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1. Introduction 
The City of Sault Ste. Marie (City) completed a Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 

(EA) in 2012 to address traffic capacity concerns in the Great Northern Road corridor, between Second 

Line and Third Line. An Environmental Study Report (ESR) was filed in early 2012 documenting the EA 

process and presenting the preferred recommended solution: construct an extension of Sackville Road to 

Third Line. Following the completion of the EA, the construction of the extension has been delayed due 

to budget constraints and the prioritization of other projects within the community.  

Since it has been more than 10 years following the completion of the EA, the City has prepared this 

Addendum to the ESR to ensure that the preferred recommended solution remains valid, and that 

changes within the study area have not impacted the recommendations of the EA. The Addendum has 

been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 

(MCEA). 

Municipal Class EA Process 
Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Act (the “Act”) was adopted in order to ensure that all reasonable 
alternative solutions, environmental impacts and community input are considered when public projects 
are undertaken. In order to streamline the EA process, the Act allows similar, routine projects with 
predictable impacts to be undertaken following the process identified in a Class EA; for this reason, the 
MCEA was established for municipal infrastructure projects involving roads, water, wastewater and 
transit. The 2012 EA was completed using a 2007 revision of the MCEA; since that time the MCEA has 
been updated with the current edition being published in 2023. 

There are four project classifications under the current Municipal Class EA: Exempt, Eligible for 
Screening, Schedule B and Schedule C. The classifications are applied depending on the complexity and 
anticipated cost of the proposed undertaking, with Schedule C being the most stringent process. 

The Great Northern Road Corridor Traffic Capacity Improvements project meets the conditions which 
require that a Schedule C Municipal Class EA be carried out due to the anticipated cost being greater 
than $3 million. 

The 2012 EA included completion of the process outlined for a Schedule C MCEA including the 
requirement that the following five Phases be completed: 

Phase 1:  Identify the problem – the need or opportunity for the project. 

Phase 2:  Identify alternative solutions to the problem taking into consideration the 
existing environment and establish the preferred solution taking into account 
input from review agencies and the public. 

Phase 3:  Examine alternative methods of implementing the preferred solution which will 
minimize negative environmental effects and maximize positive effects. 

Phase 4:  Document the planning process carried out in the previous Phases and make the 
documentation available for comment by the public and review agencies. 

Phase 5:  Complete designs and proceed to construction of the project.  This phase also 
includes the long‐term evaluation of any special mitigating measures which 
were required to be implemented. 
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Alternative Solutions 
The EA completed in 2012 contemplated 5 alternative solutions to address traffic capacity deficiency on 

Great Northern Road: 

1. Do Nothing; 

2. Widen Great 

Northern Road; 

3. Extend North Street 

to Third Line; 

4. Extend Sackville 

Road to Third Line; 

and, 

5. Extend Sackville 

Road to connect to 

Industrial Court A 

These alternatives were 

analyzed using various 

technical, environmental and 

financial criteria and were 

compared to each‐other in 

order to determine a 

preferred solution. 

The ESR concluded that the preferred solution was to extend Sackville Road to Third Line along the 

existing utility corridor. This alternative was determined to be preferred as it: 

a. Addresses the identified problem of traffic capacity in the Great Northern Road corridor; 

b. Utilizes an existing City‐owned utility corridor which also accommodates existing hydro power 

lines, municipal water transmission main and storm water infrastructure; 

c. Provides opportunity to optimize sanitary sewer infrastructure through the elimination of an 

existing pump station; 

d. Can be constructed with minimal impact to abutting properties; and, 

e. Provides opportunity for the expansion of trails for non‐motorized vehicles and pedestrians. 

A recommended design was developed which includes details of the proposed road alignment, 

municipal servicing, drainage and other considerations. The recommended design includes 

accommodation for many of the comments received through the EA process, including maximizing 

distance between the proposed road and existing residential yards. 

Project status 
Following the completion of the EA in 2012, the project was scheduled for implementation in the 2017 

construction season. A geotechnical investigation was completed, including drilling exploratory 

boreholes, sampling and analysis of in‐situ material, and development of construction 

recommendations. The detailed design of the Sackville Road extension was completed, including the 

following aspects: 
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 A two‐lane class A road with concrete curb and gutter; 

 A concrete sidewalk for pedestrians on the east side of the road; 

 An asphalt surfaced multi‐use path on the west side of the road; 

 Storm sewer systems for road drainage including oil and grit separators to improve effluent 

quality; 

 Improvements to the existing storm sewer infrastructure; 

 New sanitary sewer servicing for Industrial Court B including removal of the existing pump 

station; 

 Improvements to the water distribution system including new connections to Industrial Court B 

and Northridge Road; 

 Ravine crossing fills with cross‐culverts; 

Approvals were obtained and a construction contract was put out to tender in the spring of 2017.  

The project was in the process of being tendered for construction when council voted to defer the work 

due to budgetary considerations. 

2. Addendum 
Since the recommended solution has not been implemented, and it has been more than 10 years since 

the completion of the EA, the MCEA requires that an Addendum be prepared in order to confirm that 

the results of the 2012 EA remain valid. The Addendum process is defined in the MCEA document and 

includes an evaluation of any material changes which may have occurred since 2012 in the study area 

which affect the findings of the EA. 

The findings of the Addendum process have been documented in this Addendum Report. 

As required by the MCEA, the Addendum Report will be posted for a 30‐day review period. During the 

review period, the public, Indigenous Communities and review agencies will have the opportunity to 

review the Addendum Report and provide comments on any changes made to the original ESR. 

3. Current Conditions 
Since the ESR was completed, development in and around the study area has continued as was 

expected. This development includes: minor infill construction in the commercial and industrial areas 

and continued residential development (Greenfield subdivision, west of the study area). 

Section 3.2 of the ESR, Inventory of Environmental Conditions, provides a description of the natural and 

social environments in the study area at the time the EA was undertaken. Since the ESR was posted in 

2012, changes have occurred within the study area, as well as throughout the community at‐large; 

however, many aspects pertinent to the EA have remained static. 

ESR section 3.2.1 Natural Environment, outlines the physical features present in the study area including: 

a. Geology; 

b. Groundwater Resources; 

c. Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat; 

d. Vegetation and Terrestrial Environment; and, 

e. Heritage Resources. 
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Following a review of current conditions, it is our opinion that substantive changes to the natural 

environment have not occurred in the study area since the ESR was published. It is noted that, in 

preparation for the 2017 construction tender, archaeological assessments were completed within the 

proposed work area, concluding that no archaeological resources were encountered. 

ESR section 3.2.2 Social Environment, provides commentary on: land use, utilities and recreation within 

the study area. Following a review of current conditions, it is our opinion that no substantive changes to 

the social environment have occurred since the completion of the EA in 2012.  

4. Evaluation of Alternative Solutions 
The 2012 ESR presents a comparison of alternative solutions based on the following evaluation criteria: 

1) Technical Criteria 

a) Ability of the option to address the stated problem 

b) Vehicular traffic flow 

c) Pedestrian traffic flow 

d) Infrastructure upgrading opportunities 

e) Implementation 

2) Environmental Criteria 

a) Natural environment 

b) Social environment 

c) Economic environment 

3) Cost/Financial Criteria 

a) Capital construction cost 

b) Property acquisition cost 

c) Operation and maintenance cost 

These evaluation criteria remain valid.  

