explained that 
the area supports a wide variety of wildlife and wildlife habitat but 
that a comprehensive review of background data and consultation 
with MNR indicated that there are no species of conservation 
concern in the study area. She indicated that an itemized list of 
species present in the study area would be included in the final 
report.  
 
With regards to potential impacts to the water table and the maple 
stand, K. Eaton explained that geotechnical engineers are currently 
assessing potential impacts to the water table, including whether 
any water draw-down can be expected as part of the project. Any 
potential impacts to the water table and the maple stand will be 
identified and mitigation measures developed.  

 
.2 D. Neave indicated that the environmental assessment (EA) 

process is not being followed for this project as decisions appear to 
already have been made prior to the conclusion of the study.  

 
K. Eaton explained the EA process being followed for this project.  
She explained that the EA process is iterative in nature, whereby 
potential environmental impacts are identified and refined as the 
project moves forward with greater design detail. She specified that 
a preliminary assessment was undertaken to establish an 
understanding of the existing natural features in the study area, as 
documented in the AECERA Report. As the project moves forward 
with greater design detail, the initial characterization of natural 
features will be refined into an increasingly detailed assessment of 
environmental impacts and will be included in the Recommended 
Plan.  
 
K. Eaton explained that all project decisions are informed by an 
assessment of impacts. Additional design information is needed 
before a more detailed assessment of environmental impacts can 
be completed.  
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K. Eaton also asked that any additional information that members 
of the CBLCA or the Crystal Beach-Lakeview Community may 
have about natural features be shared with the project team. 
 

.3 P. Williams inquired whether the EA Report will be provided to the 
CBLCA prior to the submission of the report to Council. 

 
K. Eaton explained that the EA process is integral to the AECERA 
Report and the Recommended Plan and that all documentation 
relating to environmental issues and potential environmental 
impacts are included in these reports.  Therefore, all the 
information relating to environmental issues (existing conditions, 
potential impacts and mitigation measures) will be included in the 
reports submitted to City staff.  She noted that more detailed 
information on potential environmental impacts will be available at 
POH #2. 
 

.4 A. Berthiaume inquired how the project was proceeding when 
there appears to be such significant environmental impacts. D. 
Neave expressed concern that environmental impacts are being 
downplayed in the AECERA Report. 

 
K. Eaton explained that a two-level screening process is being 
used to select route and alignment alternatives. She emphasized 
that no alternatives have been carried forward to date with 
environmental impacts that can not be addressed through design 
mitigation (e.g. the former railway route was screened out because 
of impacts that could not be mitigated through design).  Moreover, 
no environmental impacts have been identified to date that would 
prevent the project from proceeding. Should a “showstopper” 
impact be identified, a different alternative would need to be 
considered. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Moodie Drive Termination/ 
Timing & Cost Savings of the Project 

5.0 

 
.1 P. Williams requested a detailed description of station design 

alternatives at the proposed Moodie Drive termination.  There was 
a discussion regarding the content of the plans and regarding 
when the plans would be shared. 

 
P. Steacy indicated that concept plans for the proposed Moodie 
Drive station are being developed and that the plans will be 
presented to the CBLCA at the meeting in advance of POH #2.  
However, P. Steacy clarified that prior to presenting the plans to 
the CBLCA and members of the public, the plans need to be 
reviewed and approved by technical agencies including OC 
Transpo, City of Ottawa Traffic Operations and MTO.  
 

.2 P. Williams inquired whether station alignment alternatives will be 
developed for the Queensway North and Queensway South 
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routes. 
 

J. Waara indicated that station alignment alternatives were only 
being developed for the Queensway North route, as recommended 
in the AECERA Report.   
 
The CBLCA indicated that they would ask Councillor Cullen to 
direct City staff to develop station alignment alternatives for the 
Queensway North and Queensway South routes. 

 
.3 A. Berthiaume indicated concern with the timing of the project. She 

noted that project isn’t needed at this time. There was a discussion 
regarding the need and justification for the project, focused on the 
issue of cost savings and travel time savings presented in the 
AECERA Report. 

 
J. Waara explained that the project is being carried out as part of a 
directive from Council for the implementation of the extension of 
the City’s Transitway.  He specified that the timing for the project is 
part of a broader strategic decision taken by Council regarding the 
extension of the Transitway.  

 
.4 R. Tremblay inquired whether cost savings and travel time savings 

were calculated for the Moodie Drive termination. 
 

P. Steacy explained that these calculations were undertaken as 
part of the need and justification for the project. 

 
.5 D. Neave inquired whether mitigation costs were included in the 

AECERA Report. 
 

P. Steacy explained that costs, including mitigation costs, are 
included as part of the AECERA report. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
CBLCA 
 

Alternative Route – Highway 417 Shift 6.0 
 
.1 R. Tremblay indicated that the NCC has proposed a route 

alternative that would shift two lanes of traffic to the median of 
Highway 417, thereby creating a potential Transitway alignment on 
the existing Highway 417 footprint.  She inquired whether this 
alternative could be evaluated as a potential alternative route.  

