Date: 3/9/2016 2:21 PM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/8/2016 4:35 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 8-Mar-2016 4:35 PM

NAME: tony martin
ORGANIZATION:
PHONE:

EMAIL
COMMENTS1: this project needs to move forward. the current maley drive is an embarrassment to the

city. Lasalle has too much traffic, including transports that are destroying the newly fixed road. get this
done.






Date: 3/8/2016 3:37 PM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/8/2016 1:21 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 8-Mar-2016 1:21 PM

NAME: dr tony martin sr

ORGANI ;

PHONE,

EMAIL:

COMMENTS1: this project is essential for Sudbury . City has allowed for development in Garson so
Maley extension needed. with feds and province kicking in this is a no brainer. | moved from Timmins in
the year 2000 city council was talking about this project. Maley is currently an embarrassment.



rage 1 ot |

Mayor - Maley Drive

From:  Christine Maurice <N

To: "mayor@greatersudbury.ca”" <mayor@greatersudbury.ca>
Date: 3/15/2016 6:49 PM
Subject: Maley Drive

Good evening,

| have written to my councillor, Mr. Kirwan, about this matter. The Maley Drive project is very
important to people in the Valley, northern part of the city and New Sudbury area. Please do all you
can to make sure this project moves forward. It is crucial to future development and special interest

groups have created delays for too long.

Thanks for all your hard work on our behalf.

Christine Maurice
Val Caron, ON

file:///C:/Users/tekO4dev/AppData/Local/Temp/XPGrpWise/56E85951CGS-DOMAINCG...  3/16/2016




Date: 3/18/2016 12:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/18/2016 12:07 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 18-Mar-2016 12:07 PM

NAME: Steve May

ORGANIZATION: N.A.

PHONE: N.A.

EMAIL:

COMMENTS1: Thank you for providing an extended opportunity for the public to provide submissions on
the proposed Maley Drive Extension Phase 1 project, as new information was presented to the public
after the close of the written submission period prior to the March 1st public input meeting. Interestingly,
some of this information was not "new" at all, in the sense that the City has been well aware of it for some
time now, but had not previously shared it with the public or Council. Here | am referring to Section 10.2
of the Business Case Report which references the presence of species at risk in a location west of the
existing Barrydowne/Maley Drive intersection — and right in the midst of the proposed corridor. The City
must have had this information available since at least 2013, as the Business Case Report refers to two
"assessments" conducted by the City in support of Overall Benefit Permits with the Ministry of Natural
Resources and Forestry.

As | have already commented extensively on the Maley Drive Phase 1 Project as part of my earlier
submission to Council, | will focus here exclusively on the matter related to species at risk. As you know,
the 1995 Class Environmental Assessment that was prepared by Marshall Macklin Monaghan did not
identify the presence of species at risk. It was this EA which the then Region of Sudbury relied on to
select the best transportation alternative to address issues that it had identified at that time. That best
alternative is the one that remains on the table today as part of the Maley Drive Extension, Phases 1 and
2. ltis the alternative which Council is being asked to support at the upcoming Council meeting of March
22nd, 2016.

In 2008, the 1995 Environmental Assessment was supplemented by an Addendum. It did not identify the
presence of species at risk in the Maley corridor. It also did not review any proposed alternatives to the
location of the proposed corridor, as that was beyond its mandate.

Clearly, since 1995 and 2008, with the more recent discovery of the presence of species at risk in the
corridor, the environmental circumstances impacting the Maley Drive project have changed. As you
know, the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change's Code of Practice identifies the need for a new
assessment at times where the environmental conditions for the project have changed. At present, there
has been no new Environmental Assessment undertaken by the City which evaluates transportation
alternatives which do not negatively impact the existing habitat of species at risk. Until such an
undertaking is conducted, it is premature to determine that the proposed Maley Drive corridor represents
the best transportation option.

| strongly urge the City of Greater Sudbury to commence a new Environmental Assessment which
identifies the transportation issue under consideration, and alternatives to address that issue based on up-
to-date socio-economic and environmental circumstances, including the presence of species at risk
habitat. The City should also look at other transportation options, including the provision of better transit
services, along with the use of transportation demand management, to address its long-term
transportation needs .

