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"Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX" <Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca> To "Trevor Ward" s.22 . "Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX"
<Grant.Irvine@

11/19/2010 03:58 PM cc "Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX" <Norm.Parkes@gov.bc.ca>, "Tekano, Murray M
TRAN:EX" <Murray.Tekano@gov.bc.ca>, "Turner, Dave TRAN:EX"
<Dave.Turner@gov.bc.ca>, "Rob Niewenhuizen" <rniewenhuizen@salmonarm.ca>,
"Corey Paiement" <cpaiement@salmonarm.ca>, "Knight, Tara TRAN:EX"
<Tara.Knight@gov.bc.ca>, <ALee@smartcentres.com>, "Ryan Stokes"
<rstokes@eba.ca>, "Mark Merlo" <mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca>, "Nathan Hildebrand"
<nhildebrand@smartcentres.com>, "Dale McTaggart "

<mailto:dmctaggart@salmonarm.ca>
Subject RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Trevor,
It appears we have come to an “conceptual” agreement about the accesses between 10" and 30™. Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through lane?

I am concerned about the following:

° What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically:

o Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

o Consolidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey’s Only/Hotel access

o Will the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane can
safely be dropped?

° Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length is based on a 50:1 taper ratio (3.6m lane = taper of 180m) — Figure 7.38 of the
manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o How does this affect the length of the EB thru lane i.e. position of the taper so that there are no major access points within it?

Based on the recently discussed, interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

In addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design details i.e. length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30" and 10™.

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Paiement'; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; 'Ryan Stokes'; 'Mark Merlo'; 'Nathan
Hildebrand'

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and confirmation.

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation is that we extend
the parallel EB lanes a further 70 metres east so that the merge point begins opposite the east property line of the SmartCentres
property. This means that all of the left turn movements into the development site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access. There is still one access in the taper (to the transmission property) but that is
at the beginning of it. Please let me know your response to this proposal.

Trevor
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From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca]

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2010 email does reflect what was discussed.

Reference Item 5; agree proposed scenario actually improves accessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East access is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The sketch shows
raised median from point ‘z’ to the east, allowing approximately 60m for WB vehicles (destined to Rona west access) to
decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be any shorter.

Reference comment regarding length/location of EB merge point; the 300m requirement is noted (per queuing perspective). We
continue to have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown given turning movements also occurring in this vicinity (EB
LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West). Need to address these concerns.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer

Ministry of Transportation, Southern Interior Region
231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 2T3
telephone: (250) 371-3918

email: Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailto §.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey
Paiement'; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
I have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear as possible —
please find it attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it.

One thought | had last night and that is that the Rona east access could be left as is and “Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at the
end of the centre median (which ends on the east side of the access or could be extended past it) facing WB traffic and at the exit.
That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Trevor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto $.22

Sent: November-16-10 9:4

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; 'Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; 'Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; "Turner, Dave TRAN:EX'; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey
Paiement'; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; 'ALee@smartcentres.com’; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To make
sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1.  We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to align the west Rona access and the west Travelodge access opposite
each other to avoid the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then be all movements. Our original assessment of this
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improvement anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches — we will see what can be done.

2. It appears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves Joey’s. After our conference call with
you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey’s is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) — as | suspected based on a study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/Joey’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway
connection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here.

3.  This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey’s building to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) — this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at Joey’s!! The carwash would retain
their existing access on the highway as right-in/right-out movements only and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken,
that it has a Ministry access permit which gives notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

4.  The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a raised median, at least from point Z east to the protected ‘T’, as
referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property to the east (Lot 5 Plan
3992).

5. At the same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed! Shawn — there is going to have to be a joint
Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction is that they will simply say “No!” Then what? (For the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway as a result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and myself who did the door knocking!) The big advantage to
this idea — and hopefully the selling point - is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while waiting to make their left turn —at the moment they make the left turn out of the westbound through
lane on the highway. This will be an almost full standard left turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extended any further east as you have
contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be completely lost. Remember that Rona still has full access via the “Frontage
Road” across the front of Canadian Tire.

6.  Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway — left turn exit
movements from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta island. As there is to be an advance green for the EB left turn
at 30 Street, only a small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT
movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily.

7.  The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving as the east access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good access to their property from both the east and west. The new SmartCentres
east access will have a raised median so that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-in/right-out — because of its
close proximity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signals at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCentres believes that Neptune will
cooperate with this concept.

8.  Theraised island for the WB left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize the
storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL.

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected ‘T’ that accommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degree EB TCH to WB
Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degree WB 10 Avenue to EB TCH turn.

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP if there are to be any changes as
we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document — this
was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM
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To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
I am not sure if you have been given any of these proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor’s conceptual sketches (.jpg files).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

° Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km/h.

° Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern. This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

» move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

» close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary (possibly combine with Joey’s),

»  raised median in the hatched area from point ‘z’ (or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee (end treatment to
be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than shown.

° an alternative to the above (possibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow EB
LT into a combined access at the Joey’s and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m TWLTL
width to that point; this would require closures of the existing Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential head-to-
head conflicts within this zone.

° Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an access within the WB RT lane).
° (not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at this
end of the TWLTL

° Shortened raised island approaching the 30" Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant should confirm

length needed for left turns

Additional items that still require attention:

° Extension of Highway EB through lane between 30" and 10" to be addressed
° Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed
° Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the

changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earliest convenience — please pass this on to
others at the City that | may have forgotten.

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Regional Traffic Engineer

Ministry of Transportation

& Infrastructure

Southern Interior Region

231-447 Columbia Street

Kamloops BC V2C 2T3

ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,

Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Centre access.
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We asked for these to clarify what was being proposed.

Please look at in light of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access to the travel lodge is still tight.
| wasn’t aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. There is still an
issue with the mid block “T” isn’t there?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.
Murray

W. Murray Tekano

District Manager, Transportation - Okanagan Shuswap District &
Senior Project Director, Kicking Horse Canyon Project

British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
Phone: (250) 712-3629

This message is intended only for the use of the individuals to whom it is addressed and may contain confidential information. Any review, dissemination,
copying, printing or other use of this e-mail by persons or entities other than the addressee is prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender immediately and delete the material from your computer and systems.

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Norm, Murray,

Further to our conversation yesterday, please see attached sketch and
some furher analysis from Trevor/EBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
please feel free to call Trevor directly or we are happy to set up a conference call
with him also.

Thanks.
SmartCentres

Alan Lee P.Eng., MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 ]

This message is intended for the addressee. It may contain privileged or confidential information. Any unauthorized disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this message in error, please notify us immediately so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the original message. Thank you.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail b% S.V.P. considerez I'environnement avant d'imprimer ce courriel

"Trevor Ward" < s.22

To <ALee@smartcentres.com>

11/08/2010 06:10 PM cc "Mark Merlo™ <mmerlo@eba.ca>, "Ryan Stokes™ <rstokes@eba.ca>

Subject Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch
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Alan:
As requested, | have “sketched” up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my memo. |
have scanned it in two parts so you should be able to see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes — Distance ‘A’ in the
Ministry’s Figure 710.D.1 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for the weave —
90 metres.

Because of this, | have also increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access — it is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West access.

Note that the location marked ‘W’ on the protected ‘T’ is what | consider the key pivotal point — we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the 180
degree ‘U’ turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

provide as much detail as possible so trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me at
s.22 if he has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email
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No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1170 / Virus Database: 426/3302 - Release Date: 12/07/10
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Not Responsive

~---- Forwarded by Alan LeafSmarCenlres on 10/0&2010 09:43 AM ——

"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.be.ca> To <Alce@smartconires.com>, "Corey Paloment® <cpalemont@saimenanm.ca>
ce
TO/O7/2090 11:57 A Subject RE: MoT file 2010-92532 (SmariCentres)

Hi Alan & Corey,

| just spoke with Shawn and she assures me this is at the top of her list and she's working on her response. Once | receive her
comments | will send out our response letter.

Thank you for belng patient.

Tara Knight

District Devalopment Techniclan
Ministry of Transpartation and Infrastrecture
Box 100, Salmon Amm, BC, WE 4G1

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3380

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2010 2:08 PM
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To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: MoT file 2010-02532 {SmartCentres)

Tara,

Per my phone message, we still haven't received a response.
Can you please et me know whether we will get a response in
the next few days? This Is now 6+ weeks since the submission of
the technical memo and is taking too long. .
SmartCentres

Alan Lee P.Eng., MBA [ Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 ]

This message is infended for the addressee. If may contain priviteged or confidential information. Any unauthorized disclosure is strictfy profibited, If you have
received this nessage in error, please nutify us immediately so that we may correct our internal recards. Please then delete the original message. Thank you,

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail @% 8.V.P. considerez f'environnement avant dimprimer ce courriel

"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.be.ca>

To <Alee@smartcentres.com>
09/28/2010 01:03 PM o

Subject RE: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCenfres)

Hi Alan,

it's likely 'l send our response hy the end of this week.

Tara Knight

District Development Technician

Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure .
- Box 100, Salmon Am, BC, VIE 4G1

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3380

From: AlLee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 10:39 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)
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Tara,

Further to my voicemail, | am inquiring as to the status of a response to Ward's Technicat Memo.
As indicated, we are anxious to get the MOT response so that we can move forward with design
to complete the servicing agreement and 4th reading and move forward fo construction.

SmartCentres

Alan Lee P.Eng,, MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone; 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 ]

This message is intended for the addressee. If may contain privileged or confidential information. Any unauthorized disclosure is sirictly prohibited. if you have
received this message in error, please notify us immediately so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the original message. Thank you.

Please consider the environment hefore printing this e-mail @% S.V.P. censiderez 'environnament avant dimprimer ce courrie!

"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.bc.ca>

09/17/2010 02:59 PM
To <ALee@smadcentres.com>
cc "Coray Paiement® <cpaiement@salmenamm.ca>
Subject MoT fite 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)
Hi Alan,

Thank you for your email below,

The MoT/City meeting went well. MoT will be providing a condition letter and our response to the Tech Memo dated Aug 24. [ can’t
provide a date as to when this will be completed but | will send our response to the City as soon as our review is completed.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Knight

District Development Technician

Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
Box 100, Salmon Am, BC, VIE 4G1

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 260-833-3380
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From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Friday, September 17, 2010 11:53 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: .22 Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: SmartCentres at Salmeon Arm

Hi Tara,

Further to my phone message today, | am following up to see how your

meeting with the Clly went on Sep 15 and when we can expect to see a set

of final comments to EBA/Ward Consulting's response to Shawn so that we can move

forward with design. As indicated to you previously, given the long land use process,

we are eager to get going to complete the design required as a part of the Servicing Agresment
for 4th and final reading of our zoning bylaw. Our aim is to having MOT comments by mid Sep,
design complete and approved by MOT by mid Oct, and 4th reading by end of Oct

so that we can start construction and our investment into the community.

SmariCentres

Alan Lee P.Eng.. MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-0114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |

This message is infended for the addresses. N may centain privileged or confidential information, Any unauthorzed disclosune is slrictly protibited. If you have
received this message in error, please nolify us immediately so that we rray correct owr internal records. Please then dalale the oviginal message, Thank you.

Pleaze consider the enviranmenl befora printing this e-mall ﬁ 3.V, P. considerez l'environnentent avanl dimprimer ce courrial

—-- Forwarded by Alan LeefSmarCenlras on 09/17/2010 11:47 AM —

"Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX"
<Shawn.Grant@gov.be.ca>

0/0T/2010 10:46 AM

To s.22 Knight, Tara TRAN.EX® <Tara KnighlEgaoy.be.ca=

¢ <Al ea@smarcentras.com=, <mmeriofwardeonsulling.ca=, "Parkes, Norm E TRAKNEX"
<plomm. Farkes@gov,be.ca>

Subject Re: SmardCeantres at Salmon Arm
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Hi Trevor,
Got your messages. " Part of our meeting with the City is to discuss any outstanding
issues, I haven't looked at your memo in detail yet but I will fairly scon.

Shawn Grant

————— Original Message -----

From: s.22

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Blan Lee (19} <Aleefamartcentres.coms; Mark Merlo emmerlo@wardconsulting.cas
Sent: Tue Sep 07 10:39:42 2014

Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Shawn:
I left messages on both your office and cell phones so this is just a follow-up to make

sure You receive my message.

I understand from Tara wvia Alan that there is a meeting between the City and Ministry on
September 15. Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministry's concerns. If
there are any isesues that need to be clarified or discussed or additional work done on
before you meet with the City, please contact either Mark or myself ASAP so we can
provide the necessary response. If considered appropriate, we are very happy to come to a
face-to-face meeting if that helps resolve any issues.

