
Hello Mayor and Councillors:

I have just been advised that Scugog Council has passed a resolution requesting a Federal
Impact Assessment for the province’s proposed Bradford Bypass.
I believe this resolution was prompted by a letter dated November 16, 2021 from Rescue Lake
Simcoe Coalition and Simcoe County Greenbelt Coalition to Scugog Council.  I believe a similar
letter was sent to your council.  Both this letter and Scugog Council’s resolution are attached
to this email.

FROGS is one of the three groups of affected local residents that jointly submitted a formal
request for a Federal Impact Assessment to Honourable Steven Guilbeault, Minister of the
Environment and Climate Change Canada.  Our letter is dated November 9.  We understand
comments concerning this request will be accepted until December 9 and therefore request
that matter be given your prompt attention.  Our request can be viewed at:
https://frogs.ca/wp-content/uploads/shared-files/Federal-Impact-Request-for-Bradford-
Bypass-November-9-2021-FROGS-STPP-CCKT-digitally-signed_Signed.pdf

In support of Rescue Lake Simcoe and Simcoe County Greenbelt Coalitions, I have prepared a
PowerPoint presentation addressing council’s Duty of Care.  A video of this presentation can
be viewed at: https://frogs.ca/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Duty-of-care-Dec-2-2021.mp4

Also attached is our Fact Sheet entitled: REASONS WHY WE NEED A TOTALLY NEW HOLISTIC
STUDY NOT RESTRICTED TO MTO’S MANDATE.  This also includes suggested alternative routes
and other potential solutions.

We request and recommend your support for our request for a Federal Impact Assessment of
the Bradford Bypass.

Respectfully Submitted.

Bill Foster

On behalf of:
Forbid Roads Over Green Spaces

1372/21
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REASONS WHY WE NEED A TOTALLY NEW HOLISTIC STUDY  

 NOT RESTRICTED TO MTO’S MANDATE 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

 The 1997 EA Study only addressed MTO’s mandate – (essentially the safe 
movement of long distance travel). 

 MTO acknowledged there were likely other solutions but stressed that these 
were local government responsibilities. 

 Local governments and the public, having just endured the subsequently 
abandoned, substantially EA approved, Hyw 89 Extension EA, thought the 
Bradford Bypass was simply an upgraded replacement for the Hwy 89 Extension 
EA.   

 To this day, local governments, especially Bradford’s mayor, profess that the 
Bradford Bypass is desperately needed to address local traffic congestion. 

 The Bradford Bypass 1997 EA says that the Bradford Bypass will not resolve 
local traffic congestion – this is a local responsibility. 

 The 1997 EA relied upon the municipal Official Plans for travel demand 
purposes. 

 The current Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review informs us that projected 
2051 growth targets are dramatically larger than those used for the 1997 EA 
Study. (East Gwillimbury Population 2009: 23,000 – Projected 2051 – 135,000).  

 The recent Innisfil Orbit MZO will permit expansion of Innisfil’s current 40,000 
population to as much as 150,000. This will further aggravate out-of-the-way-
travel problems south of Cooks Bay. 

 
PROBLEM 
 

 There are clear limits to the amount of salt Lake Simcoe can absorb.  If the 
Bradford Bypass is built in the current planned corridor, it will cross both 
branches of the Holland River with four lane roadways carrying high volumes of 
high speed traffic and in the winter, emitting high concentrations of salt runoff. 

 Although the 1997 EA indicates the Bradford Bypass is solving the out-of-the-
way-travel problem, it is not.  The Bradford Bypass is only about 1 km closer to 
Cooks Bay than the currently used Queensville Sideroad route (out-of-the-way-
travel reduced to 11 km).  The Bradford Bypass will not address local traffic 
congestion in Bradford because this is primarily caused by out-of-the-way-travel 
and trips to Newmarket.  
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 The magnitude of these local problems was not appreciated in the 1997 EA 
study. At that time, these local problems were treated as insignificant and 
something local governments should consider addressing at some time in the 
future.  Over the next 5 to 20 years, these local problems will become 
compelling! 

 The logical solutions to these local traffic problems are arterial roads over the 
Holland River at Ravenshoe Rd and Hochreiter Rd. (see attached TAB 1). 

