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1.0 Introduction 

A Public Information Centre (PIC) was held in relation to the Planning, Preliminary Design, and 
Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge 
located in the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern Ontario. In light 
of the COVID-19 pandemic and associated physical distancing requirements for the foreseeable 
future, PIC 3 was held in an online format. A recorded presentation and comment form were 
provided on the study website as part of the on line PIC. 

The study area is shown on the Key Plan below. 

2.0 Purpose 

Online PIC 3 forms part of the overall 
consultation plan for the project and is 
designed to involve stakeholders early and 
throughout the study to identify concerns 
and provide opportunities for input. 

The purpose of Online PIC 3 was to provide 
the public and stakeholders with an 
opportunity to review and present the 
preliminary findings of investigations, the 
evaluation of planning alternatives, the 
preliminary preferred plan and associated 
rationale, potential impacts and preliminary 
proposed mitigation measures, and next 
steps in the Class EA process. Figure 1: Key Plan 

This was the third and final PIC planned as part of this Class EA study. 

3.0 Location, Date, and Time 

GWP 5268-14-00 

Little Current 
Swing Bridge 

l km 

Online PIC 3 consisted of a recorded presentation that was hosted on the study website 
(www.swingbridgestudy.ca) beginning on March 30, 2021. Comments related to the online PIC 
were requested by April 30, 2021. Hardcopies of the presentation and transcript were available 
for mailout for those unable to access the online PIC 3 materials provided on the study website. 
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4.0 Notification 

The Notice of Online PIC 3 provided information about the PIC, including the purpose, and date 
and time that the presentation would become available on the study website. 

The notice was sent via mail and email to the MPP on Thursday, March 18, 2021, and 92 
external agency contacts, 90 businesses and stakeholders, 15 potentially impacted property 
owners, and 208 members of the general public on Friday, March 19, 2021. The Ontario 
Government Notice for the PIC was sent to approximately 5,100 residents and business owners 
during the week of March 18, 2021. All Indigenous community consultation and notifications 
have been documented in a separate Indigenous consultation report (on file with the MTO). 

Notices to advise the public of the third PIC were published in the following papers: 

• Manitoulin Expositor {in English, on Wednesday, March 24, 2021) 

• Sudbury Star (in English, on Tuesday March 23, 2021) 

• Manitoulin West Recorder (in English, on Friday, March 26, 2021) 

Copies of the newspaper notices and notification letters are provided in Appendix A. 

5.0 Reference Materials and Handouts 

The following displays were presented at the PIC: 

■ Welcome 

■ Purpose of the Study and Objectives of the PIC 

■ Study Process 

■ Study Phases 

■ Study Area Location Plan 

■ Study Background - Phase 1 Transportation Needs Assessment 

■ Study Background - Phase 2 Planning Phase 

■ What Have We Heard? 

■ Cultural Heritage - The Little Current Swing Bridge 

■ Heritage Bridge Conservation Options Assessment 

■ Existing Environment 

■ Evaluation Process 

■ Preliminary Evaluation of Alternatives 

■ Value Engineering Study 

~Stantec 
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■ Preferred Plan 

■ Heritage Impact Assessment 

■ Potential Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

■ Next Steps 

■ Thank You for Attending 

The PIC displays are included in Appendix B. 

6.0 Format 

As noted, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the PIC was hosted online via the study website 
www.swingbridgestudy.ca. A recorded presentation, including the transcript and displays, were 
available for review, and members of the public were encouraged to complete the online 
comment form, and to contact the project team to ask questions and/or share any ideas with 
respect to the study. Hardcopies of the transcript and displays were available to those who were 
unable to access the online format via courier, where requested; however, none were 
requested. 

Comment forms were provided via a link to a Survey Money comment format, or PDF, where 
participants had the option to print and complete the form. Online PIC 1 participants were 
encouraged to submit their comments online, either within the online or PDF comment form, or 
by email and/or telephone by April 30, 2021. 

The information available as part of the online PIC, including a copy of the online presentation, 
transcript and comment form is provided in Appendix B. 

7.0 Participation 

Statistics were gathered during the online PIC period, from March 30, 2021 to April 30, 2021, to 
determine the number of viewers of the online presentation. The website visit statistics were 
broken down into the following two categories: 

1) Unique Visitors -the total number of people that visited the website. The same person 
visiting the website multiple times during the PIC time period is only counted once. 

2) Number of Visits - the total number of visits by browsing session. If a visitor viewed 
another page on the site within 30 minutes of their last pageview, it is counted as the same 
visit. If a visitor returns to the study website 30 minutes after their last pageview, it counted 
as a separate visit. 

~Stantec 
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The data gathered for each category is illustrated below within Table 1 and Table 2. While a 
daily value can be determined for the number of visits, the unique visitor statistic is only 
available on a monthly basis. 

Table 1: Unique Visitors 

Uniaue Visitors 
March 2021 1,081 uniQue visitors 
Aoril 2021 976 uniaue visitors 

Total: 2,057 uniaue visitors 

Table 2: Number of Visits 

Number of Visits 
March 30 to March 31 2021 1 470 visits 
Aoril 1 to Aoril 30 2021 3 063 visits 

Total: 4,533 visits 

A total of 2,057 unique visitors, and 4,533 visits to the project website were made during the PIC 
time period. 

The PIC presentation included a brief YouTube video, which provided a computer-generated 
visual representation of the general conceptual design of the proposed swing bridge on its new 
alignment. The video was approximately 2 minutes long, and accumulated a total of 11,731 
views from various online platforms (Facebook, manitoulin.com, cbc.ca, YouTube, Gmail, etc.). 

A copy of the raw statistics of participants is provided in Appendix C. 

8.0 Comments Received 

In total, 27 letters and emails were received following the PIC up to the submission date of April 
30, 2021. In addition, 21 survey responses were submitted. Copies of the comment forms and 
survey responses are presented in Appendix D. All personal information has been removed, 
consistent with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. 

The survey accumulated a total of 368 unique visitors. Key comments from the survey 
responses included: 

■ Concern for emergency vehicle access and coast guard access for search and rescue (for 
their larger vessels) 

■ Concern for boat accidents causing the bridge to remain open 

■ Concern that the existing structure will fail before a new structure is built 

■ Concern that 2 lanes will not be enough to alleviate traffic and that 4 lanes will be required 
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■ Concern that commercial shipping/cruise ship requirements have not been considered as the 
new bridge would not facilitate their movement while in the closed position. 

■ Agreement that the bridge is of cultural heritage value and that a new swing bridge is the best 
option 

■ Agreement that two lanes will help alleviate seasonal traffic delays 

■ Need for wide enough sidewalks/buffer for cyclists and pedestrians 

■ Suggestion to include an underpass connection for cyclists/pedestrians who use the park 
space 

■ Some feel strongly that a fixed bridge would be more beneficial long term, especially for 
future development, commuting and to avoid mechanical failures 

■ Suggestion to keep the old bridge as a pedestrian crossing or portions of it as a heritage 
viewing site 

■ Suggestions to see the bridge set on Goat Island as a heritage viewing site and to 
incorporate some park land around it 

Suggestion to relocate existing bridge to Low Island Park/Picnic Island to create a 
park/recreation facility 

An overview of the comments received during the Online PIC review period is provided in Table 
3. 

~Stantec 
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Table 3: Public Input Received and Response Provided/Action Taken

Comment Response Provided and/or Action Taken  

Existing Bridge Condition

Article shows that the bridge is in good 
condition. 

The important landmark should remain 
in use.

The bridge is inspected every two years following the Ontario Structural Inspection 
Manual (OSIM) to ensure its safety, quantify the material deteriorations and determine 
the Bridge Condition Index (BCI). 

The single lane bridge with its unique operation and maintenance demands is over 100 
years old and is nearing the end of its service life. The swinging operation depends on 
outdated mechanical and electrical systems with many obsolete moving parts that 
cannot be relied upon much longer. 

The BCI is posted on the Ministry of Transportation’s web site and can be found at 
https://data.ontario.ca/en/dataset/bridge-conditions.  Information for the Swing Bridge 
can be found within the table on Row 4824.  The 2020 BCI is 73.56 and refers to the 
condition of the structure at the time of inspection. More information on the BCI is found 
on the MTO bridge safety page at http://www.mto.gov.on.ca/english/highway-
bridges/ontario-bridges.shtml.

Heritage of Existing Bridge

"Heritage site" needs to be maintained. 

New bridge should retain the same 
design as the old bridge structure. 

Pleased that repurposing components 
of the old bridge will be considered. 

Keep old structure as an informative 
historical site.

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) was completed in January 2019 to 
evaluate the bridge in accordance with Ontario Regulations 9/06 and 10/06, as well as 
the Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines. The existing bridge is the oldest and longest 
known example in the province, has historical associations with the development of 
railway lines in Northern Ontario, and has contextual value in the community that is 
physically, functionally, visually, and historically linked to its surroundings. The CHER 
was review by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) Heritage Bridge Committee 
and the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries (MHSTCI). Based 
on its review of the CHER, the MTO Heritage Bridge Committee identified the Little 
Current Swing Bridge as a provincial heritage property of provincial significance. The 
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Comment Response Provided and/or Action Taken  

MTO Heritage Bridge Guidelines for Provincially Owned Bridges outlines a process for 
identifying conservation options for heritage bridges when planning for any 
rehabilitation, widening, or replacement that may be required. In addition, a Heritage 
Impact Assessment is being completed to determine the impacts of the project on this 
provincial heritage property, and to outline recommended options and mitigation 
measures in order to reduce negative impacts and conserve its cultural heritage value 
or interest. Additional information will be shared as part of Public Information Centre 
(PIC) 3, which will be held online on the project website (www.swingbridgestudy.ca) 
from Tuesday, March 30, 2021 until April 30, 2021.

Preferred Solution

Pleased with the preferred solution for a 
new double lane swing bridge. 

Submitted choice for a new name for 
the new bridge. 

Keeps the atmosphere and charm of the 
old bridge. Preserves the culture and 
history of the area.

Your comments have been received by the project team.  With the exception of 
personal information, your comments will be included in the final Transportation 
Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of future study milestones.

Concerns expressed regarding the 
changes to the channel width, depth, 
and impacts on the already strong 
current. All upgrades should go through 
the Canadian Coast Guards Notices to 
Mariners program. 

Consider placement of a current gauge 
in the channel, on the centre abutment.

Will the design consider increasing the 
bridge height or air draft to allow more 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) recognizes that the North Channel 
through Little Current is part of Lake Huron, which is listed as a Scheduled Waterway in 
the Canadian Navigable Waters Act (CNWA). As such, Transport Canada and the 
associated Navigation Protection Program have been engaged as part of this study to 
confirm, at a preliminary level, navigational clearance requirements at this location. As 
part of detail design of this project, a Notice of Major Works will be prepared and 
submitted to the Minster for review and approval.  As such, the horizontal and vertical 
navigational clearances for the new bridge will meet the requirements of the Navigation 
Protection Program. In addition, the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) have 
been circulated on all study notifications.  
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Comment Response Provided and/or Action Taken  

boats to pass under the structure? This 
could reduce the number of bridge 
swings required.

The Island needs more modernized 
access than the swing bridge.

Will the bridge allow sufficient space for 
future and possibly larger commercial 
vessels to pass through?

A marine archaeological assessment was undertaken as part of this study, the findings 
of which confirmed that dredging operations within the North Channel near Little 
Current have occurred almost annually since the turn of the 20th century to maintain 
the safe operation of shipping vessels.  In addition, a boating survey was distributed to 
all marinas and their boaters in Little Current to obtain information on boating activity, 
including the size of vessels and frequency of visits. This information has helped the 
project team work with Transport Canada/Navigation Protection Program to help to 
ensure that the Preferred Plan can accommodate present and future boating activity 
within the channel. It should be noted that, as part of the Preferred Plan, the existing 
swing bridge is proposed to be removed in part due to the potential navigational 
hazards and to help reduce the risk of boat-bridge collisions. We appreciate the 
suggestion to consider feedback from the Great Lakes Pilotage Authority and Canadian 
Coast Guard, and have updated our study mailing list to include these authorities.

Disagree with the preferred solution. 
Still limits marine traffic, emergency 
vehicles, and does not provide 
unrestricted traffic flow. 

A tunnel would be a better suited option. 

Should be more than two lanes to 
accommodate future traffic. 

Bridge should not turn as often for 
marine traffic to pass through.

Long term, the bridge will still have 
mechanical issues. A bascule makes 
the most sense.

Following a detailed evaluation of alternatives, the swing bride was selected as the 
preferred plan because it best addresses the current and future transportation needs at 
the bridge crossing, while minimizing impacts to the community and the natural 
environment. Based on the feedback received at/following Public Information Centres 
(PICs) 1 and 2, there is a strong desire to maintain the existing viewscapes and 
character of the area, and to minimize potential impacts to the natural and cultural 
environments.  Increasing the vertical clearance of the new swing bridge would result in 
greater impacts the Highway 6 road profile, which would be raised several metres and 
require significant embankments on both sides of the crossing.  These approach 
embankments would result in significant impacts to ecological features, as well as 
increases in property requirements including entrance redesign/removal. This profile 
raise would also reduce the ability to provide a safe and comfortable environment for 
active transportation users. The existing swing bridge is the oldest and longest known 
example of a swing bridge within the province, has historical associations with the 
development of railway lines in Northern Ontario and has contextual value as a 
character-defining landmark in the community that is physically, functionally, visually, 
and historically linked to its surroundings. Thus, a new swing bridge at a similar height 
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Comment Response Provided and/or Action Taken  

to the existing bridge also provides a better opportunity to provide a sympathetic design 
that maintains the character of the local and marine communities.

Since 1985, the Ministry has invested almost $18 million to maintain the bridge to 
provide a safe and reliable link between Manitoulin Island and the mainland. This has 
included extensive maintenance and replacement of the bridge deck, structural steel 
and center bearing replacement, and pier and abutment repairs. This annual average 
investment of over $500,000 per year is much higher than other typical bridges in the 
provincial highway network (typically<$100,000 per year). Furthermore, because of its 
age, the swing bridge often requires custom-fabricated components that are not readily 
available, resulting in longer repair times, traffic delays and increased costs due to 
manufacturing. The purpose of this study is to identify a recommended plan which will 
address the current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing as part of the 
Ministry’s ongoing review of safety and operational needs for the provincial highway 
network. While the existing swing bridge was originally intended for predominantly 
railway travel, the new bridge will be designed to today’s standards to service both 
vehicle travel and active transportation users, reducing the risk of malfunction and 
repair costs, as well as providing a reliable structure for the longer term.

Consultation

What mitigating factors have been 
addressed with First Nations?

The project team has been in contact with Aundeck-Omni Kaning First Nation, the other 
member First Nations of the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo Mnising, and 
Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory since commencement of this study to help to ensure 
that opportunities to share information and participate in this study have been offered 
throughout the duration of this study. Notification of the following key study milestones 
has been provided to the Chiefs, as well as community members that expressed an 
interest in receiving notifications about this study:

Notice of Study Commencement and Request to Consult (June 29, 2018)

Notice of Public Information Centre 1/Community Information Sharing Session 
(August 14, 2018)
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Notice of Public Information Centre 2 / Community Information Sharing Session 
(July 3, 2019)

Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 (March 18, 2021)

In addition, Community Information Sharing Sessions 1 and 2 were held at the Four 
Directions Community Centre on August 23, 2018 and July 25, 2019, respectively.  
Notification of these community events was also included in the community newsletter 
and posters were placed within high traffic areas of the community.  

Community Information Sharing Sessions 1 and 2 were also held within the other 
member UCCMM member nation communities and Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory 
in 2018 and 2019.

In general, the feedback received from these Community Information Sharing Sessions 
included: 

• Priority to have two-way traffic with less delays

• Ensure that vehicle and boat traffic is accommodated for the long-term future 

• Preserve the heritage value of the old bridge

• The existing bridge is a significant tourist attraction

• First Nations have a special relationship with the water. It is traditional territory and 
impacts should be minimized

• Concerns regarding safety and the ability to travel on and off of the island in the 
case of an emergency

The Preferred Plan was selected because it has minimal impacts to the existing 
roadway network and utilities, noise sensitive areas, significant wildlife habitat and 
viewscapes from Little Current and the North Channel; and it avoids impacts to 
business and residential properties. The new bridge will also accommodate two lanes 
of traffic, maintains the existing grades for active transportation users, and will be 
sympathetically designed to help maintain the character of the local and marine 
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communities. The Recommended Plan will be confirmed at the completion of this study. 
Natural environment, archaeological and cultural heritage studies, as well as a 
business impact assessment have been completed to help to identify potential impacts 
and preliminary mitigation measures. 

In light of COVID-19 and associated physical distancing requirements, community 
information sharing/Public Information Centre (PIC) 3 was planned online.  In response 
to requests to offer the PIC in Anishnaabemowin, a translated version of the recorded 
presentation and comment form was prepared for online review.  In addition, copies of 
the English and translated materials were mailed to each of the First Nations’ 
administration offices for review and comment.  

Following the online Public Information Centre 3 review period (i.e., from March 30 until 
April 30, 2021), the project team will review and consider the feedback received and will 
respond to any questions. In consideration of the comments received, the project team 
will confirm the overall Recommended Plan for this project, including the potential 
impacts to the environment and mitigation measures. A Notice of Study Completion will 
be issued, at which time the Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR) will be 
available for public review for a 30-day review period. The TESR will document the 
entire process followed to determine the Recommended Plan, including copies of all 
supporting studies/reports and consultation materials.  The TESR is anticipated to be 
completed in fall 2021.

Natural Environment

Preserve park around the swing bridge 
viewing area.

A portion of the existing park will be impacted to accommodate the preferred plan and 
associated parking area. However at this time, it is expected that the existing Highway 
6 alignment in the vicinity of the existing bridge will be decommissioned following
construction and operation of the new bridge, and new grass, shrubs and/or trees will 
be planted to mitigate the impacts to vegetation associated with the preferred 
plan.  Site specific revegetation plans will be prepared and will use native plant species
mixes. A preliminary visual representation of this transition is available for your review 
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10.0 News Articles 

Prior to online PIC 3, at least two news articles were published, one on the CBC website 
(cbc.ca) on March 30, 2021, and one in My Espanola Now on March 30, 2021. The CBC article 
indicated that MTO has stated that the existing bridge could soon be replaced, and that the 
MTO is recommending a new two-lane swing bridge be built to the west of the existing one. It 
noted that the historic bridge from 1913 will be removed, but the new one will be "sympathetic" 
to its design and will consider salvaging steel from the historic landmark. The article provided a 
link to the online PIC and provided the online PIC review/comment timeline. The My Espanola 
Now article indicated that the MTO and Stantec had recommended replacement of the existing 
structure, that the new near-identical swing bridge will be located slightly to the west of the 
current bridge and will feature two lanes of travel. The article mentioned the MTO will undertake 
a transportation environmental study report (TESR) over the summer months. 

The news articles are provided in Appendix E. 

11.0 Next Steps 

Specific responses to all formal questions and comments received in response to online PIC 3 
has been prepared and forwarded to the commenting party. 

This was the third and final PIC for this study. A Transportation Environmental Study Report 
(TESR) will be prepared to document the study process and the Recommended Plan, and the 
TESR will be made available for a 30-day public review period. 

Any concerns brought to the attention of the project team will be responded to and an attempt to 
reach a resolution will be made. 