The Sackville Road extension was determined to be the alternative which best addressed all of the stated 

requirements, with impacts which can be easily mitigated through construction best practices and 

routine operations and maintenance.  

5. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 
Impacts during the construction of the preferred solution which may require mitigation, are anticipated 

to include routine items such as sediment and dust discharge as well as noise from heavy equipment. 

These impacts are typically addressed through standard means such as the contractor’s environmental 

control plans, silt fences, sediment traps, settling ponds, dust suppression, etc. These mitigation 

measures remain un‐changed since the EA was completed in 2012. 

The proposed road construction is within an existing utility corridor, therefore lasting impacts to the 

natural environment are not anticipated. Construction of drainage infrastructure will be carried out in 

accordance with applicable regulatory requirements. 
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6. Conclusion 
There are no changes to the proposed project. The recommended solution, extending Sackville Road to 

Third Line remains valid.  

7. Stakeholder Notification 
In accordance with the MCEA, a Notice of Addendum shall be placed on the public record and issued to 

the public, Indigenous Communities and review agencies. A copy of the Notice of Addendum and project 

consultation list is attached. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1. Background 

The Great Northern Road corridor, in addition to being the main north-south artery in the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie and a major commercial area with many retail and service establishments, is 
also a primary route accessing the recently opened Sault Area Hospital (SAH) located between 
Second Line and Third Line.  Great Northern Road currently extends from the City’s north limit 
(where it continues as Highway 17) to McNabb Street (where it continues as Pim Street to the 
waterfront at Bay Street), making it the longest continuous north-south transportation corridor in 
the City.       
 
It has been identified that Great Northern Road between Second and Third Line is currently 
experiencing traffic volumes which are approaching the road’s capacity.  Further increases in 
traffic are anticipated along the corridor as future development in this area is expected to 
continue.   

1.2.   Previous Reports 

In March of 2002, Read, Voorhees & Associates (RVA) completed a Transportation Planning 
Study for the City of Sault Ste. Marie.  The study provided an analysis of the future road 
transportation needs of the City and projected traffic volumes and patterns considering various 
types of traffic (e.g. local, tourist, commercial, etc.).  The conclusion of the study included 
identified traffic capacity deficiencies along the Great Northern Road corridor between Second 
Line and Third Line.  It was recommended that Great Northern road in this area be widened to 
seven lanes, or a ring road system be implemented to divert a portion of the traffic.  The 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process was followed during the completion of the 
Transportation Planning Study, extensive public consultation was undertaken, and the Study 
fulfills the requirements of a Master Plan for the individual projects addressed within it. 
 
Read, Voorhees & Associates also conducted a traffic impact study examining the effects of 
developing the Sault Area Hospital (SAH) site near Great Northern Road and Third Line. The 
study was completed in 2005 with an analysis of post hospital development traffic flows.  As a 
result of the traffic analysis, the Great Northern Road/Second Line intersection was identified as 
having insufficient capacity to adequately handle the expected demand, and is anticipated to 
provide level F service (greater than 80 second signalized delay) with demand exceeding 
capacity by 25%. It was also noted that there is insufficient property available to effectively 
upgrade the intersection and that the implementation of a ring road system would be a viable 
alternative. 

1.3.   Class Environmental Assessment Process 

Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Act (EA Act) was adopted in order to ensure that all 
reasonable alternative solutions, environmental impacts and community input are considered 
when public projects are undertaken. In order to streamline the EA process, the Act allows a 
group of similar projects to be undertaken following the process identified in a Class EA. 
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Due to the similarity and frequency of municipal infrastructure projects, the Municipal Engineers 
Association (MEA) developed and received approval for the Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment (Class EA). The Municipal Class EA is applicable to most municipal projects 
involving roads, water and wastewater which are commonly recurring, similar in nature, limited 
in scale, and have a predictable range of impacts. 
 
There are four schedules under the Municipal Class EA as follows: 
 

Schedule A: Projects that include normal or emergency operational and maintenance 
activities.  These projects are limited in scale and have minimal adverse 
environmental effects which are predictable and easily mitigated.  These 
projects are pre-approved and may proceed to implementation without 
following the full Class EA planning process.   

Schedule A+ Projects that are pre-approved under the Municipal Class EA, but allow 
for some form of public consultation prior to project implementation.  The 
purpose of Schedule A+ is to ensure that the public is in some way 
informed of municipal infrastructure project(s) being constructed or 
implemented in their area, giving them the opportunity to comment to 
municipal council.  Given that these projects are pre-approved, there is no 
appeal to the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) on these projects.   

Schedule B: Projects generally including improvements to existing facilities with the 
potential for some adverse environmental effects. These projects must 
include completion of a screening process including consultation with 
stakeholders. 

Schedule C: Projects generally including the construction of new facilities or 
significant modifications to existing facilities.  The full process outlined 
by the Class EA document must be carried out. 

 
The Great Northern Road Corridor Traffic Capacity Improvements project meets the conditions 
which require that a Schedule C Municipal Class EA be carried out. 
 
The planning process outlined in the Municipal Class EA document is illustrated graphically in   
Appendix 1.  A Schedule C Class EA requires that the following five Phases be completed: 
 

Phase 1: Identify the problem – the need or opportunity for the project. 
Phase 2: Identify alternative solutions to the problem taking into consideration the 

existing environment and establish the preferred solution taking into 
account input from review agencies and the public. 

Phase 3: Examine alternative methods of implementing the preferred solution 
which will minimize negative environmental effects and maximize 
positive effects. 

Phase 4: Document the planning process carried out in the previous Phases and 
make the documentation available for comment by the public and review 
agencies. 
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Phase 5: Complete designs and proceed to construction of the project.  This phase 
also includes the long term evaluation of any special mitigating measures 
which were required to be implemented. 

 
As noted previously, the Sault Ste. Marie Transportation Planning Study was carried out in 
accordance with the requirements of a Master Plan under the Municipal Class EA process.  As 
noted in the Class EA document, Master Plans address Phases 1 and 2 of the planning process for 
identified projects; however, due to public interest in this particular project, the City of Sault Ste. 
Marie has decided to re-visit Phase 2 (Identification of Alternative Solutions) for the purposes of 
this study. 

1.4. Study Organization 

In accordance with the planning process outlined for Schedule C projects, the following phased 
approach to the project is presented in this Environmental Study Report. 
 

Phase 1: Identification and Description of the Problem 
 

a) Description of Existing Conditions 
b) Problem Identification 
c) Problem Statement 

 
Phase 2: Identify and Evaluate Alternative Solutions 

 
a) Identify Alternative Solutions 
b) Inventory of Environmental Conditions 
c) Solicit input on Alternative Solutions 
d) Evaluation of Alternative Solutions 
e) Description of Preferred Solution 

 
Phase 3: Alternative Design Concepts for Preferred Alternative 

 
a) Horizontal and Vertical Alignment 
b) Road Cross-Section 
c) Intersection Configurations 
d) Identification of Alternative Designs 
e) Preferred Design 
f) Solicit Input on Preferred Alternative and Designs 

 
Phase 4: Environmental Study Report 

 
a) Complete Environmental Study Report (ESR) 
b) Place ESR on Public Record 

 
Following the placement of the ESR on public record, there will be a 30 day period during which 
members of the public can review the report and provide comments to the City of Sault Ste. 
Marie.  If concerns raised by the public cannot be resolved through discussions with the City, a 
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“Part II Order” request can be made to have the Minister of the Environment order an individual 
(full) EA for the project. 
 