 
R. Hunton indicated that MRC is reviewing the concept. He 
explained that complex changes to highway geometry and 
significant reconstruction of the highway may be required for this 
alternative. Additional information on this concept as a potential 
alignment alternative will be presented at POH #2. 
 

.2 R. Tremblay indicated that construction staging should not be 
permitted in the Stillwater Creek urban forest. 

 
P. Steacy explained that the Recommended Plan will include limits 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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on construction operations as part of mitigation for potential 
environmental impacts resulting from construction. 
 

.3 A. Berthiaume inquired about how this “shift: alternative would be 
assessed and evaluated. 

 
K. Eaton explained that a shift to Highway 417 lanes will be 
evaluated against the alternative for the Queensway North route 
documented in the AECERA Report as part of the assessment of 
alignment alternatives currently being undertaken. She explained 
that that the same evaluation process used for the selection of 
route alternatives will be applied to the selection of alignment 
alternatives.   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

HOV Lanes 7.0 
 
.1 B. Fenton inquired whether HOV lanes on Highway 417 will extend 

the length of the highway and whether these HOV lanes could be 
used by buses instead of the Transitway. 

 
P. Steacy indicated that the Project Team was unsure of the MTO 
plan for the future extension of HOV lanes along Highway 417.  He 
explained that the use of HOV lanes in place of the Transitway 
does not address the problem of operating buses in mixed traffic at 
peak periods and therefore does not meet project objectives. 
 

 

Holly Acres Grade Separation 8.0 
 
.1 G. Potvin inquired whether an underpass at Holly Acres Road was 

considered in the selection of route alternatives and whether it is 
being considered as an alignment alternative. 
 
K. Eaton indicated that MRC will follow up with the CBLCA to 
identify the section in the AECERA Report where cut and cover 
tunnel options are discussed. 
 
<<POST-MEEETING NOTE: Section 5.2.1 of the AECERA Report 
discusses the potential for an underpass [cut and cover tunnel 
option] at Holly Acres Road.  This section identifies and evaluates 
two alternative routes for a cut and cover tunnel [Queensway North 
and Queensway South].>> 
 
R. Hunton explained that alignment alternatives (below grade, at-
grade and above grade) for the Queensway North route are being 
developed for the Holly Acres Road crossing.  These alignment 
alternatives will be presented at POH #2. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
MRC 

Vibration 9.0 
 
.1 R. Tremblay inquired whether there is a process for addressing 

vibrations caused by Transitway buses. She indicated that a 
community member is being impacted by vibrations from nearby 
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buses on Holly Acres.  
 
R. Hunton explained that vibrations are caused by the impact of 
buses on imperfect road surfaces resulting from loose catch 
basins, sewer grates etc… He indicated that any concerns about 
existing vibration should be brought to the attention of the City and 
that the City has a process to address vibration complaints. He 
noted that vibrations caused by an existing facility are not part of 
the scope of this project. 
 
J. Waara indicated that vibration modelling would be undertaken 
and clarified that in-situ vibration testing would not be provided for 
this project. 
 

 
 
 

AECERA Report 10.0 
 
.1 R. Tremblay inquired whether appendices from the AECERA 

Report would be confirmed and signed by a professional engineer. 
 

It was confirmed prior to the meeting that specific appendices 
contained within the AECERA Report will be signed by a 
professional engineer in accordance with professional licensing 
requirements. 

 

 

Travel Time Savings 11.0 
 
.2 B. Fenton expressed a number of concerns with the project need, 

as expressed through travel time savings: 
 He suggested that the travel time savings calculations are 

inaccurate because travel time was measured during a 
construction period.  

 He suggested that any travel time savings would be lost by 
the time taken to pull off at the proposed Moodie Station. As 
an example, he noted that there is currently a 5-minute delay 
for buses to pull off at Bayshore Station which OC Transpo 
has address by running buses on the Queensway. He 
inquired as to whether the time for buses to pull off at the 
proposed Moodie Station had been factored into the 
calculation of travel time savings.   

 He suggested that the project should be delayed until other 
elements of the Transitway are constructed. 

 
J. Waara noted the comments and MRC will confirm details. 
 
<<POST-MEEETING NOTE: MRC contacted OC Transpo for 
information about the reported delay and rerouting of buses at 
Bayshore Station.  OC Transpo clarified that during peak hours 
(7:00 am – 9:00 am), buses operate on the Transitway between 
Bayshore Station and Lincoln Fields and by-pass congestion on 
the Queensway.  Prior to 7:00 am, buses operate on the 
Queensway as there are no delays to bus service. By using this 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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strategy, OC Transpo has been able to improve service reliability. 
With regards to the calculation of travel time savings, average 
travel times were calculated based on a theoretical average travel 
speed that reflects the reduction in Transitway length.>> 
 

Meeting Adjournment 12.0 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 pm. 
 

 

 
 
The forgoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the 
decisions reached and/or future actions required.   
 