~ Stantec 
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Appendix A: Notification Material 

NOTICE OF ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 3 

Ontario & PLANNING, PRELIMINARY DESIGN AND CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study, GWP 5268-14-00 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd . to undertake a 
Planning, Preliminary Design, and Class Environmenta 
Assessment (Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little 
Current Swing Bridge located in the Town of 
Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern 
Ontario. The bridge provides year-round highway 
access between the community of Little Current and 
Manitou lin Island and mainland areas of Northern 
Ontario. The existing bridge is nearing the end of its 
service life . The purpose of this study is to identify a 
Recommended Plan that addresses current and future 
transportation needs at the bridge crossing . 
THE PROCESS 

( 

Little 
Current 

Sudbury 

Little Current 
Swing Bridge 

1 km 

Th is study is a "Group A" project under the Class Environmental Assessment (EA) for Provincial Transportation 
Facilities (2000) and includes undertaking environmental and engineering investigations and seeking input from 
stakeholders, external agencies, Indigenous communities and the public. Upon completion of prel iminary design, 
a Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR) will be prepared and made available for public review. 
Notices will be published in local newspapers to advise the publ ic of the TESR public review period . 
ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 3 
Two Public Information Centres (Pl Cs) have been held to date to present and gather feedback at key points in 
this Study. PIC 1 was held in August 2018 to present the transportation needs assessment, existing study area 
conditions, and alternatives to the undertaking . PIC 2 was held in July 2019 to present al ignment and structure 
type alternatives, the evaluation process and prel iminary assessment of the heritage conservation options for 
the existing bridge. 
The third and final PIC has been scheduled to provide an opportun ity for you to review the evaluation of the 
alignment and structure alternatives, the Preliminary Preferred Plan , and the associated potential impacts and 
preliminary proposed mitigation measures. In light of the COVID-19 pandemic and associated physical 
distancing requ irements , PIC 3 wi ll be hosted online. The PIC will be available for your review on the study 
website at www.swinqbridqestudy.ca on Tuesday, March 30, 2021 . A recorded presentation will be available 
as part of the on line PIC until April 30 , 202 1. 

COMMENTS 
You are encouraged to participate in the study and to provide comments to the study team. If you wish to have 
your name added to the study mailing list, have any comments, questions or concerns, and/or are unable to 
access the on line PIC 3 materials provided on the study website, please contact one of the following study tean 
members: 

Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng. 
Consultant Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
Tel : (905) 381-3227 
Call Collect: (905) 385-3234 
ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Ms. Melissa Delfino, P.Eng. 
Senior Project Engineer 
Ministry of Transportation Northeastern Reg ion 
Tel: (705 ) 497-6807 or (705) 491-7756 
Toll-free: 1-800-461-9547 
Pro jectT eam@swin gbridg estu dy. ca 

Please visit the project website, www.swinqbridqestudy.ca, to review study information includ ing notices, 
background information and PIC displays. Other study materials will also be provided on the study website , as 
they become available. Comments and questions to the study team can be submitted on the study website . 

If you have any accessibility requ irements in order to participate in th is project, please contact one of the Project 
Team members listed above. Comments and information are being collected to assist the MTO in meeting the 
requ irements of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. Information will be collected in accordance with the 
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. All comments will be maintained on file for use during the 
study and , with the exception of personal information , may be included in study documentation and become pat 
of the public record . 
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Reaching the right people with the right message is a key driver of campaign success. The map below shows your selected 
trade area and the routes that make up your coverage. The routes are colour coded according to the penetration of your 
selected demographic variable{s) to show how closely it matches your ideal prospect. 
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Below you w ill find your Route Ranking Report, which provides you with a tabular view of the routes within your trade area ranked according to the value of 
the selected demographic variable(s). By looking at the "Cumulative Penetration" and the "Cumulative Points of Gair columns, you can easily determine 
which routes you need to target in order to meet your desired quota. 
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FSA Delivery Mode (Route) Depot All Points Of Call Cumulative Points of Call 

POP RR0002 WIKWEMIKONG PO 437 437 

POP LB0001 LITTLE CURRENT PO 415 852 

POP RR0001 LITTLE CURRENT PO 398 1250 

POP RR0001 MINDEMOYA PO 368 1618 
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POP RR0001 TEHKUMMAH PO 99 4302 
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POP RR0001 PROVIDENCE BAY PO 88 4487 

POP LB0001 SPRING BAY PO 82 4569 

POP GD0001 PROVIDENCE BAY PO 78 4647 

POP RR0002 MANITOWANING PO 73 4720 

POP RR0001 SILVER WATER PO 66 4786 

POP RR0001 KAGAWONG PO 63 4849 

POP RR0002 TEHKUMMAH PO 53 4902 

POP RR0003 TEHKUMMAH PO 49 4951 

POP LB0001 SOUTH BAYMOUTH PO 47 4998 

POP LB0002 TEHKUMMAH PO 35 5033 

POP LB0001 WIKWEMIKONG PO 23 5056 

POP RR0001 MELDRUM BAY RPO 21 5077 

POP GD0001 SPRING BAY PO 10 5087 

POP GD0001 KAGAWONG PO 5 5092 

POP GD0001 M'CHIGEENG RPO 3 5095 

POP GD0001 MANITOWANING PO 3 5098 

POP GD0001 SOUTH BAYMOUTH PO 1 5099 
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Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study, G.W.P. 5268-14-00 
The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has retained 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. to undertake a Planning, Preliminary 
Design, and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study 
for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the 
Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in 
Northeastern Ontario. The bridge provides year-round highway 
access between the community of Little Current and Manitoulin 
Island and mainland areas of Northern Ontario. The existing 
bridge is nearing the end of its service life. The purpose of this 
study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses 
current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. 

THE PROCESS 

This study is a "Group A" project under the Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for Provincial Transportation FaciUties (2000> 
and includes undertaking environmental and engineering 
investigations and seeking input from stakeholders, external 
agencies. Indigenous communities and the public. Upon 
completion of preliminary design. a Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESR) will be prepared and made available for 
public review. Notices will be published in local newspapers 
to advise the public of the TESR public review period. 

ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 3 

Two Public Information Centres CPICs) have been held to date 
to present and gather feedback at key points in this Study. PIC 1 
was held in August 2018 to present the transportation needs 
assessment, existing study area conditions. and alternatives to 
the undertaking. PIC 2 was held in July 2019 to present alignment 
and structure type alternatives. the evaluation process and 
preliminary assessment of the heritage conservation options 
for the existing bridge. 

The third and final PIC has been scheduled to provide an 
opportunity for you to review the evaluation of the alignment 
and structure alternatives. the Preliminary Preferred Plan. and 
the associated potential impacts and preliminary proposed 
mitigation measures. In light of the COVID-19 pandemic and 
associated physical distancing requirements. PIC 3 will be 
hosted online. The PIC will be available for your review on 
the study website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca on Tuesday, 
March 30, 2021. A recorded presentation will be available as 
part of the online PIC until April 30, 2021. 

COMMENTS 

You are encouraged to participate in the study and to provide 
comments to the study team. If you wish to have your name 
added to the study mailing list, have any comments. questions 
or concerns. and/or are unable to access the online PIC 3 
materials provided on the study website, please contact one of 
the following study team members: 
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Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng. 
Consultant Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
tel: 905-381-3227 
Call collect: 905-385-3234 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Ms. Melissa Delfino, P.Eng. 
Senior Project Engineer 
Ministry of Transportation Northeastern Region 
tel: 705-497-6807 or 705-491-7756 
Toll-free: 1-800-461-9547 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

fN} 
1 km 

Please visit the project website. www.swingbridgestudy.ca, 
to review study information including notices, background 
information and PIC displays. other study materials will also 
be provided on the study website, as they become available. 
Comments and questions to the study team can be submitted 
on the study website. 

If you have any accessibility requirements in order to participate 
in this project. please contact one of the Project Team members 
listed above. Comments and information are being collected to 
assist the MTO in meeting the requirements of the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act. Information will be collected 
in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act. All comments will be maintained on file for use 
during the study and. with the exception of personal information. 
may be included in study documentation and become part of 
the public record. 
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Sunshine List sheds 
light on highest-paid 
public servants in 
Sudbury and Ontario 

Almost 206,000 provincial public 
servants made $100,000 a year or 
more last year, according to the 
Ontario Sunshine List released 
Friday. 

In Sudbury, Dominic Giroux, 
president and CEO of Health Sci
ences North, was the top earner, 
making $381,287 in 2020. 

He was followed by the current 
dean, president, and CEO ofthe 
Northern Ontario School of Med
icine, Dr. Sarita Verma, and Dr. 
Roger Strasser, now the school's 
founding dean emeritus, who each 
made$358,585. 

Dr. Penny Sutcliffe, the medical 
officerofhealthforPublicHealth 
Sudbury and Districts, was paid 
$347,324 last year. 

Following her were a group of 
judges: Justices Andrew But
tazzoni, Andre L. Guay, John D. 
Keast, Randall W. Lalande, Karen 
L. Lische and Heather A. Mendes, 
who each made $316,573.35 in 
2020. 

Provincially, there were 257 
public servants in the $400,000-
plus bracket in 2020, and 7,007 
who earned more than Premier 
Doug Ford's $208,974 salary. 

The government said the in
crease in the six-figure club was 
due to expansion in health care 
and education, as well as the 
COVID-19 pandemic, which ere-

ated significant demands on parts 
of the public service, particularly 
in healthcare and education. 

Staff were required to work ex
traordinary amounts of overtime 
or earned pandemic pay, boost
ingthe numbers of those malcing 
$100,000 threshold, the govern
ment said. 

Besides straight salary and over
time, promotions, raises, bonuses 
and severance payments can also 
push someone onto the list. 

"We know that Ontarians are 
relying on their government now, 
more than ever, during this pan
demictokeepthemsafe anddeliv
erthecriticalservicestheyrelyon, 
like health care and education," 
President of the Treasury Board 
and Minister of Finance Peter 
Bethlenfalvy said in a statement. 
"Our government remains com
mitted to ensuring that Ontarians 
have sustainable public services 
now and for future generations." 

The bottom end of the list was 
fullofteacbers,registeredmus
es, firefighters, and police offi
cers. The numbers show more 
than one in five Ontario teachers 
now appear on the provincial 
sunshine list. From 2019 to 2020, 
the numberofteachers on the list 
more than doubled from 14,757 to 
29,902. 

With the number of teachers, 
pre-pandemic, hovering around 
126,000 full-time equivalents, 

Three youths charged in 
hate-motivated assaults 
Attacks against a teenager in the 
city's south end were motivated by 
racial bias and hatred, police allege. 

Greater Sudbury Police said 
detectives in the Criminal Inves
tigation Division were assigned 
on Thursday to "follow up on two 
incidents of assault involving the 
same teen survivor." 

Both incidents took place at the 

POLICE BRIEFS 

beginning of March; however the 
incidents were not reported to 
police until this past Wednesday. 

"Videos of the assaults were 
postedonsocialmediaanddepict
edyouth.s in two separate physical 
altercations in the south end of 
Sudbury," police said in a release. 

"Upon reviewing the posts, these 
videos appeared to have elements 

that's 23 per cent of the teach
ers in Ontario who made at least 
$100,000 last year. 

Executives in Ontario were at 
the top of the salary heap, includ
ing brass from the electricity sec
tor, hospital CEOs and university 
deans. 

"Just six executives at Ontario 
Power Generation tookhome$5.5 
million," NDP MPP Peggy Sattler 
said in a statement. "There were 
huge raises at the very top, and 
now 17 people make more than 
$700,000. Meanwhile, Ford.is de
nyingfrontlinehealthcareheroes 
a raise, including personal support 
workers (PSWs). He's passed a 
likely-unconstitutional wage con
straint law to bold back the wages 
ofOntarioworkerswhileallowing 
executive salaries to soar." 

The government has been re
leasing the "sunshine" list under 
the Public Sector Salary Disclo
sure Act enacted by former Pro
gressive Conservative premier 
Mike Harris in 1996. All organi
zations that receive public funding 
from the province are required to 
report the names, positions and 
pay of those making more than 
$100,000. 

Theactappliestodirectprovin
cial employees as well as to the 
broader public sector. 

"We are also delivering on our 
promise to the people of Ontario 
to be transparent and account
able; respecting their tax dollars 
in order to deliver critical front
line services," Bethlenfalvy said. 

PROMINENT TOP 
EARNERS IN SUDBURY 
■ Dr. Mark Henderson, chief 
of cardiology, MarkHarbnan, 
senior VP patient experience 
and digital transformation, 
and Max Liedke, senior VP and 
COO, all made $290,809 last 
year at Health Sciences North. 

that were motivated by hate or 
bias as the youths involved made 
various racial references while at
tacking the teen." 

Detectives conducted a thorough 
investigation, gathering multiple 
witness statements alongwithin
fonnationfrom theteenandfami
lymembers of the teen. 

As a result of the information 
gathered, detectives have charged 
three youths (ages 14-16) with as
sault, assault with a weapon, ut
tering threats and causing a di~
tu.rbance by fighting. 

The youths involved cannot be 
named under the Youth Criminal 

TUESDAY, MARCH 23, 2021 THE STAR AS 

■ Laurentian University presi
dent Robert Hache- $280,013. 
■ Jo-Anne Palkovits, St. 
Joseph's Health Centre 
president and CEO - $260,190. 
■ CityofGreaterSudburyCAO 
Ed Archer - $287,700.30. 
■ Mayor Brian Big-
ger - $181,504.26. 
■ GreaterSudburyPoliceChief 
Paul Pedersen - $265,664.80. 
■ Cambrian College president 
William Best- $255,201. 
■ College Bo real president 
Daniel Giroux - $267,093. 
■ Rainbow District School 
Board director of education 
Norm Blaseg-$257,082. 
■ Sudbury Catholic District 
School Board director of educa
tion Joanne Benard- $200,505. 
■ Conseil scolairecatholique 
Nouvelon (CSCNO) director of 
education Paul Henry- $202,917. 
■ Conseil scolaire public 
du Grand Nord de !'Ontario 
(CSPGNO) director of education 
Marc Gauthier - $162,723. 
■ Guy Labine, CEO of Science 
North, $154,890.21, 
■ Sudbury Crown attorneys 
also made the list, with Richard 
Huneault, at $231,415.12 
leading the way, and with 
at least five others earning 
$200,000ormore. 

SUDBURY EMPLOYERS 
JI.ND THE $100,000 CLUB 
■ Health Sciences North - 713 
made the $100,000 club in 2020. 
■ CityofGreaterSudbury 
- 593 (including police 
officers and firefighters) 
■ Laurentian University- 399. 
■ Northern Ontario School 
ofMedicine-62. 
■ Public Health Sudbury 
and Districts - 28. 
■ UniversityofSudbury-14. 
■ St. Joseph's Health 
Centre - llpeople. 

Justice Act and no information 
relative to the investigation that 
may lead to their identities will be 
provided. 

The protection of the survivor, 
their family and adherence to the 
laws of the YCJA are paramount, 
the police service said. 

Through consultation with the 
Crown, "it has been determined 
that the charges of assault and as
saultwith a weapon were motivat
ed by hate," police said. 

"We will continue to work with 
the Crown throughout this case 
while providing support to the 
survivor and their family." 

■ Huntington University- 8. 
■ Thorneloe U niveraity- 6. 
■ Cambrian College -160. 
■ College Boreal - 111. 
■ Rainbow District 
School Board- 315. 
■ Sudbury Catholic District 
School Board- 300. 
■ CSCNO - 403. 
■ CSPGNO -159. 
■ ScienceNorth-6. 
■ Hundreds more who work 
for government ministries 
and agencies in Sudbury 
would also be on the list. 

TOP 10 LIST IN ONTARIO 
(Sala,yW!dtaxablebenefits,orTB) 
■ Ontario Power Generation 
President/CEO Ken Hartwick: 
$1.23 million ($7,540 TB) 
■ Ontario Power Gener-
ation President Nuclear 
Dominique Miniere: $1.13 
million ($3,923 TB) 
■ Ontario Power Generation 
COO/CNO Sean Granville: 
$901,606 ($2,451 TB) 
■ Ontario Power Generation 
Chief Projects Ofllcer Michael 
Martelli: $850,332 ($3,499 TB) 
■ University Health Network 
President/CEO Kevin Smith: 
$844,992 ($87,503 TB) 
■ Ontario Power Generation 
Sr. VP Pickering Randy 
Lockwood: $818,892 ($330 TB) 
■ Ontario Power Generation 
Sr. VP Nuclear Diebnar Reiner: 
$$817,862 ($2,298 TB) 
■ Ontario Public Service 
Pension President/CEO Mark 
Fuller: $797,474 ($638 TB) 
■ Ontario Lottery and Gaming 
Corp. President/CEO Stephen 
Rigby: $797,309 ($1,216 TB) 
■ Unity Health Toronto 
President/CEO Timothy 
Rutledge: $776,412 ($27,975 TB) 
- with files from CanadiW! Press 
sud.editorial@sunmedia.ca 
Twitter:@SudburyStar 

The Greater Sudbury Police Ser
vice "takes reports of hate-moti
vated crime and hate-bias in
cidents very seriously and we 
recognize the impact on and pain 
feltbycommunitymemberswhen 
thereisevidenceofhatred,"there
leasestates. 

"We want to assure you that we 
are committed to investigating 
these situations thoroughly." 

Anyone with information is 
asked to contact police at 705-
675-9171 or Crime Stoppers at 
705-222-TIPS, online at www. 
sudburycrimestoppers.com. 
sud.ediWrial@sunmedia.ca 

Police investigate 
Espanola robbery 
Manitoulin OPP officers are 
investigating an armed robbery 
that took place Friday after
noon atan aparbnent complex 
on Park Street in Espanola. 
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Members of the Manitoulin 
Detachment, the Emergency 
Response Team, two members 
of the Northeast Canine Unit, 
and the OPP's Scenes of Crime 
with the assistance from a 
member from the Anishinabek 
Police Service, responded 
to the call around 4 p.m. 

There is no threat to 
public safety at this time, 
police said, adding "more 
information will be provided 
as it becomes available." 

Anyone with information 
should immediately contact 
the OPP at 1-888-310-1122. 

Should you wish to remain 
anonymous, you may call 
Crime Stoppers at 1-800-
222-8477 (TIPS) or submit 
informationonlineat 
www.p3tips.com or www. 
sudburycrimestoppers.com. 

You may be eligible to receive 
a cash reward ofup to $2,000. 

Markstay resident 
charged in 
domestic assault 
Police have charged a Markstay
Warren resident in relation 
to a domestic dispute. 

NipissingWest OPP said 
officers responded Saturday to 
an incident at a residence on 
North Road in Mark.stay-Warren. 

As a result of the investigation, 
a SO-year-old person Markstay
Warren resident was arrested 
and charged with spousal assault. 

The accused was released on 
an undertaking and is scheduled 
to appear at the Ontario Court 
of Justice in April in Sudbury. 

The OPP will not be 
releasingthenameofthe 
accused in order to protect 
the identity of the victim. 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has retained 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. to undertake a Planning. Preliminary 
Design, and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study 
for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the 
Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in 
Northeastern Ontario, The bridge provides year-round highway 
access between the community of Little Current and Manitoulin 
Island and mainland areas of Northern Ontario. The existing 
bridge is nearing the end of its service Life. The purpose of this 
study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses 
current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing 

THE PROCESS 

This study is a "Group A" project under the Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) {or Provincial Transportation Facilities <20001 
and includes undertaking environmental and engineering 
investigations and seeking input from s1akeholders, external 
agencies, Indigenous communities and the pubUc, Upon 
completion of preliminary design, a Transportation Environmental 
Study Report CTESRJ will be prepared and made available for 
public review. Notices will be pubUshed in local newspapers 
to advise the public of the TESR public review period 

ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 3 

Two PubUc Information Centres (PICsl have been held to date 
to present and gather feedback at key points in this Study. PIC 1 
was held in August 2018 to present the transportation needs 
assessment, existing study area conditions, and alternatives to 
the undertaking. PIC 2 was held in July 2019 to present alignment 
and structure type alternatives. the evaluation process and 
preUminary assessment of the heritage conservation options 
for the existing bridge. 