I also understand that despite my urging, this isn't likely to happen. | understand too that the City is in the
process of working with the Ministry of Natural Resources to obtain an Overall Benefit Permit to allow the
Maley Drive Phase 1 project to proceed, as per the recommendations of the 1995 Environmental
Assessment, and subsequent decisions of Council. | also understand that the portion of the proposed
corridor which will impact the species at risk habitat will not be the first section of the Phase 1 project to
proceed, so other elements of the Phase Project can be constructed even without an Overall Benefit

Permit.
Proceeding in this manner poses significant risk to the City. What will happen if the Ministry of Natural



Resources doesn't issue an Overall Benefit Permit? The City will have built half of a road — one which
doesn't connect to the Maley Drive/Barrydowne intersection. Sensible planning for this project should at
the very least mean that all necessary approvals from senior levels of government are in place prior to
committing to the undertaking. | understand that previous Councils resolved to pursue this project — but
at the time that those Resolutions were made, there was no discussion about the need of an Overall
Benefit Permit from the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry, because the species at risk habitat
had not been identified in either the 1995 Environmental Assessment or the 2008 Addendum.

Until such a time that the anticipated impacts of the new road on the existing species at risk habitat have
been assessed through an appropriate process, and should it then be determined that the best alternative
is one which will negatively impact the habitat and an Overall Benefit Permit is issued, it is premature for
the City to move ahead with this project, and exposing itself to the financial risk of not being able to
complete the project as planned and budgeted.

Please step back and engage in the appropriate level of assessment necessary to move forward with
appropriate transportation options to meet the City's future needs, while not negatively impacting species
at risk as per the Endangered Species Act. Please undertake a new Environmental Assessment before
proceeding with any aspect of the Maley Drive Phase 1 project.




Date: 3/16/2016 11:12 AM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/16/2016 8:28 AM >>>
This form was sent at: 16-Mar-2016 8:28 AM

NAME: Priscille Montgomery

ORGANIZATION:

PHONE:

EMAIL: | .

COMMENTS: | agree with the Maley Drive project!

We need alternate routes to navigate our city.

When we lived in Thunder bay it was easy to get around the city because they had routes that diverted
traffic away from the core streets.

It was the same in Duluth Minnesota, amazing alternate routes that divert the heavier (transports etc.)
traffic away from the residential & business areas.

This project has been talked about and kicked around since we moved back to Sudbury 19 years ago.
Its time to put the shovel in the ground and get it started.



Date: 3/16/2016 11:13 AM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/15/2016 10:41 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 15-Mar-2016 10:40 PM

NAME: R.W. Montgomery

ORGANIZATION:

PHONE:

EMAIL.

COMMENTS1: This project has been on the books & minds of sudburians for many years. It's a
comforting feeling to know that this Mayor & Council is acting in the best interest of our citizens in bringing
this project to fruition.

| have seen similar roads like the proposed extension in other communities; in Thunder Bay the ring
road/by-pass was a great success, but it too had its distractors much like Maley does.

It quite troubling to see a very small group of sudburians hold hostage the progress of Maley Drive with
inaccurate one sided information; | find these citizens & the group they formed are counter productive to
not only Maley Drive but to the second Avenue project as well... I'd like the citizens who agree with these
projects to voice their opinion; if they voiced it, we would have a resounding YEA to those few
troublesome NAYS who oppose this project. )

They constantly send opinion pieces with inaccurate information that our local press gobbles up as fact.
If our local news agencies voiced the same words that they printed in their Opinion pieces from the
naysayers, well, they would be regarded as trying to control the agenda at city hall. It's time; time for the
city to bring Maley Drive to realization!



Date: 3/16/2016 11:12 AM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/16/2016 8:12 AM >>>
This form was sent at: 16-Mar-2016 8:12 AM

NAME: Robert Montgomery
priou: H
PHONE:

EMAIL:

COMMENTS1: | am sending my submission again.. it was not acknowledging that it was sent last night.
Thank You.