Notes prepared by,  
 
ECOPLANS 
 
 
 
Emily Sinclair, M.E.S. 
 

 
cc:  All attending 
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The following are responses to issues raised by Mr. Neave at the November 9, 2009 meeting 

with the CBLCA: 

 

1 Comment: The ecological report is very generic in nature and recognized that the 

information was only at a “preliminary” level 

 

Response: The Ecoplans’ ‘Preliminary Characterization of Existing Natural Environmental 

Conditions’, is a natural environmental existing conditions report intended to support the 

pre-planning phase of the project.  The report builds on detailed information already 

compiled during previous studies (e.g. Dan Brunton's flora inventories and other City of 

Ottawa/City of Nepean studies, NCC reports etc.) and agency consultation (MNR, RVCA 

etc.) as well as Ecoplans’ initial field investigations.  

 

From a natural environmental perspective, the main objective at this stage in the process 

was to identify natural environmental features, sensitivities and constraints (building on 

the above information), to inform the evaluation of route alternatives and to guide the 

selection of a preferred alternative.  The natural environmental input to the evaluation 

process is one of several factor areas (e.g. social, economic, technical, and 

cultural/archaeological). The technically recommended route represents the alternative that 

best achieved a balanced among all factor areas (and may not necessarily represent the 

most preferred from a natural environmental perspective). 

 

2 Comment: Field work was conducted at the wrong time of the year - need spring and fall 

information for both fauna and flora. 

 

Response: Background information and previous studies were reviewed to determine level 

of existing information and priorities for additional field work. This review guided the 

timing/extent of the current field program. Field work was conducted in-season (spring 

and summer visits on May 13, May 19-21 and July 22-23, 2009).  Ecoplans confirmed 

amphibian presence and breeding habitat through various field visits. This information was 

factored into the evaluation of route alternatives and Ecoplans' preference for avoiding the 

main part of the Stillwater Creek valley is evident in the route alternative rankings relative 

to the natural environmental criteria (i.e. the route alternatives that were north of Hwy 417 

were indicated as less preferred from a natural environmental perspective).  

 

Ecoplans' field work also built upon previous floral inventory work by Dan Brunton. 

Brunton's previous work did not indicate the presence of rare spring ephemeral plants or 

rare prairie species (aster, and goldenrod species) which would typically be the target of 

spring and fall surveys, respectively.  Ecoplans did undertake specific field searches for 

the rare plants that Brunton identified, in the appropriate season. 

 

In summary, Ecoplans conducted in season field work that was guided by the findings of 

previous natural environmental features, sensitivities and constraints to inform the 

evaluation of route alternatives and provide input to selecting of the Technically 

Recommended Route.  Accordingly, the timing of natural environmental field work was 

appropriate to achieve these objectives.    
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3 Comment: There are 8 rare species identified in the area. Are any located on the site? 

 

Response: A search was conducted for the rare flora species previously documented by 

Dan Brunton - the search was focused in areas that would be potentially affected by the 

route alternatives. Where these species were found in the potentially affected areas, they 

are documented and shown in Figure 1B of  the  report. Again, the potential effects to rare 

plants were considered in the evaluation of route alternatives with the routes north of Hwy 

417 being less preferred overall and the route through the main creek valley being least 

preferred from a natural environmental perspective. 

 

4 Comment: Black Maple and Sugar Maple are an  important and rare ecotype 

(acknowledged that this status was noted in Ecoplans' inventory) 

 

Response: As Mr. Neave indicates, this is discussed in the Ecoplans’ report.  The black 

maple/sugar maple vegetation association is found in the wooded portion of the Stillwater 

Creek valley. The association is dominated by Sugar Maple with Black Maple inclusions 

within the community.  The young black maples that Ecoplans observed closer to the 

highway do not appear to be part of this ecotype/association.  The potential effects to rare 

plants and ecotypes were considered in the evaluation of route alternatives with the routes 

north of Hwy 417 being less preferred overall and the route through the main creek valley 

being least preferred from a natural environmental perspective. 

 

5 Comment: Concern with COSEWIC status of Monarch Butterfly as it relates to the study 

area 

 

Response: The status of Monarch Butterfly is not due to habitat changes/losses in Ontario. 

This species is designated by COSEWIC due to changes in winter habitat in Mexico.  In 

the context of the study area, Monarch would be expected to use the cultural meadow 

habitat, particularly areas with milkweed and nectar producing flowers. These areas exist 

throughout the area north of Hwy 417 and in the narrow riparian areas south of Hwy 417.  

In terms of the evaluation of route alternatives preference was given to routes that avoided 

the main wooded portion of the valley and, by default, tended to favor routes that removed 

culturally modified and previously disturbed areas (including cultural meadow habitat).  

Although some cultural meadow habitat may be removed by a route alternative, this 

habitat type is still retained in the surrounding area including the Stillwater Creek 

floodplain.  Additionally, this habitat type is easily recreated or enhanced.  Enhancement 

could be considered as mitigation, if warranted, in the broader area as part of a landscape 

plan.  

 

6 Comment: Common species of waterfowl not identified including ducks and geese 

 

Response: Ecoplans observed Mallard and Canada Goose during our visits. The full list of 

wildlife species observed by Ecoplans was not included in the interim existing conditions 

report.  A list of all Ecoplans’ wildlife observations will be appended to the final report.   

 

7 Comment: Species of turtles not identified (in particular Blanding and snapping turtles) 
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Response: The Stillwater Creek valley could provide suitable habitat for Snapping Turtle.  