The third and final PIC has been scheduled to provide an 
opportunity for you to re.,-iew the evaluation of the aUgnment 
and structure alternatives, the Preliminary Preferred Plan, and 
the associated potential impacts and preUminary proposed 
mitigation measures, In Light of the COVID-19 pandemic and 
associated physical distancing requirements. PIC 3 will be 
hosted on line. The PIC will be available for your review on 
the study website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca on Tuesday, 
March 30, 2021. A recorded presentation will be available as 
part of the on line PIC untH. April 30, 2021. 

COMMENTS 

You are encouraged to participate in the study and to provide 
comments to the study team. If you wish to have your name 
added to the study mailing List, have any comments, questions 
or concerns. and/or are unable to access the online PIC 3 
materials provided on the study website, please contact one of 
the following study team members: 

Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng. 
Consultant Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
tel: 905-381-3227 
Call collect: 905-385-3234 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Ms. Melissa Delfino, P.Eng. 
Senior Project Engineer 
Ministry of Transportation Northeastern Region 
tel: 705-497-6807 or 705-491-7756 
Toll-free: 1-800-461-9547 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Please visit the project website. www.swingbridgestudy.ca, 
to review study information including notices. background 
information and PIC displays. other study materials will also 
be provided on the study website, as they become available 
Comments and questions to the study team can be submitted 
on the study website. 

If you have any accessibiUty requirements in order to participate 
in this project please contact one of the Project Team members 
Listed above. Comments and information are being collected to 
assist the MTO in meeting the requirements of the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act Information will be collected 
in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act. All comments will be maintained on file for use 
during the study and. with the exception of personal information 
may be included in study documentation and become part of 
the public record 

OntarioG 



The Manitoulin West Recorder Friday, March 26, 2021 Pages 

... Manitoulin Lodge again left out of LTC funding announcement 
(continued from page 1) 
governments." 
Stephanie Barber, commn

nity relations co-ordinator 
of Jarlette Health Services 
told the Recorder on Mon
day in an email, "while the 
new bed annonncement for 
the WNH and other long 
term care homes across the 
province is very welcome 
news and a progressive step 
for the sector at large, I can 
confirm that Manitonlin 
Lodge was not inclnded in 
this recent allocation of new 
beds," wrote Ms. Barber. 
"We will continne to advo
cate for Manitonlin Lodge 

... police 
service bd. 
(continued from page 1) 

The letter was to be inclnd
ed on the agenda for North
eastern Manitonlin and the 
Islands (NEMI)' s conncil 
meeting last Tnesday, as 
well as the next Manito
nlin Mnnicipal Associa
tion (MMA) meeting, said 
NEMI Mayor Al MacNevin. 
First Nation commnnities 
on Manitonlin have separate 
agreements with the federal 
government and have their 
own (UCCM Anishnaabe 
Police Service and Wikwe
mikong Tribal Police Ser
vice) police service boards, 
so he said he nnderstands 
they will not be part of the 
new police service board for 
the Island, he noted. 

"The difficnlty will be in 
the nine mnnicipalities, in
clnding Cockbnrn Island, 
coming to a consensns 
on the composition of the 
board," said Mayor Mac
Nevin. "It looks like mn
nicipalities have to come 
to a consensns on what the 
board looks like, and one 
lead mnnicipality needs 
to submit the proposal by 
Jnne 7, so there's not a lot 
of time." It is expected that 
boards will be established 
by fall 2021. The existing 
CPAC will continne nntil 
the CSPA comes into force, 
at which time they will be 
dissolved and transition to 
the new OPP detachment 
board model. 
Mayor MacNevin said he 

doesn't see the board hav
ing less than 15 members, 
with nine mnnicipal repre
sentatives, three commnni
ty representatives and three 
people appointed by the 
province. There is a propos
al in place for Espanola and 
Manitonlin to have separate 
boards. Twenty percent of 
the new board mnst be ap
pointed and 20 percent mnst 
be commnnity representa
tives, not mnnicipal repre
sentatives. Names of those 
who will participate on the 
detachment board are not 
reqnired to be snbmitted by 
Jnne 7. 
The solicitor general's let

ter indicated the ministry 
will work with and support 
municipalities and First Na
tions in submitting a com-

(continued on page 9) 

and look forward to having 
the opportnnity to farther 
extend onr provision of care 
to a wider demographic of 
seniors in need in the fn
ture." 
Dan Osborne, mayor of the 

Town of Gore Bay told the 
Recorder, ''ifin fact, Jarlette 
Health Services had applied 
for fonding, it is disappoint
ing to see our nursing home, 
Manitonlin Lodge, not re
ceive fonding, again. This 
affects all of Western Man
itonlin." 
"The Manitonlin Lodge 

Nnrsing Home is very im
portant, it is critical to onr 
town and all of Western 
Manitonlin and has received 
no fnnding (in two ronnds 
of fonding)," said Mayor 
Osborne. "It is fantastic 
news that fonding has been 
provided for the WNH, it 
is fnnding that is needed, 

bnt the Lodge needs fnnd
ing as well, and it is very 
disappointing that fonding 
was not received, especially 
since they as well have been 
mandated to meet a set of 
provincial standards in the 
next few years." 
Mayor Osborne said it 

wonld be, "devastating to 
onr commnnity and Western 
Manitonlin ifwe didn't have 
this local nnrsing home. Onr 
provincial riding is not blne 
(Progressive Conservative), 
bnt I think we wonld have 
received fnnding if we were, 
or if onr riding had been red 
(Liberal) when the Liberals 
were in power we wonld 
have received fonding pre
vionsly. Yon can't tell me 
that politics isn't involved." 
He said the lack of fonding 
issne for the Lodge project 
wonld be a good topic to 
bring np at the Manitonlin 

Mnnicipal Association, and 
that he will be reqnesting 
Gore Bay conncil snpport 
his proposal to have a mo
tion sent to all mnnicipali
ties and First Nations on the 
Island for snpport in lobby
ing the province for fonding. 
"Onr most vnlnerable de

serve the snpport they need 
when they need it in a set
ting that provides comfort 
and caring," said Dr. Mer
rilee Fnllerton, minister of 
long-term care. "Today's 
investment is part of the 
government's comprehen
sive plan to modernize long
term care for generations to 
come. It will increase access 
to long-term care, rednce 
waitlists, and ease hospital 
capacity pressures." 
"While COVID-19 threat

ens ns all, it is the residents 
and staff in onr long-term 
care homes who have snf-

fered the most," said Peter 
Bethlenfalvy, minister of 
finance and president of the 
treasnry board. "Ontario's 
2021 bndget will bnild on 
onr commitment to protect 
onr seniors and provide 
the highest qnality of care 
for loved ones when and 
where they need it. That in
clndes the creation of new 
and npgraded long-term 
care spaces. These most re
cent allocations will resnlt 
in a development pipeline 
of 20,161 new spaces rep
resenting more than two
thirds of the government's 
commitment to bnild 30,000 
new beds by 2028, as well 
as 15,918 npgraded spaces." 
A release noted the criteria 

for selecting the projects an
nonnced last week inclnde: 
npgrading older homes in 
response to lessons learned 
aronnd improved infec-

Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study, G.W.P. 5268-14-00 
The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has retained 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. to undertake a Planning, Preliminary 
Design, and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study 
for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the 
Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in 
Northeastern Ontario. The bridge provides year-round highway 
access between the community of Little Current and Manitoulin 
Island and mainland areas of Northern Ontario. The existing 
bridge is nearing the end of its service life. The purpose of this 
study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses 
current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. 

THE PROCESS 

This study is a "Group A" project under the Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for Provincial Transportation Facilities (2000) 
and includes undertaking environmental and engineering 
investigations and seeking input from stakeholders, external 
agencies, Indigenous communities and the public. Upon 
completion of preliminary design, a Transportation Environmental 
Study Report ITESR) will be prepared and made available for 
public review. Notices will be published in local newspapers 
to advise the public of the TESR public review period. 

ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE J 

Two Public Information Centres (PICs) have been held to date 

Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng. 
Consultant Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
tel: 905-381-3227 
Call collect: 905-385-3234 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Ms. Melissa Delfino, P.Eng. 
Senior Project Engineer 

tion prevention and control 
(IPAC) measnres, particn
larly the elimination of three 
and fonr bed rooms; adding 
spaces to areas where there 
is high need; addressing the 
growing needs of diverse 
gronps, inclnding Franco
phone and Indigenons com
mnnities; and/or promoting 
campnses of care to better 
address the specialized care 
needs ofresidents. 

Ontario is investing $933 
million in these projects, on 
top of the $1.75 billion al
ready earmarked for the de
livery of 30,000 new spaces 
over 10 years. 
Of the 80 projects, more 

than 60 involve the con
strnction of brand-new 
bnildings and 35 involve 
campnses of care where 
mnltiple services will be 
provided on the same site. 

Q 
1 km 

to present and gather feedback at key points in this Study. PIC 1 
was held in August 2018 to present the transportation needs 
assessment, existing study area conditions, and alternatives to 
the undertaking. PIC 2 was held in July 2019 to present alignment 
and structure type alternatives, the evaluation process and 
preliminary assessment of the heritage conservation options 

Ministry of Transportation Northeastern Region 
tel: 705-497-6807 or 705-491-7756 

for the existing bridge. 

The third and final PIC has been scheduled to provide an 
opportunity for you to review the evaluation of the alignment 
and structure alternatives, the Preliminary Preferred Plan, and 
the associated potential impacts and preliminary proposed 
mitigation measures. In light of the COVID-19 pandemic and 
associated physical distancing requirements, PIC 3 will be 
hosted online. The PIC will be available for your review on 
the study website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca on Tuesday, 
March JO, 2021. A recorded presentation will be available as 
part of the on line PIC until April JO, 2021. 

COMMENTS 

You are encouraged to participate in the study and to provide 
comments to the study team. If you wish to have your name 
added to the study mailing list, have any comments. questions 
or concerns, and/or are unable to access the online PIC 3 
materials provided on the study website, please contact one of 
the following study team members: 

Toll-free: 1-800-461-9547 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Please visit the project website, www.swingbridgestudy.ca, 
to review study information including notices, background 
information and PIC displays. Other study materials will also 
be provided on the study website, as they become available. 
Comments and questions to the study team can be submitted 
on the study website. 

If you have any accessibility requirements in order to participate 
in this project, please contact one of the Project Team members 
listed above. Comments and information are being collected to 
assist the MTO in meeting the requirements of the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act. Information will be collected 
in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act. All comments will be maintained on file for use 
during the study and, with the exception of personal information, 
may be included in study documentation and become part of 
the public record. 
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job, however. The communi
ty still intends to build a 
new water treatment plant 
300 feet inland from the 
shoreline and the existing 
flooded facilities. 

Present community 
has never had 
potable water 

Zhiibaahaasing's fresh 
water challenges have exist
ed since the community re
formed in 1991. Its tradi
tional territory is on 
present-day Cockburn 
Island but the community 
went dormant for 11 years 
starting in 1980, with no res
idents on its traditional ter
ritory. The First Nation 
retained its registered sta
tus with the federal govern
ment. 

Ogimaa-kwe Kells 
became chief of the 
rebirthed community at its 
current location in 1991. 
She has held the role since 
that time. 

Previously, the few fami
lies living in Zhiibaahaas
ing's current location had 
used shallow wells for 
their water but when the 
community tried drilling 
wells in 1991, all they 
found was sulfur-contami
nated supply. 

Although the communi
ty eventually built a water 
treatment plant on the 
lakeshore, they had to rely 
on holding the treated 
water in concrete cisterns. 
Until the upgrades come 
into effect, that water gets 
trucked to homes. 

"Our First Nation has 
been under a self-imposed 
boil water advisory (since 
1991) because, according 
to the regulations in 
Ontario, concrete is not to 
be used for holding 
potable water," said 
deputy chief Kevin 
Mossip. 

Moving the water from 
the central cisterns to 
homes added considerably 
more points of potential 
contamination. There 
have also been issues with 
dogs being around the 
water supply and the hold
ing tanks freezing in the 

... One in/our 
... continued from page 11 
demographics. Mani
toulin District features a 
higher number of people 
deemed vulnerable during 
the pandemic. 

Manitoulin District's 
median age is 49.5 years 
old, compared to just 44_5 
years old across the PHSD 
geographic area. In addi
tion, median total income 
is nearly $10,000 lower on 
the Island; $26,724 versus 
$36,458 in the whole health 
district according to 2015 
fignres_ 

The Island also has a 
higher percentage of peo
ple who identify as Indige
nous, 40.6 percent com
pared to 12.5 percent in the 
health unit. 

Health workers, also in 
priority to receive the vac
cine, made up eight per
cent of the labour force on 
Manitoulin, a nearly iden
tical figure to that of the 
whole health catchment 
area. 

Since Zhiibaahaasing got its portable package water plant last 
December, a truck has re-distributed the treated water to homes. 

Recoro-high water levels comprorrised Zhiibaahaasing·s existing 
water treatment plant's sb"ucture. A new permanent plant is needed. 

winter. 

Water plant reaches 
breaking point 

Disaster struck last sum
mer when water levels in 
Lake Huron reached record 
highs_ 

"We had a water treat
ment plant that was doing 
its job in Zhiibaahaasing 
until the water came about 
100, 150 feet up the shore 
and began to wash out our 
present plant we had by the 
lake," Mr. Mossip said. 

Water plant operator 
Jonathan Riberdy was 
closely watching the water 

levels and one night in June 
2020, he noted water levels 
rapidly rising and threaten
ing to flood the plant. 

"Everything was going to 
flood if it wasn't for Jon 
being quick on his feet, 
quick-thinking. E. Corbiere 
and Sons (of M'Chigeeng) 
came in at the middle of the 
night to help stop the plant 
from being washed away;" 
Ogimaa-kwe Kellia said. 

The response was not 
enough to prevent a part of 
the building from getting 
washed out, which threat
ened a larger collapse. 

"When that happened, 

council got together and 
declared a state of emer
gency because we didn't feel 
it was safe for the operator 
to go in," said Mr. Mossip. 

Zhiibaahaasing had to 
find another source of 
water and was exploring 
potential suppliers between 
Manitoulin and Sudbury. 
The community eventually 
turned once more to 
M'Chigeeng, which provid
ed thrice-weekly water 
deliveries beginning in 
June2020_ 

It was a good option, but 
not the solution they need
ed. Because of the length of 

the transportation and the 
delivery method, the water 
was not considered potable 
for human consumption. 

"Since June and until we 
got the new (temporary) 
plant, we've been hauling in 
bottled water from Culligan 
in Sudbury. We get 250 jugs 
of water monthly to ensure 
our community members 
have clean water," said 
band manager Bobbisue 
Kells-Riberdy. 

Demand varies depend
ing on the season but the 
deliveries were an expen
sive and inefficient way of 
ensuring safe water. 

Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study, G.W.P. 5268-14-00 
The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has retained 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. to undertake a Planning, Preliminary 
Design, and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) Study 
for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the 
Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in 
Northeastern Ontario. The bridge provides year-round highway 
access between the community of Little Current and Manitoulin 
Island and mainland areas of Northern Ontario. The existing 
bridge is nearing the end of its service life. The purpose of this 
study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses 
current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing. 

THE PROCESS 

This study is a "Group A" project under the Class Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for Provincial Transportation Facilities (2000) 
and includes undertaking environmental and engineering 
investigations and seeking input from stakeholders, external 
agencies, Indigenous communities and the public. Upon 
completion of preliminary design, a Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESRl will be prepared and made available for 
public review. Notices will be published in local newspapers 
to advise the public of the TESR public review period. 

ONLINE PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 3 

Two Public Information Centres (PICsl have been held to date 

Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng. 
Consultant Project Manager 
Staniec Consulting Ltd. 
tel: 905-381-3227 
Call collect: 905-385-3234 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Ms. Melissa Delfino, P.Eng. 
Senior Project Engineer 

water Pumps ran dry when 
people forgot to turn them 
off or when a water deliv
ery date changed. 

"In the beginning, we 
were not used to having 
water being there when we 
needed it," said Ms. Kells
Riberdy. 

Zhiibaahaasing got some 
reprieve in December of 
2020 when Indigenous Serv
ices Canada delivered a self
contained portable pack
aged water plant to the 
First Nation. 

Such units are housed in 
metal shipping containers 
and are full of the equip
ment required to treat the 
water supply. 

This offered a relatively 
safe product, but such 
mobile units are not offi
cially certified to produce 
clean, potable drinking 
water. As such, the commu
nity remains under a pre
cautionary boil water advi
sory. 

Zhiibaahaasing placed 
the plant about 300 feet 
inland, where :flooding will 

... continued on page 13 

to present and gather feedback at key points in this Study. PIC 1 
was held in August 2018 to present the transportation needs 
assessment, existing study area conditions, and alternatives to 
the undertaking. PIC 2 was held in July 2019 to present alignment 
and structure type alternatives, the evaluation process and 
preliminary assessment of the heritage conservation options 
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tel: 705-497-6807 or 705-491-7756 

for the existing bridge. 

The third and final PIC has been scheduled to provide an 
opportunity for you to review the evaluation of the alignment 
and structure alternatives, the Preliminary Preferred Plan, and 
the associated potential impacts and preliminary proposed 
mitigation measures. In light of the COVID-19 pandemic and 
associated physical distancing requirements, PIC 3 will be 
hosted on line. The PIC will be available for your review on 
the study website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca on Tuesday, 
March 30, 2021. A recorded presentation will be available as 
part of the online PIC until April 30, 2021. 

COMMENTS 

You are encouraged to participate in the study and to provide 
comments to the study team. If you wish to have your name 
added to the study mailing list, have any comments, questions 
or concerns, and/or are unable to access the online PIC 3 
materials provided on the study website, please contact one of 
the following study team members: 

Toll-free: 1-800-461-9547 
e-mail: ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

Please visit the project website, www.swingbridgestudy.ca, 
to review study information including notices, background 
information and PIC displays. Other study materials will also 
be provided on the study website, as they become available. 
Comments and questions to the study team can be submitted 
on the study website. 

If you have any accessibility requirements in order to participate 
in this project, please contact one of the Project Team members 
listed above. Comments and information are being collected to 
assist the MTO in meeting the requirements of the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act. Information will be collected 
in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act. All comments will be maintained on file for use 
during the study and, with the exception of personal information, 
may be included in study documentation and become part of 
the public record. 
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March 18, 2021 
File: 165001086                            

Attention: XX 
 

Dear X, 

 
Reference:  Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 

  Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00) 
  Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. to 
undertake a Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 
(Class EA) Study for the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge located in the Town 
of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands in Northeastern Ontario. The purpose of 
this study is to identify a Recommended Plan that addresses current and future 
transportation needs at the bridge crossing. Please visit the project website at 
www.swingbridgestudy.ca for additional project information. 

The third and final Public Information Centre (PIC) has been planned for this project.  
In light of the COVID-19 pandemic and associated physical distancing requirements, 
PIC 3 will be hosted online. As indicated within the attached notice, the PIC will be 
available for your review on the study website at www.swingbridgestudy.ca on 
Tuesday, March 30, 2021. A recorded presentation will be available as part of the 
online PIC until Friday, April 30, 2021.  

The information presented at this online PIC will provide an opportunity to review 
and comment on the evaluation of the alignment and structure alternatives, the 
Preliminary Preferred Plan, and the associated potential impacts and preliminary 
proposed mitigation measures. 