FPlease note s.22
s.22 80 we would like to resolve everything through phone calla, meetings, or

however before I leave,

Thanks. Please respond wvia either email or phone call to §.22 to confirm you
received this message and let me know the status of your deliberations.

Trevor Ward
Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogers Wireless Network

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email

" This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http:/www.messagelabs.com/email
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For more information please visit http:/www.messagelabs.com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagel.abs Email Security System.

For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email
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. Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2010 10:30 AM

To: : 'ALee@smaricentres.com'; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX ‘

Ce: 'nhildebrand@smartcentres.com'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX;

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Shaw, Don TRAN:EX; 'Corey Paiement’;
'Rob Niewenhuizen'

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

Attachments: DTM Aerial 1522 - July 12 2010.jpg; Potential WB to SB Left Turn fane on TCH east of 30th
Ave.pdf, Proposed Laning for Nov 2009 TIA Technical Memo Update.pdf

Hi Alan,

Thank you for sending the sketch as it helped me understand what you were trying to achieve, | forwarded the
information to others in the Ministry and have combined our comments into this single email,

The proposal of building a left turn slot to access the east end of the frontage road does not solve the concerns in my
original email of identifying the route motorists would use to access the various properties impacted by your
development, This left turn slot facilitates properties already connected to the existing frontage road. In addition, |
would not be supportive of this left slot for the following reasons:
o The raised channelization needed to construct this proposed left turn slots eliminates the option for
temporarily maintaining full movements for those accesses not connected to the frontage road
e Presents staging problems when/if the mid-block left turn is required to the east access of your
Development
e There are too many conflict points at this access to further enhance this :ntersectron i.e. potentially too
many turning conflicts within close proximity

I would suggest that since we are getting to some of the details necessary to move forward with a design that maybe we
(the City, MoT, Developer} meet to review the following:
¢ Finalize the details of the option moving forward into functional design — identify what has been agreed to
-and identify outstanding issues/concerns
e Review design criteria
e Discuss timelines
s Discuss next steps {or other “development approval” stuff that | am unaware of) that are required to keep
this development moving forward

On large developments like this {(actually all developments) | find that even though it seems cumbersome, having a
single contact point helps to keep everyone informed. So for future communications with the Ministry , please contact
the following:

Dave Turner

Deputy Approving Officer
Phone: 250-503-3606

Email: Dave.Turner@gov.hc.ca

Thanks

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructure

Southern Interior Region
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231-447 Columbia Street

Kamloops BC V2C 2T3

ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083 '

Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca o S

From: AlLee@smartcentres.com [mailto: ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2010 5:22 PM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: Salmen Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

Shawn,

As discussed today, we have been looking at options to accomodate left turns off TCH

for the properties on the southside of the TCH it appears we are affecting. We have been discussing

this specificalty with Tarnow Homes, Alpin Motorsports, and the Boathouse who are all quite concerned

that left in access be maintained from the highway as their businesses consist of predominantly larger

traffic and deliverles coming from the east. They are not concerned about the left out as that can be

accomodated by the existing frontage road to 30th Ave. To address this concern, one of the options we are
proposing is whether an unsignalized WB to SB left turn be temporarily accomedated in the previous EB to NB left
turn that we had proposed for our development. From a quick review, EBA/Ward had indicated technically this

should fit.

We have attached the following for your reference:
1) laning from Nov 2009 TIA technical memos which showed the previous EB to NB left turn into our development

2) proposed hand sketch of WB to SB left turn to frontage road south of TCH
3) aerial showing the current frontage road south of TCH. _

Can you please comment on whether MOT would consider this?

SmariCentres

Alan Lee P.Eng., MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[#201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 6H7 ]

This message is intended for the addresses. It may contain privileged or confidential information. Any unauthorized disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this message in error, please notify us immediately so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the original message. Thank you.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail @% S.V.P. considerez l'environnement avant d'imprimer ce courriei

"Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX" <Shawn.Grant@gov.be.ca> To <Alee@smartcentres.com>, "Corey Pajement” <cpalement@salmonanm.ca>, "Rob
T Niewenhuizen” <rniewenhuizen@salmonam.ca>
06/25/2010 02:56 PM ce "Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.bc.ca>, "Turner, Dave TRAN:EX"®

<Dave, Tumer@gov.be.ca>, “Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX"
<Murray.Tekano@gov.bc.ca>, "Parkes, Norm E TRANEX"
<Norm.Parkes@gov.be.ca>, "lrving, Grant M TRANEX" <Grant. Ivine@gov.bc.ca>

Subject Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

[ have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30" Street in
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Salmon Arm {please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this review on the
following information:

. Revised TIS dated June 24, 2010
. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010

. Synchro files sent June 24, 2010
My comments are as follows:
General

. Since this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak to
determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn decels
ot length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detailed design stage and due to
concerns in bullet below}.

. The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report i.e.

e} Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30" to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in
Synchro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

o - The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report

* - The design year is build-out plus 10 so | have only looked at the 2019 files — not quite the full
timeline that we want but this model should be able to show if we have some residual capacity in the system
to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
o Pg 9 — we will not allow split phasing
. [ re-ran the Synchro -with no left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the SB left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at this
time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns {(off-peak) to give more
priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or better) in 2019.

o The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor did
the report show an updated analysis of it}. In the previous submission there was a proposed roundabout but |
believe | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop? What is being
proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. 1 am concerned with a 4-way stop — maybe a 2-way (NB is free flow) at
this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is installed? ’

o | As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs — TCH
-approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest right
turn tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper {not

89 Page17
TRA-2011-00071




sure what it is) and there is no quadrant island SB — the SB would be a City decision as it will impact the
gueuing on their streets, not the Hwy. ‘ '

. | agree with the sivngle crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the predominant
SB It movement. '

o Continuity/guide lines would not be required.
. The proposed storage lengths {70m EB and 60m appear sufficient)

East Access

. . This proposal has eliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access
concerns along this section [ am “conditionally” ok with the concept —however, let me explain. Ideally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the access
signal. However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for raised
channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected onto the
frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not illegal to turn left across a double yellow line). | don’t
think all of them could be maintained because [ would like to see left turn restriction at the EB merge point —
too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.

. For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate alternate
routing
. I will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of the

following conditions are met:

fo! The frontage road is constructed on the southside
| o) Crashes resulting from permitting the ['eft turns onto/off-of the TCH
o " Leftturn pressures at the signalized intersection |
. This means that the design nﬁust incorporate the following:
o Median width that would allow the left turn slot (by extending this width all the way to 10", this

will also act as a refuge for the left turners)

o Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement
© Hwy 1
° This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to encourage

motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays along the
Highway would be unacceptable.

° f am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to
review/respond to my concerns above about the model.
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. However, in general, it a appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be sufficient
to maintain the queues efc.

. But what about the access on the southside of the TCH — it will be limited to right-infout only. Any
other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

. The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
definitely EB. The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing some
queuing at the merge point.

10" Ave {Protected T)

. True, as stated in the TIS, the number of left turn movements out of this intersection contributed to
this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the development that are
travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.

. The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is
very difficult to do in Synchro. So [ also did a separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears that
the protected T is better than the background conditions —my results are beiow:

10" Street (Signalised Intersection)

. | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn phase
would be reguired for the WB direction.

In previous discussions with the City of Salmon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions and
responses are below: '

Q: Is MoT going to require frbntage road?

A: No —the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the frontage
road is built {(due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-movement in the

short-term.
Q: Is the protected T acceptable at the proposed location?

A: Yes — the protected T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
existing right-of-way. It could be relocated to 20" in the future. '

Q: What will happen to the accesses on the southside of the TCH between 30" and 10™7

A: This is something that needs to be addressed in the TIS. For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by either the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how people
will get to/from those properties.

91 Page19
TRA-2011-00071




As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the traffic
needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that | am not
aware of. ' '

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details will
need to be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara as MoT’s point of contact for this development.

Thanks

Shawn Grant, P, Eng.
Regional Traffic Enginest
Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructure

Southern Interior Region
231-447 Columbia Stfeet
Kamioops BC V2C 273
ph. {250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email
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Page 29 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX" <Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca> To <ALee@smaricentres.com=, “Corey Palament” <cpalement@saimonarm.cas,
"Rob Miewenhulzen” <mieweanhulzen@salmonarm.ca>
0672572010 02:56 PM cc "Knight, Tara TRAMEX" <Tara. Knight@gov.be.ca>, "Turner, Dave TRAMEX"
a

<Dave. Tumer@gov.be.ca>, "Tekano, Murray M TRANEX"
<Murray.Tekano@gov.bc.ca>, "Parkes, Norm E TRANEX"
<Mom.Parkes@gov.be.ca>, "Iving, Grant M TRAN.EX" <Grant.Irvinef@gov.be.ca>

Subject Salmon Armm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

| have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30™
Street in Salmon Arm (please forward my comments to anyone | man.ur have missed). | have based this
review on the following information:

° Revised TIS dated June 24, 2010

Page25

. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010 i A
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° Synchro files sent June 24, 2010
My comments are as follows:
General

@ Since this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak
to determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn
decels or length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detailed design stage and
due to concerns in bullet below).

e The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report

e} Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30" to 10" Ave is about 700m, in
Synchro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

0 The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report

o The design year is build-out plus 10 so | have only looked at the 2019 files — not quite the full
timeline that we want but this model should be able to show if we have some residual capacity in the
system to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
o Pg 9 — we will not allow split phasing
. | re-ran the Synchro with no left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the SB left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at
this time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give
more priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or better) in 2019. '

° The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor
did the report show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed
roundabout but | believe | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop?
What is being proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a 4-way stop — maybe a 2-way
(NB is free flow) at this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is

installed?

B As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs — TCH
approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest
right turn tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper
(not sure what it is) and there is no quadrant island SB —the SB would be a City decision as it will impact
the queuing on their streets, not the Hwy.

o | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the
predominant SB It movement.

o Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

° The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and 60m appear sufficient) Page26
TRA-2011-00071
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East Access

o This proposal has eliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access
concerns along this section | am “conditionally” ok with the concept — however, let me explain. Ideally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the
access signal. However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for
raised channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected
onto the frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not illegal to turn left across a double yellow
line). | don't think all of them could be maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the
EB merge point — too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.

o For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate
alternate routing

° | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of
the following conditions are met:

o The frontage road is constructed on the southside

o} Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH

o Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection

] This means that the design must incorporate the following:

o Median width that would allow the left turn slot (by extending this width all the way to 10",

this will also act as a refuge for the left turners)

(o Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement
Hwy 1
o This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to

encourage motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays
along the Highway would be unacceptable.

° | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to
review/respond to my concerns above about the model.

® However, in general, it a appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be
sufficient to maintain the queues etc.

® But what about the access on the southside of the TCH =it will be limited to right-infout only.
Any other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

o The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
definitely EB. The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing
some queuing at the merge point.

10" Ave (Protected T)
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° True, as stated in the TIS, the number of left turn movements out of this intersection
contributed to this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the
development that are travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.

° The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is

very difficult to do in Synchro. So | also did a separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears
that the protected T is better than the background conditions — my results are below:

10" Street (Signalised Intersection)

° | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn
phase would be required for the WB direction.

In previous discussions with the City of Salmon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions
and responses are below:

Q: Is MoT going to require a frontage road?

A: No — the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the
frontage road is built (due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-
movement in the short-term.

Q: Is the protected T acceptable at the proposed location?

A: Yes — the protected T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
existing right-of-way. It could be relocated to 20" in the future.

Q: What will happen to the accesses on the southside of the TCH between 30" and 10"?

A: This is something that needs to be addressed in the TIS. For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by either the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how
people will get to/from those properties.

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the
traffic needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that |

am not aware of.

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details
will need to be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara as MoT'’s point of contact for this development.