Snapping Turtles were not observed by Ecoplans and were not observed/documented in 

previous studies; therefore we did not specifically identify this species in the report.  

Ecoplans acknowledges that the valley likely supports a range of wildlife species, most of 

them tolerant to culturally modified/disturbed habitats. While Snapping Turtle may be 

found in this type of habitat, the report was not intended to speculate an exhaustive list of 

wildlife species that might be present. 

 

Ecoplans consulted MNR's Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) website for any 

historic or current 'element occurrences' (records) of Blanding's Turtle or other Species at 

Risk (SAR) within or near the study area.  Ecoplans also consulted with MNR Kemptville 

District specifically about the presence or potential presence of SAR and MNR confirmed 

that they had no records and no further information on potential for SAR. Based on all 

information gathered to date, Blanding's Turtle is not known in this area.  Based on the 

field review, there may be some potential habitat for this species (meadow marsh 

communities located along the creek in the northern portion of the valley with adjacent 

forest habitat) however there is currently no known record or evidence of their presence 

here.  

 

With respect to protection of habitat generally (including potential habitat for Snapping 

Turtle and Blanding's Turtle) Ecoplans' input to the route evaluation process reflected a 

conservative approach that favored routes that avoided direct encroachment into the 

relatively highest quality habitat (i.e. the Stillwater Creek valley).   

 

8 Comment: Concern with potential impact to the hydrology of the area and hence the water 

table (in particular as it affects the forest land). This is a floodplain area and any 

construction is going to dramatically affect the water table and subsequently the Black 

Maple/Sugar maple stand. 

 

Response:  We have consulted with our geotechnical specialists and from a based on an 

initial review of the potential routes, there is no current indication of any significant 

impact to the water table.  Further investigation is currently underway as part of the 

ongoing geotechnical work.  Any potential for impact will be included as part of 

assessment of effects and evaluation of the preliminary design alternatives. 

 

9 Comment: With the past transitway development, cumulative impacts should be 

considered 

 

Response: For this project, both a provincial EA (following Ontario’s Transit Project 

Assessment Process) and a Federal EA will be undertaken.  EAs conducted under the 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA) must consider cumulative 

environmental effects.   

 

10 Comment: Natural area is degraded but unique and as the only natural corridor around 

Crystal Beach, it provides most of the song birds and butterflies to our backyards  

 
Response: Agreed and acknowledged.  



CBLCA revisions to January 12, 2010 meeting 
 
Add to Item 2.1 
J. Waara said he would send a copy of the City’s revised schedule for this project to the CBLCA. 
--------------------- 
Item 3.0.3 
R. Tremblay stated that the number of buses used in the Noise Report should include the 
busses re-directed off the Queensway onto Holly Acres Road to the Bayshore Station in 
September 2009.  These buses increase noise to the nearby Lakeview and Creek’s End Lane 
communities. 
(The Noise Report uses a 2006 data – 338 buses/day) 
 
The 2009 daily transit volume as confirmed by OCTranspo is 1000 buses/day including 
deadheads. 
 
Post Meeting Question from CBLCA: 
Item 3.0.4 
“current bus volumes on Transitway are between 60-65 busses/hour and that future bus volume 
are predicted at 85 buses/hour”. 
The AECERA Noise Report input data uses busses/day not by the hour.   
Please provide number of busses/day.  
 
Please confirm the new “current busses per day” number will be used in the revised Noise 
Report. 
 
The future 2031 number of buses per hour per direction is estimated to be 120 – 130 
buses/hour, the daily volume is estimated to be 2200 buses/day including deadheads 
---------------------- 
Guy Potvin asked City representatives and received Mr. Waara’s acknowledgement that he (1) 
would give us City Noise Policy, Guidelines and threshold conditions which trigger or when the 
City considers the installation of noise abatement systems, and (2) he would indicate clearly 
why the City presently considers that any of these thresholds is not met with this project, and 
this, especially near Holly Acres where noise levels are near or over 60dB. 
 
The City’s Environmental Noise Control Guidelines are available on the City’s website and can 
be accessed by the following link: 
 
http://www.ottawa.ca/residents/planning/design_plan_guidelines/completed/noise_ctl/index_en.html 
 
For this project, relevant sections of the Guideline include Section 2.0- Environmental Noise 
Control Guidelines for Capital Works Projects (Surface Transportation Corridors) and Section 
3.0 Environmental Noise Control Guidelines for Local Improvement along City Surface 
Transportation Corridors.   
 
Based on the modeling completed to date for this project, future sound levels in some areas will 
be greater than 60dBA.  However, the excess or change in sound level above the ambient is 
expected to be less than 5 dBA.  In accordance with section 2.3 (i) of the guideline- in this 
situation, the City is required to investigate the feasibility of noise control measures within the 
right-of-way under the City of Ottawa's Local Improvements policy and guidelines.   
 

http://www.ottawa.ca/residents/planning/design_plan_guidelines/completed/noise_ctl/index_en.html
sinclaire
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Under Section 3.2.1, this project is subject to the exemption from the Local Improvements Policy 
and Guideline as the source of the noise concern is a provincial highway and "provincial 
highway sources are not eligible for noise abatement-Local Improvement as the City does not 
have authority over such noise sources" (paragraph 2).  Furthermore, this project is exempt from 
the Local Improvements Policy and Guideline as there is already a detailed plan in place which 
deals specifically with noise issues (MTO Class EA) which takes precedent over the provisions 
of the guideline (paragraph 1). 
 