March 18, 2021 
«First_Name» «Last_Name», «Position» 

Page 2 of 2 

Reference: Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study (GWP 5268-14-00) 
Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3

If you would like further information regarding the study, please contact either the 
undersigned or one of the project team members named in the enclosed information. 

Regards, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Diana Addley 
Senior Environmental Planner 
Phone: (905) 415-6401  
diana.addley@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 

c. M. Delfino, J. Haddow – Ministry of Transportation
G. Cooke, T. Belliveau – Stantec Consulting Ltd.

() Stantec 

Design with community in mind 
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Public Information Centre 3 Summary 
Report Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge 
Study (GWP 5268-14-00) 

Appendix B: Public Information Centre 3 Displays, Transcript and Comment 
Sheet 

() Stantec 

165001086 

LITTLE CURRENT 

SWING BRIDGE STU □ Y 

Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study - Online PIC 3 

COMMENT FORM 
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment Highway 6 Little 

Current Swing Bridge Study 

{GWP 5268-14-00) 

Online Public Information Centre 3 - March 30 through April 30, 2021 

Your comments will help us to understand what is important to you. Please provide your 

comments to the following questions, or use the space provided to provide any additional 

comments. 

1. Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan ( a 

Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

2. How do you feel about the recommended mitigation 

strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing 
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Swing Bridge Study - Online PIC 3 

1.1 Online PIC 3 

 

Hello, and thank you for joining us for this online Public Information Centre for the 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Planning, Preliminary Design, and Class 
Environmental Assessment study. 

swing bridge will be removed following construction of the new 

bridge? 

3. Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

our feedback is very important to this study. Please complete this online comment form or 

contact us by email to share your thoughts by April 30, 2021. 

Diana Addley 

Senior Environmental Planner 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Email: P-rojectteam@swingbridgestudY..ca 

4. Name and Address ( optional) 

Name 

Mailing Address 

please include 

postal code) 

Telephone: 

Email: 

(J Stantac Onta,10 G 

L I T T L E C U R R E N T 

SWING BRIDGE STUDY 

Onhne Public 
Information 

Centre 3 
swlngb~idgestudr.ce 
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1.2 How To Use This Presentation 

 

To access a list of keyboard shortcuts, press “Shift” and “?” at any time. If you are 
using a mobile device, you can also swipe to go to the next slide. If you are using a 
screen reader, you can use the Tab key to tab through the elements on the screen. 

The following is a list of the features of this presentation: 

Transcript: This presentation contains audio. If you do not have access to 
audio, you can follow along with the presentation using the Transcript tab. If 
you would like to open or close the transcript during the presentation, please 
select the 3 bars at the top of the page. 
Table of Contents: This is a summary of the topics covered in this 
presentation. You can use this menu to return to a previous slide. 
Resources: The presentation resources are available here. 
Exit: This button saves your progress and closes the presentation. 
Volume: This presentation contains audio. Turn on your speakers or 
headphones and use this button to control the volume of the presentation's 
audio. 
Play/Pause: You can use this button to play or pause the presentation. 
Captions: Use this button to turn on closed captions.  
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Progress Bar: This shows your progress through each slide. 
Refresh: This will restart the content of the slide from the beginning.  
Accessibility Controls: This will open the built-in accessibility controls menu. 
Previous and Next: Use these buttons to advance in the presentation and to 
return to the previous slide.  

This video presentation includes clickable links to allow you to view larger images 
and other study materials. You can close these links and return to the presentation 
by selecting the back button. When you are ready to proceed, click the Next button, 
or use the accessible keyboard shortcut (Ctrl Alt Period).  

1.3 Welcome 

 

This video presentation will provide you with an overview of this Class 
Environmental Assessment (or Class EA) study. A copy of the information presented 
in this online Public Information Centre will be available for your review on the 
project website, www.swingbridgestudy.ca. 

This is the third and final Public Information Centre for this study. In light of COVID-
19 and associated physical distancing requirements for the foreseeable future, this 
PIC is being hosted online. 

How To Use This Presentation 
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Welcome 
This is the third Public Information Centre {PIC) for the Highway 6 Little 
current Swing Bridge Planning, Preliminary Design and Environmental 
Assessment Study. 

The bridge is located with in the community of l ittle current within the Town of 
Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands, in Northeastern Ontario. 

sv1ingbridgestud1.ca 
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1.4 Study Purpose 

 

The Little Current Swing Bridge is located in the community of Little Current, within 
the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin and the Islands, in Northeastern Ontario.  

The purpose of this study is to identify a recommended plan that will address 
current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing, as part of the 
Ministry’s ongoing review of safety and operational needs for the provincial highway 
network. 

The purpose of this online Public Information Centre is to present and gather your 
feedback on: 

The study background and information presented to date 
What we have heard from you 
The preliminary findings of investigations 
The evaluation of Planning Alternatives (corridor and structure alternatives) 
The Preferred Plan and associated rationale 
Potential Impacts and preliminary proposed mitigation measures 
Next steps in the Class Environmental Assessment process 

Additional resources are available for you to download on the project website so 
that you can take the time to review the information in more detail. A link to a 
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comment form is available on the last slide of this presentation for you to share 
your thoughts with the project team. A copy of this form is also available on the 
project website. 

1.5 Study Process 

 

This study is being carried out under the requirements of the Class Environmental 
Assessment for Provincial Transportation Facilities (2000), which has been approved 
under the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act for provincial transportation 
projects of a defined scope and magnitude. 

The MTO Class Environmental Assessment (or Class EA) process is an approved 
process for highway planning, design, and construction projects. The study is 
following the Group ‘A’ process, which requires the submission of a Study Design 
Report early in the study process to outline the approach for fundamental decision-
making processes and the level of detail associated with the environmental and 
engineering work to be carried out during the study. The Study Design Report for 
this study was completed in November 2018 and is available for your review on the 
project website. 

To date, two rounds of Public Information Centres and Community Information 
Sharing Sessions have been held as part of this study. The first round was held in 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

tudy Purpose 
The purpose ofth,is stud¥ is to identify a recommended plan wll icll will address current and future 
transportation needs at the bridge crossing, as part of the IMinis!ry's ongoing review of safety and 
operational needs for the provtncia'I highway network. 

The purpose of thi.s on line. Publfc Information Centre is to present and gather your 
feedback on: 

The study back_ground and information presented to dale 

What we h:ave heard from you 

The preliminary findings of investigahons 

T he evaluatlon of Planning Allematives (rorndor and structure anernativesJ 

The Preiliminal)I Preferred Plan :and associated rationale 

Potential Impacts and preliminary proposedi mitigation measures 

Next steps in the Class Environmental Assessment process 
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summer and fall of 2018, and the second round was held in summer 2019. 
Comments received from these consultation events have been and will continue to 
be considered through the remainder of the study. 

A Transportation Environmental Study Report (or TESR) will be prepared and made 
available for a 30-day public review period at the end of the study. 

1.6 Study Phases 

 

The goal of projects or activities covered under the Class EA is to provide a safe and 
effective transportation system while avoiding or minimizing negative 
environmental effects. The Class EA process consists of four main stages: Planning, 
Preliminary Design, Detail Design, and Construction. The Planning stage of a Class 
EA process may be preceded by a Transportation Needs Assessment stage, which 
focuses on determining what is needed. 

A Transportation Needs Assessment was undertaken as part of this study to help to 
confirm the problems and opportunities, and to identify Alternatives to the 
Undertaking for the project. The first Public Information Centre and Indigenous 
Community Information Sharing Sessions were held at this stage of the study. A 
Study Design Report was then developed to document the Transportation Needs 
Assessment, define the study area, describe the Alternatives to the Undertaking, as 
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well as the Class EA process commitments for the balance of the study, including 
consultation. A copy of the Study Design Report is available for your review on the 
project website. 

The Planning stage focuses on developing a plan for how the project should be 
done. This includes assessing how well the Alternatives to the Undertaking address 
the identified problems and opportunities and selecting alternatives to be carried 
forward for further development and evaluation. Environmental and engineering 
investigations are undertaken as part of this study process to support the 
evaluation process, and to determine existing conditions and potential impacts of 
each alternative. As part of this study, both corridor and structure alternatives were 
developed. A second Public Information Centre and Indigenous Community 
Information Sharing Sessions were held at this phase to present these alternatives 
and evaluation criteria. Feedback received at and following these consultation 
events was gathered and reviewed for consideration during the next phase of the 
study.  

The Preliminary Design stage focuses on ‘roughing out’ a design or Preferred Plan in 
consideration of the feedback received and the findings of the evaluation, and to 
identify the potential environmental impacts and preliminary mitigation measures. 
This third and final Public Information Centre is being held to present the evaluation 
of alignment and structure alternatives, the Preferred Plan, and the associated 
potential impacts and preliminary proposed mitigation measures.  

Following this Public Information Centre, the Preferred Plan will be refined and 
finalized. A Transportation Environmental Study Report, or TESR, will then be 
prepared to document the entire study process. The TESR will be published and 
made available for a 30-day public review period. Notification of the TESR 
Completion will be posted on the project website, within the Manitoulin Expositor, 
Manitoulin West Recorder, and Sudbury Star newspapers, and delivered via email or 
mail to those who have expressed an interest in the project. 

Following the publishing of the TESR and review of the comments received, the 
project will be ready for Environmental Clearance. Environmental Clearance is an 
internal process that the MTO uses to help to ensure that the EA requirements have 
been met before construction begins. 

Each stage or step in the process allows for structured decision-making and 
consultation as the study progresses.  

The Detail Design and Construction stages will be future stages in this project. 
Additional public consultation will be undertaken during the Detail Design phase, 
the timing of which has not been scheduled. 

Study Phases 
Ongoing Consultation 
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1.7 Study Area Location Plan 

 

The study area for the project is located within the Town of Northeastern Manitoulin 
and the Islands in Northern Ontario. The Little Current Swing Bridge is located on 
Highway 6 in the community of  Little Current, and serves as the only roadway 
access to and from Manitoulin Island.  In 2016, an average of 3,300 vehicles were 
recorded crossing this bridge, and an increase in traffic was noted during the 
summer months. This location plan identifies land use areas and features within the 
study area. Please click the button located below the plan on this slide to view a 
larger, high-resolution version of this image. 
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1.8 Study Background: Phase 1 – Transportation Needs Assessment 

 

The existing swing bridge provides year-round, single-lane road access between the 
community of Little Current and Manitoulin Island, and the mainland areas of 
Northern Ontario. Currently, road access is not available for 15 minutes of each 
daylight hour during the summer months so that boat access is available along the 
North Channel. Continuous road access is provided during the winter months when 
the bridge is closed to boat traffic. 

The existing bridge is nearing the end of its service life and will require extensive 
and ongoing maintenance or replacement. Furthermore, there are opportunities to 
improve traffic operations, emergency and evacuation access, boat access, and 
active transport facilities; and to reduce operating and maintenance costs. 

As part of the consultation activities undertaken in 2018, the following Alternatives 
to the Undertaking were shared with the public, stakeholders, and Indigenous 
Communities: 

Do nothing 
Replace with a ferry 
Replace with a 2-lane tunnel 
Replace with a moveable bridge 

Study Area Location Plan 
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Replace with a 2-lane fixed bridge 

An assessment process was completed to evaluate the Alternatives to the 
Undertaking and select preferred alternatives to be carried forward for further 
development into the Preliminary Design Alternatives. 

The first round of public and Indigenous community consultation events were held 
in summer 2018 to present and solicit feedback on the problems and preliminary 
assessment of Alternatives to the Undertaking. Feedback received during this 
consultation period was considered while preparing the Study Design Report for the 
project. The Study Design Report was prepared and made available for public 
review and comment in late 2018. A copy of the report is provided on the project 
website.  

The Alternatives to the Undertaking that were selected for further development and 
assessment for Phase 2 (the Planning Phase) of the Class EA process included 
replacing the bridge with a new 2-lane moveable bridge, fixed bridge, or tunnel. The 
Do Nothing and Ferry Alternatives did not address the problems identified in the 
study area and were not carried forward for further consideration. 

1.9 Study Background: Phase 2 – Planning Phase 
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The Planning Phase was initiated following the Transportation Needs Assessment 
phase. Planning alternatives considered both corridor and structural alternatives. 

As shown on the map presented on this slide, seven corridor alternatives were 
considered. Alternatives 1, 3, and 7 were screened out from further evaluation 
based on anticipated impacts to private properties, traffic patterns, existing 
business operations, and/or costs. Corridor alternatives 2 and 4 for moveable 
structures, and corridor alternatives 5 and 6 for fixed structures, were carried 
forward as viable alternatives. 

The images on the right show the structure alternatives that were considered. 
Moveable bridge alternatives included: a bascule bridge, a swing bridge, and a lift 
bridge. Fixed structure alternatives included a fixed bridge and tunnel. 

The second round of public and Indigenous community consultation events were 
held in July 2019 to present and solicit feedback on the assessment of Alternatives 
to the Undertaking, alignment alternatives, structure type alternatives, the proposed 
evaluation criteria and evaluation process, and the preliminary assessment of 
heritage conservation options for the existing bridge. 

1.10 What Have We Heard? 

 

• 

Study Background: Phase 2 ..... Planning Phase 
Planning Alternatives 
Pl'anrring anernalwes considered bolh oorrtdor ,artd structural alternatives. The follmlling Planning Alternatives were ,considered 
as part of th.is sludy. Selected alternal ives were removed from further evaluation as follows: 

~ 0 Movable Bridge 

., Mov.able Bridge 

• 0 Movable Bridge 

Movable Bridge 

FiKeo Bridge/Turmel 

Fixeo Bridge/Tunnel 

• 0 Fixll<I Briclge/T unnel 

Preliminaiy Assessment of Planning Alternatives 

Alternatives 1, 3 and 7 were screened oul from furthe, ev.aluafion based on anticipaled 
impacls to private properties, lrnllic patlems, exrsling business opemtions, and/or oosl.s. 

Public Information Centre 2 

The second roHd of public and lndil]enous community consuDalion events were held in July 11 
2019 lo presenf and solicif feedback on the ,assessment of alfernalr,es to !he undertaking, " 
alignment aHernalives, slructure type allernati,;es, the proposed evaluation crileria and .= 
ev.aluafion process, and preliminary assessmenl oi herifage conservation oplions. 

A copy of th:e mfonnaD:Xl presented a.t the secood round of pg::ic..and hf~ooll:ii rommumtyronSllltafon events can be aooassed al the !inti; llere. 
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Throughout the study, members of the public, external agencies, and Indigenous 
community members, including those from Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory and 
the member nations of UCCMM Tribal Council, have provided input on various 
aspects of the project. Following the second Public Information Centre, the majority 
of respondents preferred Corridor Alternative 2 and a movable bridge option. While 
the fixed structure alternatives were preferred by some respondents, concerns 
regarding significant property impacts, the cost of fixed structures, and impacts to 
existing viewscapes were noted. Suggestions to improve access for vehicles by 
providing a two-lane structure were received, and the need to maintain a safe 
passage for boats in the North Channel was noted. Concerns regarding a by-pass of 
the town were noted, as this could have a negative impact on local business 
operations. In addition, it is understood that the waterway is traditional to First 
Nations, and protection of the water during construction is critically important.  
Many concerns regarding impacts to the natural environment and cultural heritage 
significance of the existing bridge were noted by respondents, and the importance 
of these features has been recognized by the project team.  

Throughout the study, the project team has solicited and considered feedback 
received, and you are encouraged to continue to share your thoughts as we 
continue to move forward with project planning. 
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1.11 Cultural Heritage - The Little Current Swing Bridge 

 

The existing bridge is a rare remaining example of the movable swing bridge type in 
Ontario and is the oldest known example in the province.  

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) was completed in January 2019 to 
evaluate the bridge in accordance with Ontario Regulations 9/06 and 10/06 and the 
Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines.  

Based on its review of the CHER, the MTO identified the Little Current Swing Bridge 
as a provincial heritage property of provincial significance.   

The existing bridge is the oldest and longest known example in the province.  

It has historical associations with the development of railway lines in Northern 
Ontario and has contextual value as a character-defining landmark in the 
community that is physically, functionally, visually, and historically linked to its 
surroundings. 

The Ministry of Transportation Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines for Provincially 
Owned Bridges outlines a process for identifying conservation options for heritage 
bridges when planning for any rehabilitation, widening, or replacement that may be 
required. 

Cu,ltural Heritage - he LiHle Current Swing Bridge 
A C~l\ural l--leril.-.Jle Ev<llllalion Reporl [CHER) Was completed in 2019 lo evalu..te lhe existing 
bridge in accord~nce wilh O. Reg. 09/06, O. Reg. 10/06 and the Onlario l--lelitage Bli~ge 
Guidelir1es 
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The following bridge conservation options were considered for the existing 
structure: 

1. Retention of the existing bridge with no major modifications undertaken 
2. Restoration of missing or deteriorated elements where physical or 

documentary evidence exists for their design 
3. Retention of the existing bridge with sympathetic modification 
4. Retention of the existing bridge with a sympathetically designed new 

structure in proximity 
5. Retention of the existing bridge but close it to vehicular traffic and adapt it 

for a new use 
6. Retention of the existing bridge as a heritage monument for viewing 

purposes only 
7. Relocation of the existing bridge to a new location of continued or adaptive 

use 
8. Removal and replacement of the existing bridge with a sympathetically 

designed new structure 

All provincial ministries and prescribed public bodies, including the Ministry of 
Transportation, must comply with the Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of 
Provincial Heritage Properties, pursuant to Part III.1, section 25.2 of the Ontario 
Heritage Act in the management of properties under its ownership or control.  

Under provision F.4. of the Standards and Guidelines, removal or demolition of all 
or part of a provincial heritage property should be considered a last resort, subject 
to heritage impact assessment and community engagement.  

Under provision F.5 of the S&Gs, the consent of the Minister of Heritage, Sport, 
Tourism and Culture Industries must be obtained prior the demolition or removal of 
any building or structure located on a provincial heritage property of provincial 
significance, or transfer from provincial property, in whole or in part.  

Please use the links provided on the bottom of this slide to access: the 2019 Cultural 
Heritage Evaluation Report, Ontario Regulations 9/06 and 10/06 and Part III.1, 
section 25.2 of the Ontario Heritage Act, as well as the Standards and Guidelines for 
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties. 

Swing Bridge Study - Online PIC 3  Page 15 of 27 
 

1.12 Heritage Bridge Conservation Options Assessment 

 

Conservation Options are applied in rank order such that Option 1 must be shown 
to be non-viable before Option 2 can be considered, and so on. Conservation 
Options 1 through 6 retain the bridge in its existing location; however, were not 
selected given that they are not viable.  These options were also not selected 
because: 

The single-lane bridge does not provide two-way traffic flow between 
Manitoulin Island and the mainland, which creates ongoing traffic delays for 
the movement of people and goods 
The mechanical and structural components of the bridge will continue to 
deteriorate, which will require ongoing inspections, maintenance and repairs. 
This includes custom manufacturing of bridge components, which incurs 
significant capital costs and is not sustainable in the long term. The bridge 
will eventually require replacement. 
Maintenance of two separate structures significantly increases maintenance 
and operating costs 
The presence of new piers and/or abutments in proximity to the existing 
piers and/or abutments is anticipated to create a navigational hazard and 
increases the risk for boat-bridge collisions 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Heritage Bridge Conservation Options Assessment 
Consmvation Options are applied 1n ,an!< order such, Iha,! Option I must' be shown to be considered to be non
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Conservation Option 7, relocation of the existing bridge to a new location for 
continued or adaptive use, and Conservation Option 8, removal and replacement of 
the existing bridge with a sympathetically designed structure, will be carried forward 
for further consideration during Detail Design, at which time further investigation of 
the technical and economic feasibility of Conservation Option 7 will be reviewed. 