Thanks

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Regional Traffic Engineer
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Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructure

Southern Interior Region
231-447 Columbia Street
Kamloops BC V2C 2T3
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email
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Not Responsive

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: October-27-10 10:46 AM

To: § : Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: ALee@smartcentres.com; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Trevar, we have your mare recent emails; currently coordinating some internal discussion. Hope to have response
back to you soon.
Grant

From: Trevor Ward S

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, Eﬁiﬂ 09:11 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Alee@smartcentres.com <AlLee@smartcentres.com:; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: FW: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Any results from your discussion over this issue. | trust you received yesterday’s email with the sketch showing the

two-way left turn lane effectively across the east half of the front of the SmartCentres’ property and extending 10
metres or so further to the east?
Trevor

s.22

From: Trevor Ward Page30
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To: 'Grant Irvine'; "Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'
Cc: 'murray.tekano@gov.bec.ca'; 'ALee@smartcentres.com’; 'mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca'; "Tara Knight'
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn;
Good morning.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in 5almon Arm
and, in my opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the
issue that | discuss below so am sending my thoughts to both of you. Please decide and have one of you call me on

N

my cell at N

| have joined the appropriate drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and
tried to mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn lane in to this segment of the
TransCanada Highway. The points are as follows:

1. The protected ‘T" has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80
km/h design speed — 100 m versus 150 m. This was done because the posted speed is not 80 at the
present time and some of the vehicles that make the left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre
acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway into the east access of the SmartCentres’
development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the “weave"” across the uninterrupted
through traffic and decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B is increased, this
distance will decrease. | would assume that when the highway is upgraded to the desired 80 km/h
speed, the protected 'T' will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and possibly moved
further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the
highway between the two intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east
and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside through lane. Likewise, they will have to
weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected ‘T’ in order to
get into the centre two-way left turn lane.

3. In deciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the
following allowances should be made:

. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected ‘T' and destined to make a
left turn into one of the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50
metres in order to “weave” across the traffic entering the highway in the centre lane of the
protected 'T' before entering the two-way left turn lane;

® This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of thE
through traffic;

° This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before
making the left turn lane;

° The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the
two-way left turn lane by westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of
the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the protected ‘T’ — based on the
Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4. Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the “substandard” Dimension B — this places the
first driveway that could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’
east access! These lengths are shown in the drawing attached — this is based on the option with a
left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a widened highway in this
area.

5. | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway
serving the properties on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona [:-rlr.'r|:n.=:rt15.r as

this would potentially provide access to four of the properties on the north side andT’é!hA 11 0071
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property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this would require that the
three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about
it on the phone rather than wait for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to
the schedule outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we
would have possibly looked at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward
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Pages 38 through 39 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.bec.ca= To “Travor Ward® - Q , "Alan Lee" <ALee@smartcentres.com>
[2]

cc "Corey Paiemenl® <cpalement@salmonarm.ca»
10/28/2010 04:04 PM Subject City File Zon 928; MoT file 2010-02532 (Sman Centres)

Hi Trevor & Alan,

Thank you for the below email.

Prior to us responding, we are going to meet with the City of Salmon Arm to discuss.

Our meeting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov. 3 at 1:30pm. After our meeting | will advise you of the file status.

If you have any question, please contact me.

Tara Knight

District Development Technician

Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
Box 100, Salmaon Arm, BC, V1E 461

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3380

Development Approvals website: hito:ffvwww.th.qov.bo.ca/Development Approvalsihome.him
From: Trevor Ward | N

Sent: Monday, October 25, 2010 8:30 AM
To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good morning.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in Salmon Arm and, in my
opinion, have an issue that | need your respanse on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the issue that | discuss below
so am sending my thoughts to both of you. Please decide and have one of you call me on my cell at %

| have joined the appropriate drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and tried to
mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn lane in to this segment of the TransCanada Highway.
The points are as follows:

1. The protected ‘T’ has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h design speed — 100
m versus 150 m. This was done because the posted speed is not 80 at the present time and some of the vehicles that make the
left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway inta the east access of the
smartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the "weave” across the uninterrupted through traffic and
decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B is intreased, this distance will decrease. | would assume that when the
highway is upgraded to the desired 80 km/h speed, the protected ‘T will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
possibly moved further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the highway between the two
intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside
through lane. Likewise, they will have to weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected ‘T’
in order to get into the centre two-way left turn lane,

3. Indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowances

should be made:

. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected 'T" and destined to make a left turn into one of
the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50 metres in order to “weave” across the traffic entering
the highway In the centre lane of the protected ‘T’ before entering the two-way left turn lane;

L This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the through t%@g AT
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® This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before making the left turn
lane;

. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the two-way left turn lane by
westbound traffic should therefare be located 150 metres west of the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the
protected ‘T — based on the Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4.  Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the "substandard” Dimension B — this places the first driveway that
could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east access! These lengths are shown in the
drawing attached - this is based on the option with a left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a

widened highway in this area.

5. | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway serving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property as this would potentially provide access to four of
the properties on the north side and the gas property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this
would require that the three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about it on the
phone rather than wait for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to the schedule
outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked

at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.
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Pages 42 through 43 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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-——- Forwarded by Alan Lee/SmariCentres on 1002872010 04:15 PM —---

"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.bc.ca> To “Travor Ward" 8 "Alan Lee" <Alee@smaricentres.com>
cc "Coray Palement” -capﬂlz}nant@salmnnann.cah-
10/28/2010 04:04 PM Subject Cily File Zon 928; MoT file 2010-02532 (Smart Cenlres)

Hi Trevor & Alan,

Thank you for the below email.

Prior to us responding, we are going to meet with the City of Salmon Arm to discuss.

Our meeting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov. 3 at 1:30pm. After our meeting | will advise you of the file status.

If you have any question, please contact me.

Tara Knight

Diztrict Devealopment Technician

Ministry of Transportation and Infrastruciure

Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 4G1

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3380

Development Approvals website: hitp:ifwenw th.gov.be.ca/Development Approvalsiome.him

N

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: !
Sent: Monday, October 25, 2010 8:30 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good morning.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in Salmon Arm and, in my
opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the issue that | discuss below
so am sending my thoughts to both of you. Please decide and have one of you call me on my cell at %

| have jolﬁed the appropriate drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and tried to
mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn lane in to this segment of the TransCanada Highway.

The points are as follows:

1. The protected ‘T’ has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h design speed - 100
m versus 150 m. This was done because the posted speed is not 80 at the present time and some of the vehicles that make the
left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway into the east access of the
SmartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the "weave” across the uninterrupted {fisp éqn1t_%gl7c.land

3



decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B is increased, this distance will decrease. | would assume that when the
highway is upgraded to the desired 80 km/h speed, the protected ‘T’ will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
possibly moved further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the highway between the two
intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside
through lane. Likewise, they will have to weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected 'T'
in order to get into the centre two-way left turn lane.

3.  Indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowances
should be made:
L] A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected 'T" and destined to make a left turn into one of

the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50 metres in order to “weave” acrass the traffic entering
the highway in the centre lane of the protected ‘T’ before entering the two-way left turn lane;

L] This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the through traffic;

L] This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before making the left turn
lane;

. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the two-way left turn lane by

westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the
protected ‘T' — based on the Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4.  Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the “substandard” Dimension B — this places the first driveway that
could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east access! These lengths are shown in the
drawing attached - this is based on the option with a left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a

widened highway in this area,

5. | had tried to develop an alternative aption where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway serving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property as this would potentially provide access to four of
the properties on the north side and the gas property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this
would require that the three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about it on the
phone rather than walt for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to the schedule
outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked
at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.
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Pages 46 through 47 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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== Forwardad by Alan Lea/SmartCentres on 10292010 0415 PM -—

"Knight, Tara TRAN:EX" <Tara.Knight@gov.be.ca> To “Trevor Ward™ « § "Alan Lee" <Ales@smartcenires.com=
cc "Corey Paiement” <cpalement@salmonarm.ca>
10/29/2010.04:04 PM Subject City File Zon 928; MoT fila 2010-02532 (Smart Cenires)

Hi Trever & Alan,

Thank you for the below email.

Prior to us responding, we are going to meet with the City of Salmon Arm to discuss.

Our meeting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov. 3 at 1:30pm. After our meeting | will advise you of the file status,

If you have any question, please contact me.

Tara Knight

Districl Development Technician

Ministry of Transporiation and Infrastruciure
Box 100, Salmean Arm, BC, VIE 4G1

Ph: 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3380

Development Approvals website: hilpdiwww.th.gov be calDevelopment Approvalsfome him

From: Trevor Ward [mailtc %

Sent: Monday, October 25, 2010 8:30 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; AlLee@smartcentres.com; mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good morning.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in Salmon Arm and, in my
opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the issue that | discuss below
so am sending my thoughts to both of you, Please decide and have one of you call me on my cell at q

]

I have joined the appropriate drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and tried to
mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn lane in to this segment of the TransCanada Highway,
The points are as follows:

1.  The protected 'T" has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h design speed - 100
m versus 150 m. This was done because the posted speed is not 80 at the present time and some of the vehicles that make the
left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway into the east access of the
SmartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the "weave” across the uninterrupted through traffic and
decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B is increased, this distance will decrease. | would assume that when the
highway is upgraded to the desired 80 km/h speed, the protected ‘T" will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
possibly moved further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the highway between the two
intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside
through lane. Likewise, they will have to weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected T
in order to get into the centre two-way left turn lane. Page40
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3. Indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowances
should be made:

. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected ‘T" and destined to make a left turn into one of
the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50 metres in order to "weave” across the traffic entering
the highway in the centre lane of the protected ‘T" before entering the two-way left turn lane;

L] This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the through traffic;

L] This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before making the left turn
lane;

s The first driveway an the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the two-way left turn lane by

westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the
protected ‘T' = based on the Dimension B used In the current drawing.

4.,  Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday —with the “substandard” Dimension B — this places the first driveway that
could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east access! These lengths are shown in the
drawing attached — this is based on the option with a left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a
widened highway in this area,

5. | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway serving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rana property as this would potentially provide access to four of
the properties on the north side and the gas property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this
would require that the three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about it on the
phone rather than wait for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to the schedule
outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked

at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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Page 50 redacted for the following reason:
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“Grant. Shawn O TRAN.EX™ «<Shawn Grant@gov.be.ca»

11192010 03 58 PM

Not Responsive

To “Trevor Wans" s.22 “Irvine, Geant M TRAN £X°
«Geant Wvine@gor be cax

ummemum Be.cas “Tekano Muray M
TRANEX" “Murray. TeranoGoov e umar, Dave TRAN EX*
Mtwmuu- M“ M, ca.

w,m!m?ﬁ.;—c—ir
o>, “Ryan Saohes”

Sctyect RE: Saimon Arm TCH ZWLTL Cancept Shatch - Comgrome!

e-mails Page 128
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Trevor,
1t appears we have come to an “conceptual” agreement about the sccesses between 10™ and 30”. Have these changes to the
orgnal concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through lane?

| am concarnad about the following:

- What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically.

o Allowing left in at the aast access to tha Smart Centres” development

o Consolidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Only/Hotel access

@ Will the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane can

salely be dropped?
- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Pan Marking M I, & lana drop tapee length It basad an a 50:1 taper ratio (1.6m lane = taper of 180m) - Figura 7.38 of the

manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts
o How does this affect the length of the E8 thru lane | e. pasition of the taper so that there are no major access points within it?

Based on the recently discussed, interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what ts your rec dation, as the eng) of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

in addition 1o your response, | would appraciate the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design details i.e. length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30™ and 10™

Shawn

From: Trevor Warc s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; "Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; "Mark Merio'; 'Nathan

Hildebrand'
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromiset

Grant:
Thanks for your queck response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation is that we extend
the pacallel £8 [anes a further 70 metres east so that the merge point begins oppasite the east property line of the SmartCentres
property. This means that all of the left turn movements into the deveiopment site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access. There is still one access in the taper (Lo the transmission property) but that is
at the beginning of it. Please let me know your response to this proposal.

Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [maiito:Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN.EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merio; Nathan

Hildebrand
Subject: RE: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2010 emall does reflect what was discussed.

Reference Item 5; agree proposed scenario actually Improves accessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East access Is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient 1o restrict movements 3t Rona Exst access, would rather see this access closed. The shetch shows
raised median from point ‘2 to the east, allowing spproxmately 60m for WB vehicles (destined to Rona west access) to
decelarate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this ba any thorter,

3
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Referance comment regarding langth/iocation of EB merge point; the 300m requiremsnt it noted [per queuing parspactive). We
continue to have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown given tuming movements 5o occurring in this vicinity (EB
LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West). Need 10 address these concerns.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamioops, B.C. V2C 2T3
telephone: (250) 371-3918
email: GranLirvine@gov.be.ca

From: Trevor Ward | .22 |

Sent: Wednesday, Novemoer 1/, LU1U B:u8 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres,com; Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear as possible ~
please find It attached. Hopelully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had last night and that is that the Rona east access could be left a3 is and "Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at the
ond of the centre median (which ends on the sast side of the access or could be extended past it) facing WB traffic and at the axit
That will reduce the impact on Rona

Trevor
From: Trevor Ward s.22
Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; "Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey
Paiement’; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; "ALee@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To make
sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1. We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to abign the west Rona access and the west Travelodge access opposite
each other 10 avold the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then be all movements. Our origingl assessment of this
improvement anticipatad fishenes problems because of the ditches « we will see what can be done.