In summary, it can be concluded that in accordance with the City’s Environmental Noise Control 
Guideline, the City is only required to provide sound attenuation at the sole cost of the City if the 
ambient levels are 55 dBA or greater, and the Transitway project is determined to result in an 
increase over ambient levels of 5 dBA or greater.  
 
If the increase over ambient levels is less than 5 dBA but the ambient is greater than 60dBA, 
then the City is required to explore the feasibility of attenuation through the Local Improvements 
policy.  However, as the source of ambient sound levels is due to a provincial highway (for 
which MTO has already committed to attenuation), this project is exempt from the Local 
Improvements Policy as the City has no control over this ambient source..   
 
-------------------- 
New Item – Missed in notes 
D. Godard explained that between 1980 and 2016 noise levels in our community will have risen 
9 db due to highway additions, modifications and the new transitway combined. 
 
Noted 
-------------------- 
3.0.6 add 
“He explained there is a special technical way to measure noise from busses in the MOE 
guidelines.  He spoke about the 12’ high exhaust tail pipes on busses that create more noise 
than tail pipes on vehicles closer to the ground.  This has a big impact on a community and will 
cause loss to house values.  He asked if these MOE guidelines were being followed by the 
City’s consultants.” 
 
The Ontario Road Noise Analysis Method for Environment and Transportation (ORNAMENT) 
method is the provincial standard for predicting roadway noise.  Stamson 5.04 (the software 
used for this study), is a computer based version of this method and satisfies both MOE and 
City of Ottawa Guidelines (see existing conditions report for references).  Stamson 5.04  has 
specific data entry options for buses, and makes corrections to noise levels to account for 
differences between cars, buses, medium trucks and heavy trucks. 
---------------------- 
Item 3.0.7 
Mr. Waara does not answer the questions asked. 
“whether potential locations for noise barriers have been identified and what type of noise 
barriers have been given consideration”. 
 
Limits for sound barriers (i.e. where the start and where they end) were identified by MTO as 
part of their Class EA for the Highway widening.   
 
This study will identify the optimal location (within the right-of-way) for sound barriers within 
these limits taking into consideration the new Transitway facility.  Possible locations include on 
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the barrier between WB Highway 417 lanes and the Transitway, or on the north side of the 
Transitway.  Once a preferred preliminary design has been identified, a final noise assessment 
will be undertaken to determine which location provides the greatest level of attenuation.  At this 
point, both options are viable.   
  
---------------------- 
Item 4.0.1 
Copy of K. Eaton’s response is not attached to pdf Meeting Notes document.  Please provide 
electronic copy. 
 
Response attached 
 
Add to Section 4.0 – Environmental Concerns: 
“D. Neave spoke about migratory birds, turtles, etc. and the need for there to be accurate 
records/inventory of the species living in this forest.  K. Eaton stated there will be more field 
visits to the forest area north of the Queensway performed before the final report is completed.  
D. Neave stated the field visits should be performed in the spring and in the fall.” 
 
See attached response to D. Neave regarding the timing of field work.  Additional field work is 
planned for Spring 2010.   
 
“D. Neave expressed concern about damage to the forest area during the construction stage.  
Mitigation for this stage is not in the reports yet.” 
 
Construction impacts (footprint, erosion and sedimentation etc.) is being proposed as a criteria 
in the assessment of preliminary design alternatives.   
---------------------- 
Item 5.0.1 
Not “station design alternatives” (discussion was about the Moodie Drive termination only not 
the station.) 
 
Preliminary design alternatives for the ultimate passenger transfer facility (station) at Moodie 
Drive will be presented at the Feb. 4 meeting with CBLCA.  Concepts for the potential interim 
connection to Moodie Drive will also be presented. 
 
Item 5.0.4 
R. Tremblay inquired whether cost savings and travel time savings will be re-calculated once the 
Moodie Drive termination is chosen and drawn. 
Response:  Traffic analysis and traffic modelling will be fed back into Appendix A and B. 
 
The discussion of travel time savings (and associated cost savings) included in the Draft 
AECERA report refers to the ultimate (fully-grade separated) facility only.  The interim project is 
being constructed to improve service reliability by addressing the documented 5 minute variance 
in travel times (from 6 to 11 minutes) between the Eagleson Park and Ride Lot and Bayshore 
Station which is attributable to the operation of buses in mixed traffic on Highway 417 between 
Moodie Drive and Holly Acres Road.   
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DRAFT NOTES OF MEETING 
 

PROJECT: West Transitway Extension – Bayshore to Moodie 

FILE NO.: 503401 (MRC 7499) 

DATE: February 4, 2010 TIME: 7:00 pm.  