The findings of the Heritage Bridge Conservation Options assessment (i.e., 
decommissioning and removal of the existing bridge) were considered as part of the 
Evaluation of Design Alternatives.  

1.13 Existing Environment 

 

A number of technical and environmental investigations have been carried out to 
support the evaluation of alternatives and to help to identify potential impacts and 
preliminary mitigation measures. In general, some of the key findings of these 
investigations indicated that:  

The North Channel supports a diverse fish community characterized by 
warm, cool, and cold-water species 
Lake Sturgeon, a species at risk, may utilize habitat in the study area 
High quality alvar and terrestrial species at risk habitat is present in the study 
area 
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10 species at risk and 12 species of conservation concern have the potential 
to occur in the study area 
The North Channel and surrounding land and waters are traditional territory 
to the First Nations 
With the exception of the existing bridge, no cultural heritage resources were 
identified within the study area 
A Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment indicated that lands and water 
surrounding the bridge were identified as having archaeological potential 
and recommended further archaeological assessment be undertaken for 
portions of the study area 
A boating survey was undertaken between July 17 and October 9, 2019, to 
gain an understanding of the existing boat and marine vessel sizes, boating 
habits, traffic, and use along the North Channel 
Based on responses received from 91 people, primary vessels used in the 
channel are recreational motorized boats (which is 76% of users) and 
sailboats/sailboats with motors (which is 19.8% of users) 

1.14 Evaluation Process 

 

A detailed evaluation of alternatives has been carried out to identify an 

• 

• 
• 

Existing Environment 
A number of teciln1cal and e~vironmental mv11sligalions have il1le11 caniea our! to support tlie ,eva luation of 
altiama!ives- a,nd help lo identify ,polential imparts <1nd prelimtnar/ mmgalion measures. The key findiri.gs of these: 
investigations are. summarii'.ed a,s follows: 

Rsh all[J Fis" Habitat 

The North Channel supports -a diverse iiSh community ohara:cteriwd by wann, cool, an d cold-water species 

• Lake Slul!)e.on, a species at risk, may ulillre liabilat in Ille st~ay area 

TerresDial E.cosy.sllems 

High• qualil>, alvar and terrestrial species at risk habitat are flresenl in ,jhe study area 

Ten species a[ risk and twelve species -0·1 conservation conrnm have the potential lo occur in the study •area 

Cultural Heli1age 

The North Chann·e1 and surrounding waters are tr-a<:lrnonal temtory ~o 11,e Firs! Nalions 

Wilh the ~ ceptfon of the existing bridge, no rnlfrnal herj!age 1esoorces weri! identified. within lhe study area 

Arctu,eplQgy 

A stage 1 Archae11log'ical, Assess-men! indicated lhal the lands and wale~ surrounding the bridge were identified 
as- having arch'aeolo,gical potenlial and reoomrnended further archaeological assessment be undertaken for 
,iortions of Ifie study are,J 

Boafi11 o Survey 

A boali.rng surv,ey was- undertaken between Jul¥ 17 and 0 ctober 9. 20 19, to _gain a11 understanding oi' the 
existing boat and nmrine ~essel s,izes, boating habit~. traffic, 11nd use along the North Channel 

• Based on responses- reoeived from 91 people. pr1mclJ1 vessels used, in me ch,lllnel are rearealional molmized 
tloats (76% ,ol users) :and sa[lboalslsaifboatB w itti motors (19'.8-% or users) 
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Evaluation Process 
A detailed1 ev etuation of aHem a.tives has been carried oof ro id'en1tify 
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erwl ronment:s . This 1is accompl ished by ictentifying evalus~ioo criteris 
along w ith theil reladive importan;t:e ,. and th.en rankirl'Q t he overall 
scores □f the des1gn altema:l:ives. 

(9 I-lily Criteria 
E\ralualion Criteria are 
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• Public: Input 

Similar Pro}2cts 
Provincisl Guide lir:ies 
Exi!:..ti ng Candifiolk5. 
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e Weiglil C::::ri:tata 
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a.::; ~ned a weii;iht 
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E!VB,lu.stion proce.ss 

Cick ttie lml< here to view a I~ versroo of the cllart 
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improvement plan that is cost-effective, addresses structural needs, provides safe 
operations, and provides reasonable local access, while minimizing the effects on 
the natural, social, and cultural environments. This is accomplished by identifying 
evaluation criteria along with their relative importance, and then ranking the overall 
scores of the design alternatives. 

This process includes identifying evaluation criteria through: the input received 
through the consultation process, the project team’s experience on similar projects, 
provincial guidelines, and existing study area conditions. Draft evaluation criteria 
and associated weight factors were presented for public review and comment at the 
second Public Information Centre. Following the second Public Information Centre, 
the evaluation criteria and weightings were confirmed. Engineering criteria included 
bridge and highway engineering factors, traffic operations, constructability, and 
cost. Community criteria included considerations for visual aesthetics and cultural 
heritage, noise, businesses, recreation, property, contamination, and archaeology. 
Natural environment criteria included considerations for environmentally sensitive 
areas, species of conservation concern, fish and fish habitat, and terrestrial 
ecosystems.  

A weight percentage was applied to each factor, which was based on project team 
and stakeholder assessment of the importance of the factor. The level of 
importance of each factor is relative to the other factors considered. As such, the 
higher the relative level of importance a factor has, the higher the associated weight 
value it was assigned. 

The next step in the process included evaluating the alternatives. A comparative 
analysis of transportation and environmental effects associated with each 
alternative is undertaken based on the criteria, weightings, and measures. A 
reasoned argument approach was also applied to the evaluation which considered 
the net environmental effects of each alternative. The preferred plan is selected as 
the aggregate of Preliminary Design alternatives that achieve the best overall 
balance of transportation engineering, individual environmental factor impacts, and 
overall environmental impact, taking into consideration the net environmental 
effects by applying conceptual mitigation measures. 

In the final step of the evaluation process, the alternative designs are evaluated 
based on the total calculated scores by adding their weighted values. This is the 
basis for ranking the alternatives and, along with a reasoned argument assessment 
approach, helps to identify the overall Recommended Plan for the project.  

Please click the button below the nested pie chart to view a larger, high-resolution 
version of the chart on this slide. 
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1.15 Preliminary Evaluation of Alternatives 

 

The bar chart shown on this slide summarizes the total scores assigned to each 
alternative and the breakdown of scores by grouped criteria, including Engineering, 
Community, and Environmental scores. Based on the evaluation, a swing bridge on 
Corridor Alternative 2 has been identified as the Preferred Alternative and will be 
carried forward to future phases of the project. 

Please click the button below the bar graph to view a larger, high-resolution version 
of the graph on this slide. 

Preliminary Evaluation of Alternatives 
Evaluation summary by Category 
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;; 
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10%, 
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Comrnu~ity 

■ !Engineering Click the fmk. here to Vlet'lf e ~rge version of ihe graph: 
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1.16 Evaluation Summary 

 

Based on the findings of the Evaluation of Planning Alternatives, the Through Truss 
Swing Bridge Structure on Corridor Alignment 2 is preferred based on the following 
rationale: 

The new bridge accommodates two lanes of traffic, which will improve traffic 
operations 
It maintains existing grades for active transportation users, such as 
pedestrians and cyclists 
Impacts are minimized to the existing roadway network 
There are no impacts to existing utilities 
The construction cost is lower when compared to other alternatives 
It has the least impacts to existing residential properties 
It is anticipated to have the lowest impact to noise sensitive areas 
There are no changes in access to Little Current business areas 
It introduces the smallest change to existing viewscapes from Little Current 
and the North Channel, when compared to the other alternatives 
The new sympathetically designed swing bridge will help maintain the 
character of the local and marine communities; and 
It has the lowest potential to impact wildlife and species at risk 
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The proposed bridge structure, including the proposed abutments, piers, and bridge 
spans, is shown on this slide. 

1.17 Value Engineering Study 

 

A Value Engineering Study was held in May 2020 by an independent 
multidisciplinary team of specialists. The purpose of this study was to review the 
preliminary recommended bridge type, and to examine innovative ways to improve 
the project and constructability, while potentially reducing project risks. Where 
possible, measures are developed that improve the performance of the structure 
while reducing costs. 

Sixty-seven ideas were generated at the Value Engineering Study, one of which, a 
Deck Truss Swing Bridge, was further reviewed and compared against the 
preliminary preferred bridge type - a Through Truss Swing Bridge. The figures on 
this slide show the different types of swing bridges that were reviewed. 

Based on the findings of the comparative evaluation of these two swing bridge 
types, the Through Truss Swing Bridge is preferred. The comparative evaluation 
summary of these two swing bridge types can be accessed at the link provided on 
this slide. 

• 

• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

• 

Evaluation S, mmary 
Based on !he findings of the Evaluation of Planning Alternatives , the Through llruss Swfng Bridge 
Structure on Alignm,ent 2 is preferred based 011 the followin_g rationale: 

The new bridge accommodates two lanes of traffic. wllfch Wil l improve traffic operations 

M-alntainsexisti,ng g,rades foracUve transportation users, such as pedestrians and cycl ists 

Impacts are minimized to the extst in_g roadway network 

Tl1ere are no impacts to exlstirig utilities 

• construction cost is lower when compared lo other -altemalives. 

• Lowest impacts to existing residerilial properties 

• Lowest impacts to noise sen5ilive areas 

• No change to access to Uttle current business areas 

• Minimizes impacts to existing viewscapes from Little Current and ihe North Channel 

New sympathetically designed swin_g, bridge will hel'p maintain the character of tile local and marine 
communities 

• Lowest potential lo impact wildlife llabitat and .species at Risk: 

Avoids rmpacts to the high quality Alvar community 
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Value Engineering Study 
A Yalue Engineering (VE) study was held in May 2020 by a multidisciplinary team of specialists. 

The purpose ofth is study was to review the preliminary recommended bridge type, and examine innovative 
ways to improve the project, constructability and reduce project risks. 

Where possible, measures are developed Iha! improve the perfom,ance of the structure while reducing 
costs. 

'67 ideas were generated at Ille VE study, one (Deck Truss SWin_g Bridge) of wh.ictl was rurther revlewed and 
compared against the preliminary preferred bridge type {Through Truss .Swing Bridge) 

Deck Truss Swing Bridge 

Through Truss Swing Bridge 

Based on the findings of the comparative evaluation of these two swing bridge types , the Through 
liruss Swing Bridge is p-refer~ed. 

-- ---- ------ - -- - - -- - -- - ---

The comparative evaluatjon summary oflhese swing bndge types can be ;,ccessed al the tink liere 
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1.18 Preferred Plan 

 

The Preferred Plan for the study is shown on this slide, which includes a new 
Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Corridor Alignment 2, west of the existing 
Little Current Swing Bridge. 

New connections from the bridge to Highway 6 will be required as part of the plan. 
Similar to the existing bridge, traffic queuing areas will be required for when the 
structure is closed to vehicles. 
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1.19 Preferred Plan 

 

The computer-generated model shown on this slide provides a visual 
representation of the local and general conceptual design of the proposed swing 
bridge on its new alignment.  

Flyover Description: The abutments and piers for the new bridge to the west of the 
existing swing bridge appear, adjacent to the existing bridge resting piers.  A new 
alignment for Highway 6 is shown, and the new approaches and through truss 
swing bridge structure appear.  A translucent image of the existing swing bridge 
remains, and grass, trees and shrubs appear in place of the existing Highway 6 
alignment.  An inset image shows a new conceptual parking lot for the control 
bridge operator southwest of the new bridge. 

The new through truss bridge swings open and provides two channels for the 
passage of boats through the North Channel. When the new bridge returns to the 
closed position, the 360-degree view shows vehicles passing over the new, two-lane 
bridge with a sidewalk along the west side. 

Preferred Plan Preferred Plan 

Click here :to view a larger version of the Preferred Plan 
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1.20 Heritage Impact Assessment 

 

A Heritage Impact Assessment is an independent study to determine the impacts of 
a project on a provincial heritage property, and outlines recommended options and 
mitigation measures in order to reduce negative impacts and conserve its cultural 
heritage value or interest. The Preferred Plan includes the removal of the existing 
bridge, following construction of the new bridge. Based on the findings of the 
Heritage Impact Assessment being completed for this project, the following 
mitigation measures are currently recommended: 

The design of new bridge is to be sympathetic to the existing bridge, and the 
feasibility of using new design or salvaged materials to commemorate, 
interpret, or pay homage to the existing bridge are to be explored. 
Photographic documentation and measured drawings are to be prepared in 
accordance with applicable guidelines. 
The salvage and relocation of the existing bridge, in whole or in part, to a 
publicly accessible location, supplemented with a commemorative and 
interpretive strategy shall be undertaken.  
Opportunities for the public to offer input to the long-term conservation and 
commemoration of the bridge is required. 
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Opportunities to salvage and re-use components of the existing structure in the new 
bridge as decorative or non-structural components will be investigated during detail 
design. This may include elements such as steel truss members, plate girders, 
wedges, gears or parts of the control room, where technically and economically 
feasible. It should be noted that the Heritage Impact Assessment will be made 
available for public review as part of the Transportation Environmental Study 
Report.  

The Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries (or MHSTCI) is an 
approval authority under the Standards and Guidelines, and as such the mitigation 
measures recommended as part of the Heritage Impact Assessment are subject to 
review by MHSTCI.  Further, MTO is required to seek Minister’s Consent for the 
demolition or removal of the existing bridge, prior to the completion of this 
Preliminary Design and Class EA study. 

1.21 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation 

 

Impacts to the environment as a result of this project will be minimized to the 
extent possible. Additional investigations will be carried out during Detail Design to 
help to confirm environmental impacts, refine mitigation measures, and support 
obtaining relevant permits and approvals. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Heritage Impact Assessment 
The Preferred Plan includes the removal of the existing brfd_ge, following construction ofltle new bridge_ 
Based on the findings of tl1e Heritage Impact Assessment being completed. for this project, the folloWl(lg 
mitigation measures are currently fernmmendecl: 

The design of new bridge is to be sympathetic to the existing bridge, arid the leasibi lity or using new 
design or salvaged materials to commemorate, in1erpret. or pay tmmage to the existing bridge are to 
be explored. 

Photograpl1ic documentation aJJd measured drawings are lo be prepared in accordance will1 
applicable guidelines. 

The salvage and relocation of the existing bridge. in whole or in part , to a publicly accessible location , 
supplemented willh a commemorative and Tnterpretivestrategy shall be undertaken. 

Opportunities for the public to offer Input to the long-term conservaUon and commemoration orthe 
bridge is required. 

Opportunrtie:s to salvage and re-use compm1ents otthe exi sting structure ill the new bfid:!Je as aeoorauve 
or 11011-strllctmal compo11ents will be investigated during detail design. This may i"nclud/e. elements sucil as 
steel truss members, plate girders, wedges, gears o. parts of the .control room, where tedmirally and 
e.cormmically feasible . 

The mitig'ation measures recommended as part of the Heritage Impact Ass€ssment are subject to review 
lby MHSTCL 

MTO is required to seek MHSTCI Minister's Consen~ for the cl€momion or removal of Ille existing bridge 
prior -to the comp:lelion of Preliminary Design and Class EA St(ldy 
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Please review the environmental factors that may be affected by this project, along 
with some of the preliminary proposed mitigation measures shown on this slide, 
and if you have any comments, questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to 
contact a member of the project team. 

1.22 Next Steps 

 

Following this online Public Information Centre, the project team will review and 
consider the feedback received, and will respond to any questions you may have. In 
consideration of the comments received, the project team will confirm the overall 
Recommended Plan for this project, including the potential impacts to the 
environment and mitigation measures. The Transportation Environmental Study 
Report (or TESR) will be prepared, and a Notice of Study Completion will be issued, 
at which time the TESR will be available for public review on the project website for a 
30-day review period. 
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1.23 Thank you for participating in this online Public Information Centre! 

 

On behalf of the Ontario Ministry of Transportation, we would like to thank you for 
your interest in this study and for taking the time to participate in this online Public 
Information Centre. Your input is very important to us, and there are several ways 
for you to provide your comments.  

We encourage you to review all PIC materials available on the project website, as 
well as to participate in the survey offered at the end of this presentation.  

If you have any comments or questions, please do not hesitate to contact the 
project team via email at: ProjectTeam@SwingBridgeStudy.ca, or by contacting one 
of the project team members listed on this slide by telephone or email. 
We would appreciate receiving any comments or questions that you may have by 
April 30, 2021. 

Thank you again for taking the time to participate in this online Public Information 
Centre. 

• Review and consider feedback received fol!lowlng this oriMne consulltatlon 
event 

• Confirm the Recommended Plan 

• Gomple.te the Transportation Envlwmnental: Study Report (TESR) 

- Issue Notice of Study Compiletlon and file the TESR for a 30-day review 
period 
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Thank y,ou fo,r ,participating in this 
online Public Information Centre! 

3 ways to provide your comments: 

Ii Fill out the survey following this presentation ■MIN 
4"/1 Send1 an email to the ProjectTeam@swingbridgestudy.ca 

~ Or, mail your comments to : 

Mr. Gregg Cooke, P.Eng 
Consultant Project Manager 
Staniec Consulting !.Id. 
200---835 Paramount !Jrive 
Stoney Creek, ON IL8J OB4 
Tel: 905--38i 03227 

Ms. Melissa Del"llllO, P.Eng_ 
Senior Pr-oject Engineer 
1M inistry of Transportation Northeastern Region 
447 McKeown Avenue 
North Bay, ON P 1 B 9S9 
Tel: 1-705--491-7756 
Toll Free: 1-800-461-9547 

We would! appreciate receiving your comments. by Apri l 30, 2021 

~ Frea,,:ram otlnformstloo anll P«Jtecnoo M'Prtficy 
'-' Co11"'«11etllli-S(llj lnbrmallon lfElgardlflG l~~csreibei"ig'oolecll!!J tCI ~ U'tfl re,:ililrlifflff'IIS of the OIKaM 

EIMl'IGl'lfrti!:l'l,t3]Ane~mJ\ci, .ind i11_,i:::and.a~ -.ith rt': Fr.Ee-!l'l:¥Ttor.P1i'Oml~JJ1 aOO~½a.tlli arPnfiH:.yAa. 
Wi1h ti~ 9(iz!!V,Dl arc~~ lni~n n111ion, 'tJI o:111111-=nl5t,,;U ~ca,ie,~ ut, I re ~blk: riea:ud. 

swingbridgestud~.ca Slide 23 of 23 



Public Information Centre 3 Summary 
Report Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge 
Study (GWP 5268-14-00) 

Appendix C: Public Information Centre 3 Participation Statistics 

() Stantec 

165001086 

Mi!lllil i.':m1 

iriillJti-c- !iPUICB ), f:rtemal 

□ Tolall 

□ Fac•boot. 

□ [l'l,\IMOlllln,tom 

D cbc:.ca 

□ l"Wiubo 

D Grnail 

□ CO/'ll.$1Nll5m!I Ondrofd COOS .. 9"'9 

□ amf)F(Ojkta,g 

□ ml•c-co,,, 

D Samsung Emaiil 

□ ConLgo,>glt •IIGrOl<l~p,>t MEUOgM>; 

D Ooogle 

□ WIIM$App 

D Redd~t 

□ Fae>bool: .. Ong<!< 

D GorruTI~r~oft.office outlook 

□ TWillf!I 

□ Ooogf,e;S-e o:1rch 

□ ltU.t~m 

□ Verlz.on fJloe-ssages 

□ eom ... ~•t•fiGfOld 

□ l«etom 

• Gn>• 

1 YooJuOE= 

cbc co 

I h.te.:JO':lt' 

■ mill•{O!,rl\.(:Offl 

Ma· J ,1021 

0 
Vte-wli ..a,. 

11,731 

S1dl':i UZ' 

OH 41 7'I, 

B.% 71 

171 1 ~ 

60 o,· 
40 01· 

37 03', 

ll 0 3', 

12 0.1' 

9 0 1'\ 

5 Ofl'. 

5 00'\. 