2. It appears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves Joey's. After our conference call with
you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's s located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) - 34 | suspected based on 2 study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/joey’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway
connaction from the Travelodge west acceds. It appoars that thare is 20+ metres of highway r-0-w here.

3 This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's building to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) - this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at Joey's!! The carwash would retain
their existing access on the highway as right-infright-out movements only and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Traveiodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken,
that it has 2 Ministry access permit which gives notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

El The madian shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a raisad median, at least from point Z sast to the protected T, a¢
referenced in your notes Shawn, 10 enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property 1o the east (Lot S Plan

4
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3992).

5. Atthe same time, the Ministry wants the Rond €ast access 10 ideally be closed! Shawn ~ there is going to have 1o be a joint
Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction Is that they will simply say “Not™ Then what? (Foe the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway as a result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knocking]) The big advantage to
this idea = and hopafully the selling point - is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while walting to make their left turn — at the moment they make the left turn out of the westbound through
lane on the highway. This will be an almost full standard left turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extanded any furthar east as you have
contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be completaly last. Remember that Rona still has full access via the "Frontage
Road” across the front of Canadian Tire.

6. Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway ~ left turn exit
maovements from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta idand. As there is to be an advance green for the EB left turn
a1 30 Street, only 3 small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT
movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side 1o also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily,

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road senving a3 the ast access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good access to their property from both the east and west, The new SmarntCentres
east access will have a raised median 5o that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-in/right-out - because of its
close proximity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signals ot 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCeantras believes that Neptune will
cooperate with this concept.

8 The raisad island for the WB left turn movements will be extanded to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize the
storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected T' that accommodates 8 WB-20 making the 180 degree EB TCH to WB
Frontage Road turn as well at the 150 degres WB 10 Avenus to £B TCH turn,

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Noem has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes £6 sast of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with soma criteria that will be used to datermine If and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

1 trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP |f there are Lo be any changes as
we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document - this
Was 84 10 do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grantgav.bc.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALee@dsmartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
1 am not sure if you have been given any of these proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches { jpg files).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it & et ~ attached pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

. Protected tee dimentions do represent BCS Guide for B0km/h.

- Overfap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern, This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce patential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

7 move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,
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#  close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary (possibly combine with Joey's),

#  ralsed madian in the hatched area from point 7° (or point just west of Rona #ast access) 1o the protectsd tas (and traatment to
be simitar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than shown.

. an alternative to the abave (possibly mora favourable to the City) would be to sxtend the TWLTL far anough sast to allow EB
LT into a combinad access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m TWLTL
width to that point; this would require closures of the existing Rona east and existing Traved Lodge east to limit potential head-to-
head conflicts within this zone.

. Access to Neptune 10 be maved 10 the mid-block access/street 1o Smart Centres (not allow an access within the WB RT lane)
. {not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-biock access would be restricted to right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at this
end of tha TWLTL

. Shortened raised (sland approaching the 30 Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant should confirm
length needed for left turns

Additional items that still requsre attention:

e Extension of Highway £8 through lane between 30™ and 10™ ta be addressed

*  Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

. Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may Impact their accesses

We would appreciate your commants/thoughts on thase conceptual tketches at your sarliast conveniance ~ plaase pau thit on to
others at the City that | may have forgotten

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,

Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes o the Smart Centre access.

We asked for these to clarify what was being proposed.

Please look at In light of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access to the travel lodge is still tight.
| wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. There is still an
Issue with the mid block T~ isn't there?

Please le Im know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

v Manager. D! . Shuwwap Dntnct &
Samver Projact Dicector, Kicking Hore Canyon Project

Brrish Columbia Minstry of T)

Prooe (250) T12-260

This message & intanded only tof the Use of the NanAduals 10 Whom it is 303re33ed a3nd May contan confdental MAOMENEn  Any revew, dssemnation.
6
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SOpyng. printng or sther use of this oumad by parsans o sntties ofher tham the adde o ¥ you have

contact the sender immaedistoly ang delets ™ fram your and vy

From: ALee@@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com|
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Norm. Mutray,
Further to our conversation yesterday, please see attached sketch and
some furher analysis from Trevor/EBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
please feel free 10 call Trevor directly of we are happy to set up a conference call
with him also.

Thanks.
SmanCentres

Alnn Lea P Eng  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-0114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |

T2 meI18p¢ it VIINTRD S 1Re PEIWITIE 2 May J0N DA AE0T B LoARge iy NTEt A ARy UmRUtROrZed BEHI0UTY A IPNTY DOADMT I )00 Meve
recend Tt SEEZA0N  WEr DML N0t LT Mmradately 30 I we Mgy COMECE DU AT AeCONTE. Piaae en Selete he prpne matiage Thats poe

Flaase conuder the envronment Setare prntng s e mad A L S

— Forwarnoa by Alan LeaSmantCensres 00 1100/ 2010 00 48 AM —

“Trevor Ward™ s.22
082010 00:10 P oo TR0
b a €2 "Man Marle™ emmeco@eta car, “Tyan Sohes” entskan@oda car
Sebject Saknon Arm TOH 2WLTL Concept Skeich
Alan;

As requested, | have “sketched”™ up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed 1o and as | tried to describe in my memo, |
have scanned it in two parts 30 you should be able to see the whole plan with these two,

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes — Distance ‘A’ in the
Ministry’s Figure 710.D.1 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration Lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
actually becomes the second through lane on the highway, Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for the weave -

7

T T
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90 metres.

Because of this, | have also Increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access = it is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access 0 it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West access,

Note that the location marked 'W' on the protected T is what | consider the key pivotal paint — we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway of restricting the size of trucks that can make the 180
degree “U' turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried to provide as much detall as posuble 10 trust It is understandable. Please past on to Norm and have him phone me at
5.22 if he has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Sccunity System.
For more information please visit htrp:/www.messagelabs.com/email

This ¢mail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp://www.messagelabs.com/email
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Pages 58 through 59 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Please CONMEN N eNAONMENE DOIE DANENG e e-mad A sve ANt genpe o8 cournm

"Grant, Shawn D TRAN-EX™ <Shawn Grantigov.be.ca> To “Trevor Werd" s.22 < "ieviee. Geart M TRAN EX™
«Grant lrvinegov.os ca»

1192010 03,58 PV << “Parkes, Nocm E TRAN EX* sNoem bc car, “Tehano, Maray M
TRAN EX" «Murray Tokamo@oov be o>, “Tumer, Dave TRAN EX*

Subpect RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WALTL C

Trevor,
It appears we have come to an "conceptual” agreement about the accewses between 10™ and 30", Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through lane?

1 am concernad about the following:

- Whet consideration han been given to the following accesy modification, specifically:

o Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

o Consolidating dccesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Only/Hotel access

o Will the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at thesa 2 main accesses) change the location of whete the E8 thru lane can
safely be dropped?

. Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length s based on a 50:1 taper ratio {3.6m lane » taper of 180m) - Figure 7.35 of the
manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o How does this affect the length of the £8 thru lane Le. position of the taper so that there are no major access points within it?

fased on the recently discussed, Interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TOH?

In agddition to your response, | would appreciste the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will Include the
necessary design detalls Le. length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 307 and 107

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailto s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; "Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN.EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; "Mark Merio'; 'Nathan

Hildebrand'
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and conflemation.

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation is that we extend
the parallel £8 lanes a further 70 metres east so that the merge point begins opposite the east property line of the SmartCentres
property. This means that all of the feft turn movements into the development site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access. There s still one access in the taper (to the transmission property] but that is
ot the beginning of It Please let me know your response Lo this proposal.

Page51
TRA-2011-00071

e-mails Page 169



Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Waed

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Nathan
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tussaay, Novembar 16, 2010 amail does reflect what was discussed.

Reference ftem 5; agree proposed scenano actually improves accessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East access is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The sketch shows
ralsed median from point ‘7° to the east, allowing approximately 60m for W8 vehicles (destined to Rona west access) to
decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage, we would not support this be any shorter

Reference commaent regarding length/iocation of EB merge point; the 300m requirement is noted (per queuing perspective). We
continue to have concerns with the lacation of the merge point as shown given turning mavements also occurring in this vicinity (E
LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West). Need to address these concerns,

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer
Marustry of Transportation, Southem interior Region
231 - 447 Columbxa Street, Karnioops, B.C. V2C 213

telephone: (250) 371-3918
email Grant lrvine@gov.be.ca

From: Trevor Ward s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
1 have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, Uying to make things as clear as possible -
please find 1t attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had Last night and that is that the Rona east access could be left as is and “Left Tuen Prohibited” signs erected at the
end of the centre median (which ends on the east side of the access or could be extended past 1t} facing WH traffic and at the exit
That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Trevor
From: Trevor Ward s.22
Sent: November-16-1u w:ss4 ¥m

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; TTrving, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRANEX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; “Turner, Dave TRAN:EX'; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; "Corey
Paiement’; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; "ALee@smartcentres.com’; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hidebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:

Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To make
sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:
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1. We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to afign the west Rona access and the west Travelodge access opposite
esach other to avold tha overlap of lsft turn movements. This access would then be all movements. Our original assassment of this
improvement anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches — we will see what can be done,

2. It appears fram Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves Joey's. After our conferance call with
vou, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's Is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) = as | suspectad based on a study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/loey’s icess be closed and replaced with a new driveway
connection from the Travelodge west access, It appears that there is 204 metres of highway r-o-w here.

3 This new driveway would then be sxtended across the front of the Joey's building to provide access to the new carwath
property (Lot & Plan 3992) — this will mean a driveway passing in front of some pienic tables at Joey's!! The carwash would retain
their exsting access on the highway as right-in/right-out movements anly and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken,
that it has a Ministry access permit which gives notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

4. The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a raised median, at keast from point 2 east to the protected ‘T°, as
referenced in your notes Shawn, 10 anfores the right-in/right.out at the carwash and the residantial property to the east (Lot S Plan
3992),

5. Atthe same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access 1o ideally be closed! Shawn ~ there i3 going to have to be a joint
Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction (s that they will simply say "No!™ Then what? (For the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway a5 3 result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and myself who did the door knocking!) The big advantage to
this idea ~ and hopetully the selling point - Is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while walting to make their left turn —at the moment they make the laft turn out of the westbound through
1ane on the highway. This will be an almost full standard left turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extended any further east as you have
contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be completely lost. Remember that Rona still has full access via the “Frontage
Road” across the front of Canadian Tire.

6. Left tuen movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway — left turn exit
movemaents from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta idand. As there s 10 be an atdvance green for the EB left turn
at 30 Street, only a small percantage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT
mavements nta the single famity home and Boathouse accesses an the south side to also use the 2QWLTL satisfactorily.

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving 3s the east access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good access to theit property from both the east and west. The new SmartCenitres
#ast access will have 3 ralsed madian so that access to Neptunas off this new road is restrictad to right-in/right-out — becauss of its
close proximity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signals at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCentres belleves that Neptune will
cooperate with this concept,

8. The raised island for the WEB left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order 1o maximize the
storage/deceleration length avallable. 1t has no practical Impact on the 2WLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected T that accommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degree £8 TCH to W8
Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degree W8 10 Avenue to €8 TCH turn,

Also, my understanding s that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes £8 east of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some crteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foceseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Plaase let me know ASAP [f there are to be any changes 2
we have now started To prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document - this
Was easier 1o do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor
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From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
1 am not sure If you have been given any of these proposed concepts régarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached re Treyor's conceptual sketches (jpg files).

Wa have had 3 chance to review this concapt and have “tweaked” it a bit = attachad paf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

. Protactad tee dimensions do represant BCS Guids for 60km/n

. Overlap between Rooa west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern, This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce potential for head-to-hend conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

# mave existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

#  close Travel Lodge east access and move same 1o #ast property boundary (possibly combine with Joey'sl,

»  rased median in the hatched area from point 2 (o point just west of Rona east access) Lo the protected tee (end treatment to
be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than shown.

. an alternative to the above (possibly more favourable 1o the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow EB
LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m TWLTL
width ta that point; this would requirs closurss of the sdating Rona sast and existing Travel Lodge aast to limit potential head-to-
head conflicts within this zone,

- Access to Neptune 1o ba maved 1o the mid-block access/street to Smart Cantres (not allow an access within the WB RT lane).
. (ot shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted 1o right-in/rght-out 1o minimize conflicts at this
end of tha TWLTL

e Shortened raised island approaching the 30™ Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant shauld confirm
length needed for left turns

Additional iterns that still require attention:

e Extension of Highway EB through lane between 30™ and 10™ to be addressed

. Geometrics at 10 relatad to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

. Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your eacliest convenience - please pass this on to
others at the Gity that | may have forgotten.