PLACE: Maki House, 19 Leeming Drive 

PRESENT: Jeffrey Waara 
Jean Lachance 
Robert Hunton 
Tim Dickinson 
Ruth Tremblay 
Paul Williams 
Rich Nelson 
Peggy McGillivray 
Kate Twiss 

City of Ottawa Project Manager 
City of Ottawa 
McCormick Rankin Corp (MRC) 
McCormick Rankin Corp (MRC) 
President, CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 
CBLCA 

PURPOSE:       Meeting # 5 with Representatives from the Crystal Beach/Lakeview Community to 
review the Preliminary Design Alternatives to be presented at Public Open House #2.   

  

 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Introduction 1.0 
Jeffrey Waara (JW) welcomed everyone, gave a brief introduction detailing 
the purpose of the meeting and asked all attendees to introduce themselves.  A 
sign-in sheet was circulated. JW explained that Jean Lachance (JL) would be 
taking over the role of Project Manager while he temporarily filled in as 
Acting Program Manager. 
 

 

Review of Previous Notes/Action Items 2.0 
Rob Hunton (RH) tabled responses to the CBLCA’s requested revisions to the 
notes from the January 12th meeting with CBLCA. 
 
RH provided two copies of revised traffic and noise reports. He explained that 
the revised noise reports (Existing Conditions, Route Comparison and In-Situ 
Testing) use more conservative traffic volume estimates which assume a 3% 
growth rate.  Current MTO and City projections indicate a 1% growth rate to 
be appropriate, therefore, the use of 3% (although less than the 2003 MTO 
PDR estimates) represents a conservative approach.  RH explained that the 
traffic volumes used in the revised noise analyses are for comparison 
purposes and apply to this study only.   
 
CBLCA asked whether digital copies would be made available. 
 
Digital copies of the reports will be provided.  In addition, the revised 
AECERA Report and all technical appendices will be made available 
electronically following the upcoming Public Open House. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 



West Transitway Extension Bayshore to Moodie  Meeting Notes 
   Sept 1/2009  

 

 

Page 2 of 8 
 

ITEM PROCEEDINGS: ACTION: 

Process 3.0 

Tim Dickinson (TD) tabled a document providing information on the overall 
planning and design process and the process being followed to assess 
preliminary design alternatives. 
 
TD provided a brief overview of the Transit Project Assessment Process 
(TPAP) and explained that, in accordance with the process, the City is 
currently completing pre-planning and consultation in order to define a 
recommended plan which includes the consideration of route alternatives and 
preliminary design alternatives.  The Recommended Plan will be presented to 
Transit Committee and Council for approval and, once approved; the City 
will formally initiate the TPAP.  The final EA document prepared as part of 
the TPAP (referred to as an Environmental Project Report) will document the 
route selection phase and the preliminary design selection phase.  This 
document will be made available for a formal 30-day public review period. 
 
CBLCA asked whether there was a similar ‘fast track’ EA process at the 
federal level. 
 
TD explained that the CEAA Screening process will likely be triggered as a 
result of land requirements in the vicinity of Corkstown Road.  The project 
team is currently working with representatives from the NCC to coordinate 
federal and provincial EA process requirements.  TD explained that the TPAP 
includes an expedited approvals process but should not be considered a ‘fast 
track’ as all planning and consultation activities associated with an 
individual or Class EA are required to be completed before the formal 
process begins. 
 
CBLCA indicated that they did not feel that the current planning and 
consultation was part of the EA process as the TPAP has not been formally 
initiated. 
 
Comment noted.  
 
CBLCA expressed concern with the argument that this project is being 
implemented to reduce travel times (and associated operation costs) as the 
travel time savings and associated cost savings documented in the Draft 
AECERA Report pertain specifically to the ultimate configuration and will 
only be achieved once the Transitway is fully grade separated at Holly Acres 
Road and Moodie Drive.   
 
TD acknowledged that the travel time savings and associated cost savings 
will only be fully realized when the Transitway is fully grade separated.  
Section 2.4 of the Draft Report was not intended to serve as a Business Case 
for the extension of the Transitway network but rather to illustrate that there 
will some additional benefits in terms of cost savings once the ultimate facility 
is in place. 
 
CBLCA noted that it was their understanding that the City was building this 
project to reduce travel times and reduce operating costs in the interim. 
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TD explained that the need to implement the interim project is driven by the 
strategic direction of Council to complete the Transitway by 2015 to support 
the City’s 30% transit modal split objective.  It was acknowledged that, in 
response to questions and comments received from the community regarding 
sections 2.3 (travel time savings) and 2.4 (cost savings due to reduced travel 
time) of the Draft AECERA Report, revisions are required to clarify the need 
for the interim project and to emphasize the immediate benefits associated 
with increased service reliability (Section 2.2).  It was also acknowledged 
that section 2.3 and 2.4 will be revised describe travel time savings and 
associated cost savings pertaining specifically to the ultimate configuration. 
 
CBLCA asked whether the discussion of transit service reliability described 
in section 2.2 of the Draft AECERA Report referred to eastbound travel times 
only and whether the interim configuration that terminated with an at-grade 
intersection on Moodie would in fact reduce service reliability in the 
westbound direction due to the addition of a signalized intersection at Moodie 
Drive. 
 
TD acknowledged that the discussion included in the report referred to the 
eastbound direction. 
 
