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Memorandum   

TO:  
J. A. Mullan, P.Eng. 
President & CEO 
Ainley Group 

550 Wellham Road 
Barrie, ON 
L4N 8Z7 

  

 

 

FROM: 
Ian F. Clark, B.A., M.SC.Pl. 
Mark Jamieson 

PROJECT: 
6860-10 
Midhurst Development Plan 

DATE: 
Nov 11, 2016 
 

 

SUBJECT:   SUMMARY OF BENEFITS OF CRAIG ROAD EXTENSION 

 

Introduction 

The Midhurst Class Environmental Assessment includes the provision of a new east-west road at the north-
end of Midhurst which is referred to as the Craig Road Extension. 
 

The planned Craig Road Extension will link the existing Forbes Road and Highway 400 interchange in the 
east with County Road 27 in the west, providing a direct route between Highways 400 and County Road 27.  
By providing this link, traffic (including truck traffic) travelling between these two north-south corridors will 

have a more direct route available and will no longer need to travel through the established areas of Midhurst,  
namely along Doran Road and Findlay Mill Road. 
 

This memorandum summarizes the estimated volumes that will utilize the Craig Road extension and the 
benefits it will have for various user groups (i.e. for existing traffic routing through the Midhurst community, for 
accommodating future regional traffic growth, and for traffic from new development within Midhurst).  

 

Existing Traffic 

Non-local through traffic travelling between Highway 400 and Highway 26 represents the largest component 
of existing traffic volumes that utilize Russell Road, Doran Road and Findlay Mill Road.  Given the improved 

connection that Craig Road would provide, the existing Midhurst residents in the vicinity of Doran Road, 
Finlay Mill Road, and Russell Road would benefit from a reduction in traffic in the area as the non-local traffic 
would divert to the Craig Road extension.  Existing through traffic volumes that would divert to Craig Road are 

estimated and summarized in Table 1. 
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Re: Township of Springwater Midhurst Water, Waste Water & Transportation Class 

Environmental Assessment (Phase 3 & 4) Public information Center (PIC) - October 18th 
2016. 

City of Barrie staff have attended the PIC and reviewed the information on the Township web site 
www.springwater.ca/msp. This letter is to advise you of our comments regarding the proposed 
transportation options. 

This PIC has identified the Doran Development (Area 1 & 2} and Carson Development Area (Area 3} 
within the Mid hurst settlement plan. The City is requesting additional information/clarification with regards 
to the proposed future traffic generation associated with the expanding settlement area and its' impact 
upon existing City transportation corridors such as Ferndale Drive, Anne Street, Bayfield Street and St. 
Vincent Street. This information will also be assessed in the update of the City of Barrie Multi Modal 
Active Transportation Master Plan (MMATMP). 

Please find the City's comments with regards to the PIC below: 

1. The presentation boards at the PIC did not clearly illustrate the proposed timing for the 
transportation improvements. 

2. The background Transportation Study Section 2.2. did not appear to account for traffic volumes 
on Anne Street. This road is a direct link into the City and is suspected to be a preferred route for 
the Carson Development Area. Please advise why this route is not being considered as a major 
transportation link in the proposed secondary Transportation Plan. 

3. Please clarify why the Draft Traffic Operational Analysis selected only the Bayfield Street corridor 
to determine annual transportation growth rates for the overall secondary plan. The Forbes Road 
growth rate is indicated to be higher and is understood to be the primary traffic route for the 
Doran Development area. 

4. Section 4.3.1 indicates that trips from the Carson development area will be routed through the 
residential area and not along boundary roads to the employment lands located along Snow 
Valley Road. The information provided on the PIC slides and presentation indicated that Anne 
Street will not be extended through to Snow Valley Road for vehicle transportation purposes. 
Please confirm that the development area will have a single local street access to the 
employment land area of Snow Valley Road and that there are no intentions of extending Anne 
Street north to Snow Valley Road 

5. Section 4.3.2 Trip Distribution & Assignment indicates that 70% of the "to and from" traffic trips 
would be from the south of Mid hurst. The report also indicates the Carson Road development 
area including employment lands will use Highway 26/Bayfield Street, Anne Street or Wilson 
Road as the prime routes with 20% of the trips expected to use Anne Street as a route both to 
and from. Table 4.3.1 reflects the proposed trip distribution; however the existing traffic 
assessment has not considered traffic growth on Anne Street. 

.. 
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6. Draft Traffic Operational Analysts has not accounted for Saturday tnips. i 1he [proposed Midhurst 
Development appears to be planned with minimal retail shopping uses. fhe City of Bernie would 
be the nearest destination on weekends for family and home essentia'ls. Alrnrne, Bayfield and Sl 
VIncent Street would all be impacted during peak travel periods. fP.lease IUJpdate the Operatlo.lilal 
Analysis to account for Saturday trips. 