The ESR will be available for review at the following locations: 
 

City of Sault Ste. Marie 
Engineering Department 
5th Floor, Civic Centre 
99 Foster Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON   

City of Sault Ste. Marie 
Clerk’s Department 
4th Floor, Civic Centre 
99 Foster Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON 

Kresin Engineering Corporation 
536 Fourth Line East 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON 
 

 
Persons wishing to request a Part II Order for this project must submit a written request to the 
Minister of the Environment, with a copy sent to the City of Sault Ste. Marie at the following 
addresses: 
 

The Honourable John Wilkinson 
Minister of the Environment 
77 Wellesley Street West 
11th Floor, Ferguson Block 
Toronto ON   M7A 2T5  

Director of Engineering Services 
City of Sault Ste. Marie 
5th Floor, Civic Centre 
99 Foster Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON   P6A 5X6 

 
Kresin Engineering Corporation was retained by the City of Sault Ste. Marie to satisfy the 
requirements of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment to identify the preferred solution 
to improve traffic capacity along the Great Northern Road Corridor.  During the course of the 
study, input was sought from various City Departments, provincial and federal government 
agencies as well as nearby landowners and the general public. 

1.5. Public Involvement 

Public and agency consultation ensures that those interested in the Class EA process have the 
opportunity to provide input and comments.  Throughout the study, the involvement of local 
residents, interest groups and government agencies was sought to provide input into the 
definition of problems/opportunities, identification and evaluation of alternative solutions and 
selection of the preferred solution.  Through newspaper advertisements, letters, notifications of 
upcoming public meetings and two informal Public Information Centres (PICs), the public and 
agency contacts were given the opportunity to review and discuss the progress of the study as 
well as provide any suggestions and comments.  Results of the PICs are described in detail in the 
relevant sections of this report with supporting documentation in the appendices.  In addition to 
the PICs held in conjunction with this project, numerous points of public contact were made 
during the completion of the Transportation Planning Study which also addresses this issue.   
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2. Phase One – Identification and Description of the Problem 

2.1.   Problem Identification 

The Municipal Class EA process acknowledges that it is often beneficial to carry out the 
planning process for a group of related projects as opposed to attempting to address individual 
components of a larger system.  Planning for a group of projects in this manner is referred to as 
the Master Planning Process. 
 
A Transportation Planning Study for the City of Sault Ste. Marie was completed in 2002 which 
included an analysis of the City’s future road transportation needs.  The Study was carried out to 
meet the requirements of the Master Plan in accordance with the Municipal Class EA process 
(effectively completing Phases One and Two of the process for the individual projects within).  
A finding presented in the Master Plan is inadequate traffic capacity in the Great Northern Road 
corridor. 
 
The Study identified traffic capacity deficiencies in the Great Northern Road corridor between 
Second Line and Third Line and recommended that Great Northern Road in this area be widened 
to seven lanes, or a ring road system be implemented to divert a portion of the traffic.  This 
recommendation was warranted by volume based on the analysis of projected traffic patterns 
through the year 2016.   
 
In addition to the needs identified in the Transportation Planning Study, the 2005 SAH Traffic 
Impact Study notes that due to the increase in forecast background traffic, further capacity 
problems in the corridor are anticipated.  The Study also states that this problem will worsen 
with the addition of hospital traffic.     

2.2. Problem Statement 

The Great Northern Road Corridor between and including the intersections at Second Line and 
Third Line is currently operating at or near capacity and the level of service provided to 
residents, businesses and travelers in this area is anticipated to degrade as traffic levels are 
predicted to increase in the future due to development in the area.   
 
Currently, traffic flow at peak periods is impeded due to congestion and no alternative direct 
north-south corridor exists.  With future commercial development and the relocation of the new 
Sault Area Hospital, as well as anticipated increases in tourist traffic, existing conditions are 
predicted to deteriorate. 

3. Phase Two – Identify and Evaluate Alternative Solutions 

3.1.   Identify Alternative Solution 

The first task in Phase Two of the Municipal Class EA process is the identification of possible 
alternatives to the stated problem.  In consultation with City staff, six alternatives were 
developed. 
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3.1.1   Alternative 1: Maintain Existing Conditions (“Do Nothing”) 

This alternative is a standard option evaluated in the Class EA process.  It provides a 
benchmark against which to measure other possibilities.  In this study, if the issue of 
decreasing capacity along the Great Northern Road corridor between (and including) the 
intersections at Second Line and Third Line is left without improvement, road users will be 
faced with increasing traffic congestion and delays.  Access to businesses and properties will 
become increasing difficult as traffic levels will continue to increase along the corridor.   

3.1.2   Alternative 2: Widen Great Northern Road and Reconstruct Great Northern     

Road/Second Line Intersection   

This alternative may reduce the traffic congestion on Great Northern Road as it would 
involve the construction of an additional travel lane in each direction.  The additional lanes 
may impede pedestrian traffic as well as access to businesses along the corridor as crossing 
over traffic will be increasingly difficult.  Alternative 2 is illustrated in Figure 1. 

3.1.3   Alternative 3: Extend North Street to Third Line 

This alternative would create an additional north/south route within the City.  Although this 
alternative route may result in the reduction of traffic congestion along both the Great 
Northern Road and Second Line corridors, decreasing the travel times on each, the traffic 
volume along North Street would increase.  A decrease in traffic congestion at the Great 
Northern Road/Second Line intersection is also possible with the implementation of this 
alternative.  Alternative 3 is illustrated in Figure 2. 

3.1.4   Alternative 4: Extend Sackville Road to Third Line 

This option would likely reduce traffic congestion along the Great Northern Road corridor as 
Sackville Road could be used as an alternative route for north/south traffic.  This diversion of 
traffic will likely create higher traffic flows along Sackville Road but would provide a direct 
corridor from Second Line to Third Line.  The extension may also result in the decrease in 
traffic congestion at the Great Northern Road/Second Line intersection.  Alternative 4 is 
illustrated in Figure 3.  

3.1.5   Alternative 5: Extend Sackville Road to Industrial Court A 

An extension of Sackville Road to Industrial Court A may provide an alternative route for 
those traveling to businesses located within the industrial park as well as traffic between 
Second and Third Line.  The extension may reduce the traffic congestion along the Great 
Northern Road corridor as well as at the Great Northern Road/Second Line Intersection but 
would likely increase the traffic flow along Sackville Road.  Alternative 5 is illustrated in 
Figure 4.   
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3.1.6   Alternative 6: Extend Industrial Park Crescent to Second Line 

The extension of Industrial Park Crescent to Second Line would provide a direct route 
through the industrial park from Second Line to Third Line.  This could reduce the traffic 
congestion along the Great Northern Road corridor as well as create a more convenient way 
of accessing the businesses within this area.  Traffic flow through the Great Northern 
Road/Second Line intersection may also improve with the application of this alternative but 
traffic along Industrial Park Crescent would likely increase.  With the addition of an 
intersection at Second Line and Industrial Park Crescent, travel times along Second Line may 
decrease.  Alternative 6 is illustrated in Figure 5.  