5 00'-

ao 

4 a°' 

J DO'> 

2 OO'I. 

? o a. 

00-. 

2 00 .. 

2 a.o,. 

n 

tL D 

0 

u 
0 

1Jot.m=1 Apo 

ln)p/'i!J-"l°"i 
w .... ,.., l..v@raoe- vt.,~ ~1. "'°""" l""""'l l!•allon lmpreJli!illlllS rat• 

290.7 1:29 0 

12, 6 ~3.2'\, 1,2', 

lslO~ "'""' T,(, 

21 > 7 4'1, I 32 0 

H 1 ~ .. 1 Z'2: 0 

IS b5' 129 0 

09 u a,, 11 

0 9, 03' ,a 
07 D?\ 1'211 0 

Ol 
0 '' 

n& 

oi 0 l H7 

01 00"< 0,:3& 0 

01 00'\ 0:56 

0 1 D 0\. 1:16 0 

0 \ D 1'- "L01 

00 00.. 0:'.18 

0 1 0~ u,; 

0 I oa,. lSl 1l 

01 00,,, 1 JO 

00 Oil", (>51; 

00 O.rl\o 127 0 

0 \ DD'- 1·s2 



Days of month Days of month 

L Jail.. 
t___ L- ,__ ,_ L_,__ l.11. 

0 1 0 2 03 0 4 0 5 06 07 08 09 10 11. 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 0 2 1 22 23 2 4 2 5 26 27 28 29 30 0 1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 lO 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 2 1 22 23 24 2 5 26 27 28 29 30 3 1 

Apt l<s • Apr A!-"< /lj,l /Ip llj,1 11 1-• Aj,, "'"' Apr I<,., Apt Ar,, l\pt Aµ , Apt Ap, llj,, 
""' Apt 

Ai-, llj,, "°'"' Apt Aµ, llj,, 1,i,, llj,, "°'"' Avera ge Mar H.:ir Har Meir Mar ►lar H.:tt Meir Mar Mdr Har Har Mdt Mar Mar Har Mal' Mar Mdr I-tar Hat Mar Mar Mar Har Har M.:1t Mar Mar Har i-1ar 
Averag e 

Da':f 
Num ber o' - Hit s 

Day Num ber of - ts -v isits 
visits 

0 1 Apr 202 1 338 47 5 2,803 667 ,92 MB 
01 Mar 202 1 67 85 449 80.4 5 MB 

02 Mar 2021 100 124 522 108 .28 MB 
02: Apr 202 1 138 18 1 1,306 268.,82 MB 

03 Mar 202 1 7] 9 4 471 61. 38 MB 
03 A pr2021 110 14 1 8 4 3 176.,05 MB 

04 Mar 202 1 69 90 446 100,72 MB 
04 Apr 202!l 84 110 8 0 5 124.,93 MB 

05 Mar 202 1 32 S9 11 2 4 .98 MB 
05 Apr 202 1 101 119 58 1 85 .7'9 MB 

06 Mar 202 1 26 34 79 18.96 MB 
06 Apr 202 1 138 179 690 131 ,98 MB 07 Mar 2 02 1 24 3 1 76 2 .81 MB 
07 Apr 2021 283 360 2,726 933.49 MB 08 Mar 202 1 80 114 562 109.16 MB 
08 A.pr 2021 142 19 2 1,18 1 42 1.87 MB 09 Mar 202 1 56 7 5 269 43 .79 MB 
09 Apr 202 1 65 85 260 30 .35 MB 10 Mar 2 021 157 223 1,4 13 478 ,77 MB 
10 Apr 2 02 1 ss 60 237 2 3.19 MB 11 Mar 202 1 66 86 397 152.2 1 MB 
11 Apr 2 1l2 1 59 79 405 9 2.06 MB 12 Mar 202,l 65 84 382 50.87 MB 
12 Apr 2021 108 162 981 228 ,38 MB H Mar 202 1 31 4 2 4 3 2 .. 14 MB 
1 3 Apr 202 1 81 117 450 66.48 MB 14 Mar 202 1 21 39 70 3 .. 00 MB 
14 Apr "202 1 52 69 123 9.43 MB 15 Mar 202 1 80 95 713 135.26 MB 

15 Apr 2021 101 129 999 256 .. 23 MB 16 Mar 202 1 105 136 873 128 .76 MB 

16 Apr 2021 86 113 554 122.06 MB 17 Mar 202 1 130 179 82 1 177.73 MB 

17 Apr 2 021. 39 54 111 6 .. 84 MB 18 Mar 202 1 2 72 447 1,704 321.94 MB 

18 Apr 2 02i 74 98 304 4 8 .96 MB 19 Mar 202 1 19 1 26 1 907 87.84 MB 

19 Apr 202 1 100 118 692 147..73 MB 2 0 Mar 2021 80 102 3 17 16.55 MB 

20 Apr 2021 122 188 1,088 354 .. 111 MB 21 Mar 202 1 62 101 367 30 .80 MB 

2 1 Apr 202 1 47 53 3 14 61.96 MB 22 Mar 202 1 209 277 1,673 341. 26 MB 

22 Apr 202 1 140 167 91l9 186 ,03 MB 23 Mar 202 1 274 441 2,305 531. 25 MB 

23 Apr 202 1 92 132 397 7 6.72 MB 24 Mar 202 1 103 14.5 558 78 .52 MB 

24 A~ r 202 1 3S 4 7 6.4 2 .41 MIB 25 Mar 2021 143 221 844 88 .51 MB 

2 5 Apr2021 39 50 88, 5.43 MB 26 Mar 2021 123 176 51(J 24 .71 MB 

26 Apr 202 1 64 7 " 531 115 ,07 MB 27 Mar 202 1 72 112 3 19 19.58 MB 

27 Apr 202 1 116 154 950 2 10.88 MB ZS Mar 202 1 91 159 562 103 .16 MB 

28 A~r 2 02 1 80 111 585 154 ,96 MB 2:9 Mar 202 1 185 363 1,701 364 ,37 MB 

29 Apr 2 02 1 81 113 382 4 8.33 MB 
30 Mar 202 1 9 12 2,362 14 ,11 5 6 .39 GB 

30 Apr 2021 93 125 6 54 78 .93 MB 
31 Mar 202 1 558 940 6,739 1.80 GB 

Average 102 135 733 171. 24 MB 
Average 143 248 1 ,300 389 .10 MB 

Tot.a l 3 ,06 3 4, 065 22,0 13 5 .0 2 GB 
Tota l 4,45"5 7,697 40 3 19 U .78 GB 



Monthly history 

J ,m 
2021. 

Mont h. 

Ja 202 1 

Fe b 2021 

Mar 202 1 

Apr 2021 

May 202!1. 

Ju 2 02 1 

Jul 2 02 1 

Aug 2021 

Sep 2021 

Oct 2021 

H GV 202 1 

De c 202 1 

Total 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Fe b Mar Apr M ay Jun Jul A.U!J S ep Oct Nov De c 

2021. 2021 2.021. 2021 2021 2021. 2.G21 202.l 2021 2021 20 21 

Unique Number o - H . . s 
vi ,to v isits 

442 87:2 l , l.92 2 ,81 0 549.12 MB 

567 1,32.8 1 ,836, · ,66 3 614 .43 MB 
1,o,s1 , 55 7 ,697 40 ,3 19 11.78 GB 

976 3,063 4,065 22,0 13 5 .02 GB 

153 193 2 46 1 ,1 96 206 .00 MB 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 {) 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

3 ,219 9,9U 1 5,036 7 1 ,00 1 l8.l. 3 GB 

Public Information Centre 2 Summary Report 
Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 
(GWP 5268-14-00) 

Appendix D: Comments Received at Public Information Centre 3 

() Stantec 

165001086 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 

Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received Comment Date Responded Response/Action Taken 

Contact Form/Email Comments 

March 18, 2021 Adding my name AGAIN. I take it there hasn't been anything sent out in3 yrs 
Because I've been on the list since the first public meeting 

March 30, 2021 

March 19, 2021 As a heritage site and tourist attraction to Manitoulin Island I implore the MTO to keep March 26, 2021 
the bridge. It would be much less expensive to maintain than build a new structure. It 
would be a great loss to the Island's charm to replace it. I have been going to 
Manitoulin for many, many years, and don't mind one bit to wait, see it swing, and 
know that I'm looking at something very unique to Ontario. 

Thank you for your continued interest in the Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Please 
note that based on a review of our records, copies of the following project notifications 
have been issued to you via mail and email: 

• Cover letter and Notice of Public Information Centre (PIC) 2, issued on July 2, 2019; 
and 

• Notice of Online PIC 3, issued on March 18, 2021 

In addition, your attendance was noted at the Property Owner Meeting held at 9:00 am 
at the Manitoulin Hotel & Conference Centre on July 18, 2019. 

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the third and final PIC was delayed; however, PIC 3 
has now been scheduled to provide you with an opportunity to review the evaluation of 
the alignment and structure alternatives, the Preliminary Preferred Plan, and the 
associated potential impacts and preliminary proposed mitigation measures. In light of 
the COVID-19 pandemic and associated physical distancing requirements, PIC 3 will 
be hosted online through the study website (www.swingbridqestudy.ca) from Tuesday, 
March 30, 2021 until April 30, 2021. 

As noted above, notification of the upcoming online PIC was issued to you via email; 
however, could you kindly confirm your mailing address to help us to ensure that you 
also receive hard copy notifications in the future? Our records currently include the 
following address: 

P.O. Box 532 
Little Current, ON 
POP 1KO 

Thank you again for your continued interest in this study. Should you have any other 
comments, questions and/or require additional information, please reach out to the 
project team (ProjectTeam@swinqbridqestudy.ca). 

Thank you for your interest in this study. Your comments concerning the existing bridge 
have been noted by the study team. 

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) was completed in January 2019 to 
evaluate the bridge in accordance with Ontario Regulations 9/06 and 10/06, as well as 
the Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines. The existing bridge is the oldest and longest 
known example in the province, has historical associations with the development of 
railway lines in Northern Ontario, and has contextual value in the community that is 
physically, functionally , visually, and historically linked to its surroundings. The CHER 
was review by the Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) Heritage Bridge Committee 
and the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries (MHSTCI). Based 
on its review of the CHER, the MTO Heritage Bridge Committee identified the Little 
Current Sw ing Bridge as a provincial heritage property of provincial significance. The 
MTO Heritage Bridge Guidelines for Provincially Owned Bridges outlines a process for 
identifying conservation options for heritage bridges when planning for any 
rehabilitation, widening, or replacement that may be required. In addition, a Heritage 
Impact Assessment is being completed to determine the impacts of the project on this 
provincial heritage property, and to outline recommended options and mitigation 
measures in order to reduce negative impacts and conserve its cultural heritage value 
or interest. Additional information will be shared as art of Public Information Centre 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 

Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received Comment Date Responded Response/Action Taken 

March 30, 2021 This morning when I saw the MTO article regarding the proposed plan for a new 
double lane swing bridge across the channel from the mainland to Manitoulin Island I 
was pleasantly surprised that a new swing bridge is planned and not a tunnel, or 
huge modern bridge. Also I hope that the bridge will retain the same design as the 
old and that some of the steel can be used. 

A new bridge cannot replace the Heritage importance of the old, however, I believe 
that this is the best option. 

Thank you for replying to my email on March 26, 2021. 

March 20, 2021 keep me informed 

March 19, 2021 Again I say please leave Manitoulin Bridge the way it is only REDO THE (new) 
INFRASTRUCTURE. And name it Chi Aash gan = Big Bridge! almost like Chi 
Cheemaun = big boat. Miigwech. Thank you 

March 30, 2021 Very pleased with the announcement today! Thank you. I also submit my choice for 
naming the Bridge. = Chi Aazhigan = big bridge. Since South Bay Mouth ferry is Chi 
Cheemaun = big boat . 

March 24, 2021 Please add me to your email list 

March 24, 2021 Please be advised that I would like my name added to the "study mailing list". My e
mail address as above. 

Thank you 

March 24, 2021 Good Afternoon. 

March 30, 2021 

April 7, 2021 

March 30, 2021 

March 30, 2021 

March 29, 2021 

(PIC) 3, which will be held online on the project website (www.swingbridgestudy.ca) 
from Tuesday, March 30, 2021 until April 30, 2021. 

This online PIC will also present the evaluation of corridor and structure alternatives 
that has been carried out to identify a Preliminary Preferred Plan that is cost-effective, 
addresses structural needs, provides safe operations and reasonable local access, 
while minimizing the effects on the environment to the extent possible. 

Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be 
updated on the status of this study as we continue to move forward with project 
planning . Should you have any other comments, questions and/or require additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

No further response required 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
naming suggestions for the future bridge have been received by the project team and 
will be forwarded to The Ontario Ministry of Transportation's Operations Division for 
consideration during detail design of the project, the timing of which is currently 
unknown. Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you 
will be notified of future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your request for information related to the Little Current swing bridge 
study. 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 

Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received Comment Date Responded Response/Action Taken 

March 26, 2021 

March 26, 2021 

March 31 , 2021 

Could you please provide me with the most recent engineering/maintenance report 
for the Little Current Swing Bridge. Also, can you provide the link for the most recent 
Ontario Bridge Condition Index. 

The below article in the Manitoulin Expositor shows that the bridge is in good 
condition. 

https://www.manitoulin.com/swing-bridge-condition-good-according-to-mto
assessment/ 

Thank you. 

Please include me in your mailing list. Thank you 

The local paper is reporting that there will be a virtual presentation to N EM I council 
on 30 Mar. is this presentation open to the public or at least representation form other 
Island municipalities? Where can I find info about how to attend this presentation? 
Thanks. 

Thank you for the prompt response, on ly one day after t he meet ing. Was anyone in 
attendance other than Councilors and was there any notice sent out about a public 

meet ing? 

March 30, 2021 

March 31, 2021 

April 8, 2021 

The bridge is inspected every two years following the Ontario Structural Inspection 
Manual (OSIM) to ensure its safety, quantify the material deteriorations and determine 
the Bridge Condition Index (SCI). 

The single lane bridge with its unique operation and maintenance demands is over 100 
years old and is nearing the end of its service life. The swinging operation depends on 
outdated mechanical and electrical systems with many obsolete moving parts that 
cannot be relied upon much longer. 

The SCI is posted on the Ministry of Transportation's web site and can be found at 
https://data.ontario.ca/en/dataset/bridge-conditions. Information for the Swing Bridge 
can be found within the table on Row 4824. The 2020 SCI is 73.56 and refers to the 
condition of the structure at the time of inspection . More information on the SCI is found 
on the MTO bridge safety page at http://www.mto.gov.on.ca/english/highway
bridges/ontario-bridges.shtml. 

If you have any further questions please contact Melissa Delfino, Area Manager at 705-
491 -7756 or Melissa.delfino@ontario.ca. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. The 
project team made a presentation to Township of Northeastern Manitoulin and the 
Islands (NEMI) Council yesterday evening. Council meeting details can be accessed on 
the Town of NEMI website (www.townofnemi.on.ca/p/council). 

Additionally, the Online Public Information Centre (PIC) 3 was posted on the study 
website (www.swingbridgestudy.ca) on March 30, 2021 and is available for public 
review and comment until April 30, 2021. The Online PIC 3 presentation provides an 
opportunity to review and provide feedback on the evaluation of the alignment and 
structure alternatives, Preferred Plan, and the associated potential impacts and 
preliminary proposed mitigation measures. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study. 

Thank you for your continued interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge 
Study. We apologize for our delayed response; however, the Town of NEMI is 
responsible for the advertisement of their Council meetings, and regularly post Council 
meeting agenda and minutes on the their website 
(https://www.townofnemi.on.ca/p/meeting-minutes-agendas). We do not have a record 
of who attended the Council meeting; however, you may be able to obtain this 
information through the Clerk's office. 

Additionally, information presented during the Council meeting is included within the 
Online Public Information Centre (PIC) 3 presentation, which is currently available for 
public review and comment on the study website (www.swingbridgestudy.ca) until April 
30, 2021 . Public notification of Online PIC 3 was completed v ia the following: 

• Canada Post Ad Mail to Manitoulin Island residents on March 18, 2021 

• Direct mail (and email, where available) to all those listed on the project contact list 
on March 18, 2021 

• Advertisement in the Sudbury Star newspaper on March 23, 2021 

• Advertisement in the Manitoulin Expositor newspaper on March 24, 2021 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 

Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received 

- April 13, 2021 

Comment Date Responded 

Unfortunately having reviewed the report I almost completely disagree with the May 12, 2021 
direction that the report has taken. It would appear that a major focus for the study 
has been to provide a quaint reproduction of the existing structure with only minor 
improvements to some of the issues which currently exist and will continue to exist. 
We will be asked to live with these restrictions for probably the next 100 years. This is 
our o~e chance to get this right and we seem to be missing that opportunity. 
Specifically the recommended option will still limit marine traffic through the channel. 
There will be no change to that. The new bridge will improve road access but still limit 
it to_ some degree, better yes but still an issue particularly in an emergency situation. 
While ?ne would hope the new bridge will be more reliable than the old bridge the 
potential for a mechanical failure, particularly in the open position, remains a very real 
concern. 
The lack of quantitative information also does not allow enough information on which 
to compare the various options and assess the relative importance which the team 
has placed on various factors. We are asked to trust that all that number crunching is 
accurate and that the 74% number for the top choice are gospel. 
From my comments you can see that I favour a fixed link option which I feel much 
more effectively addresses the issues of reliability and unrestricted traffic flow (both 
marine and road). From a cost analysis that would lead to the high bridge option 
which I must admit is not aesthetically pleasing. Despite the higher costs I think we 
need to have a more thorough look at the tunnel option. If this is to be the future of 
our link to the mainland for years than getting the right choice even at a higher cost 
may be the way to go. I also think that there may be a cheaper tunnel option 
(possibly a trench and precast sections option) which would mean the tunnel option 
would not be rejected so easily. 
Finally , a plea to get on with the project (I know not completely within your control). A 
new bridge is probably still 10 years from reality. We need to press the powers that 
be with the urgency of making this happen sooner than later. 
Again I emphasize that we need to be making the right recommendation for the long 
term. We do not need to put a bandaid on an existing problem that does not address 
the problems/limitation of the current structure. I fear however that by giving the 
decision makers a 'quaint' relatively low cost option that we will be living with these 
problems long after I am gone. 

Response/Action Taken 

. Advertisement in the Manitoulin West Recorder newspaper on March 26, 2021 

Thank you again for your interest in this study. If you have any comments and/or 
questions related to this study, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Thank you for your continued interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge 
Study and for taking the time to provide your comments. 