7. The PIC presentation slides did not accurately indicate what road improvements are [planned for 
Anne or St. Vinoent Street. Figure 13 indicates Anne and St. Vincent Streets to be reconstructed 
in Stage 3 but does not clearly indicate what is being constructed. Pllease clarify rnumber of 
lanes, bil<e lanes, sidewalks etc. 

a. Please provide clarification as to the estimated start time of Phase 1 - Stage 3. 

9. Please clarify how the County of Simcoe Transportation Master P~an has beern considered. 
There does not appear to be any consideration for transit or the expa.msion of mun1cipal transit 
Into the Community. 

The City is pleased to see that the transportation plan has accounted for .active ~an'51Portation and that the 
proposed bicycle Janes identified will ali.gn with the City's future active trans:porta·tiion jplan on tlile b·oundary 
roads ofFemdale Drive, Anne Street and St. Vincent Street. 

Thank you for the opportunity to attend the Pubic Information Meeting. and provide ·oomtme,mts. Please 
continue to keep the City of Barrie informed of the Class EA project process, 

If you wish to discuss the comments, please feel free to contact Mr. Lorran Cooney at {70S) 726-4242 or 
e=maillorran.Coonev@barrie.ca 

LC/Ih 
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Joe Mullan 

Subject: FW: FW: Mills Circle road safety 

From: 
Sent: 
To: don.allen@springwater.ca; bill.french@springwater.ca; jennifer.coughlin@springwater.ca 
Subject: Mills Circle road safety 

Hello Mayor and councilors. 

I understand you are proposing an extension of Craig Road to County Road 27. This will increase traffic volume to Hwy 
#27 

I would like to ask that you consider and ensure the safety of Mills Circle residents. We have had accidents and many, 
many near misses of people passing us on both sides while attempting to make turns into our subdivision. It has always 
been a very dangerous turn and we would very much appreciate that is this proposal does go through, that you look at 
ways to increase our safety as well. 

Also a bike lane has been discussed and would be utilized as well. 

Thanking you for your time in consideration of this matter 



Dated: November 16, 2016 

To: Springwater Township Council 

From: 

Regarding: EA 3 and 4 Midhurst Secondary Plan 
Citizen Observations and Suggestions on Traffic Study and Its Implications 

Dear Council Members, 

I have two overriding concerns regarding the MSP and the traffic which will be generated by it. 
First and foremost is the safety of our children and elderly. 
The second is the f inancial impact on the borrowing ability of the Town and the realty tax increases that 
might be required to service these potential debts. 

Observations 

1. Council has not ensured that the Residents of M id hurst understand exactly how much traffic will 
increase along their primary and secondary roads in the village and what the implications of this 
potentia l traffic increase might be. (specifically its effect on law enforcement or the lack thereof, 
accidents, potential traffic delays, etc.) Inviting them to presentations will never fulfill the need 
to have Informed Public Consent. Once the following requested information and studies are 
complete, the full details shou ld be mailed to each residence in Midhurst and then a 
referendum on the options outl ined under Traffic Calming below should be held. The MSP EA 3 
and 4 should not be voted on until that is complete. 

2. The Town's Engineer Ainley, has been asked several times by members ofthe Liaison committee 
(since March 2016) to forward a summary sheet showing their estimates of how many vehicles 
will use each identified commuter road for each stage of each development in each 
neighbourhood. We also asked that the su mmary include the 2008 and the 2013 estimates for 
each roadway so we might determine what future traffic numbers might look like even if the 
Doran Road Development is never built. 
Ainley has provided estimated traffic numbers for each commuter roadway for 2013, 2031 and 
2041 numbers in a very confusing hard to read chart. 
We must have the deta iled figures so we can test their estimates against the actually traffic 
numbers going forward, because the phased in infrastructure recommendations are based on 
these staged in numbers. If traffic is heavier than estimated, then the infrastructure will need to 
be bu il t by the developers sooner. Without these numbers, the developers will argue that 
infrastructure is based on the number of homes built, not how many new car trips are 
generated. 
We also need these estimates so we can make su re that the eight (8) probable trips per 
household that Ainley is assuming, will all be accounted for. (That's nearly 50,000 additional 
vehicles trips generated by the full MSP Phase 1 and 2 build out) 
Because of the discovery by Ainley that traffic flow through the village along the designated 
commuter routes has increased by an average of 124% from 2008 to 2013, the chart should 



also include estimates of new levels of traffic passing t hrough the vil lage from residents and 
businesses living north and south of Midhurst (not generated by the MSP) for each Stage of each 
Phase of each Development. 
I believe that when these figures are factored in, we will discover that vehicle traffic along some 
of our commuter roadways will be above capacity before the MSP is ever completed. 
It should also be noted that Ainley's estimates are just that. Two hour traffic counts were made 
in 2008 and 2013 at locations along commuter routes. Then Ministry of Transport (MOT) 
mathematical formulas were applied. This met all MOT guidelines. However, some unknown 
third party (be it Developers, County or Province) were concerned enough about the veracity of 
these traffic numbers t hat t hey conducted a 5 day traffic count (with traffic count meters) 
during t he 2016 Victoria Day weekend, at 7 locations along St Vincent and t hen followed it up 
with a sim ilar study along Finlay M ill Rd. The questions remain who and why and why were we 
not informed that these studies were taken place and then w hy didn't our engineers or town 
staff recommend that we conduct these same real time studies. 