3.2. Inventory of Environmental Conditions 

The second task in this phase of the Class EA is the inventory of the natural, social and economic 
environment in the study area.  For the purposes of this study, the Great Northern Road Corridor 
area has been defined as the area bounded by Second Line, Peoples Road, Third Line and Black 
Road.  The area of influence considered for the Socio-Economic Environment has been defined 
as the developed urban region of the City of Sault Ste. Marie.   

 
3.2.1   Natural Environment 

The Study Area is entirely within the urban region of the City of Sault Ste. Marie and has 
been significantly affected by human activities in the past.  The area includes undeveloped 
land, ravines, water courses, conservation land, as well as developed industrial and 
residential areas.  The Fort Creek conservation area (within the study limits) includes 
approximately 77 hectares of land including forests and wetlands.   
 
Regional Geology 
 
The Ministry of the Environment’s Aggregate Resources Inventory of the Sault Ste. Marie 
Area was reviewed for the purpose of characterizing the physiography and geology of the 
Study Area. 
 
The Sault Ste. Marie area consists of bedrock of the Cambrian and Precambrian age.  The 
Study Area is located generally within an area comprised of glaciolacustrine deposits 
consisting of clay and silt sediments.  The southeast portion of the Study Area (south of 
Third Line and east of Fort Creek) is characterized as morainal, composed of boulders, 
smaller stones and sand.    
 
The geological formations and sediment distributions in the Sault Ste. Marie area are mainly 
the result of the repeated advance and retreat of extensive continental ice sheets during the 
Wisconsinan Stage of the Pleistocene Epoch.   
 
Groundwater Resources 
 
Groundwater flow within the City of Sault Ste. Marie generally runs from the northern 
Precambrian uplands to the St. Marys River in the south.  The Study Area is located in an  
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area defined mainly as a recharge area as its elevation and geology allow for a percentage of 
total precipitation to infiltrate to the water table.      
 
Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat 
 
Fort Creek and its tributaries are located within the limits of the Study Area.  Generally 
running north to south, Fort Creek intersects Third and Second Lines as it flows throughout 
the City and discharges into the St. Marys River.  As Fort Creek has been identified as a fish 
habitat, any proposal that may potentially impact the waterway or the area adjacent to the 
waterway (hazard area/flood plain) must have authorization from relevant agencies and must 
be carried out in accordance with applicable laws.     
 
Vegetation and Terrestrial Environment 
 
The east and west portions of the Study Area are largely undeveloped.  Forest cover consists 
of yellow birch, red maple, sugar maple, balsam fir, pine and poplar.  Plant species include 
fireweed, white clover, twinflower and goldenrod.  The wetland at the Fort Creek 
Conservation Area supports water resistant species including tamarack, white cedar, cattails, 
Labrador Tea and bulrushes.       
 
The undeveloped land within the Study Area creates a favourable habitat for several wildlife 
species.  Such wildlife may include beavers, fox, mink, skunks, raccoons and turtles.  A 
number of birds including the black-capped chickadee, yellow-shafted flicker, ruffed grouse 
and ducks are also found within the Study Area. 
 
Heritage Resources 
 
For the purpose of evaluating the archaeological site potential within the Study Area, a Stage 
1 Archaeological Site Assessment will be completed.  All recommendations noted as part of 
the assessment will be implemented during the design and construction phases of the project.   

 
Alternative 1, Maintain Existing Conditions, is not anticipated to have negative impacts on the 
natural environment relating to construction but may result in air quality deterioration due to 
increased idle times.   
 
Alternative 2, Widen Great Northern Road, Alternative 5, Extend Sackville Road to Industrial 
Court A and Alternative 6, Extend Industrial Park Crescent to Second Line, are expected to have 
a minimal impact on the natural environment as they are located within areas that have been 
previously developed or cleared.   
 
Alternative 3, Extend North Street to Third Line, is anticipated to have potential negative 
impacts on the natural environment as there would be a loss of trees and wooded area and road 
construction would intersect Fort Creek Tributaries.   
 
 



  Great Northern Road Corridor Traffic Capacity Improvements 
  Environmental Study Report 

    
kresin engineering corporation                      Page 14 of 24 

 

Alternative 4, Extend Sackville Road to Third Line, would be constructed along the existing 
cleared utility corridor, creating a minimal loss of trees and wooded area but could possibly 
result in negative environmental impacts as the road would intersect Fort Creek tributaries.    
 

3.2.2   Social Environment 

Land Use 
 
The central section of the Study Area along Great Northern Road mainly consists of 
properties listed as commercial, industrial and institutional zones.  Specifically listed as a 
“highway zone”, the properties between Second Line and Third Line along the corridor are 
intended for use by commercial transportation businesses and commercial uses (e.g. car 
dealerships, home building supply retailers, etc.) that require large properties.  General 
commercial and medium industrial zones are also located along the corridor. 
   
Single family detached residential zones are situated adjacent to the Fort Creek Conservation 
Area and Old Garden River Road.  Park/recreational areas are located west of Black Road 
between Old Garden River Road and Second Line and within the boundaries of the Fort 
Creek Conservation Area.  Rural area, environmental management, and residential (single 
detached, low and medium density) zones are located around the perimeter of the Study 
Area.  
  
The Study Area also includes Class “A” and Class “B” truck routes.  Class “A” truck routes 
are located along Second Line, Peoples Road and Third Line (west of Great Northern Road).  
Class “B” truck routes used between the hours of 7:00am and 8:00pm Monday through 
Saturday are located on Black Road north of Second Line and Third Line (east of Great 
Northern Road).       
 
Utilities 
 
With the exception of the northeast portion, the majority of the properties located within the 
Study Area are serviced by municipal water and sanitary sewer services.  All of the 
properties are within the boundaries of existing electrical and telecommunication services.  
The following authorities have infrastructure within the Study Area: 
 

1. City of Sault Ste. Marie 
2. Public Utilities Commission (PUC); 
3. Great Lakes Power; 
4. Algoma Power; 
5. Bell Canada; 
6. Shaw Cable; and  
7. Union Gas. 

 
Recreation 
 
There are numerous recreational opportunities in the Study Area.  The Fort Creek 
Conservation Area is largely an un-developed woodlot often used for hiking, snow shoeing 
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and cross country skiing.  Strathclair Sports Complex is a municipal outdoor athletic field 
which accommodates several baseball and soccer facilities while the nearby Strathclair 
Farm’s Horse and Pony Club offers horseback riding lessons and summer camps.  The Hub 
Tail, snowmobile trails, cycling routes and several small municipal parks are also located 
within the boundaries of the Study Area.   
 

Alternative 1 is not anticipated to have a positive impact on the socio-economic environment as 
increased traffic congestion would contribute to a reduced standard of service along Great 
Northern Road.  Drivers may begin to avoid the corridor due to increased difficulty in accessing 
adjacent businesses as well as the time and fuel costs associated with traffic delays.    
 
Alternative 2 is anticipated to decrease traffic congestion resulting in a higher level of service but 
may also lead to a somewhat negative socio-economic impact.  Expansion of Great Northern 
Road from five lanes to seven lanes would increase the corridor capacity; however, it is likely 
that access to adjacent properties would be more difficult due to the number of lanes that would 
need to be crossed.  The addition of lanes would also impact pedestrian users of the area making 
it more difficult to cross the road.  The implementation of this alternative would also require 
significant expenditures for property acquisition and construction and would have considerable 
impacts to the users of the road and adjacent businesses.   
 