Following a detailed evaluation of alternatives, the swing bride was selected as the 
preferred plan because it best addresses the current and future transportation needs at 
the bridge crossing, while minimizing impacts to the community and the natural 
environment. Based on the feedback received at/following Public Information Centres 
(PICs) 1 and 2, there is a strong desire to maintain the existing viewscapes and 
character of the area, and to minimize potential impacts to the natural and cultural 
environments. Increasing the vertical clearance of the new swing bridge would result in 
greater impacts the Highway 6 road profile, which would be raised several metres and 
require significant embankments on both sides of the crossing. These approach 
embankments would result in significant impacts to ecological features, as well as 
increases in property requirements including entrance redesign/removal. This profile 
raise would also reduce the ability to provide a safe and comfortable environment for 
active transportation users. The existing swing bridge is the oldest and longest known 
example of a swing bridge within the province, has historical associations with the 
development of railway lines in Northern Ontario and has contextual value as a 
character-defining landmark in the community that is physically , functionally, visually, 
and historically linked to its surroundings. Thus, a new swing bridge at a similar height 
to the e~isti_ng bridge also provides a better opportunity to provide a sympathetic design 
that maintains the character of the local and marine communities. 

The purpose of this study is to identify a recommended plan which will address the 
curre_nt and _future transportation needs at the bridge crossing as part of the Ministry's 
ongoing review of safety and operational needs for the provincial highway network. 
While the ~xistin~ swing b~idge was originally intended for predominantly railway travel, 
the new bridge will be designed to current design standards to service both vehicle 
travel and active transportation users, reducing the risk of malfunction and repair costs 
as well as providing a reliable structure for the longer term. ' 

The fi~ed bridge alternative was not selected mainly due to significant property impacts, 
potential impacts to local businesses, negative impacts to viewscapes, greater impacts 
to natural environment features, and it does not provide a safe and comfortable 
environment for active transportation users. The project team reviewed alternative 
approaches to the tunnel alternative, in consideration of the existing geological 
conditions, the length of the crossing, specialty tunnel boring equipment costs, property 
acquisition costs, and other construction costs. Given the intricacies of the channel 
crossing, a more cost effective tunnel alternative is not reasonable. 

To support the detailed evaluation of alternative, a number of technical and 
~nviro_nm~ntal ~tudie~ were completed as part of this study. The findings of these 
mvestIgatIons, including the detailed evaluations, will be available for your review as 
part of the Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). 

The Little Current Swing Bridge Study is part of the Ministry's continuing assessment of 
the provincial highway network, and the timing is not yet confirmed for detail design or 
construction . While construction timing is dependent on regional/provincial priorities 
and available funding, this planning study will assist the Ministry, municipalities, 
business owners, and private landowners with future planning and development within 
the study area. 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 

Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received Comment Date Responded Response/Action Taken 

May 13, 2021 Thank you for the response. I am still not convinced we are going the right way but I 
respect the process. I only hope the government gets on with this and makes the 
replacement a priority before we do have a serious problem. 

March 29, 2021 Hello Mr. Cooke and Ms. Defino. Thank you f this May 4, 2021 
project and requirements moving forward. My rom the 
Aundeck Omni Kaning First Nation 8km west , 
Resource and Environmental Manager by profession. I have reasonable concerns 
with this project. I would like to know if all issues/concerns with respect to the EA 
process have been addressed. I would also like to know if all mitigating factors have 
been addressed as well with the First Nations who utilize the bridge on a daily/weekly 
basis? I agree that Manitoulin Island is in need of a new state of the art two lane 
bridge. While the costs of this project will be enormous, I see this project as 
necessary for future generations. I look forward to your information to be presented 
online on Tuesday March 30, 2021. It's unfortunate that COVID 19 pandemic has 
been an issue. Yours in Environmental Management. 

Have a great day. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final TESR. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. This 
Planning, Preliminary Design and Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) study is 
being carried out under the requirements of the Class EA for Provincial Transportation 
Facilities (MTO, 2000), which is an approved process under the Environmental 
Assessment Act. 

The project team has been in contact with Aundeck-Omni Kaning First Nation, the other 
member First Nations of the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo Mnising, and 
Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory since commencement of this study to help to ensure 
that opportunities to share information and participate in this study have been offered 
throughout the duration of this study. Notification of the following key study milestones 
has been provided to the Chiefs, as well as community members that expressed an 
interest in receiving notifications about this study: 

• Notice of Study Commencement and Request to Consult (June 29, 2018) 

• Notice of Public Information Centre 1/Community Information Sharing Session 
(August 14, 2018) 

• Notice of Public Information Centre 2 / Community Information Sharing Session 
(July 3, 2019) 

• Notice of Online Public Information Centre 3 (March 18, 2021 ) 

In addition, Community Information Sharing Sessions 1 and 2 were held at the Four 
Directions Community Centre on August 23, 2018 and July 25, 2019, 
respectively. Notification of these community events was also included in the 
community newsletter and posters were placed within high traffic areas of the 
community. 

Community Information Sharing Sessions 1 and 2 were also held within the other 
member UCCMM member nation communities and Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory 
in 2018 and 2019. 

In general, the feedback received from these Community Information Sharing Sessions 
included: 

• Priority to have two-way traffic with less delays 

• Ensure that vehicle and boat traffic is accommodated for the long-term future 

• Preserve the heritage value of the old bridge 

• The existing bridge is a significant tourist attraction 

• First Nations have a special relationship with the water. It is traditional territory and 
impacts should be minimized 



Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study 
Online PIC 3 Comment/Response Table 

Name Date Received Comment Date Responded Response/Action Taken 

March 30, 2021 Please send all updates to this project 

March 31 , 2021 Hello Jennifer : Thanks for the e mail . Since this will be the THIRD bridge in 
that general location , I do hope that MTO are able to jump through the 
environmental hoops of today . What you have presented looks quite good , 
lets hope that it will last over one hundred years . I also want to thank the 
study team for taking into consideration the local businesses and the existing 
roadways. 

My grandfather worked on the construction of the first bridge and the huge 
underwater cribbing washed out during a major storm and was found on 
Strawberry Island , a few miles to the SE. The construction of the second 
bridge proved to have more prudent engineering , as a company from 
Montreal blasted into smooth bedrock which ou will find on the bottom of the 

March 30, 2021 

• Concerns regarding safety and the ability to travel on and off of the island in the 
case of an emergency 

The Preferred Plan was selected because it has minimal impacts to the existing 
roadway network and utilities, noise sensitive areas, significant wildlife habitat and 
viewscapes from Little Current and the North Channel; and it avoids impacts to 
business and residential properties. The new bridge will also accommodate two lanes 
of traffic, maintains the existing grades for active transportation users, and will be 
sympathetically designed to help maintain the character of the local and marine 
communities. The Recommended Plan will be confirmed at the completion of this study. 
Natural environment, archaeological and cultural heritage studies, as well as a 
business impact assessment have been completed to help to identify potential impacts 
and preliminary mitigation measures. 

In light of COVID-19 and associated physical distancing requirements, community 
information sharing/Public Information Centre (PIC) 3 was planned online. In response 
to requests to offer the PIC in Anishnaabemowin, a translated version of the recorded 
presentation and comment form was prepared for online review. In addition, copies of 
the English and translated materials were mailed to each of the First Nations' 
administration offices for review and comment. 

Following the online Public Information Centre 3 review period (i.e., from March 30 
until April 30, 2021 ), the project team will review and consider the feedback received 
and will respond to any questions. In consideration of the comments received, the 
project team will confirm the overall Recommended Plan for this project, including the 
potential impacts to the environment and mitigation measures. A Notice of Study 
Completion will be issued, at which time the Transportation Environmental Study 
Report (TESR) will be available for public review for a 30-day review period. The TESR 
will document the entire process followed to determine the Recommended Plan, 
including copies of all supporting studies/reports and consultation materials. The TESR 
is anticipated to be completed in fall 2021. 

Thank you for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. Your comments have been received by the project team and will be 
included in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). Your contact 
information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of future 
study milestones. Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do 
not hesitate to contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

No further response required 
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waterway . The new and improved cribbing / blasting has proved the test of 
time !! Good Luck with the project ! 

March 30, 2021 I watched video and think this swing bridge would be great to replace the old bridge. April 7, 2021 

It will still be keeping the memories of the old bridge that many of us loved and did 
not want replaced. But this bridge with its two lanes will make traffic flow faster and 
more efficiently and yet still keep the swing part of being able to have to stop at 
certain times, and keep the atmosphere of feeling like arriving "home" when we cross 
this special bridge. Keeps the charm and memories that we cherish still alive. 

It certainly has my vote and using some of the steel/iron from the the bridge with the 
placing of a plaque would be a great idea. 

Thank you and if possible I would be interested in receiving any info that is posted. 

March 30, 2021 Hello, I have a place on Manitoulin Island, The 2 lane swing bridge, should definiotely May 11 , 2021 
not be two lanes ... it should be at least 3 or 4, with the idea that in the future, there will 
be alot more people on the island ... ln the summer, quite frankly, having the bridge 
tum every hour on the hour for boats is ridiculous. the bridge should tum maybe 3 
times, 9, 12 and 4pm. 
If this was in Muskoka, the bridge would be 8 lanes . . . come on people, please have 
some growth foresight for Manitoulin, it isnt going to be a backwards location once 
more people discover it and they can easily work and travel here ... 

March 30, 2021 Please add me to the mailing list. Thank you! 

March 30, 2021 What is the long term logic to a swing bridge? All bridges have mechanical issues. 
A bascule makes the most sense. To build a swing bridge of the same stability and 
longevity would be fraught with obstacles. Good luck 

March 30, 2021 

May 17, 2021 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments have been received by the project team. With the exception of personal 
information, your comments will be included in the final Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESR). In addition, your contact information has been added to the 
project mailing list and you will be notified of future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments regarding future traffic demands have been received by the project team. 

As part of this study, existing and future traffic conditions were assessed, the findings of 
which indicated that in 2018, the annual average daily traffic (AADT) across the current 
swing bridge was 3300 vehicles per day (vpd), and increased during the summer 
months to an average daily traffic (SADT) of 5000 vpd. Based on calculated annual 
traffic growth projections, increasing the width of the bridge and/or the number of lanes 
is not warranted at this location. However, the Preferred Plan includes two lanes of 
travel and active transportation facilities which will accommodate different modes of 
travel between Manitoulin Island and the mainland. 

The North Channel through Little Current is part of Lake Huron, which is listed as a 
Scheduled Waterway in the Canadian Navigable Waters Act (CNWA). As such, the 
operating schedule of the bridge will need to be maintained to continue to allow for the 
passage of boats through the North Channel. However, the Preferred Plan will 
significantly improve wait times for vehicles as it will provide two-lanes of traffic (one 
lane in each direction). 

Thank you again for your interest in this study, and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of 
future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments regarding the selection of the Preferred Plan have been received by the 
project team. 

As part of this study, a Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) was completed in 
January 2019 to evaluate the existing bridge in accordance with Ontario Regulations 
9/06 and 9/10 as well as the Ontario Heritage Bridge Guidelines. Based on its review of 
the CHER, the Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) identified the Little Current 
Swin Brid e as a rovincial herita e ro ert of rovincial si nificance. The existin 
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The bridge project proposal looks excellent. The video was very well done. April 7, 2021 
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bridge is the oldest and longest known example in the province. It has historical 
associations with the development of railway lines in Northern Ontario and has 
contextual value as a character-defining landmark in the community that is physically, 
functionally, visually, and historically linked to its surroundings. The swing bridge was 
selected as the preferred plan because it best addresses the current and future 
transportation needs at the bridge crossing, while minimizing impacts to the community 
and the natural environment. Based on the feedback received aUfollowing Public 
Information Centres (PICs) 1 and 2, there is a strong desire to maintain the existing 
viewscapes and character of the area, and to minimize potential impacts to the natural 
and cultural environments. 

A detailed evaluation process was used to identify a preferred plan that best addresses 
the current and future transportation needs at the bridge crossing, while minimizing 
impacts to the community and the natural environment. The evaluation process 
considered a wide range of criteria, including but not limited to constructability, safety, 
geometrics, property requirements, utility impacts, drainage impacts, potential 
environmental impacts (i.e., natural, social and cultural), and cost. The preferred plan 
was selected in part because it is sympathetically designed to help maintain the 
character of the local and marine communities and has minimal impacts to the existing 
viewscapes from Little Current and the North Channel The bascule would have 
significant impacts to the existing viewscapes. 

We appreciate your concern regarding the longevity of the existing bridge, which is over 
100 years old. Since 1985, the Ministry has invested almost $18 million to maintain the 
bridge to provide a safe and reliable link between Manitoulin Island and the mainland. 
This has included extensive maintenance and replacement of the bridge deck, 
structural steel and center bearing replacement, and pier and abutment repairs. This 
annual average investment of over $500,000 per year is much higher than other typical 
bridges in the provincial highway network (typically<$100,000 per year). Furthermore, 
because of its age, the swing bridge often requires custom-fabricated components that 
are not readily available, resulting in longer repair times, traffic delays and increased 
costs due to manufacturing. The purpose of this study is to identify a recommended 
plan which will address the current and future transportation needs at the bridge 
crossing as part of the Ministry's ongoing review of safety and operational needs for the 
provincial highway network. While the existing swing bridge was originally intended for 
predominantly rai lway travel, the new bridge will be designed to today's standards to 
service both vehicle travel and active transportation users, reducing the risk of 
malfunction and repair costs, as well as providing a rel iable structure for the longer 
term. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of 
future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments have been received by the project team. With the exception of personal 
information, your comments will be included in the final Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESR). In addition, your contact information has been added to the 
project mailing list and you will be notified of future study milestones. 
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March 30, 2021 Please add me to the mailing list. 

March 31 , 2021 My son lives on the island and the idea you have to copy the old bridge is fantastic, 
the island is famous for that bridge. Im 63 and been going to the island almost every 
year since i was seven,, love that bridge its a historic site 

March 31, 2021 

April 7, 2021 

March 31, 2021 I am a marine pilot with the Great Lakes Pilotage Authority, tasked with the safe May 17, 2021 
navigation of large commercial vessels through the North Channel. In the Little 
Current vicinity we are primarily conducting navigation of the cruise ships that are 
increasingly visiting Little Current. 

Our concern will be that the width and depth of the navigational channel will not be 
reduced permanently and that any temporary reduction to the width or depth of the 
channel be planned and announced well in advance. Also crucial to us is that the 
channel provided through the bridge is both parallel the flow of the signif icant current 
and an adequate approach channel length is provided. 

As this is federally regulated navigational channel I trust that you have consulted with 
Canadian Hydrographic Services and Canadian Coast Guard. Both of which will need 
to be kept abreast of physical changes to the channel. 

The strength and direction of the current has always been a significant concern to us. 
Any structures, permanent or temporary, than may deflect or funnel the flow could be 
detrimental to safe navigation. It is therefore imperative that navigators be informed of 
changes through Cdn. Coast Guards Notices to Mariners program. 

I have been in contact with Fisheries and Oceans Canada requesting the placement 
of a current gauge in the channel. The mid-channel abutment would be an ideal 
location. This device would provide live current strength information to mariners. 

Please contact me regarding navigational concerns or references. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in this Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
email has been received by the project team, and your contact information has been 
added to the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments have been received by the project team. With the exception of personal 
information, your comments will be included in the final Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESR). In addition, your contact information has been added to the 
project mailing list and you will be notified of future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments have been received by the project team. 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) recognizes that the North Channel 
through Little Current is part of Lake Huron, which is listed as a Scheduled Waterway in 
the Canadian Navigable Waters Act (CNWA). As such, Transport Canada and the 
associated Navigation Protection Program have been engaged as part of this study to 
confirm, at a preliminary level, navigational clearance requirements at this location. As 
part of detail design of this project, a Notice of Major Works will be prepared and 
submitted to the Minster for review and approval. As such, the horizontal and vertical 
navigational clearances for the new bridge will meet the requirements of the Navigation 
Protection Program. In addition, the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) have 
been circulated on all study notifications. 

A marine archaeological assessment was undertaken as part of this study, the findings 
of which confirmed that dredging operations within the North Channel near Little 
Current have occurred almost annually since the turn of the 20th century to maintain the 
safe operation of shipping vessels. In addition, a boating survey was distributed to all 
marinas and their boaters in Little Current to obtain information on boating activity, 
including the size of vessels and frequency of visits. This information has helped the 
project team work with Transport Canada/Navigation Protection Program to help to 
ensure that the Preferred Plan can accommodate present and future boating activity 
within the channel. It should be noted that, as part of the Preferred Plan, the existing 
swing bridge is proposed to be removed in part due to the potential navigational 
hazards and to help reduce the risk of boat-bridge collisions. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of 
future study milestones. We appreciate the suggestion to consider feedback from the 
Great Lakes Pilotage Authority and Canadian Coast Guard, and have updated our 
study mailing list to include these authorities. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 
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April 2, 2021 

April 30, 2021 

I am writing to you today with regards to the study results that are calling for the May 12, 2021 
replacement of the Little Current swing bridge with a new two lane swing bridge. I am 
interested in knowing if there has been any consideration to increasing the air draft 
under this new bridge? Currently at chart datum the bridge sits 17' above the water. 
Is there any way that your final plan for this bridge would consider increasing the air 
draft to 30' clearance above the water? This would likely save hundreds if not 
thousands of bridge swings over the life of this new bridge. We are a growing ferry 
and tour boat company based in Little Current and strongly believe that this air draft 
should be increased by a minimum thirteen feet. This would in turn allow a great deal 
of vessels to travel unimpeded by this bridge including our 100 passenger vessel that 
passes through this bridge up to a dozen times a week. This would also increase the 
safety of vessels that presently need to hold stationary in what can often be a very 
strong current waiting for the bridge to swing. 

Obviously this would require grading the approaches on either side of the new bridge. 
While we are disappointed to see that the new bridge will not be a high fixed bridge, 
we believe that increasing the air draft would be an excellent compromise. The 
original bridge, being built for a railway, obviously needed to be at grade. That bridge 
was also designed to remain open and thus allowing for the free flow of marine traffic 
and compliance with the Canadian Navigable Waters Act. We have an opportunity 
now to adapt the height of the new bridge to accommodate the current needs of the 
maritime activity on the North Channel. Obviously there will be boats that require a 
higher air draft than 30' and will require the bridge to open. A much higher number of 
boats would not require the bridge to open and could travel day or night without a 
bridge swing. 

I strongly believe that the air draft needs to be looked at seriously during the design 
of the new bridge. Please let me know if my thoughts are being considered. I believe 
that there would be very strong support for this idea as the majority of power vessels 
could pass under the bridge at will and create minimal disruptions to the highway. It 
would also stand to reason that this would reduce the wear and tear on the 
mechanisms of the bridge that operate during the swing process. 

We are contacting you with concerns regarding the tentative design for the new swing May 19, 2021 
bridge at Little Current. Manitoulin Island Cycling Advocates (MICA) has been 
actively taking part in consultation involving cycling infrastructure with regards to the 
new bridge design to ensure the safety of all individuals who cross the bridge. After 
the analysis of the released swing bridge study, we would like to recommend the 
following: 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments regarding the future vertical clearance of the new bridge have been received 
by the project team. 

Following a detailed evaluation of alternatives, the swing bride was selected as the 
preferred plan because it best addresses the current and future transportation needs at 
the bridge crossing, while minimizing impacts to the community and the natural 
environment. Based on the feedback received at/following Public Information Centres 
(PICs) 1 and 2, there is a strong desire to maintain the existing viewscapes and 
character of the area, and to minimize potential impacts to the natural and cultural 
environments. Increasing the vertical clearance of the new swing bridge would result in 
greater impacts to the Highway 6 road profile which would need to be raised several 
metres and require significant embankments on both sides of the crossing. These 
approa~h embankments would result in significant impacts to ecological features, as 
well as increases in property requirements including entrance redesign/removal. The 
profile raise would also reduce the ability to provide a safe and comfortable 
environment for active transportation users. 