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Ragional
Minustry of Transportation
& Infrastructure
Southem Interlor Region
231.447 Columbia Street
Kamioops BC V2C 273
ph. (250) 828-4304

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,
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Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Centre access,

We asked for thesa 10 clarity what was being proposad,

Please look at in light of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access 10 the travel lodge is still tight.
| wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. There is still an
issue with the mid block “T™ isn't there?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

Datrict Manager, Transporiaton - Bhuswsp Duatect &
m '

Bemah Columbdls
Phone: (290) T12:3029

This Messsgs u intended only 1of the use of e Ndhvduals 10 wham £ I8 3Sdieased and may contan confidential INMOmMaten Ay feview, SHeamnation.
Copyny. prnting or sthe! use of hes emal Dy DErsons of antbes Uther than the Y < o you have wved s " eror. please
contact Be sender immedistely and delele the  froem your wulet and syale

From: ALeefbsmartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM
To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Norm, Murray,

Further to our conversation yeslerday, please see attached skeich and
some furher analysis from Trevor/EBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
pleasa feal free to call Trevor directly or we are happy 10 set up a conferance call

with him also,
Thanks.
SmanCentres
Alan Lee P Eng  MEA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114

[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC. VTA 5HT |

TMe ™R 13838 4 FE=I0d "W 10 ASTRAIe ? My JOMEN DNAR NG N IIODREY FPNTENSY ATy FRANAIFLEN SITBASE 2 SUTT ) DRt P S A

oY S MESINgE 7 AT DeDe Matfy 1 I mwdated 30 thed s My Comect v tee recorae. Meeae thee delede e srgme messege  Thenk you
Flasss Sonsder the envzonment Bafore proang Bes e-mad ﬁ sve f avant Eenpr oo Sourmed
— F Dy Alan | “ererns o 11000010 09 40 AM —
“Trevor Ward™ s.22
To <ALMGImancentres coms
11082010 06:10 PV

£ "Man Mera” cmmenc@ens c3r_ TTryan Stokey” sritskas@ens car
Subject Salmon Arm TTH WL TL Concept Shatch
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Alan:
A requested, | have “shetched™ up the concept & | think you and Morm have agreed to and ac | tried to describe in my memao. |
hirve scanned it in two parts 30 you should be able to see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this tketch made me discover that there was an ermor in the avssumptions inomy notes = Distance "A’ in the
Ministry's Figure 710.0.1 doss nol apply in this case a5 the centre scceleration Lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
octually becomes the second through lane on the highway, Consegquently, we now have a greater distance available for the weave -
90 mstret.

Becaute of thes, | have alio increased the storage distance for the left tunn movement into the Rona West access =it is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access 5o itis ellectively 35 metres storage for Uhe Rona West sccess.

Note that the location marked W on the protected T ks what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this polnt
without obtaining additienal right-of-way on the north side of the highway of restricting the size of irucks that can make the 180
degree “U’ turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Rosd westbound.

I have tried to provide a5 much detail as possible w0 trust it s understandable. Please pass on to Borm and have him phone me at
s.22 If e Tk vy queestions.

Trevor Ward

This cmail has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information pleasc visit hup./'www messagelabs com/email

This email has been scanncd by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp://'www messagelabs com/emuil
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Pages 66 through 67 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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“Orant, Shawn O TRANEX" <Shawn Orant@gov.be.ca> To “Trever Ward' s.22 “irvire. Grant M TRAN EX*

«Geant lranaghgey be £a>

11192010 03,58 PM c¢ "Parkes, Noem E TRAN EX* <Novm Parkes8gov.be ca>, “Tekano, Murray M
TRAN EXT <Murmay T e o> "Tumer. Dave TRAN-EX®
«Dave Tumer@gov.te ca», » Puzen® showeniiszren: cor,

‘Corey Paieenent” <coalement@eaimaensem cav. "Kaght, Tara TRAN £X*
«Tarn nphi@gov be e, “ALse@emancentres com» "Ryan Siakes”
UNoAEsBUta c3> Man Merls” <mmedo@wardconsuiing ca> “Nathan Midebrand”

Subyect RE: Ssimon Arm TCH JWLTL Concapl Skwich « Comgrarmrael

Trever,
It appears we have come 10 an “conceptual” agreement about the accesses between 107 and 30" Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through lane?

| am concerned about the following:

- What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specfically:

@ Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

o Consolidating accesses ot the Rond west access across from the Joey's Only/Hotel access

o Wil the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane can
safely be dropped?

- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper langth is based on 3 50:1 taper ratio (3.6m lane = taper of 180m) — Figure 7.38 of the
manual, BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o MHow does this affect the length of the £8 thru lane Le. position of tha taper so that there are no major access points within it?

Based on the recently discussed, interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second E8 through lane on the TCH?

In addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design details L e length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30™ and 10™

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob
Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres,com; "Ryan Stokes'; ‘Mark Merio’; ‘Nathan

Hildebrand'
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommandation is that we extend
the parailel €8 lanes a further 70 metres £33t 50 that the merge point begins opposite the sast property line of the SmarntCentres
property. This means that all of the left turn movements into the development site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access. There is still one access in the taper (to the transmission property) but that is
at the beginning of it. Please let me know your response ta this proposal.

Trevor
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From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant. lrvine@gov.bx.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX;
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN.EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2010 email does reflect what was discussed,

Reference Item 5; agrae proposed scenano actually improves accessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East access is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient 1o restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The sketch shows
raised median from point ‘2* 1o the east, allowing apprommately 60m for WS vehicles (destined to Rona west access) to
decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be any shorter,

Reference comment regarding length/location of EB merge point; the 300m requirament is noted (per queuing parspective] We
continue to have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown grven turning movements also occurring in this vicinity (EB
LT Into Smart Centers) and just downstream (E8 RT into flona West). Need to address these concerns.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design :

Manustry of Transportaton, Southem infenor Region
231 - 447 Columbia Street, Karnloops, B.C. V2C 213
telephone: (250) 371-3918

email: Grant [rvine@gov.be.ca

From: Trevor Ward s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRANIEX; 'Robd Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres,com; "Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merfo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear as possible —
please find it attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had last night and that is that the Rona east sccess could be left 83 is and "Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at the
ond of tha centra madian (which ands on the east side of the access or could be extendad past it) facing W traffic and at the sxit
That will reduce the impact on Rona

Trevor

From: Trevor Ward s.22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: ‘Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; ‘Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; ‘Turner, Dave TRAN:EX'; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; ‘Alee@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To make
wure we are all on the ssme page, hare s my understanding of what we agreed on:

1 We, being SmartCentres and thelr consultants, will try to akign the west Rona 3ccess and the west Travelodge 3ccess opposite
each other 10 avold the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then be all movements. Our original assessment of this

“a
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Improvernent anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches ~ we will see what can be done,

2. Itappears from Googie and its street views that the Travelodge cast access dlso serves Joey's. After our conference call with
you, SmartCentres confirmed that loey’s Is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Flan 81170) - as | suspected hased on a study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/Joey’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway
conmection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there Is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here.

3. This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's bullding to provide access to the new Carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) ~ thit will mean a driveway passing in front of soma picnic tables at Josy's!! The carwash would retain
their existing access on the highway as right-in/right-out movements only and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this cac wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerlal photographs were taken,
that it has a Ministry access permit which gives notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

4. The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a ralsed median, at least from point Z east to the protected T, as
referenced in your notes Shawn, 10 enforce the right-in/right-out 3t the carwash and the residential property 10 the east (Lot 5 Plan
3992),

5 Atthe same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed! Shawn — there is going to have 1o be a joint
Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction Is that they will simply <y “Nol” Then what? (For the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restricions being implemented along the highway as a result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and myself who did the door knockingl) The big advantage to
this idea = and hopetully the salling point - is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn Lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while waiting to make their left turn ~ at the moment they make the left turn out of the westbound through
lane on the highway. This will be an aimaost full standard lefr turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extended any further east as you have
contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be completely lost. Remember that Rona still has full access via the "Frontage
Road” across the front of Canadian Tire.

6. Left turn movernents will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway ~ left turn exit
movemants from this accets/road will be prohibited with 3 half delta idand. As thers 1510 be an advance green for the EB left turn
at 30 Streer, only a small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT
movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satisfactorsly.

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving as the east access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be closed. With thés, Neptune has good access to their property from both the east and west, The new SmartCentres
a5t access will have 2 raised median 5o that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to rightin/right-out = because of its
close proximity to the highway, All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signals at 30 Street. For tratfic axiting 1o the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCentres balieves that Neptune will
cooperate with this concept.

8 The raised island for the WB left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize the
storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL,

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected ‘T° that accommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degree E8 TCH to WB
Frontage Road turn as wall as the 150 dograe W8 10 Avanua to €8 TOH turn,

Also, my understanding Is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes £8 east of 30 Street
shown on aur sketch and that you and | will come up with same criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foresesable future this twa laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP If there are to be any changes as
we have now started 1o prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document — this
was easler to do tonight than prepare anather sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gav.bc.ca)
Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM
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To: Corey Paement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALee{@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| am not sure I you have been given any of these proposed concepts regarding the accesses on tha TCH affected by the Smart

Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches [ jpg files).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it 3 bit - attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

. Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 80km/n.

. Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern. This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

#  move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west 1o align across from Rona west,

#  clow Travel Lodge sast 2ccets and mave same to 8ast property boundary (possidly combine with Joay's),

- ralsed median in the hatched area from point 2° (or point just west of Roaa east access) to the protected tee (end treatment to
be simitar 10 typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than shown.

. an alternative ta the above (possibly mors favourable to the City) would be ta extend the TWLTL far enough sast to allow £B
LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary. this would require maintaining at least 4.0m TWLTL
width to that point; this would require closures of the existing Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential head-to-
head conflicts within this zone.

- Azcest to Neptune 10 be moved 1o the mid-block access/street 10 Smart Centres (not allow an access within the WB RT lane).
. {not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to right-in/right-out to minimize confiicts at this
end of the TWLTL

- Shortened raised island approaching the 30" Street intersection will nat likely affect much; but conwultant should confirm
length needad for laft turny

Additional items that still require attention:

. Extension of Highway E8 through lane between 307 and 107 to be addressed

e Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

- Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your sarliest convenience — please pass this on to
others at the City that | may have forgotten,

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructure
Southern Intenor Region
231-447 Columbia Street
Kamioops BC V2C 273
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083
Shawn be.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,

Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Centre access.
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We asked for these to clarify what was being proposed.

Flaasa look at in bght of the last smail we got from tham and our BISCUSSIoNS. Tha access 1o 1he travel lodge is still tight,
| wasn't aware af the mulliple accesses for Rona, are the proposing 1o closa one and usa tha other. There is still an
issue with the mid bheck “T™ @0t thera?

Please e im know when we can discuss youl comments,

Mumay
W. Murray Tekano

Thea Frokkaggs b iflerded baly fod e ums of P feliduals o efa i G sadisaeed and fay corlen confdanial Flarmelen Ay ifnew Ao serrsdben
ey, predeg o sher wvr of this el by perses o enibes siher tham the sdiresces is probsbited. §yos e . sg= m oy please
eontss) S SERdEr mmadisialy Bnd dalahe W mEsns! b et A5 81 FyulE

From: AlLes{@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALesi@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, Novemnber 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartoentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Moom, Murray,

Furiher 10 our conversation yesterday, please see attached sketch and
some furher anabysis from TrevorEBA.

To expedile s, If you have any queshons or Shawn/Grant ive any quesions,
please feel free 1o call Trevor directly of we ane happy 10 set up 8 conference call
with him also.

Thanks

Alan Lee P Eng  MEBA | Director, Enginesring - Western Region | Phone: 604-348-0112 axt 19 | P B04-448-0114
| #201-11120 Horseshoa Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

T mmysage o =m=ged b (NG Bawlies # My SOATER prodepid i Soehiertal FrmEnEn Asy umRuIrTed Sarisiare 3 SRy prrhsed i vou Aere
BoEamd FET SLIRE ST Dl Nty wt el ety 30 Pt el Py Comect our eTiene records FRiie Mar Seiels the poges rariege e o
Plens cemade (b esirprend Delory preang S e-mad ﬁl EVPE L wranl drmpTre o8GR

— Fadwarned By Alsn LaeSmanCenyes o0 11000010 004l al —

“Trevor Ward™ : s.22

To <ALse(E wracmlie coms

e “Man Mede™ cmmedofieta cas, “Ryan Soued” <ritches @eba e
Subpect Sainon Arm TCH JWLTL Concept Sioasch

11082010 0610 Pl
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Alan:
A requested, | have “shetched™ up the concept & | think you and Morm have agreed to and ac | tried to describe in my memao. |
hirve scanned it in two parts 30 you should be able to see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this tketch made me discover that there was an ermor in the avssumptions inomy notes = Distance "A’ in the
Ministry's Figure 710.0.1 doss nol apply in this case a5 the centre scceleration Lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
octually becomes the second through lane on the highway, Consegquently, we now have a greater distance available for the weave -
90 mstret.