The options of extending North Street, Sackville Road (to Third Line or Industrial Court A) and 
Industrial Park Crescent are expected to have similar impacts on the socio-economic 
environment.  The four alternatives include the construction of a new road and will result in a 
shift in traffic in the area.  It is anticipated that a street extension (either North Street or Sackville 
Road) would experience an increase in traffic, which may be found to have a detrimental effect 
on the immediate area; however, the socio-economic impacts on a larger scale would include 
increased level of service in the corridor, alternate routes and would likely be beneficial to the 
City as a whole.  Economic impacts would be minimal to adjacent landowners and there would 
be no significant construction impacts to traffic or land access.   

3.3. Solicit Input on Alternative Solutions 

An informal Public Information Centre (PIC) was held on December 10, 2009 in the Biggings 
Room of the Sault Ste. Marie Civic Centre.  Representatives from both the Consultant and the 
City were available throughout the late afternoon and early evening to discuss the project. 
 
The focus of this first PIC was to present the problem statement and identified alternatives, and 
to seek public input on the project to potentially recognize further alternatives.  
 
Copies of the presentation boards, attendance records and comments received at the PIC are 
attached in Appendix 2. Comment responses are also included as part of this appendix.   

3.4. Evaluation of Alternative Solutions 

In order to compare the alternative solutions, each was examined in order to determine how it 
addressed a set of evaluation criteria.  Following the application of the criteria, a preferred 
solution would be identified as that which best addressed the criteria. 
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3.4.1 Evaluation Criteria 

The following is a summary and description of the evaluation criteria.  Each criterion was 
ranked for each alternative and given a subjective score of 1 (best), 2 (neither best nor 
worst) or 3 (worst).  The scores are based on the anticipated results of implementing the 
alternatives.   

 
1) Technical Criteria 

 
1a) Ability of the option to address the stated problem. 

 
This criterion reflects the technical ability of each of the alternatives to 
successfully address the problem identified at the outset of the Class EA 
process.  If an identified alternative does not address the stated problem, it 
will not be considered further during the EA process. 

 
A ranking of 3 in this criterion indicates that the purpose for undertaking 
the Class EA process is not addressed by the alternative. 
 
A ranking of 1 in this criterion reflects the ability of the alternative to 
potentially fully address the issue. 
 
Alternatives ranked 2 somewhat address the problem, but to a lesser extent 
than those ranked 1. 

 
1b) Vehicular Traffic Flow 

 
This study has been prompted by an identified lack of vehicular traffic 
capacity in the Great Northern Road corridor.  Accordingly, the ability for 
a potential solution to provide a safe and efficient environment for 
vehicular traffic is essential. 
 
A ranking of 3 is assigned to alternatives which are anticipated to fail to 
provide safe and efficient
 

 vehicular traffic facilities. 

A ranking of 1 for this criterion indicates that the alternative results in a 
relatively straightforward solution with intuitive vehicle movements with 
a minimal amount of potential conflict areas. 
 
Alternatives which provide vehicular traffic flow in a manner which is 
likely to be less than ideal are given a ranking of 2. 

 
1c) Pedestrian Traffic Flow 

 
Similar to the criteria for vehicular traffic flow, this criterion provides a 
measure of the extent to which an alternative can provide safe and 
efficient facilities for pedestrians. 
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Alternatives which fail to provide safe and efficient flow for pedestrian 
traffic are assigned a rating of 3. 
 
A ranking of 1 in this criterion indicates that the alternative provides a safe 
and efficient
 

 method for pedestrians to traverse through the study area. 

An alternative which provides solutions which are for the most part safe 
and efficient however would result in some aspects being less than ideal 
are assigned a rank of 2 for this criterion. 

 
1d) Infrastructure Upgrading Opportunities 

 
This criterion provides an opportunity to assign a rating for the potential 
of a given alternative to provide an opportunity to upgrade local 
infrastructure normally associated with road works.  For example if an 
alternative includes construction of a new road through an existing 
easement where water and sewer mains already exist, there is little 
opportunity to upgrade infrastructure.  If an alternative includes 
construction of a new road in an area where watermains can be looped to 
improve distribution system pressures, this would be considered a 
beneficial side-effect. 
 
A ranking of 3 indicates that there are no significant opportunities to 
upgrade/enhance infrastructure. 
 
Alternatives which provide the possibility of beneficial infrastructure 
upgrades are assigned a rank of 1. 
 
Minor improvements made possible through the implementation of 
alternatives would result in a ranking of 2 for those alternatives. 

 
1e) Implementation of the Alternatives 

 
This criterion provides the opportunity to assign ratings to alternatives 
which reflect the anticipated difficulties in implementing the proposed 
works.  Issues such as constructability, disruption to local businesses and 
residents, traffic impacts during construction and other similar items are 
considered as part of this criterion. 
 
The most difficult or inconvenient alternatives to construct are rated 3. 
The easiest and least inconvenient alternatives to construct are rated 1. 
 
Alternatives ranked 2 are anticipated to have moderate amounts of 
difficulty or inconvenience associated with their implementation. 
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2) Environmental Criteria 
 

2a) Natural Environment 
 

Rankings for this criterion reflect the anticipated impacts to the natural 
environment associated with implementation of the alternatives. 
 
Alternatives assigned a rank of 3 are anticipated to have significant 
impacts to the natural environment. 
 
A ranking of 1 is applied to those alternatives which are anticipated to 
have little or no impact on the natural environment. 
 
Those alternatives which are predicted to have moderate impacts are 
assigned a rank of 2. 

 
2b) Social Environment 

 
Impacts to the local social environment are rated using this criterion.  
These include changes to the use of an area, impacts to nearby residents 
and other similar impacts. 
 
Alternatives which would significantly alter land uses and social interests 
are given the worst rank of 3. 
 
Should little or no impacts be anticipated, a rank of 1 is assigned. 
 
Those alternatives which may result in moderate social impacts are 
assigned a rank of 2. 

 
2c)  Economic Environment 

 
Similar to social environment, this criterion reflects the potential impacts 
of a given alternative on the economic attributes of the study area. 
 
Alternative which have a significant negative

 

 impact on the local 
economic situation receive a rank of 3. 

Alternatives anticipated to have significant positive

 

 impact on the local 
economic environment receive a rank of 1. 

Should the net economic impact of an alternative be neither negative nor 
positive, a rank of 2 is assigned. 
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3) Cost/Financial Criteria 
 

3a) Capital Construction Cost 
 

Capital construction costs refer to the actual dollar amounts for the 
construction of an alternative.  These costs include both the physical 
construction as well as the engineering and associated administrative 
costs. 
 
This criterion is ranked based on “high level” cost estimates since no 
detailed or preliminary designs have been completed.  Capital cost 
rankings are low (1), medium (2), and high (3). 

 
3b) Property Acquisition Cost 

 
This criterion provides a measure for the anticipated costs to acquire 
properties needed for the construction of each alternative. 
 
This criterion is ranked on the extent of properties needed to be acquired 
by the City.  The rankings are high (3), moderate (2) and low (1) based on 
the number of properties needed, their sizes, and assessed values. 