 Given the impact on Lake Simcoe, by the then pre-existing Bradford 
Bypass, these logical local solutions will be pre-empted  by the Bradford 
Bypass (which will cross the West Branch of the Holland River immediately 
north of Hochreiter Rd).  

 
SOLUTION 
 

 Conduct a comprehensive EA study to address both Provincial and Municipal  
travel problems and solutions.  (This is what should have been done for the 1997 
EA Study) 

 Locate the Hwy 400 – 404 link south of Newmarket.  Had the consultants known 
then what we know now, according to their selection chart, they would have 
chosen an outer ring road corridor south of Newmarket.  (See attached TAB 2). 

 
BENEFITS 
 

 Comprehensive planning to accommodate provincial Places to Grow Act, 
requirements which can be incorporated in future Transportation Master Plans 
and Official Plans. 

 Local traffic / transportation problems will be addressed in a properly planned, 
environmentally sensitive manner. 

 MTO’s stated objective of separating long distance travel from local travel will 
be achieved.  (Local and Long Distance Travel is combined with the Bradford 
Bypass).  

 Cost of the Hwy 400 – 404 link will be dramatically reduced.  

o No need to float the highway over the high and at times surface water 
table covering approximately 70% of the East Gwillimbury section of the 
Bradford Bypass route. 

o Elimination of piles for the elevated portion of the Bradford Bypass. 
(Water Reclamation Center tests show these will have to be driven 20 – 
50 meters deep)    

 Preservation of the Lower Landing, a pre-historic and historic site of national 
importance which the Chippeaws of Georgia Island want left totally untouched. 
(See attached TAB 3). 
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Enclosures: 
 

1) Local arterial road solutions 
2) 1997 EA Study Corridors Studied and Assessment Chart. 
3) 1998 Letters from Chippeaws of Georgina Island 
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.July 8, 1998 

To Whom It May Concern~ 

Chippewas of Gem-gina Isl nd 
RR fi: SUTTO WEST ONTAFI 01 
lDE l -

Phone: (706) 437 ~ 133 7 

· Fax; {705) 437--4597 

lt haa ~am tG our attention that one of the proposed •s dfctrd by-pass" 
routes goes throu h a tliatarfcalfy $lgn.Hl nt Abr:nriginal site on th Hloifand River. 
While we are opposed to the co · of , 404 la the • ff is a .map' 
conoem m us th I site may be lb - _ ar a Freavay Th· s was ai · 
a1nd insmunent f ta th11 fonnation of Canad· and o.ne af the aonbibuting factors 
which brcught our peopre to take up p rmanent settlement on Lake Simcoe's 
south shore. These grourlds have nad on[y preUminary excavalfl:m but appear to 
have been used for over one thousand y rs. The value of lhl ;dece cannot be 
underestfmatad. 

It is not our Intention ta impede progrna, however we do not want. to see 
a signfficanl p' othiaby auch as thi I forever. Not anly I the camp, a, 
hmna of our fo · rs, but g· en • · l'lak.lre of tti ti • and the 
length or · _ was used. •efl - • oubtedly be · I g s m th ·s 
area. 

Jt i.s obviGu that there are oth&f route•. which can be u d to connect 
ttiese major l'Hghways, and we hope that another will be seJed d. 

Rob Porte 
Culturar PorttoJlo 
Georgina Island Council 
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DEC 1 7 1998 

Q 

Chippewas of Georgina Island 
R.R. #2. SUTTON WEST, ONTAR O 
LDE·tFto 

{~~ December 14, 1998 

To Whom.It may concern: 

To further my letter of July 8.!9&, regarding the Bradford Bypass issue. 

Georgina 1s1and First Nation is opposed to any oonstruction or development including road 
construction and archeo1logical digs at the site I o,wu as~ Holland 1..anding. We wiU 
continue to be opposed to anything that disturbs or desttoys this ancient place. My reason not to 
call for a desiption by Historical Sit.es Monuments Board is that these people may dig-up this 
site: and open il up like a tomi · t attm~ti . This place must mnaiu 1D1disturbed. I emire yon~ 
will be opposed to this as long as it is coosidered an option. 

Rob Pone 
Chippewas of Georgina. Island 

P.S. .Ravensho ~ Road in Keswkk would he co effective :end rw less marsh bmd. 
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