This project has been on the books & minds of Sudburians for many years.
It's a comforting feeling to know that this Mayor & Council is acting in the best interest of our citizens in
bringing this project to fruition.

I have seen similar roads like the proposed extension in other communities; in Thunder Bay the ring
road/by-pass was a great success, but it too had its distractors much like Maley does.

It quite troubling to see a very small group of sudburians hold hostage the progress of Maley Drive with
inaccurate one sided information; | find these citizens & the group they formed are counter productive to
not only Maley Drive but to the second Avenue project as well... I'd like the citizens who agree with these
projects to voice their opinion; if they voiced it, we would have a resounding YEA to those few
troublesome NAYS who oppose this project.

They constantly send opinion pieces with inaccurate information that our local press gobbles up as fact.
If our local news agencies voiced the same words that they printed in their Opinion pieces from the

naysayers, well, they would be regarded as trying to contral the agenda at city hall. It's time; time for the
city to bring Maley Drive to realization!






Date: 3/17/2016 1:18 PM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/17/2016 12:45 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 17-Mar-2016 12:44 PM

NAME: Claude Nadon
ORGANI : i
PHONE:

idual

COMME : With all the negative comments regarding the Maley Drive extension, | wanted to provide
an option that could be more acceptable. | believe that the extension is warranted but there

are some outcomes that are difficult to predict such as the

amount of traffic that will benefit and possible development opportunities.

| believe that the city should consider developing the extension

as a two lane road with turning lanes where required and reasonable connection to the roads being
crossed. The two

lane road should be designed to an enhanced standard to accommodate truck traffic. | believe the
reduced cost would

likely satisfy many taxpayers and still provide an adequate

option for users to by pass Lasalle Boulevard and the Kingsway.

In twenty or thirty years, when the road needs rehabilitation, the city would be in a better position to
consider a four lane
design to accommodate increased traffic or other needs.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Claude Nadon




Date: 3/17/2016 1:18 PM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/17/2016 12:37 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 17-Mar-2016 12:37 PM

NAME: Nathalie

ORGANIZATION:

PHONE:

EMAIL:

COMMENTS1; Disagree with Maley Drive Extension!!!






Enclosed please find a copy of a 2014 motion advanced by the chamber’s Maley Drive Task Force and
approved by our Board of Directors that outlines the chamber’s position on Maley Drive.

We would be happy to discuss this further with you. If interested, please contact us at
policy@sudburychamber,ca.

We look forward to your response on this matter.

Yours truly,

NN F AV EFVY
Debbi M. Nicholson
PRESIDENT & CEO

avnd Boyce Chan
MALEY DRIVE TASK FORCE

cc: Northern Life
Sudbury Star
Le Voyageur



Motion: Maley Drive Taskforce 2014

WHEREAS, the Greater Sudbury Chamber of Commerce is an advocate for economic
development;

WHEREAS, the Greater Sudbury Chamber of Commerce’s membership has identified roads and
the relief of traffic congestion in the City as top priorities;

WHEREAS the Maley Drive Extension will improve safety and traffic flow within the City of
Greater Sudbury for the benefit of its citizens, businesses and the mining companies operating in
the City;

WHEREAS, the Greater Sudbury Chamber of Commerce has advocated for the timely
completion of the Maley Drive Extension since 2009;

WHEREAS, more than $4 million has been spent by local government to maintain Maley Drive
in a construction ready state and has set aside $2.4 million a year since 2009 to advance the
project;

WHEREAS the provincial government has agreed to allocate $26.7 million towards the first
phase of the Extension and the federal government has expressed support to finance the project;

WHEREAS, the overall construction of the Maley Drive Extension will create approximately
1,400 jobs and contribute an estimated $156 million to the national gross domestic product,
reduce traffic by as much as 4,000 vehicles a day on routes including the Kingsway and Lasalle
Boulevard, remove heavy truck traffic from major arterial routes, enhance safety, improve access
to core business and retail areas of the city and increase the efficiency of transporting aggregate
and ore within the City of Greater Sudbury;

WHERTEAS, the Maley Drive Extension will help position the City of Greater Sudbury as an
attractive location for future business opportunities, such as a-processing plant for ore mined in
the Ring of Fire;

WHEREAS, this project requires demonstrated community support in order to be advanced as a
priority project by the new City Council and with the Provincial and Federal governments;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Maley Drive Taskforce recommends to the Board
of Directors THAT it reaffirms its support for the Maley Drive Extension project and that it carry
out a public advocacy campaign that supports the timely completion of this project.