 
3c)  Operation and Maintenance Cost 

 
Ongoing costs to maintain the alternatives are ranked with this criterion.  
Typically more complex alternatives are more costly to maintain; 
accordingly the alternatives are ranked based on their anticipated relative 
costs for maintenance. 
 
Alternatives which are more costly to operate are given a higher score. 

3.4.2 Evaluation Summary 

An evaluation of the alternative solutions was carried out considering the evaluation 
criteria outlined above.  A copy of the Evaluation Matrix along with a detailed 
description summarizing the application of the Evaluation Criteria is presented in 
Appendix 3. 
 

This option was found to be unacceptable as it did not address the stated problem related 
to traffic capacity of the Great Northern Road corridor, nor did it provide an alternate 
route.  Accordingly, Alternative 1 was not considered further. (Consequently, it was 
noted that Alternative 1 did not address vehicular traffic flow or infrastructure upgrading 
opportunities and created a negative economic impact.  While the financial and technical 
aspects of implementing this option were acceptable, the environmental criteria were 
poorly addressed). 

Alternative 1: Maintain Existing Conditions (“Do Nothing”) 
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While the widening of Great Northern Road does provide increased traffic capacity, a 
redundant corridor is not created and the impacts to property access and pedestrian traffic 
were seen to be negative.  Alternative 2 also scored very poorly on the Economic 
Environment, Financial and Implementation criteria as the addition of two additional 
lanes along the two kilometre stretch of Great Northern Road would be extremely 
expensive and technically difficult to implement due to necessary upgrades and property 
acquisition.   

Alternative 2: Widen Great Northern Road 

 

The extension of North Street addresses the stated problem as it provides the addition of 
a north-south corridor expected to result in a decrease in traffic along Great Northern 
Road.  While Alternative 3 scored well on most aspects of the Technical Criteria, it still 
requires the construction of a new road through an un-developed area and upgrades to the 
existing road.  This alternative scored poorly on the Economic, Social and Natural 
Environment criteria as cost of construction and property acquisition would be high and 
green space used for recreational purposes would be altered.   

Alternative 3: Extend North Street to Third Line 

 

Alternative 4 is felt to adequately address the stated problem through the provision of an 
alternate north-south transportation corridor between Third Line and Second Line.  
Similarly to Alternative 3, Alternative 4 was found to have favourable impacts on 
vehicular and pedestrian traffic as congestion on Great Northern Road is anticipated to be 
diverted and new pedestrian routes are possible.  There would be minimal impacts to 
adjacent landowners as construction should not significantly affect traffic or land access.  
Environmental impacts were also deemed to be minimal as the utility corridor has been 
previously cleared and the costs for implementation of this alternative were found to be 
acceptable. 

Alternative 4: Extend Sackville Road to Third Line 

 

The extension of Sackville Road to Industrial Court A decreases traffic congestion on 
Great Northern Road but does not create a redundant corridor.  This option provides a 
non-ideal geometry and mainly impacts traffic associated with the industrial park.  While 
the technical aspects of implementing this alternative were only somewhat addressed, the 
financial and environmental criteria were found to be acceptable.      

Alternative 5: Extend Sackville Road to Industrial Court A 

 
Alternative 6: Extend Industrial Park Crescent to Second Line 
While the extension of Industrial Park Crescent to Second Line reduces traffic congestion 
along the Great Northern Road corridor, this alternative scored poorly on the technical 
criteria.  The extension would increase traffic congestion along Industrial Park Crescent 
as well as Second Line where a new signalized intersection would be required.  Property 
acquisition would also be required. Financial, social and environmental criteria were well 
addressed.   
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3.5. Description of Preferred Solution 

Following the Evaluation of Alternatives, Alternative 4 was identified as the preferred solution.  
 
The extension of Sackville Road to Third Line will address the stated problem of deficiencies in 
capacity along the Great Northern Road corridor between Second Line and Third Line.  The 
design of the new road will include the construction of a two lane, Class A road that will 
incorporate the design of a new sanitary sewer south of Industrial Court B.  

4. Phase Three – Alternative Design Concepts for the Preferred Solution 
 

The preferred solution consists of the construction of approximately 800 metres of new road 
between the north end of Sackville Road and Third Line.  Due to the limited scope of 
construction, relatively flat terrain in the area, predominantly straight horizontal alignment, etc., 
the alternative designs are also limited, and were developed considering the following: 
 

1. Horizontal Alignment (curves in the road) 
2. Vertical Alignment (road grades) 
3. Road Cross Section (lanes, sidewalks, boulevards, etc.) 
4. Intersection Configurations (traffic signals, turn lanes, islands, etc.) 

4.1. Horizontal and Vertical Alignment 

Based on the existing topography and adjacent land uses, the introduction of horizontal and 
vertical curves along the extension of Sackville Road are based on the existing utility structures 
as well as gullies and drainage courses along the cleared corridor.    
 
Two alternative designs have been developed for the horizontal alignment of the extension.  The 
first option is to construct the new road to the east of the existing hydro poles, adjacent to the 
wooded area and businesses located at the end of Industrial Court A and Industrial Court B.  The 
second option is to construct the Sackville Road extension along the west side of the utility 
corridor, partially adjacent to the residential properties along Northridge Road and the 
undeveloped area between Northridge Road and Third Line.   
 
The vertical alignment for the both options described above will closely follow the existing 
topography, resulting in an essentially flat vertical grade only dipping in areas of existing gullies 
or drainage courses.    

4.2. Cross Section 

Alternative designs for the road cross section of a potential Sackville Road extension would 
address issues such as traffic capacity via the number of lanes, facilities for pedestrians and other 
non-motorized users, as well as surface drainage via open ditches or storm sewers. 
 
Construction of a new two lane road would be expected to provide adequate capacity as it is 
noted in the Sault Ste. Marie Transportation Planning Study that a two lane road is capable of 
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carrying 14,000 vehicles per day (vpd).  The design of a two lane road would also match the 
current layout of the existing Sackville Road. 
 
Throughout the Class EA process, the inclusion of facilities for non-motorized uses such as 
bicycles has been suggested by local interest groups.  Further, the City is currently completing 
the Hub Trail system along Third Line and it is proposed that a link to the trail system be 
incorporated into any alternative design.  Existing conditions on Sackville Road include one 
sidewalk along the west side of the road.  Due to the nearby Superior Heights High School and 
adjacent residential properties,  it is recommended to continue at least the same level of service 
for pedestrians on an extension of Sackville Road.   
 
An urban Class A road with storm sewers, catch basins and concrete curb and gutter is 
recommended.  This type of cross section will provide a more compact road width allowing the 
most possible space within the right-of-way for the construction of sidewalks and/or paved paths.   

4.3. Intersection Configurations 

The implementation of Alternative 4 will require the construction of a new tee intersection at 
Third Line.  It is proposed that the intersection provide dedicated lanes for east and west turns 
from Sackville Road.  It is also proposed that traffic on Sackville Road be controlled with a stop 
sign until such time as traffic volumes warrant signalization. 
 
A new intersection at Mary Avenue will also be required.  It is recommended that this tee 
intersection be controlled with a stop sign for traffic on Mary Avenue.     