Becaute of thes, | have alio increased the storage distance for the left tunn movement into the Rona West access =it is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access 5o itis ellectively 35 metres storage for Uhe Rona West sccess.

Note that the location marked W on the protected T ks what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this polnt
without obtaining additienal right-of-way on the north side of the highway of restricting the size of irucks that can make the 180
degree “U’ turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Rosd westbound.

I have tried to provide a5 much detail as possible w0 trust it s understandable. Please pass on to Borm and have him phone me at
s.22 I e ik vy queestions.

Trevor Ward

This cmail has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information pleasc visit hup./'www messagelabs com/email

This email has been scanncd by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp://'www messagelabs com/emuil
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

11:21 AM
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

11:21AM

SmartCentres - Trans Canada Highway

Preliminary Offsite Cost Estimate

10 [Sile Preparation i ‘
2 el Z2600
Bing d Stockp "ym 0
13 Saw cut Asphalt m 2208
14 |Asphas Removal sqm 2000
15 Immnmw B 1
16 Earth Excavason and Aemoval rom B 1
1.7 Ygol‘l . 1
14 Hydenute Seading of il Slopes n 1
19 Flermove Existing islercs on 7
|Subs Total
E 21 L o Prog am 13800
22 |Suv Base Gravel - 75mm minus PY Flun (300mm thk) wm 13050
3 Sowvt » TSoren maws crushed gravved (150men fuck)]  sgm 11350
24 B Gravel - 28emem msus. avel (1 thick) sm 20150
25 JAdohalt Bate CoutselSimm thek) agm 1H4 7S
26 jAsprait Suriace Course(S0mm thick) Kgm 18475
27 IStoukder Grayel (S0mvn) agm 1240
28 MaT and Gusier (60mm mn 0
8 Complebe helang e 9
210 |Trathe Cantrol (Trathc Plan & somirsssration oedy) s i
241 |Sgnage [ )
212 Lo Painbirg " 1
213 |Dranage ASowance ] 1
L e |
Iy 1
oo )

TOTAL

| e et m——— . M M - O 8T g W S G

#5300 1708 Dogeeny Avernse. Remena BC VLY Q8¢ - Prose (2401 979-1221  Fas (290 9791202

Project No. 08035-6
Date: 2010-12-02

s.21
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CICL

SmartCentres - Frontage Road (10th Avenue) - Repaving

End of Existing to 30th Street Project No. 08035-6
Preliminary Offsite Cost Estimate Date: 2010-12-02
I Oescription_ Units | Ouantity [ uUnitPrice | Amoutt 1
0
1.1 Asphall Removal and Dsponal sqm a0
12 Base preparation .3 1
1.3 Asghalt Surtace Coum_(__zvorrvn thchk) qm 400 $.21
14 Shovider Gravel (1. 0m wide) Kam 160
TOTAL

———— . w———— TT—n W) Sy v iy — b v— . " V-

500 1708 Dotpten Averss, Motowna, BC VIY $854  Phore: (250) $780201 - Fa 2%0) 9701292
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CTIO -

SmartCentres - Frontage Road (Travelodge)

Project No. 08035-6
Preliminary Offsite Cost Estimate Date: 2010-12-02
‘ ’ : | Units | Ouantity | UnitPrice |  Amount 1
1.1 Sutitises preparation 3 |
12 Sut) Base Geaved - 75mvn micus Pit Run (400mm thick) sqm 1150
1.3 Base Gravel - Z5men manus crnahed geavil (25mm thick) sqm 1150
1.4 Asphalt Surtace Course (6Smm thick) sqm 950 s.21
15 Shouldes Gravel [0 5m wide) am 200

TOTAL

. e 0 Bt 8T g | . s g S P o | —

500 Y708 Oolplun Avenon, Nolowna, B VIY S84 -Proon’ (290) $75- 1000 Fax (2004 076 e
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SmartCentres - Onsite Road Improvements CTQ— e
Commercial Development Project No. 08035-6
Preliminary Cost Esti Date: 2010-12-02
- e [ Sy ] UmBee L Rewer
13500 . - N
< 12500
» 1
= = —Y
= (270
= 7
L 80 )
o e
o 77e0 |
s 7
- 1140
wae - 780
) 4 = 1
20 - "
211 Concrme Uerwian -~ -
an Iudarut - [
213 v Charidor | Tadwvast -n | 135%
14 u [
215 |Une Pairmng " \
2 CT
n 9
. 7
r )
- "
L L}
- |
- L s.21
e e ]
™ AN
- &l
-~ 19
- 15
R 1
=
- [31]
- el
- o
. 1
8% T rmdimmed - 1
ae Base chw Loss as 13
Totst
= e
a1 »mvamwnn-L 153 9;‘
0w Larg SRanciant Based Dhctng Lamps & Winog -~ 12
063 |Camiar Mpe kor Cits Ma "~ 120
{Subs Totad
w—m-——«w =
LAl * — - L)
T
TOTAL
1
‘mnmmmwwim Proew: (250) ST 1221 - Fae (250) 9791232
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CIQ.....—

SmartCentres
Summary Project No. 08035-6
Preliminary Cost Estimates Date: 2010-12-02
__m | . 1 Armanant 1

X l"r;cm Highway ‘

12 |Frontage Road (10th Avenue)

13 Frontage Road (Travelodge) s.21

14 Onsite Rond Improvements

TOTAL

e R et s

A500 1708 Deolptun Avanve, Kolowra, BC V1Y 054 Phone. (2501 5791221 Fax (29%0) 5791008
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Pages 82 through 85 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

"Grant, Shawn D TRAN.EX™ <Shawn Grant@gov.bo.ca> To “Trovor Ward" s.22 "Irvine. Geant M TRAN EX*

«Geant levineBgov be ca>
102010 0258 P uWM!MD{'MW“m 'rmwmu
W ot .'
'W cav
“Coeey P! Wmmw.m'mmnzr
“Tora Kagh@poy B¢ £3>, ~ALesGemancentres cem», "Ryan Stokes”
Aok oM Eo0a Ca%. Mark Medo™ <mmedo@waniiontuting <a>. "Nathan Hiseband”
33 com>, “Dale McTagpan *
«maits dmetaggatBuabmonsem ca»

Sutyect RE: Satmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Shatch - Comgenmuant

Trevor,
11 appears we have come 10 an “conceptual” agreement about the accesses between 10™ and 30", Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second E8 through lane?

| am concerned about the following:

- What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specfically.

o  Allowng lefts in ot the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

o Consolidating dccesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Only/Hotel access

S

Page73
TRA-2011-00071

e-mails Page 229



o Will the increased traffic (concentration of tratfic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane can
salely be dropped?

- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length is basad on a 50°1 taper ratio (3,6m lane = taper of 180m) - Figure 7,38 of the
manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

- How does this affect the length of the E8 thru lane Le. pasition of the taper 5o that there are no major access points within it?

Based on the recently discussed, interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second £8 through lane on the TOH?

In addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design details e length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30™ and 107

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward | s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN.EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes’; "Mark Merio’; ‘Nathan

Hildebrand'
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your queck response and confirmation,

Concarning your on-going concarn, | have made a proposal to SmartCantres and they Agres: my recommendation is that we extend
the paralle! £8 lanes a further 70 metres east 50 that the merge point begins opposite the east property line of the SmantCentres
property. This means that all of the left turn movernents into the development site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access, Thare s still one sccess in the taper (to the transmission property) but that s
at the beginning of it. Please let me know your response to this proposal.

Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant. Irvine@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2020 emall does reflect what was discussed.

Reference ltem 5. agree proposed scenario actually improves accessibllity to Rona, even if the Rona East access Is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient to restrict moverments at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The shetch shows
raised median from point ‘2’ to the east, allowing apprommately 60m for WB vehicies (destined to Rona west access) to
decelorate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be any tharter,

Reference comment regarding length/location of E8 mesge point; the 300m requirement is noted (per queuing perspective). We

continue to have concerns with the location of the merge paint as shown given turning movements also occurring in this vicinity (EB
LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (ER RT Into Rona West), Need to address these cancerns,

Interice Region
231 - 447 Coumbia Street, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 213

Page74
TRA-2011-00071

e-mails Page 230



telephone: (250) 371-3918
emall; Grant Irvine@gov.be.ca

From: Trevor Ward §.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRANGEX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN.EX; Turner, Dave TRAN.EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, Urying to make things as chear 3s possible -
please find It attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it.

One thought | had last night and that is that the Rona east access could be Ieft as is and "Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at the
end of the centre median (which ends on the east side of the access or could be extended past it) facing W8 traffic and at the exit
That will reduce the impact on Rona,

Trevor

From: Trevor Ward $.22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: ‘Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; “Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX'"; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; 'Knight, Tara TRANIEX'; "ALee@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this fternoon Aiscutsing the issues that we saw with your cuggested modifications outlined below. To make
sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1 We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will iry to align the west Rona access and the west Travelodge access opposits
each other to avold the overiap of left turn movements, This access would then be all movements, Our original assessment of this
improvement anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches = we will see what can be dooe,

2. It appears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves Joey's. After our conference call with
you, SmartCentres confirmed that Josy’s s located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 81170) = a5 | suspected based on a study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/loay’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway
connection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there |s 20+ matres of highway r-o.w here.

3 This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's building to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) ~ this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at Joey's! The carwash would retain
their existing access on the highway as right-in/right-out movements only and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was constructad after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken,
that it has a Ministry access permit which glves notice of the Ministry’s right ta restrict access!

4. The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a raised median, at least from point Z east to the protected T, as
referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property to the east (Lot 5 Plan
3992),

5 Attha same time, the Ministry wants the Rona sast access ta ideally be clowad! Shawn ~ there is going to have 1o be a joint
Ministry/SmartCantres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction is that they will simply say "Nol” Then what? (For the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway as a result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and myself who did the door knocking!) The big advantage to
this idea ~ and hopelully the selling point - is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while waiting to make their left turn = at the moment they make the left turn out of the westbound through
lane on the highway. This will be an almost Tull standard left turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extended any Turther east as you have

7
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contemplated, this quality feft turn feature would be completely lost. Remember that Rona still has full access via the “Frontage
Road™ across the front of Canadian Tire.

6. Left turn movements wall be permitted into the SmartCentres” east access/road for E8 tratfic off the highway - left turn exit
movemaents from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta island. As there is to be an advance green for the EB left turn
at 30 Street, only a small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT
movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the JWLTL satisfactorily.

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road werving as the aast access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has R00d access to their proparty from hoth the satt and west, The naw SmartCentres
east access witl have a raised median 50 that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-n/right-out — because of its
close proximity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signals at 30 Street. For traffic exiting Lo the west, they are traveiling in the same direction. SmartCentres believes that Neptune will
cooperate with this concept.

8. The raised island for the WB left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order 1o maximize the
storage/deceleration length available. it ha no practical impact on the 2WLTL

As mentioned. we have prepared a design for the protected ‘T° that accommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degree £8 TCH to W8
Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degree WEB 10 Avenue to €8 TCH turn,

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed 1o accept the 300 metres two lanes BB east of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteris that will be used to determine If and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

1 rust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please et me know ASAR If there are 1o be any changes as
we have now started Lo prepare the revised concept plans, Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document = this
was easier 10 do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn,Grant@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRANEX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRANIEX; Tekano, Murray M TRANIEX; Tumner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN.EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| am not suce If you have been given any of these proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches (. jpg files).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit - attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

. Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km/h.

- Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern, This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

#  Mmove existing Travel Lode wett access, further west 1o align acroes from Rona west,

+  close Travel Lodge east acoess and move same 1o east property boundary (possibly combine with Joey's),

» raised median in the hatched area from point 2 (or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee (end treatment to
be similar to typical approach ta ralsed median at an intersaction), the paint for TWLTL will look differant than shown.

. an alternative to the above (possibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow E8
LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Trave! Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at Jeast 4. 0m TWLTL
width to that point; this would requirs closures of the existing Rona east and existing Trave! Lodge sast to limit potential hesd-to-
head conflicts within this zone.