March 18, 2016

Tony Cecutti, General Manager of Infrastructure
City of Greater Sudbury

200 Brady St.

Sudbury, ON P3A 5P3

Dear Mr. Cecutti,

RE: Maley Drive Extension Project
Thank you for the opportunity to submit additional comments about the Maley Drive Extension Project.
To summarize my concerns:

- 1 am concerned that the stated benefits are unachievable or will benefit only very select sectors of
our population; that some may only be realized if both phase 1 and phase 2 of the project are done;
and that some may only be realized with additional non-funded interventions.

- 1 am concerned that our share of the phase 1 costs will be much higher than $27.5M and that doing
phase 1 will commit us to doing phase 2 which has as of yet an undetermined cost.

- 1 am concerned that we are not properly evaluating or mitigating the damage this project will cause
to our environment and to species at risk.

- I am concerned that there is not a clear understanding of the real level of public support for this
project and that the opinions of experts like Dr. David Robinson, a respected economist, have not
been given the proper weight in the decision to build this road.

- 1 am concerned that we continue to think that road expansion is a top priority for our City, to the
detriment of other necessary projects.

Background

I’'m a mother and grandmother who has family here and who wants to see a better city for me and for
my children and grandchildren.

| am a concerned taxpayer, who strongly believes in citizen and political engagement. I've owned my
home in New Sudbury for over 30 years.

| live close to Falconbridge Road, and use Lasalle daily — with my car, on my bike, while walking
(sometimes with my dog Holly), and | take transit. My trips there aren’t pretty. Lasalle is ugly, with lots
of gas fumes, lots of traffic at certain times of the day, and sometimes a lot of speeding. It’s not
pleasant, even in my car.

| can say the same for many of our roads that were built exclusively for cars. | want to see New Sudbury
(and all of Greater Sudbury) become a more liveable community because it's my home. | have made a
conscious decision to not move away, to retire here, and | want my community to reflect my needs and
wants.

My feedback reflects my personal perspective as a taxpayer, and | am not representing any group or
organization. | am not an engineer or an urban planner, but | have travelled extensively and have seen
what other cities are doing. And | am concerned that the decisions made today will return to haunt my
grandchildren.
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| want to see my tax dollars go towards projects that will have concrete and measurable results, and that
have a major “liveability” impact on all of our residents.

Please accept my following comments.
Council vote, March 22, 2016

| am concerned that there is a Council vote on Maley Drive on March 22™. Will Council have an
opportunity to see all of the submitted comments prior to the vote? If they do not, they will not have
seen all citizen submissions prior to making a decision, which makes this exercise moot. Even if the
feedback is provided, how can they digest this information in time to make an informed decision? If the
City is really serious about doing proper community consultation, we need to do better. Having a vote
two business days after the consultation period is closed tells residents that their input really doesn’t
count.

Stated benefit: Maley’s going to save drivers money.

Maley will apparently save drivers $11.1 million per year and 457,000 vehicles hours per year. Auto
drivers will save $1.15 million annually while truck drivers will save approximately $360,000 per year in
vehicle operating costs. Exactly how many people will benefit — 1,000? 10,0007 50,0007 | rarely use
Maley; maybe less than 10 times per year. So | can tell you that | won’t be one of those individuals
who’ll be saving dollars. So who exactly will benefit? Are we subsidizing only a select few?

Stated benefit: Maley’s going to cut down on CO2 emissions.

As someone who believes that we need to do better with our environment, | support cutting emissions.
In Canada, the transportation sector produces 23% of greenhouse gas emissions, second only to oil and
gas, which comes in at 25%. But Maley is only going to save us 2,459 metric tons of CO2 and $218,000
per year. That’s a pretty low return on investment.