4.4. Identification of Alternative Designs 

As stated above, the relatively limited scope of the preferred solution does not support a great 
variation in alternative designs. Upon the review of the design considerations noted above, the 
following conclusions are drawn: 
 

1. Existing features are conducive to a predominantly straight horizontal alignment. 
2. Existing topography will allow for an essentially flat vertical alignment closer to 

the south end of a proposed extension while the north portion of the road will sag 
in the areas where the ground elevation dictates (e.g. gullies, etc.). 

3. The anticipated traffic volumes for a Sackville Road extension can be 
accommodated with a two lane road. 

4. Pedestrian traffic facilities should be considered along the Sackville Road 
extension as a link to the existing Hub Trail located along Third Line.   

5. The intersections at Third Line and Mary Avenue should be constructed as tee 
intersections and sign controlled. 
 

Based on the above conclusions, two alternative design options were developed for Alternative 4 
and are as follows (schematics of the Alternatives are provided in Appendix 4).  
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This alternative would provide a two lane road positioned along the east side of the utility 
corridor.  The south end of the new road will curve to the east to avoid existing hydro poles and 
cause less disruption to the residential properties located to the west.  The road will continue to 
follow a straight line alignment along the east side of the cleared utility corridor, realigning 
slightly to the east at the north end before intersecting with Third Line.   

Alternative 4 - Option 1: East Alignment of Sackville Road Extension  

   

This alternative would be positioned on the west side of the hydro lines adjacent to the 
residential properties located along Northridge Road.  It would provide a straight two lane road 
that realigns to the east at the north end before intersecting with Third Line.   

Alternative 4 – Option 2: West Alignment of Sackville Road Extension 

4.5. Preferred Design 

The environmental impacts of Option 1 and Option 2 are essentially the same and can be 
mitigated through standard construction and maintenance practices. Both options will result in 
the construction of approximately 800 metres of new road through the existing cleared utility 
corridor. 
 
Option 1 was chosen as the preferred design because it meets all of the currently anticipated 
requirements for traffic capacity and satisfactorily addresses all of the design criteria mentioned 
in the previous section.  This option also provides for the proposed road to be further away from 
residential properties to the west.    

4.6. Solicit Input on Preferred Alternative and Designs 

A second PIC was conducted on November 24, 2010 to present the preferred solution and 
preliminary design options to the Public. The opportunity was provided and the Public was 
encouraged to discuss and provide comments on the presented information. 
 
Twelve residents were in attendance at the second PIC and the specific issues raised mainly 
involved the addition of a multi-use path along the Sackville Road extension that would connect 
to the Hub Trail located on the south side of Third Line.   
 
Very little input was received regarding the two alternative designs presented; however, a 
general preference for Option 1 was noted. 
 
Copies of the presentation boards, attendance records and comments received at the PIC are 
attached in Appendix 4.  Further consultation was also carried out with Mr. Robert Rattle, a 
concerned citizen who expressed interest in the project.  Mr. Rattle noted concern that facilities 
for alternative modes of transportation should be included in any preferred design, and that 
demand management strategies be implemented by the City in order to promote non-motorized 
methods of transportation.  As a result of this consultation, the City agreed that trail facilities 
would be included in the preferred design, and confirmed that demand management strategies 
will be included in the Transportation Planning Study update scheduled to be completed in 2012.    
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5. Phase Four – Environmental Study Report 
 

In accordance with the completion of this study as a Schedule C Project under the Municipal 
Class Environmental Assessment process, a Notice of Completion of this Environmental Study 
Report is to be issued and published by the City of Sault Ste. Marie. 
 
The ESR is to be made available for review by interested parties for a period of 30 days 
following the Notice of Completion.  During this review period, concerns from the public are to 
be resolved by the City if possible.  Failing resolution of issues, the concerned parties can 
request, during the review period, that the Minister of the Environment issue an order to comply 
with Part II of the EA Act. 
 
It is preferable to resolve issues with the City rather than requesting a Part II order, therefore 
negotiations or mediation with the City is encouraged. 
 
A request for a Part II order must be made in writing within 30 days of the Notice of Completion 
to the Minister of the Environment, with a copy to the City of Sault Ste. Marie at the addresses 
below: 
 

The Honourable John Wilkinson 
Minister of the Environment 
77 Wellesley Street West 
11th Floor, Ferguson Block 
Toronto ON   M7A 2T5  

Director of Engineering Services 
City of Sault Ste. Marie 
5th Floor, Civic Centre 
99 Foster Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON   P6A 5X6 
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NOTICE OF FILING OF ADDENDUM  
 

GREAT NORTHERN ROAD CORRIDOR TRAFFIC CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS 
(Sackville Road Extension) 

 
The City of Sault Ste. Marie (City) completed a Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) 
in 2012 to address traffic capacity concerns in the Great Northern Road corridor, between Second Line 
and Third Line. An Environmental Study Report (ESR) was filed in early 2012 documenting the EA process 
and presenting the preferred recommended solution: construct an extension of Sackville Road to Third 
Line.  Following  the  completion of  the EA,  the  construction of  the extension has been delayed due  to 
budget constraints and the prioritization of other projects within the community. 
 
Since it has been more than 10 years following the completion of the EA, the City has prepared this 
Addendum to the ESR to ensure that the preferred recommended solution remains valid, and that 
changes within the study area have not impacted the recommendations of the EA. The Addendum has 
been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
(MCEA). 
 
There are no changes to the proposed project. The recommended solution, extending Sackville Road to 
Third Line remains valid. 
 
By this notice, the Addendum is being placed on the public record for a 30‐day review period. Project 
materials may be found on the City’s website. 
 
Interested parties are encouraged to contact the City or the Consultant at the addresses noted below 
with any comments within 30 days from the date of this Notice.  
 
City of Sault Ste. Marie  Kresin Engineering Corporation 
Attention:  Maggie McAuley P. Eng.  Attention:  Michael Kresin, P. Eng. 
  Municipal Services and Design Engineer    Consulting Engineer 
  99 Foster Drive, Civic Centre    536 Fourth Line East 
  Sault Ste. Marie, ON    Sault Ste. Marie, ON 
  Tel: (705) 759‐5385    Tel: (705) 949‐4900 
 
During the review period, a request may be made to the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and 
Parks (MECP) under Section 16 of the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA) for an order requiring a 
higher level of study (i.e. requiring individual EA approval), or that conditions be imposed on the project. 
A request can be made on the grounds that the order may prevent, mitigate or remedy adverse impact 
on existing Aboriginal and treaty rights. Requests on other grounds will not be considered. Requests 
must include contact information, what kind of order is being requested (request for conditions or a 
request for an individual/comprehensive environmental assessment), how an order may prevent, 
mitigate or remedy potential adverse impacts on Aboriginal and treaty rights, and any information in 



 

 

support of the statements in the request. Request must be made by August 5, 2024 to the contacts 
below, with a copy to the City of Sault Ste. Marie at the address noted above. 
 

Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks    Director, Environmental Assessment Branch 
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks    Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 
777 Bay Street, 5th Floor    135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor 
Toronto ON, M7A 2J3    Toronto ON, M4V 1P5 
minister.mecp@ontario.ca    EABDirector@ontario.ca 

 

Under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Environmental Assessment 
Act, any personal information such as name, address, telephone number and property location included 
in a submission will become part of the public record files for this matter and will be released, if 
requested, to any person.   
 