. Azcess to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an access within the WB AT lane).
. {not shown an sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted 1o right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at this
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und of the TWLTL
. Shortened raded lsland approaching the 30 Street intersection will nat [ely affect much; but consultant should confirm
length needed lor left turna

Additional iems that still require artention:

. Extension of Highwary EB through lane betwesn 307 and 10™ ta be sddmmssed

L Geometrics a1 107 related 1o design vehicle and effective operations (o be sddressed

L] Smart Centrad naadi 10 re-confinm with the businsised in the area that thiy Rave baan advited and underirand all of the
changes that pre occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their aceedies

We would appreciate your commaenty/thoughts on these conceptual shetches at your earllest convenience - pleae pins this on to
othars at the City that | may have forgotien.

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Miristry of Transporation
& Infrastructura
Southern Inlenod Region
231447 Columbia Streel
BC V2C 2T3
ph. (250) 828-4304
fax (250) 828-4083
Shawn. Grantfgov be.ca
From: Tekano, Murray M TRANEX
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,
Altached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Centre access,
We asked for these to clarily what was being proposed,

Plaase look al in light of the last email wi gol om tham and our discussions. The access o th travel lodge = stll ighl.
| wasn't aware of the mubliphe accesses for Rona, are Ihe proposing 1o close one and use the other. There is still an
Issue with the mid block “T~ isn't thema?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.
Mumay

W, Murray Tekano
Dvabricd Manager Tranaparistion - Gheragsn Shusmss Dnirici &
mmm Kizking Horye Conyon Progect

Deman Cohamiba Manatry of Transbamsnen shd inEadinuciae
Prore: (150 T12- 3028

Thit Fridage i sisnced onky (of B e of P dentushs o sk i G SSSiEaied B may (ot cohfdenhel Flaimates Ay evew | Siasrvaishon
COUFmg. prriesy o mw ol this s-mal by perssns o enibes oiber thar the sdaveuses o o o Fave e s, pleas
contact Bw sinder rmedialely shd delete P matens! bom yocs compuied and pslerm

From: Alessmartcentres.com [mailto: ALeedsmartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Co: nhiddebrandi@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch
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Norm, Murray,

Further 1o our conversation yestarday, please sae attached sketch and
somea furher analysis from Trevod/EBA,

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
please feel free 10 call Trevor directly of we are happy 10 set up a conference call

with him also.
Thanks.
SmartCentres
Alan Lew P Eng  MEA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 804-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 )
Thiz wzsege i meaded S ine sdmases # may contan prwivged or coniighroe iformetion. Ay wweumonged Seciugwre 7 3ircry potdied I jow hewe
POCENVRT TVE TNRROQE N 4TRSS ate Nty LT IRt Rl B3 TTAT e M) DOTECE 047 N ACOE FReete e Cevte 1N N TeRIage TRaN ol
Flesse comader the smvironmert belare prntng Ses emad * sve =1 s vant P e el

e Focwwrded by Aian LeeSmanCenves on 11002010 0548 AM —-

“Trevor Ward™ 5.2
Sod To <ALee@emancentron com»
Hsaoneee 6 "M Merie” emmedo@eta ca>. "Ryan Stokes™ <rstokas@eds ca>
Sutject Sukman Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skaten
Alan:

As requested, | have “sketched” up the concept 3 | think you and Norm have agreed 10 and as 1 tried to describe in my memo, |
have scanned it in two parts so you should be able to see the whole plan with thess two.

Having to prepare this tketch made me discover that there was an arror in the assumptions In my notes - Distance ‘A’ in tha
Ministry’s Figure 710.0.1 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance avallable for the weave -
90 matres.

Because of this, | have also Increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access ~ it is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access 5o it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West access.

Note that the location marked ‘W’ on the protected T° is what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this point

without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the 180
dejiree ‘U’ turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

10
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I have tried lo provide as much detail as possible 30 trust it i understandable. Please pins on to Norm and have him phane me at

s.22 1 ha hat any questiont

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanncd by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This cmail has been scanncd by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For more information please visit hitp/www, messagelabs com/etmail

This eminil has been scanned by the MessageLabs Emml Security System,

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For more information please visit hitp2//'www_messagelabs com/email
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Pages 93 through 94 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

"Kright, Tars TRAN-EX™ <Tara Knight@gov be e3> To «<ALes@imancentres com>

o< “Corey Pasment” <cogioment@uaimonam co>
12002010 08 43 AV Stpect Smart Corters requirements pror to éth reeding
Hi Alan,
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This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings, reports
etc included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments below. Prior to 4™ reading we will require a cost
estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermore, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road dedication
is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic created by the
change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Knight

Datict Develegmeont Teehnaian

Minvatry of Tramsoonaton snd INTastructrs
Bax 100 Saknon Arm, BC. VIE 4G)

Pn 2508002374

Fax 250-833-3300

Deveicomant Acrovals wetate DR W 1227 B¢ CADEYRCEMent_Asorsyain harme rem

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings

(] Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes — Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

) The SB to WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design vehicle
(WB20); prepared to accept aver-tracking inta second lane on highway (as this can occur during highway red
phase), however movement should be initiated from the S8 through/right lane.

4] 30" Street intersection - 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between highway
shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

) 30" Street North ~ No information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1) and
set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant (service
road continuity beyond the site).

o No details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity beyond
the site; (concerns with meeting 3 municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to accommodate design
vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown.

“a
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o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).

o Mid-Block {Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively discourage
left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) - Entrance throat width and honizontal curve not wide enough to
accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access ~ To be closed; access via 10 to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection — WB to SB lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20 (cuts
across side road stop bar); need to address.

- Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.

. Geotechnical Report

o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information and

no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared by
Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and SGSB depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to apply a
300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer),

° The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no typical
or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings which indicate
widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oll-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts yet
to be identified and addressed.

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb, gutter
and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent lands due to
open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either adequate ditches
or enclosed drainage system.

B Utility Relocation Strategy - The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the detailed
design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?
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o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to be
relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without
full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review - The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to limited
design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed quantities and
cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging Sm per side), total excavation volumes in the order of
8,000cm s.21

o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed; s.21
s.21
. Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm SGSB (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SGSB & CBC combined; s.21
s.21
- Pavement
) Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full width
top lift overlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top lift.
s.21
. Drainage
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o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited - highway drainage requirements have not been

finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times s.21
s.21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate ~ existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher s.21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate - s.21
s.21
o Traffic control — see below.
. Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) — expect
s.21
. s.21
. General cost items missing s.21 ‘includes the following.
o Mobilization s.21
4] Quality management | s.21
o Traffic management s.21
o Construction supervision | s.21
o Contingency s.21
. s.21
Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamioops, 8.C, V2C 213
telephone: (230) 371-391K
cmail: Grant. Irvineds gov.be.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp:/'www. messagelabs.com/email
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Pages 101 through 102 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Kraght, Tara TRANEX™ <Tara Knightfigov b ca> To <ALeo@emancentres coms

®
12142010 00:50 AM Sctpect FW. Smart Contres: comments on revised ne buld covensst
i Alan,

The following recommendations | made yesterday didn’t make 1t Into the attached document:
(note: | am referring to document no, "DOCS-9904856-v4-<0OTI_No_Bulld DOC™)

. Page 1, item 6: Include civic address 850c 16” Street NE and the postal code neads corrected to VIE 454

. Page 3: add Transferee, Her majesty the queen in right of the province of British Columbia, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454

. Page 4: MOTI shall be replaced with Transferee’ and use throughout the document

. Page 4: add as on item (E) The owner proposes to develop the Lands.”

e Page5, item 1 (a): MoT has not givan final approval for the Schedule A plan, tharefore, dalete 'all as shown on the sketch
plan attached hereto as Schedule A®

. Page S, item 1 (a): add as an additional item "The Transferor has completed the road dedication required to complete the
Works to the satisfaction of the Transferee *

. Page 5, itemn 1 (a): add as an additional item * the intersection impraovements to the TCH and municipal road 10™ Street SW',
Page 5, item 1 (a) (vi): delete this condition as the detailed plan has not been approved by this Ministry

Page 6, item 2 (a): dalete

Page 6, item ¢: include ‘Provincial Public Highway Permit Application’
Pm7,mc'lndu¢olnthommIS'SUQRNSIM!MWMMNumeVlEm

3
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. Schedule A: delete
. Schedule B: delete

Please make the required changes and send back to me.

Thank you

Tara Npight
o-\mmmtm

Minisary of T g ) .
Bon 100 Samon A, BC. VIE 401

From: Yip, Elizabeth [mailto:eyip@mccarthy.ca)
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 9:10 PM
Yo:WmTaramANEX
Cc: ALee@smartcentres.com; JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: RE: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

Tara,

| am the external counse! for SmartCentres. | have incorporated your comments in the attached draft Your only
comment that I've trouble is that you ask that

add section 1(d) all Works to be completad to the satisfaction of the Ministry. | cant agree (o this commant since If this is the
case, my chent can't start baiiding until the highway works are constructed, I've changed this so our client can start
bullding after entering Into & servicing agreement with you,

If In order, please axecute the clean copy and returm a copy to me by amall and madl. If you have further commants,
please advise. We are aiming o fle the package 1omorrow moming.

'cetra[;ﬂ1 ;uw

T 048437158

F 004022509

Emat pp@mecanny s
MoCanthy Tewraus LLP

Bt 1200, 777 Dunemr Streat
PO Bes AID4 Packc Conten
Vancouver B VTY 162

PLEARE. t™ra of t™he pnyTEITTaTI LEtare ETENG YA TRLAEZE

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Monday, Dacamber, 13, 2010 2:34 PM
To: Yip, Elizabeth; JYap@smartcantres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant
FY1, some further MOT! comments
SmariCentres

“a
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Alan Lee P Eng  MEBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-8112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-8114
| ®201-11120 Horsashos Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |

Thes metzape i mlecded b ihe sdimttee £ mey conten prdeged o corfidecsel plormeton Awy yretharied Ssclotern & ey prohibted W oy hew
MROPVRY NS METIAGE o STEI DOEIS NOtfy 51 IMTEZENY B3 N e MBS SOTEC? 64 NTECNE TPCSTEE Mmade Men Sewte 1N Srgne’ meuage That you

Phase CONEOW 1o onvironmert Defore POrtng T e-mad ﬁ svVe. avant o8 Coumnd

o Forwarded Ly Alar Loo'BmanCentres on 12/137010 02 32 PM

“Knight. Tars TRAN.EX™ «Tara Knight@gov.be ca>

Te <Alse@smaricentres com>
e
Sutgect Senatt Contres comyments en revised no Duld covenant

1132010 023 PU

Hi Alan,

Thank you for your below email. We spoke briefly an Friday and | had indicated | had a quick look at the proposed covenant and
idemified a few items (we need (1) road improvements to be dedicated, designed & constructed and (2) we have no authority over
bullding occupancy), however, | would send my complete review on Monday,

| have reviewed the attached no build covenant and further to my email sent today at 11:33am (attached) all those comments
remain valid including the following corrections:

. Page 2: signature block for the Ministry = not required although it can be there

- Page 4 when naming the parties It usually more clearly shows who are the Transferors and Transferees or Covanentors and
Covanentees

- Page 4 lirst ine in bold ~ this can remain if you want

. Page S & 6 titles/headings — these can remain if you want

- Page 5, itern 1 {a): &3 per my pravious email, plus add (vii) the internal municipal road through the Lands

. Page 5, item 1 (¢): 35 per my previous emal instead of bonding replace with “Irrevocable Letter of Credit’

- Page 5. add section 1(d) all Works to be completed to the satisfaction of the Ministry

- Page 6, item 5 (a) & (8} include to the satisfaction of the Ministry - not reguired

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara Kmight
Datrict Develcpenent Techncian
oY and Inta
Bes 100, Sabnon A BC VIE 401
P 2808333374
Fas 250-833-3380
Devek Appeoval ity Uarvew. 0 S0y 2 Devespment_Ascrvaishame
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From: ALeegismartcentres,com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres,com)

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 5:35 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Smart Centers requirements prior to $th reading - No Build Covenant revl

Tara,

As requested | have asked our lawyer to revise Clause 1 and 2 under the Grant section
to incorporate the items you wanted addressed. Specifically, the no build is in effect until
there Is an accepted design, dedication, and Letter of Credit posted for Hwy 1 between

30th St and 10th Ave. For the internal frontage road, the no builld is in effect until there is
an accepted design as it relates to its tunctionality with Hwy 1.