Post Meeting Note:  The interim configuration will not result in a reduction in 
westbound service reliability due to the signalized intersection at Moodie 
Drive as transit signals are predictable and can be accounted for in 
scheduling.  Reliability is primarily affected by unpredictable delays 
associated with running scheduled bus service in mixed traffic environments.    
 
CBLCA asked why this section of the Transitway was being implemented 
before the section between the Southwest Transitway and Pinecrest Road. 
 
TD explained that the City’s objective is to complete the entire Transitway as 
soon as possible.  As funding is not available to build all sections today, the 
City developed a Capital Works Plan as part of the approved 2008 
Transportation Master Plan (TMP) Update Study which set priorities for 
project implementation.  In the Capital Works Plan, the section of Transitway 
between Bayshore Station and Moodie Drive was identified as a Phase 1 
Increment 1 project subject to immediate implementation provided the 
availability of funding.  The section between the Southwest Transitway and 
Pinecrest was identified as a Phase 2 project. 
 
CBCLA asked whether traffic impacts due to potential interim connections to 
Moodie Drive for the Queensway South Route Alternative would be included 
in the revised AECERA report and used to compare this alternative against 
the Queensway North Route Alternative. 
 
JW indicated that the purpose of the route selection process was to identify 
the optimal location for the ultimate Transitway facility.  Through this 
process, the Queensway North Route was recommended.  Interim 
configurations will only be considered as part of an implementation or 
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phasing strategy for the ultimate configuration.  Therefore, alternative 
interim configurations will only be considered within the Queensway North 
Route. 
 
CBLCA indicated that this was not acceptable as in their opinion the interim 
configuration will be in place “for a long time”.   
 
Comment noted. 
 
Public Open House Format 4.0 
 
RH tabled a document outlining the proposed format for Public Open House 
#2 including a list of proposed displays. 
 
CBLCA asked whether displays regarding noise would be included. 
 
RH indicated that predicted noise levels would be included in the preliminary 
assessment of design alternatives for comparison purposes.  A display 
outlining the City’s Noise Guidelines will also be provided.  
 
CBLCA asked whether they could attend the POH session in Kanata. 
 
JW indicated that the POH was open to the public and representatives from 
the CBLCA were welcome to attend. 
 
CBLCA asked whether a copy of the revised AECERA Report would be 
made available at the Kanata POH. 
 
JW indicated that a revised copy of the report would be made available. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
City/MRC 
 

Preliminary Design Alternatives 5.0 
 
 
 
 
 
5.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RH provided an overview of the preliminary design alternatives developed for 
the crossing of Holly Acres; the mainline section between Holly Acres and 
Moodie; and the Moodie Drive Interchange.  A summary of comments is 
provided below: 
 
Holly Acres Road (Ultimate):   
 
Two alternatives for the ultimate grade separation of Holly Acres were 
presented. 
 
CBLCA expressed concern with options passing under Holly Acres Road due 
to potential impacts to Graham Creek flow velocities and soil conditions in 
the area.   
 
RH explained that any lowering of the creek would likely require work 
downstream to match grades.  He also explained that the undercrossing 
options would require relocating the sanitary sewer force mains west of Holly 
Acres Road and, because the transitway profile would be lower than the creek 
elevation, pumping of the storm sewer would be required. 
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5.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
CBLCA expressed concern with how the City would make sure the contractor 
did not impact the natural areas adjacent to the transitway during 
construction. 
 
JW explained that sensitive areas would be delineated by fencing during 
construction to ensure that the Contractor did not disturb and the City’s 
Contract Administrator would be on-site to ensure compliance. RH explained 
that this was a common technique used to the satisfaction of the City and 
NCC on other projects. 
 
CBLCA asked whether cross-sections or contours could be added to illustrate 
grades and potential impacts to existing landforms. 
 
RH indicated that cross-sections will be provided at the Open House. 
 
CBLCA explained that their community does not currently have adequate 
access to the Transitway at Bayshore Station (neither a park and ride, nor a 
kiss and ride are provided at Bayshore Station, and the stops on Holly Acres 
and the highway ramp have been removed.) 
 
Comment Noted 
 
Mainline Transitway (Ultimate):   
 
RH presented two alternatives for the main line area. 
 
CBLCA asked about the limit of grading encroachment into NCC lands that 
would be required for the option adjacent to the WB 417 lanes. 
 
RH pointed out the permanent sewer easement that runs parallel to the 
highway in this section. RH indicated that the grade in this segment would 
fall within the MTO ROW or the easement. RH explained that the grading 
limits shown on the drawing assume a 3:1 slope which can be reduced where 
necessary to mitigate impacts as required and he indicated that cross sections 
will provided at the POH to illustrate property impacts. 
 
CBLCA asked where MTO’s sound barrier would be located. 
 
RH explained that the limits of the proposed MTO sound barrier are 
identified on the drawing.  The optimal location within the right of way will 
be examined as part of this study. Probable locations are between the 
transitway and highway, or north of the transitway, both within the MTO 
ROW.  
 
CBLCA asked if guide rail would be installed along the transitway. 
 