I'd like to see us to fund initiatives with more impact that will make our air better for me and for my
family. For example, let’s set a target to decrease 10% of car traffic city-wide, especially single passenger
car traffic and let’s implement measures to make sure we reach that target. Let’s use Transportation
Demand Management to make a real difference.

In your last presentation to Council, you did not present any data on the impact of building the road,
including the CO2 emissions that will be created by the construction and the impact of having less
vegetation and trees.

Will Maley truly be of benefit for CO2 emissions? And the stated benefits will be reduced even more if
phase 2 is done.

Stated benefit: Maley’s going to reduce traffic on Lasalle

I’'m concerned that there are so many studies now that indicate that building more roads just creates
more traffic. Are we really going to realize the traffic reductions that we expect or is Maley not going to
make any difference at all?
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Stated benefit: Maley supports the mining industry

| appreciate that we want to support one of our larger economic drivers. But frankly, neither | nor
anyone in my family will see a direct benefit from my tax dollars being spent on Maley. Are we
subsidizing one industry to the detriment of other subsidies that would impact more people, or that
would increase the quality of life for us all?

Stated benefit: Maley’s going to reduce congestion and allow businesses to get more done in a day

There have been comments from some residents that we have such severe congestion that we need to
build additional roads and widen other roads. But we’re really not congested in comparison to other
cities. And when we’re congested it’s only for a small percentage of the day — during rush hour. Does
our “congestion” really need to be reduced by building a road? Or can it be dealt with in other ways?

Stated benefit: Maley’s going to create jobs

We will apparently generate 780 jobs. However, not for me, not for my family and not for anyone that |
know. And I’'m concerned that this project is creating only temporary jobs, not permanent ones, and
that people who will be getting those jobs won’t necessarily be Sudbury residents. There are no long-
term job benefits to Maley and this is a detriment, not a benefit. Maybe we need to prioritize and
subsidize initiatives that will create permanent jobs?

Maley’s going to cost city tax payers $27.5M

| keep hearing that the City has set all of this aside. That’s not what the Capital Budget reports say. Do
we or do we not have the full amount? If we don’t, how are we going to get the rest? Will other projects
not get done because we need to direct scare funds to Maley? And what happens if there’s a significant
cost over-run? Will you increase my taxes to pay for this? Will you decrease services in other areas to
pay for this?

I’'m concerned that the costs will be much more than expected. If | understand correctly, you have built
in a 5% confidence factor on the costs of phase 1 of the project. How accurate is this? That seems to be
a pretty low figure. You can appreciate that if you come back to Council with an ask to increase the
budget for whatever reason, there will be a massive uproar.

| am also concerned that most of the benefits that have explained seem to be based on the whole Maley
project (phase 1 and phase 2 together). Yet we have no confirmed costs for phase two. What happens if
you don’t get approval to build phase 2? Will the stated benefits be realized?

| am very concerned that this project will become an elephant that we will have to continue to feed for
many, many years.

Benefit: Maley’s going to get the ore and other large trucks off Lasalle

This is a benefit | can support. It’s scary walking and riding a bike when those trucks zoom up beside you.
However, we talk about “encouraging” trucks to use Maley. If one of the primary considerations is that
we want to remove this traffic from Lasalle, we need to do more than just “encourage”.

There will still be some truck traffic because of deliveries of goods to businesses, but we need to
legislate that the undesired trucks will not be allowed to use Lasalle.
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Benefit: Maley’s going to promote walking, cycling, and use of public transit by removing traffic
volumes and large vehicles from Lasalle

That would indeed be a benefit, but just removing traffic and large vehicles isn’t going to help make
Lasalle more liveable. Lasalle will still be a dangerous road for people who walk, bike and take transit.
There are other things that you must do if you want to realise this objective.

You need to make all sidewalks safer and plow them in the winter —just as good as you plow the road.
You need to install more bus shelters, clear all bus stops of snow to encourage people to take the bus,
and make bus service more frequent. You need to build physically separated bike lanes or cycle tracks by
doing a road diet or narrowing lanes. You need to do traffic calming on the road, and enforce speed
limits. You need to retrofit intersections so they are safer for pedestrians and cyclists.