3. The Craig Road bypass will become an absolute necessity if the concerns expressed in point two 
come to pass. We must have hard and firm costs associated with the construction of this bypass, 
(in addition to peered reviewed estimates.) I would recommend that construction bids be 
requested for its construction, before any other construction associated with the MSP be 
allowed to commence. 
The Town will have to fund 100% of the borrowing costs for the Craig Road Bypass before any 
Development Charges can be collected. If the Town proceeds with plans to build the Bypass 
before any Doran Road homes are bu ilt, it is conceivable t hat a disruption to the economy could 
delay construction of homes, meaning tax revenue would have to be diverted to pay for the 
Bypass. Will there be enough revenue coming in to avoid a massive increase in the tax rate or 
destroy our borrowing ability for any of the other infrastructure or repairs required by the 
Township? 

4. Any estimate on construction of the Craig Road bypass should contain a secondary quote to pre
build bridges to 4 lanes. If we don't plan for this eventuality the cost to do so in the future could 
be cost prohibit ive. If combined organic traffic growth and MSP generated traffic growth exceed 
Ainley estimates and we ca nnot afford to expand the Bypass to 4 lanes, the traffic will f ind its 
way south and overwhelm the Village. 

5. INFASTRUCTURE EXPENSE. 
For the Public Record, the citizens of Springwater have been told repeatedly since the beginning 
of the MSP conversations that the Developers would pay for the entire infrastructure associated 
with the MSP. During Liaison committee meetings it came to light that the Developers would 
not pay for the Craig Road bypass because Council, Town Staff and our Engineers of the day 
FORGOT to include it in the list of road ways required. 
It was also discovered t hat the Developers also felt t hat they should not be requ ired to pay 
Development Charges associated w ith t he Craig Road bypass, but as a matter of good will they 
agreed to have the Craig Road bypass included within. (note: they will only pay DC's if the 
housing projects are actually built) 
Completion of Traffic calming studies and referendum, along with firm costs associated with the 
four (4) lane Craig Road bypass would allow us to go into negotiations with the Developers 
during the cost sharing portion of this plan in a far stronger negotiating position. 



As a sub note it should be noted that the Developers will not pay for improvement to our 
secondary roads in Midhurst. Waite, Park Trail, Silverwood, Frid, Green Pine Road and Spence 
might all require upgrades and sidewalks installed to accommodate traffic bypassing clogged 
primary roads. 

6. TRAFFIC CALMING: 
I would like to point out that nearly 100% of the new traffic going through the Village of 
Midhurst will be generated by people who do not live here. They will not have a vested interest 
in our community and probably will not know any of its residents. We will become another place 
they just drive through, as quickly as possible, to get to work or shop or pick up or drop off their 
kids. 
They won't care about the safety of our residents and we will not have sufficient traffic 

enforcement to ensure compliance with traffic laws. 
Before the Town votes to accept or change the EA 3 and 4 Traffic plans associated with the MSP 
we should ask for one more study. What are the traffic implications and associated costs and/or 
savings involved in implementing a full traffic calming plan, (either slowing traffic down through 
the village, as a disincentive to use these roads by NON Midhurst traffic) or a full traffic diversion 
plan, (prohibiting traffic going southbound out of, or northbound into the new Doran Road MSP 
developments) 

Once the first Child is run over and killed in the village, the Town must be ready to respond. Or 
the Town can take pre-emptive action now and impose traffic calming before this tragedy 
occurs. 

Thank you for your consideration 



Joe Mullan 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

ay, October 18, 2016 10:28 AM 
Midhurst Class EA 

Subject: call ea-midhurst water/wastewater transportation 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Good Morning, 

Follow up 
Flagged 

On behalf of the Chippewas of Georgina Island I would like to thank you for your notice on the Class EA on the Water 
Wastewater Transportation Mid hurst Secondary Plan. 

Although we could not attend the public open house we would like to receive any information you can provide on the 
project or if you could forward me some links where I can find the information online? The Chippewas of Georgina 
Island would like to review the project and assess the proposed project and its potential impacts on Lake Simcoe. 

This information can be forwarded to: 
or by email@ 
or by phone@ 

Also, if any other First Nation you are in consultation with has an objection with these plans, we would like to be 
notified. 

Thank you. 

Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 

GEOR ~INA 
I LAND 
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