RH indicated that a barrier between the highway and transitway would be 
required. Furthermore, he suggested that if the transitway could be set at a 
lower grade than the highway, this barrier may also provide the required 

 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MRC 
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5.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

screening of headlights. With respect to other barriers on the north edge he 
indicated that any hazards would be protected as warranted, and that 
appropriate barriers would be included where MTO’s noise wall was placed. 
 
CBLCA asked what type of measures would be used to capture the storm 
drainage. 
 
RH explained that in this section a closed drainage system (sewer pipes) 
would be required between the highway and transitway. Management of that 
runoff would take place within the pipes and manholes. If the transitway was 
constructed as a rural roadway along the north edge, then grassed slopes 
would be investigated as a control measures for the recommended plan.  
 
CBLCA asked whether MTO had provided comments on the mainline option 
that requires shifting highway lanes to the median. 
 
JW explained that the MTO had seen the concept and had expressed concerns 
regarding impacts to highway infrastructure during construction. 
 
CBLCA asked how long it would take to construct the shifted highway 
option. 
 
RH explained that this level of highway reconstruction could take 2 
construction seasons to complete and could be expected to result in similar 
impacts to commuters and the community as the recently completed highway 
widening.  These impacts are currently being assessed and will be presented 
at the Open House. 
 
Moodie Drive (Ultimate): 
 
Two alternatives north of the interchange and two alternatives through the 
interchange were presented. Station locations east of and under Moodie were 
included in the alternatives. 
 
CBLCA noted concerns regarding potential flooding of the proposed station 
at Corkstown Road and indicated that the top of the station grading would 
have to be set accordingly.  CBLCA also indicated that a station would need 
to include a kiss and ride, a cycle facility and pedestrian access. 
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA noted potential site line issues on Moodie with the alternative that 
passes over Moodie Drive. 
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA expressed a desire to see improved pedestrian access from the 
community to the station alternatives and noted a concern that a station under 
Moodie Drive would not serve their community well, as a pedestrian sidewalk 
along the Transitway (under the ramps) would present a safety and security 
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5.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

issue. It was also pointed out that there are currently no sidewalks on Moodie 
Drive or on the bridge over the highway, making future pedestrian access a 
challenge. 
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA expressed an interest in improved cycling access to Bells Corners 
and indicated that a multi-use pathway connection across the Queensway 
similar to the Castlefrank structure would improve access.  
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA identified cycling/vehicular conflicts that could be introduced if the 
station was provided on the Moodie Drive structure. They were also 
concerned about the lane configuration and location of the cycle lanes. 
 
RH indicated that the location of the cycle lanes on the plan presented was a 
‘first cut’ and that the City’s cycling advisory group would be involved in the 
final design. It was recognized that the development of cycle lanes through 
the interchange would be challenging with and without the introduction of a 
transit station at the Moodie structure. 
 
CBLCA asked how employees at Nortel campuses would get to Corkstown 
Station (station east of Moodie). 
 
RH explained that shuttle services or re-routing of existing bus routes or a 
combination of these options could be provided to serve the employment 
areas. 
 
CBLCA suggested that a station location west of Moodie Drive adjacent to 
the NCC’s National Equestrian Park would have less impact on the 
environment and interchange.   
 
Comment Noted 
 
Holly Acres Road (Interim) 
 
A single at-grade option was presented. 
 
CBLCA noted that, if the City wanted to build a Transitway, it should be the 
ultimate Transitway and that an at-grade crossing of Holly Acres Road in the 
interim should not be considered. 
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBCLA provided a reference to the Traffic Operations Report prepared in 
support of MTO’s Highway Widening Project (GWP 663-93-00) and 
requested that the City review the traffic volumes on Holly Acres Road to be 
sure that the intersection would work.  
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5.5 

Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA noted that there is often congestion on Holly Acres in the morning as 
highway traffic exits to access Carling Ave. in order to avoid highway 
congestion.  The at-grade intersection would further exacerbate this issue. 
 
Comment Noted 
 
CBLCA asked what the impact would be to the existing berm.   
 
RH indicated that the impact to the berm would be limited to edge impacts 
and would likely result in the construction of a toe-wall in this area, but that 
the height of the berm and majority of the landscaping would remain intact. 
 
CBLCA expressed concern with the intersection and signal timings and 
indicated that traffic modeling would be required. 
 
RH confirmed that traffic modeling would be carried out to confirm the 
current and future LOS under the interim configuration. 
 
Moodie Drive (Interim) 
 
Two interim configuration were presented. 
 
CBCLA expressed concern with the proposed intersection and associated 
signal timings.  Traffic modeling will be required to prove that this 
intersection works using today’s traffic volumes and projected traffic 
volumes. 
 
RH explained that current and projected volumes will be modeled.   
 
CBLCA expressed concerns with the cycling lanes located between cars and 
buses. 
 
RH explained that the project team will work with the City’s cycling advisory 
group to find a workable solution to this issue. 
 
CBLCA identified a desire for pedestrian/cycling access to the interim 
station.  

 
The forgoing represents the writer’s understanding of the major items of discussion and the decisions 
reached and/or future actions required.   
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
 
McCormick Rankin Corp. 
 
 
T. Dickinson, MCIP, RPP 
cc:  All attendees 
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