Those initiatives will promote walking, cycling, and use of public transit and until they are done, there
will be very little benefits realized.

Where is the budget and timelines for these initiatives?
Maley’s going to make Lasalle more liveable for everyone

An underlying message is that Lasalle will become more liveable. But that won’t happen just by building
Maley. Are you going to plant trees and other greenery, hide all of those really ugly parking lots, put
benches for people to sit and rest, put in parkettes, encourage meeting places for people, provide
people with a reason to walk and bike along this street? Building Maley won’t make Lasalle better just
on its own.

Stated benefit: Maley Drive will be constructed with paved shoulders that will provide separation for
cyclists

My understanding was that Maley would be a through-road, that is, you can only get on or off at the
major intersections. You’ll see high speed traffic, large volumes of traffic and all of those large trucks
that now won’t use Lasalle.

However, there is a lot of talk about how Maley will “open up development”. Will development be
allowed off Maley? There are currently destination points on Maley, and now there’s talk of having
more.

Cycling is not just a recreational activity. It is a vital transportation option for many of our residents, one
that is reliable, cheap, and better for your health. From a social equity perspective, we have an
obligation to provide safe and comfortable transportation options for everyone on all of our roads.

Very few people will feel safe on paved shoulders on this type of road. We need to ensure that cyclists
of ages and abilities are able to get to the destinations they need to get to. Maley needs to be a valid
corridor for all transportation. There should be separated bicycle infrastructure on Maley. Physically
separated, not just separated with a line on the pavement.
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Environmental impact

| am one of the Co-Chairs of the Junction Creek Stewardship Committee. | am very concerned about the
impact on the Creek, which is a jewel in my ward. | am very concerned about the impact on species at
risk and about the impact on the affected wetlands.

| fear that any effective mitigation that will be needed will drive up the cost of the project, and that the
City may take the position that it can’t afford to do proper mitigation. We have an environmental and
ethical obligation to ensure that building any road does not adversely affect our environment or destroy
other specifies.

Will there be a commitment to do whatever it takes to do this? And where will the money come from?

Our wetlands have a definite role in our ecosystem and in flood mitigation. Has there been an
assessment of the impact of destroying wetlands which currently minimize flooding in the City core?

Federal and provincial funding

| clearly understand that any federal and provincial funding for this project cannot be used for projects.
We would need to reapply with other projects. | understand that we are nervous about withdrawing this
project after having aggressively promoted it. But are we making a major mistake to save face? Even if
our share of the costs could be significantly higher?

The federal government’s yet to be announced build fund has been promoted by many federal
politicians, including the Finance Minister and Prime Minister Trudeau. | have watched interviews where
there are stated priorities, in particular social housing and public transportation.

We seem to be going in the opposite direction. Our focus seems to be all on roads. | am very concerned
that the only “shovel ready” projects that our city seems to have are ones to build more roads. That’s in
direct opposition to so many other cities and to what we really need.

The future

We need to stop living in the past, and look to the future. Just because projects have been on the books
for a number of years doesn’t meant that they are the right thing to do now. Maley Drive is not the only
road project that needs to be reassessed.

And the future is not about building more roads. It's about reducing single passenger car traffic, it’s
about making public transit affordable and reliable, it’s about making our streets and roads safer for
everyone, it’'s about realizing that our very high level of continued subsidization of car drivers is
unsustainable.

We are apparently ready to fund this project in order to address specifically the needs of people who
drive cars and trucks. We need to also fund projects that address the liveability of our community and
the needs of people who can’t or don’t want to own cars.

In summary

If we decide to move forward with this initiative, it should be complimented by other initiatives that
will truly benefit our community as a whole. That would include retrofitting Lasalle to make it more
liveable, doing whatever it takes to mitigate damage to the wetlands and to species at risk,
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implementing Transportation Demand Management programs that will reduce single passenger car
traffic and therefore also permanently reduce CO2 emissions across the city, implementing bylaws to
ban ore and other large trucks from Lasalle (exception local deliveries to businesses), and planning for
“shovel-ready” projects that aren’t exclusively focused on building roads (things like social housing
and transit). And if you truly believe in Complete Streets and safe multi-modal transportation options
for all of our residents, then you will build separated cycling infrastructure on Maley Drive.