It should be noted that the current swing bridge is the oldest and longest known 
example of a swing bridge within the province, has historical associations with the 
development of railway lines in Northern Ontario and has contextual value as a 
chara?ter~defini~g landm_ark in the community that is physically, functionally, visually, 
and historically linked to its surroundings. Thus, a new swing bridge at a similar height 
to t~e ~xisting bridge provides a better opportunity to provide a sympathetic design that 
mamtams the character of the local and marine communities. 

It is understood that the North Channel through Little Current is part of Lake Huron 
which is listed as a Scheduled Waterway under the Canadian Navigable Waters A~t 
(CNWA). As part of the preferred plan, which incorporates a through truss bridge that 
closely resembles the existing bridge, the horizontal and vertical navigational 
clearances will be addressed in accordance with the CNWA and the regulatory 
requirements of the Navigation Protection Program. In addition, a boating survey was 
distributed to all marinas and their boaters in Little Current to obtain information on 
boating activity, including the size of vessels and frequency of visits. The responses 
received as part of this survey has helped the project team work with Transport Canada 
to ensure that the preferred plan can accommodate existing and future boating activity 
within the North Channel. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of 
future study milestones. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments regarding the accommodation of cyclists has been noted by the project 
team. 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) recognizes that Highway 6 is designated 
as part of the Province-wide Cycling Network. The Preferred Plan, a new through-truss 
swing bridge, will maintain existing grades for active transportation users and is 
currently proposed to include a sidewalk on the west side of the bridge. In addition, a 
1.5 m shoulder has been recommended on the structure that can accommodate 
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April 30, 2021 

• Allow for as much shoulder on the northbound lane of the bridge as possible. 
This will alleviate the need to cross highway 6 for cyclists heading to 
Espanola from Manitoulin. 

• Allow enough space for cyclists to travel so that they do not have to cycle on 
the portion designated for pedestrian foot traffic by either widening the 
northbound lane to accommodate cyclists or implementing a second walkway 
space on that side. 

• We would like to see the existing park around the swing bridge viewing area 
(Manitoulin side) preserved as much as possible. It is important that the park 
to the east and west of the new site be connected, possibly under the bridge, 
as to prevent cyclists and pedestrians crossing highway 6. 

We believe strongly in promoting physical activity and road safety in our local 
communities. It is with these principles in mind that we hope that our concerns will be 
addressed as to maximize public health, happiness, and well-being. 

We are contacting you with concerns regarding the tentative design for the new swing May 19, 2021 
bridge at Little Current. Manitoulin Island Cycling Advocates (MICA) has been 
actively taking part in consultation involving cycling infrastructure with regards to the 
new bridge design to ensure the safety of all individuals who cross the bridge. After 
the analysis of the released swing bridge study, we would like to recommend the 
following: 

• Allow for as much shoulder on the northbound lane of the bridge as possible. 
This will alleviate the need to cross highway 6 for cyclists heading to 
Espanola from Manitoulin. 

• Allow enough space for cyclists to travel so that they do not have to cycle on 
the portion designated for pedestrian foot traffic by either widening the 
northbound lane to accommodate cyclists or implementing a second walkway 
space on that side . 

• We would like to see the existing park around the swing bridge viewing area 
(Manitoulin side) preserved as much as possible. It is important that the park 
to the east and west of the new site be connected, possibly under the bridge, 
as to prevent cyclists and pedestrians crossing highway 6. 

We believe strongly in promoting physical activity and road safety in our local 
communities. It is with these principles in mind that we hope that our concerns will be 
addressed as to maximize public health, happiness, and well-being. 

cyclists, separated from pedestrians. The design of these active transportation facilities 
will be confirmed during detail design, the timing of which is currently unknown. 

A portion of the existing park will be impacted to accommodate the preferred plan and 
associated parking area. However at this time, it is expected that the existing Highway 
6 alignment in the vicinity of the existing bridge will be decommissioned following 
construction and operation of the new bridge, and new grass, shrubs and/or trees will 
be planted to mitigate the impacts to vegetation associated with the preferred 
plan. Site specific revegetation plans will be prepared and will use native plant species 
mixes. A preliminary visual representation of this transition is available for your review 
as part of Preferred Plan video presented on slide 19 of 23 of the Online Public 
Information Centre (PIC) 3 recorded presentation. Please visit the study website 
(www.swingbridgestudy.ca) to access a link to this presentation and video. We 
appreciate your suggestion of a trail connection beneath the future bridge and will keep 
your comment for consideration during the detail design phase of the project. As noted, 
the timing of this phase of project planning is currently unknown. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the project mailing list and you will be notified of 
future study milestones. Should you have any additional comments or questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Thank you for your interest in the Highway 6 Little Current Swing Bridge Study. Your 
comments regarding the accommodation of cyclists has been noted by the project 
team. 

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) recognizes that Highway 6 is designated 
as part of the Province-wide Cycling Network. The Preferred Plan, a new through-truss 
swing bridge, will maintain existing grades for active transportation users and is 
currently proposed to include a sidewalk on the west side of the bridge. In addition, a 
1.5 m shoulder has been recommended on the structure that can accommodate 
cyclists, separated from pedestrians. The design of these active transportation facilities 
will be confirmed during detail design, the timing of which is currently unknown. 

A portion of the existing park will be impacted to accommodate the preferred plan and 
associated parking area. However at this time, it is expected that the existing Highway 
6 alignment in the vicinity of the existing bridge will be decommissioned following 
construction and operation of the new bridge, and new grass, shrubs and/or trees will 
be planted to mitigate the impacts to vegetation associated with the preferred 
plan. Site specific revegetation plans will be prepared and will use native plant species 
mixes. A preliminary visual representation of this transition is available for your review 
as part of Preferred Plan video presented on slide 19 of 23 of the Online Public 
Information Centre (PIC) 3 recorded presentation. Please visit the study website 
(www.swingbridgestudy.ca) to access a link to this presentation and video. We 
appreciate your suggestion of a trail connection beneath the future bridge and will keep 
your comment for consideration during the detail design phase of the project. As noted, 
the timing of this phase of project planning is currently unknown. 

Thank you again for your interest in this study and for taking the time to provide your 
comments. With the exception of personal information, your comments will be included 
in the final Transportation Environmental Study Report (TESR). In addition, your 
contact information has been added to the ro·ect mailin list and ou will be notified of 
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future study milestones. Should you have any additional comments or questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact us. 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

This plan still leaves the bridge out of service to emergency vehicles for 25% of the daylight hours in the summer. It also means that 

less skilled boat operators can cause the bridge to remain open when they have accidents which has happened. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

The bridge is an important landmark and should be left open not destroyed. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

I don't think this plan will please anyone, but if it has the same effect as the previous study it wouldn't be built. 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 

Name 

Mailing Address (please include postal code) 

Telephone: 

Email: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

To me, this is classical case of political considerations (local and private interests) holding back the wonderful opportunity that this 

project presents for moving Manitoulin Island into the 20th century. Yes, I mean 20th, let alone 21st century! Buttressed by the facade 

of nostalgia as the primary salable excuse and thus succumbing to the "modernized" century-old, inferior design and then performing 

the necessary mathematical gyrations to "support" this option is sad commentary indeed. Little Current business has no self

proclaimed "right" to hoard a market that actually belongs to the entire island, other than that's what has been done forever. The current 

interruptible thoroughfare has kept Manitoulin far behind other Northern Ontario communities in service development. Only until this 

year has Tim Horton's been allowed to locate here. This option is not in the best long-term interests of all Islanders because it will 

continue to deny what most residential families really want: good opportunities for their children to live, work and thrive here. I 

continue to believe that a modern two lane tunnel, ideally, or a fixed two lane bridge, alternatively, are the only options that a truly 

progressive society would deem acceptable for the entire Island. For sure, many do not want to be forced to pass through Little Current 

or delayed by the bridge. Further, I'm cynical enough to suspect that math could manipulate the exact same data to strongly support 

my options if someone high enough up wanted that to happen. I consider this obsolete option to be a sell-out to Manitoulin Island. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Get rid of the dinosaur bridge or reassemble it dry land (Goat Island) for passersby to gawk at until it falls apart from the neglect it will 

be sure to suffer. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Not with this option but will be interested if sufficient push-back is generated. 

2 / 19 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

We are extremely pleased with the final choice of a new swing bridge;) 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Also very pleased that repurposing components of the old bridge into the new is a consideration. We would suggest trying to use the 

large, round gear, ornamentally in the new bridge, thereby leaving the existing bridge functionally intact for relocation. We would 

suggest use of a portion of the old bridge as a pedestrian crossing of the Kagawong River in Billings Township and will be addressing 

this idea with our local Council. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Yes. This was an awesome way to present study findings virtually, during the pandemic. Thank-you so much for your thoroughness 

and clarity. 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 

Name 

Mailing Address (please include postal code) 

Telephone: 

Email: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I am impressed by how thorough the study has been and how the comments and issues of the people have been taken into 

consideration and utilized to formulate your decision for this Through Truss Swing Bridge. I am very happy with the choice of 

replacement bridge. It is maintaining an iconic historic traditional swing bridge entry onto Manitoulin and yet will facilitate a two lane 

traffic flow. There will be very little changes in the surrounding environment. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

I am all about preserving history. We had a beautiful old railway station just behind where our water plant is, on the same property as 

our Beer Store or close to it. I tried to encourage the Powers to Be to use the Old Train Station as our Information Booth but the 

decision was made to build a new one. No one listened. This makes me more appreciative of you actually listening to the 

people. Thank you. 

I would truly like to see our Bridge saved.My suggestion would be to set the Bridge down on Goat Island and set up an informative 

centre concerning the railway and the train service etc and maybe make some type of Park in this area. Of course that is out of your 

realm. My idea is to set it up so people can visit it and access it for picture taking and it could be a unique tourist attraction. May 

people never loose their ability to see how important it is to maintain what has gone on before us, 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Please do not destroy the Bridge. 

When building the new bridge please ensure the bridge is large enough, width and height wise to accommodate a modular Home 

coming across it. 

Thank you for a job well done. Super impressed. 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

This is my preferred option. Will the old bridge be moved to a new location and reconstructed as a historical site. 

Will the new bridge look much the same as the old bridge? 

When does construction start? When should the new bridge be open. 

What is the estimated cost of the entire bridge replacement project. 

Who made the decision to select this option.? 

If you reply within 2 weeks I will include your response in the LMAA spring news letter. Include reference source for citation 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation 
strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the 
existing swing bridge will be removed following 
construction of the new bridge? 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Respondent skipped this question 

Overall I think Stantec and the MTO did a good job on the environmental asessment process and consulting the public. 

Q4 
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Telephone: 

Email: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

That option makes a lot of sense. Good job! 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Sounds good. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

The new swing bridge will continue that traditional access and the 2 lanes will certainly help with traffic flow in the summer & fall. Our 

only hope (and concern) is that after the Study is complete that the bridge is actually constructed. So far ... great job! 

Eric Bukowicki 

Whitefish Falls, ON 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

It is definitely reassuring to see that the preferred plan maintains as close a profile as possible to the existing heritage structure. A 

more "modernized" solution might appear the most ''forward thinking" but I'm glad to know the community hasn't given up on its 

uniqueness or been too mesmerized by more industrialized high-tech high-speed solutions that feel too "big city" and less a part of our 

northern outlook. 

A new swing bridge helps to preserve the culture and history of the area, and to keep the experience of arriving on the island a 

magical, and yet familiar, one. It will definitely preserve the very special culture and community feeling that is so much part of why 

residents and visitors alike choose to live and visit. 

The fact that it is also one of the least expensive options is just " icing on the cake"! 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Since the existing swing bridge would eventually need to be removed, the process of deciding which historical preservation strategies 

to pursue will no doubt take some time and much community consultation - particularly in regard to financing (whether the major cost 

would be born by local municipalities or funding could come from provincial and federal sources). As for the future use of the heritage 

structure, I personally feel that before any construction begins on a new structure there needs to be a definite heritage plan agreed to 

for the existing structure with real timelines and pre-approved funding in place. 

I wouldn't want to see the preservation of the heritage bridge caught up in a bureaucratic / community tug of war and be disassembled, 

the pieces piled away somewhere for ''temporary storage" until something can be worked out, and end up being left to rust and become 

surplus scrap metal for some future generation to deal with. Construction and preservation must be considered together as one project 

and completed as such. 
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Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

It is very gratifying to see that environmental, historical and aboriginal concerns are very much a part of the planning process. Bravo! 

We will all keep our fingers crossed that the old bridge continues to function long enough for a new structure to be completed and 

opened to traffic. The current roadbed feels and sounds very dubious at best! (Some temporary pothole and resurfacing work might 

be prudent since I doubt a new bridge will be operational for some time yet? ... ) 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 
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Mailing Address (please include postal code) 

Email: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I support the Preferred Plan (Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2) as it generally maintains the location of the 

existing swing bridge; will provide a two-lane roadway across the bridge which will improve access to and from Manitoulin Island; and 

will use a similar swing bridge structure. Part of the experience of coming to Manitoulin Island (and living there) is cross the swing 

bridge or waiting on either side as boats go through. The swing bridge is extremely important to Manitoulin from a cultural heritage 

perspective. I hope that a new swing bridge will bring a similar robust functionality and aesthetic as the existing bridge with the black 

steel framing, trusses and lattice work. The renderings of the new bridge allude to the silhouette but do not convey the same sense of 

scale and arrival experience. Civic pride in design will be critical for the new bridge. It must be worthy as a gateway to the largest 

freshwater island in the world. These are considerations for detailed design. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Relocating the existing swing bridge to provide fixed access between Low Island Park and Picnic Island would create an opportunity to 

turn Picnic Island into a park and recreation facility. 

Q3 Respondent skipped this question 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 

Email: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

All considered, a wonderful preferred choice. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

No comment. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

A seasonal resident for 30 years I have always anticipated the swing bridge as a special welcoming feature to Manitoulin Island. 

Crossing symbolizes a departure from the mainland to an environment and culture unique to Manitoulin. 

The new swing bridge will be a symbol in keeping with island tradition. 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

Looks like a very good alternative to the current old bridge 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Glad to see the old obsolete bridge go 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Thankyou for bringing Manitoulin into the 21st century! 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 
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Telephone: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I know a swing bridge is our heritage here on Manitoulin. I would stretch it to say a fixed bridge in the alignment to the east of the 

existing bridge would be a more realistic option for current use and structural longevity. 

Was environmental study taken with regards to idling vehicles during the bridge swinging? 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

It would be viable to reuse the existing bridge either in its original position or another. It could be a great asset to tourism in NEMI. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Was there any input with the regards to the cruiseships that come to Little Current? 

Q4 Respondent skipped this question 

Name and Address (optional) 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I agree looks good I hope you can make this happen fast as one day the old bridge is going to fail and there will be a rush to get a 

new str ucture in place start now and the old one is good to service the island I have owned a share in property for 40 years and 

keep hearing about a bridge now s the time 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

make it a monument on land 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

please make it happen now 

Thank you fine job by all 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I still believe this is a mistake. The fixed bridge option will be more reliable in the long term. A swing bridge will be susceptible to 

mechanical issues and could become a safety issue. The Town of Little Current will not suffer any more than all of the small Towns 

and businesses along HWY.69/400 ..... We in the North complained for years to get 4 lanes and never once considered economic 

impact on any individual Town or business. Why would this be different? 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation 
strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the 
existing swing bridge will be removed following 
construction of the new bridge? 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Q4 

Name and Address (optional) 
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Email: 

Respondent skipped this question 

Respondent skipped this question 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I appreciate the effort put on avoiding both maritime and road traffic interruption. The propose plan is the most reasonable both 

economically, culturally, historically and environmentally. The proposed plan suggest a walkway on the west side of the bridge. the 

walk way needs to be wider than the current one to allow cycling. The proposed plan make the bridge look like it is wide enough to 

cover the paved shoulders on both side. If so, why adding a walkway? 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

The old swign bridge should be kept as a historic landmark and put in display somwhere accessible. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Additional consideration should be put on the lost of park space between the current swign bridge and the welcome center. The loss of 

park space should be compensated by salvaging the old access road with an under pass that would link to the the old railway by a 

pathway. 
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Telephone: 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a Through Truss Swing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

I applaud the choice of a new swing bridge - it links the past with the future. As was said of the existing bridge a hundred years ago, it 

combines grace with strength. 

Q2 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

It seems fine to me. 

Q3 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

I wonder if the proposed new swing bridge will allow sufficient space for future and possibly larger commercial vessels to pass 

through? 

Q4 
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Do you have any comments on the Preferred Plan (a 
Through Truss SWing Bridge Structure on Alignment 2)? 

Q2 

Respondent skipped this question 

How do you feel about the recommended mitigation strategies for the existing swing bridge, given that the existing swing 
bridge will be removed following construction of the new bridge? 

Y'all should leave the old one where it is, just leave it open 

Q3 Respondent skipped this question 

Do you have any additional comments or questions? 

Q4 Respondent skipped this question 

Name and Address {optional) 
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DECISION MADE: Replace Swing Bridge with 
a similar structure and salvage some for 
historic preservation 
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Rosalind Russell, staff ~ March 30, 2021 
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0 A :5tl.Jdy of the historic iconic Swing Bridge in Little Current is complete. The bridge averages 3,000 to nearly 5,000 vehicles a day. 

Photo by Rosalind Russell 

The Ministry of Transportation and engineering firm Stantec is recommending replacing the Swing 

Bridge in Little Current a near-identical swing bridge that features double lanes. 

According to the Manitoulin Expositor, the new bridge will be located slightly to the west of the 

current bridge but will still maintain, for the most part, its present location. 

The three open meetings to discuss the various aspects of bridge design offered the public a say as 

to what design they preferred, with the iconic bridge design being maintained for the most part. 

The public will also now have a say in how the bridge is salvaged or relocated. 

The ministry will now undertake a transportation environmental study report over the summer 

months. 

For more details, visit: http://www.swingbridgestudy.ca/ 
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Engineers studying Manitoulin Island crossing call for new swing 
bridge 

A lift bridge or a drawbridge was also seriously considered by engineers 

Erik White · CBC News· Posted: Mar 30, 2021 5:22 AM ET I Last Updated: 1 hour ago 

Engineers working for the Ministry of Transportation are recommending that the 108-year-old swing bridge at 
Little Current be replaced by a new two-lane swing bridge. (Erik White/CBC) 

comments @ 

A new swing bridge to Manitoulin Island could soon replace the bridge that has carried traffic 

across the north channel for the past 100 years. 

The Ministry of Transportation has been studying the crossing for the past several years and 

considered many options including a fixed bridge, a tunne l, a drawbridge, a lift bridge or 

continuing to maintain the existing bridge first built in 1913. 

But engineers are now recommending that a new two-lane swing bridge be built just to the 

west of the existing one. 

• Manitoulin Island's historic Little Current Swing Bridge could be replaced 

• Public gets say in future of Manitoulin Island Swing Bridge 

The study concludes that this will have the least amount of disruption for Highway 6, 

the island, its economy and the surrounding environment. 

The plan ca lls for the historic bridge to be removed, but the new one will be "sympathetic" to 

its design and possible "pay homage'' to it by incorporating some of the steel salvaged from the 

historic landmark. 

The province is still gathering public comments on the plan for the next 30 days. You can do 

that and read some of the specifics at swingbridgestudy.ca 

Morning North 6:14 

New swing bridge could replace Manitoulin landmark 

After years of study, engineers working for the Ministry of Transportation are recommending the province 

build a new two-lane swing bridge to replace the landmark currently crossing the North Channel to 
Manitoulin Island. Kristin Franks speaks for the ministry. 6:14 
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1 'Don't make plans for Easter': Ford hints at restrictions as Ontario sees 2,336 new COVID-19 cases 