This notice first published on July 6, 2024. 
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ATTACHMENT #3 
 

PROJECT CONSULTATION LIST 
 
 



GREAT NORTHERN ROAD CORRIDOR TRAFFIC CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS

KEC Project Ref. No. 2376

Consultation List

Algoma District School Board Ms. Lucia Reece Director of Education 644 Albert Street East Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 2K7 705-945-7111 algoma_district_school_board@schoolmessengermail.com

Anishinabek Union / Union of Ontario Indians Administration Office P.O. Box 711 North Bay, ON P1B 8J8 705-497-9127 705-497-9135 info@anishinabek.ca

Batchewana First Nation Chief Mark McCoy Chief 236 Frontenac Street Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 6Z1 705-759-0914 mmccoy@batchewana.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie Mr. Matthew Shoemaker Mayor P.O. Box 580, 99 Foster Drive Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5X6 705-759-5344 705-541-7171 mayor.shoemaker@cityssm.on.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie Ms. Angela Caputo Ward Councillor Sault Ste. Marie, ON 705-989-5549 angela.caputo@cityssm.on.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie Mr. Ron Zagordo Ward Councillor Sault Ste. Marie, ON 705-542-1428 r.zagordo@cityssm.on.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie, Planning Department Mr. Peter Tonazzo Director of Planning P.O. Box 580, 99 Foster Drive Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5X6 705-75-2780 705-541-7165 p.tonazzo@cityssm.on.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie, Public Works Ms. Susan Hamilton Beach Director, Public Works 128 Sackville Road Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 4T6 705-759-5207 705-541-7010 s.hamiltonbeach@cityssm.on.ca

City of Sault Ste. Marie, Public Works Mr. Larry Giardi Deputy CAO, Public Works and Engineering Services 128 Sackville Road Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 4T6 705-759-5206 705-541-7010 l.giardi@cityssm.on.ca

Clean North Mr. Bill Cole Chair 736 A Queen Street East Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 2A9 705-945-1573 info@cleannorth.org

Department of Fisheries and Oceans To Whom It May Concern 867 Lakeshore Road Burlington, ON L7S 1A1 1-855-852-8320 FisheriesProtection@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

Garden River First Nation Chief Karen Bell Chief 7 Shingwauk Street Garden River, ON P6A 6Z8 705-946-6300 705-945-1415 karenbell@gardenriver.org

Hydro One Sault Ste. Marie To Whom It May Concern SecondaryLandUse@HydroOne.com

Historic Sault Ste. Marie District Métis Community Council Ms. Kim Powley President 136 John Street Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 1P1 705-254-1768 705-254-3515 mno-ssmcouncil@shaw.ca

Huron Superior District Catholic School Board Mr. Danny Viotto Director of Education 100 Ontario Avenue Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 1E3 705-945-5400 705-945-5575 Danny.Viotto@hscdsb.on.ca

Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada To Whom It May Concern Unit M-760 Notre Dame Avenue Sudbury, ON P3A 2T4 705-522-6774 705-677-7976 infopubs@sac-isc.gc.ca

Ministry of Indigenous Affairs To contact MECP 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism Ms. Karla Barboza Team Lead, Heritage 400 University Avenue, 5th Floor Toronto, ON M7A 2R9 416-660-1027 karla.barboza@ontario.ca

Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks To Whom It May Concern eanotification.nregion@ontario.ca

Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, Northern Municipal 

Services Office
Ms. Anna Little Manager 159 Cedar Street, Suite 401 Sudbury, ON P3E 6A5 705-280-8946

anna.little@ontario.ca

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Ms. Julie Robinson Regional Land Use Planning Supervisor (A) 5520 Hwy #101, Postal Bag 3020 South Porcupine, ON P0N 1H0 705-491-4676 julie.robinson@ontario.ca

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Ms. Amy Clement Regional Planning Coordinator (A) 5520 Hwy #101, Postal Bag 3020 South Porcupine, ON P0N 1H0 705-755-5194 amy.clement@ontario.ca

Ministry of Mines Ms. Tracey Burton Manager (A), Strategic Support Unit Willet Green Miller Centre, 2nd Floor, 933 Ramsay Lake Road Sudbury, ON P3E 6B5 705-918-1609 tracey.burton@ontario.ca

Ministry of Northern Development Mr. John Hall Strategic Initiatives Advisor 159 Cedar Street, Suite 700 Sudbury, ON P3E 6A5 705-561-7384 john,hall@ontario.ca

Ministry of Infrastructure Ms. Joanna Craig Planner 1 Dundas Street West, Suite 2000 Toronto, ON M5G 1Z3 647-965-6703 noticereview@infrastructureontario.ca

Ministry of the Attorney General Mr. Adam Mortimer Counsel, Crown Law Office-Civil 8th Floor, 720 Bay Street Toronto, ON M7A 2S9 416-559-02126 adam.mortimer@ontario.ca

Ministry of Transportation Mr. Christopher Marsh Corridor Management Officer 70 Foster Drive, Suite 420 Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 6V4 705-945-6685 Christopher.Marsh@ontario.ca

Mississauga First Nation Chief Brent Niganobe Chief P.O. Box 1299, 66 Park Road Blind River, On P0R 1B0 705-356-1621 705-261-1441 cncaa@mississaugi.com

Moose Deer Point First Nation Chief Rhonda Williams-Lovett 3720 Twelve Mile Bay Rd MacTier, ON P0C 1H0 705-375-5209 rhonda.williams-lovett@mdpfn.com

North Channel Métis Council Mr. Roly Blanchette President rolyblanchette@gmail.com

PUC Services Inc. Mr. Orlan Euale Senior Water Distribution Engineer 500 Second Line East Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 6P2 759-6552 orlan.euale@ssmpuc.com; Eng-dept@ssmpuc.com

PUC Services Inc. Ms. Daniel Maione Electrical Distribution Engineer 500 Second Line East Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 6P2 759-6552 daniel.maione@ssmpuc.com

Sault Cycling Club Mr. Jack Perrotta-Lewin President c/o 235 McNabb Street Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 1Y3 jack@saultcyclingclub.ca

Sault Ste. Marie Region Conservation Authority Ms. Corrina Barrett General Manager 1100 Fifth Line East Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5K7 946-8530 946-8533 cbarrett@ssmrca.ca 

Sault Trailblazers Snowmobile Club Mr. John Breckenridge President 68 Old Garden River Road Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 5A4 saulttrailblazers@gmail.com

Serpent River First Nation Chief Wilma-Lee Johnston Chief 195 Village Road East Cutler, ON P0P 1B0 705-811-2418 info@serpentriverfn.com

Temagami First Nation Chief Shelly Moore-Frappier Chief General Delivery Bear Island, ON P0H 1C0 705-237-8943 705-237-8959 shelly.moorefrappier@temagamifirstnation.ca

Transport Canada - Ontario Region To Whom It May Concern EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca

Zhiibaahaasing First Nation Chief Irene Sagon-Kells Chief 36 Sagon Road Silver Water, ON P0P 1Y0 705-283-3963 zhiiband@manitoulin.net

Public Contact Mr. Robert Rattle 118 Killarney Road Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6B 4N8 705-942-5818 NA robert14robert@yahoo.ca

Public Contact Ms. Judy Cameron 80 Cabot Crescent Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6C 5X1 705-253-7469 NA jv.cameron@shaw.ca

Ministry/Agency Contact Position Address EmailCity, Prov. P.C. Telephone Fax
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