I look forward to a report which evaluates the success of Maley Drive after it’s built, and information
on whether we stayed within budget and realized all of our objectives and stated benefits.

Sincerely,

Rachelle Niemela
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24 Eden Point Drive
Sudbury, Ontario

March 1, 2016
Mr. Fern Cormier
Councillor, Ward 10
City of Greater Sudbury

RE: Maley Drive

Dear Mr. Fernier:

I am writing to you to indicate that I strongly support the construction of the Maley Drive
Extention.

I have watched this issue evolve over the years since the early 1990's when the mining
companies decided to move from rail to truck to move their ore and concentrate from mine to
mill to smelter. At the time I was with MTO, and I was the provincial representative on
Sudbury Region's team to update the transportation plan It was this plan, together with the
trucking action plan, that examined the Maley Drive Extension, and prioritized it along with
other roadway improvements.

I am still of the opinion that this project should proceed. I have reviewed all the material
posted by the City staff, and I agree with their analysis and conclusions.

There are a lot of arguments flying around regarding this project, some of dubious relevance,
some just plain wrong. The key fact here is that Sudbury has a lack of east-west arterial
roadways. Lasalle and the Kingsway are congested. This lack of major road capacity will tend
to put a drag on development, and travel in the city will increasingly become more congested,
frustrating and unsafe.

Maley Drive can clearly be justified on transportation grounds alone. It is also one of those rare
road projects that has significant benefits for broader regional economic development. This
project is a very good investment for the City.

The cry to fix up existing roads before building Maley seems compelling. However, the
building of new roads or widening roads is based on broader community-wide planing
considerations, and is a separate matter from maintaining the existing system. When I worked
for MTO, we could have argued that we need to fix all the deficient roads and bridges before
we widened Highway 11 or Highway 69. Such a decision would have been wrong. The
objectives related to expanding the highway system are very different from those related to
maintaining existing infrastructure.



Funding for such large projects is always a problem, but it seems that all levels of government
are, or likely will be, on board with Maley Drive. You may have noticed in the press the
emphasis the federal government is placing on infrastructure projects that contribute to the
economy and enhance productivity as opposed to just preservation. It seems to me, Maley Dr is
the perfect fit based on federal criteria. Further, I don't see another strong contender in Sudbury.

Remember, existing Maley Dr is in terrible condition and it needs to be rebuilt. This will be
very expensive. This work will have to be done even if the City does not proceed with the
extension, presumably(?) with 100% city funds.

In summary, the opportunity is here to have an important link funded and built. In my
experience working with municipalities all across Ontario, I can tell you this is a very rare
opportunity for any municipality. It is a major decision for Council to proceed with a large
project such as Maley Drive but this is one of those rare times when bold steps need to be taken
to move the City forward.

[ encourage you to support this project.

Sincerely,

Frank Patterson

cc Mayor B Biggar
Tony Cecutti



Date: 3/7/2016 9:58 AM
Subject: Fwd: Maley Drive Comments Form

>>> Maley Drive Comments Form <webmaster@greatersudbury.ca> 3/5/2016 12:30 PM >>>
This form was sent at: 5-Mar-2016 12:30 PM

NAME: John Pearsan

ORGANIZATION:

PHONE:

EMAIL

COMMENTS1: Maley Drive is a disgrace to this city! Continuous patching achieves nothing! The four lane
praposal is an excellent suggestion but will never be done in the near future so it is mandatory that
something must be done to improve the surface. If not by rebuilding, at least by a shave and pave
project!!ljo









Date: 3/15/2016 8:48 AM
Subject: Fwd: MALEY DRIVE SUBMISSIONS
Attachments: RIA Report 160310-001.pdf

25 tromas Price* T - <201 7:22 v >>>

It would appear obvious that those presenting the motion regarding Maley Drive that is on the
March 22, 2016 Council agenda had and have no intention of considering the public
submissions that are open until March 18, 2016.

| am still however, submitting the attached document for consideration by Councillors.

I'am respectfully requesting that Councillors read at least the first four pages and pages 11, 12,
& 13 before discarding the document.

Beyond that the decisions are in your hands.
All others please feel free to copy and distribute as you wish.

Respectfully yours Tom Price.













































Roads Infrastructure Altematives

Past & Present Focus: Maley Drive

What’s the Status?

MALEY DRIVE PARTIAL FUNDING APPROYALS

APPLIED FOR MAY 9, 2009

-y X X
wo X X
m oy X X
=y X X
w oy X X
Wy X X
Wy X X

YOU SHOULD BE WONDERING WHY

r

Prepared By: TL Price, March 2016









Roads Infrastructure Alternatives

1. Fielding Road — Highway 17
5 fatalities

2. Southview — Highway 17
1 fatality

Prepared By: TL Price, March 2016 4
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Prepared By: TL Price, March 2016

Roads Infrastructure Alternatives

11. Spanish River Road Bridge

e
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ROADS INFRASTRUCTURE - ALTERNATIVES BENEFITS MATRIX

Valuation Criteria

TIMING

Construction (APA)

One negative point for each year to completion After Project Approval

HEALTH & SAFETY

Atmospheric !

One negative point for each 10,000 tonnes of carbon dioxide emissions

Ecological Impact

Degree of negative impact on local ecology

Traffic

Degree of impact on traffic safety

Residents

Degree of impact on residential areas

Project Management

Plus 1 to 10 for local, minus 1 to 10 for out-of-town

RESOURCES Contractors Plus 1 to 10 for local, minus 1 to 10 for out-of-town

Construction Labour Plus 1 to 10 for local, minus 1 to 10 for out-of-town
4 |Construction Materials [Plus 1 to 10 for local, minus 1 to 10 for out-of-town
Cost 2 One negative point for each $10 million of cost
Funding Degree of shared funding, one point for every 10% shared by other levels
FINANCES Municipal Tax Levy Degree of impact on municipal levy ranked minus 1 to minus 10
Business Impact Negative 1 to 10 based on impacting local businesses during construction
Monetary Destination |1 to 10 based on % remaining local
Short Term Issues 1 to 10 on degree of addressing current issues
CORPORATE FIT |Long Term Planning Degree of benefit towards long term non-motorized transportation
Economic Development |1 to 10 based on effectiveness in providing opportunities for development
Mining Material 1 to 10 based on effectiveness in addressing mine haul traffic
GOALS East/West Core Traffic [Degree of effectiveness towards Kingsway & Lasalle traffic

Lasalle Traffic Damage |1 to 10 based on Lasalle only
Ring Road Beneficial towards future ring road concept

PAGE:







ROADS INFRASTRUCTURE - ALTERNATIVES PRIORITIES

TOTAL MUNICIPAL
PRIORITY ALTERNATIVE BENEFITS | TAX BURDEN | TAX BURDEN
1 MRI15 Upgrade 36 $10,000,000 $8,000,000
2 Lorne Street Upgrade 30 $20,000,000 $20,000,000
3 Barry Downe Extension 28 $90,000,000 $36,000,000
4 Fielding Rd Hwyl7 Sep'n 27 $20,000,000 $4,000,000
5 MR35 Upgrade 24 $20,000,000 $8,000,000
6 Flooding Issues 23 $20,000,000 $20,000,000
7 Howey/Bancroft Upgrade 23 $50,000,000 $20,000,000
8 Southview Hwy 17 Sep'n 23 $20,000,000 $4,000,000
9 MRS55/MR4 Hwy17 Sep'n 22 $30,000,000 $6,000,000
10 Hawthorne Extension 21 $50,000,000 $20,000,000
11 Bridges & Culverts 16 $10,000,000 $10,000,000
12 Lorne/Regent Grade Sep'n 2 $20,000,000 $16,000,000
13 Maley Drive -64 $150,000,000 - $90,000,000
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Madison heights?
11. National Street, Alice Street and Old Falconbridge Road are not connected and no change
in traffic flow is indicated from them.