Please let me know if you have any further comments
SmanCentres

Alpn Les B E0g MEBA | Ditector, Engineering - Western Region | Phone. 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A SH7 |

ThS MOS80 2 NR~IUT "W 170 aSSWSIRe # ™ay COTRN PRACPET B (ETEIeAY FPYMELANT A%y JWUTErIEE 3LI0SP 3 3TRT)y prandied 1 jou Aeve
v ey measege ¢ erer. pleate 0ptfy wt smmmcheiely 35 ™l e Mgy soTRC? O e recoris Misese e delete the orpme mesTape Thath pos

Plesse Canse The enwDNment DOtOIe PIVENG s o-Tad A SV O conmIored Menvironnament svant @npnmas (e Coumel

—— Forwardod by Alen LeeSmertCartess on 127132010 00 30 AM —

Alan LesSmanCentres
12102010 0920 AM
To "Wight Tara TRAN EX™ «Tara Knight@@gov b2 03>, Murray Tekano
co nhidetrand §smaricentres com. Jemwie Yap, EVIB@mccarthy ca
St pe. Smant Conters requiremunts priae 1 48 roading - No Buss Cavanantlink
Tara,

Please find attached a draft copy of a no-build covenant from our lawyers.
o
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As discussed, the basis for this document is the same no-build covenant that we
are using for the City edited to be specific to MOTI.

Please advise if acceptable and we can start to finalize for signatures today

[attachment "MOTI NO BUild .DOC" deleted by Alan Lee/SmarnCentres] [attachment "Schedule A - V3120107 1-LN-
12_Concept Plan.pdf” deleted by Alan Lee/SmanCentres)

SmanCentres
Alan Lee B Eng  MEA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604.448-0114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5H7 |

This =eT3000 4 TR ded Ao e IR ITPE # My OOWEN Dvndeget o coridenty rimElsa Asy rashieged Saeisesme 2 STy pranoted I you Arve

PORVRT ITUE MRS @ eNDr DS AP U ATad ey 55 PO e MY COMRET B NN A0 PRate Men Belede IR 20NN Mettage TRaM pau
Fease consder he snvuonmend befure grefing Tvs e-mad A Ve avant e couTe
“Kmaght, Tara TRAN £X*
“Tata Knigh@gov be ca>
12002010 02:3¢ PM
To <Alee@wnaricenices com>
¢ “Trover Warg® s.22 . <nhidetrano s o8 com>. “Corey P -3 =
“Tumed Dave 1 ranER" save 1umerigov be ca> "Meeris, Dasay O TRAN EX* <Danny Mara@igor be ca>, “Tehane,
Urray M TRAN EX <Miray Tekana@gev be ca> “bvine. Grant M TRAN EX” «<Gramt irvine Bgov b e3> “Grant. Shawn

Hi Alan,
Thank you for your balow email requesting clanfication.
This Ministry only requires a no build covenant be registered to all the titles prior to signing the 4" reading bytaw

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvermnents (or cost estimate) as a requirement to
release the no build covenant.

Please be advised that in order for this Ministry to release the no build covenant we will ensure the following, but not limited to, is
complated to the satistaction of this Ministry:

. All propertias are consolidatad into one proparty
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. Site Plan of proposed development showing building locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development storm drainage, etc.

e Road improvements [le. Trans Canada Highway, 30 Street SW, 10™ Avenue SW and the municipal road through the
property) to accommaodate the additional traftfic genserated by the proposed development to be dedicated, designed & constructed
including but not limited to road works, drainage works, utility refocation, etc.

- Property owners affected by the road iImprovements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
Tara Knight

Owtrict D:?w \‘m.:aon.

Bor 100 Satmon Arm. BC. V1E 4GY

P 750833304

Fac 2504333300
Devecornant Apceovals websts NI [ wiwe IN 907 RS S DEYSNEMANt_ASSrovals home rem

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Ce: 22 shildebrand@smartcentres.com

Slmxsc smart Lenters requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email betow and MOT'S timely review,
To be clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revisa the

cost estimate as acceptable 10 the Ministry and register 8 no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The other details noted
Isubsequently.

will be worked on concurrently;
Can you please confim?
SmartCentres
Alan Les P Eng  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604.448-9114

[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5H7 |

This mesasde 4 meeaded M e ARITIIee F M) COMAN DTINMERS & O ASETEN Aformainn Ay Jrauthirsed Saialery 3 STy prasseed If you Asve
worwad Fr3 TmAsege 1 eur pleete notfy it Terwdetey JU SR e Mgy ToRC? 4 Sturre secrtis Masse then Gelete 1he Sopee mersage Tha po

Flease sonster e snonment Defars prning Mua e-mad A &eve k! o avant o o coumed
“Krught, Tara TRANEX™ «Tarn Knight@gov.be.car

12092010 0843 AM
Te <ALse@smancentres com»

= “Curoy P, nl® <cpas e sl s>
Sulpect Smant Cantars requaements pnds 1o 4N (eadng
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Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings, reports
etc included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments below. Prior to 4'" reading we will require a cost
estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermaore, this Ministry will require a no build cavenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4™ reading. This covenant is required to ensure road dedication
is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic created by the
change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Kpight
Dutrict Deveicpment Techncian
Maustry of T o I

Box 100. Seknon Arm, BC. VIE 4G4

P 2508333374

Far 25000)-3380

O \eproval IR v 1 90y B¢ ¢a Owywopment Aggeoyalyhome ham

Drawing Review

- Plan Drawings

o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes = Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The SB to WB right turn (from 30™ Street to Highway 1) does not accommadate the design vehicle
(WB20), prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can occur during highway red
phase), however movement should be initiated from the S8 through/right lane.

o 30" Street intersection - 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between highway
shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.
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o 30" Street North - No information on the development of S8 approach lanes (to Highway 1) and
set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant (service
road continuity beyond the site).

o No details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity beyond
the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to accommodate design
vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
L) Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).
o Mid-Block (Smart Centers East) Access - Raised island not large enough to effectively discourage

left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) = Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough to
accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10" to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection = WB to SB lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommaodate WB20 (cuts
across side road stop bar); need to address.

. Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings — not provided.
. Geotechnical Report
o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information and

no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared by
Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and SGSB depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities), Also, Ministry practice to apply a
300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer).

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no typical
or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings which indicate
widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no sidewalk involved,

. Drainage Strategy - The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts yet
to be identified and addressed.

10
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o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb, gutter
and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent lands due to
open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either adequate ditches
or enclosed drainage system.

. Utility Relocation Strategy - The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the detailed
design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to be

relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without

full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review - The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to limited
design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed quantities and
cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging Sm per side), total excavation volumes in the order of
8,000cm; s.21

o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material - based on cross sectional

assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed; s.21
s.21

. Road base

o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm SGSB {as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SGSB & CBC combined; s.21
s.21

u
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. Pavement

o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full width
top lift overlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top lift.
s.21
. Drainage
o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited - highway drainage requirements have not been
finalized: a:c-izizional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times; s.21
] Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basing and leads will drive the costs higher; s.21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate - s.21
s.21
o Traffic control — see below.
. Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) = expect
s.21
. s.21
. General cost items missing s.21 —Includes the following.
o Mobilization s.21
o Quality management s.21
o Traffic management s.21
o Construction supervision s.21
) Contingency s.21
. s.21
Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer

Ministry of Transportation, Southem Interior Region
2
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231+ 447 Columbia Street, Kamioops, B.C. V2C 273
telephane: (280) 371-3918
omail: Grant lrvineid gov.be ¢a

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http:/www. messagelabs.com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,
For more information please visit hitp.//www messagelabs. com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

-~ Message from "Knight. Tara TRAN.EX" <Tara Knight@gov.bc.ca> on Man, 13 Dec 2010 11:32 38 -0800 —-

To: <ALec@smartcentres.com=
Subject: Comments on proposed no build covenant

i Adan,
| have reviewed the attached no bulld covenant and recommend the followsng amendments:

- Page 1, item 2. We'll need to see 8 copy of this title & plan. If plan EPP10328 is not registered we'll need 3 copy of Plan
EPP10328 and a letter of undertaking that Plan EPP10328 will be registered concurrently with the subject no buld covenant.

. Page 1, item 6: Her majesty the queen in right of the pravince of British Columbia, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC. V1E 484 - PLEASE NOTE REVISED POSTAL CODE
. Page 2: signature block for the Ministry

. Vage 3: add Transferee, Har majesty the quesn in right of the province of British Columbia, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850c¢ 16" Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454

. Page 4: delete first ine in bold,

- at the end of the sentence “This sgreement”__add (I$ made)

- when naming the Transferee use {Her majesty the queen in right of the province of British Columbia, represented by the
Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure, 850c 16" Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454) with the abbreviation of {the
“Ministry”) and throughout the document

13
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- add ai an item: The owner proposes 1o develop the Lands,
. Page 5 & & delete titles headings, Grant, Reservations ¢l
- Page 5, item 1: the cwner covenants and agres=s with the Minkstry that the owner shall not, and shall not permit anyone else
to, subdivide the lands.. acrost the Lands pnth the Tollowing works [“Works™] hive been dedicated, desgned and conttructed to
the satisfaction of the Minkstry:
{a} The owner has received approval from the Minstry of the Warks for that portion of the Trans Cannda Highway no 1 {7TCHT)
wett of the municipal road 307 Strest SW ta the municipal raad 107 Strest SW inclusive and amy controllad accets points anta a
Controlled Access Highway as defined in the BC Transportation Act, such as:
L The improvenents to the Trand Canada Highway no. 1 [*TCH"),
i tha intersection improvernents to the TCH and municipal road 20" Street SW,
i the intersection improvements from the Lands to the TCH,
. the intersaction improwsments to the TCH and municipal road 107 Avenue SW,
¥ the: intersection improvements to the TCH and municipal rosd 10 Street SW,
. any controlled access points to the TOH afiecied by the Works; and,
(&) & plan for storm water management within the Lands, ta the Ministry's standards and requirements, and approved by the
Iinistry; and,
(e} The owner delivers Lo the Menlstry the requited bonding to construct the ["Works™) Lo the satisfaction of the Mindstry,
. Page 5. ivem 3 (a): delete
s Page§, item e includa Provindal Public Highway Permit Applization
. Page 6. ivern 5, not apply, the Ministry must execute and deliver to the Owner a discharge, in fegistrable form, at the
owners expense, of ..
Page &, Item 5 (a) & (B) include to the satisfaction of the Ministry
PFage 7, item [c] | don't belkeve is nepded as we've deleted Page 5, item 3 {a)
Fage 7. item d- include in the addiess, 850¢ 16" Street NE
Page B, iterm K: not sure haw to comment, plense see the note below regarding pending litigation
Page & include signatuie block
Page O there is only one covenant
Schedule A delete

Furtharmons, we note that there is & panding litigation on ttle and we have been advited it s not feasible 1o regicter any further
eowenants on tiths whils thic document i on title. W have concarng with how thic document sfiscts the propoied no build
ctwenant. This Minzstry will not be signing the 4™ readsng of the bylow until we've received receipt that the sublect no bulld
covenant iy registered on titie.

g we haye recently recaivd i reviged covenant thes moming, thesé comments may be subgedct To changs. | will révesw the s
revised covenant and provide comiments as 30010 @ posaible.

Please feel free to contact me to divcus the sbove recommendations.

Tara Wwight

Dirsdric | Doarwalagermil TecPiulian

Srinley ol Trs s e bl

Ban ma mm BC. V1E aG1

P IS0-833-3374

Fac 280-833-3380

Diavbdcgenaent Apetvi webth: Nttt I G b, A SH OO AL Aseaialh home.

Frem: AlLee@smaricentres.com [malita:ALeefismartcentres.com]
Sent: Friday, December 10, 2010 9:20 AM
Tu:WLTmTRAMEPTm Murray M TRAN:EX
Cc: nhildebrand@smartoentres.com; JYap@smartcentres,com; EYIF@mocarthy.ca
Subject: RE: Smart Cénters réquirements prior to 4th reading - No Build Covenant

Tara,

Please find attached a draft copy of & no-baild covenant from our lawyers.
"
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As discussed, the basis for this documeant is the same no-build covenant that we
are using for the City edited to be specific to MOTI,

Please advise H acceptable and we can start o finalize for signatures today.
SmanCentres

(7 1a) P.Ei | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone. 604-448-8112 exi 18 | Fax: B04-448-8114
| #201-11120 Horseshos Way, Richmond, BC, WTA 5HT |

Thea rwdsade o Smeegded f e sE@waire ©ouy SN ameped & defderte Afamaten Ay oattecded Biniilere @ By fretudiid I yue e

e Wi e o ety e ftfy o e abe o Pl e mep e s cdeeisl dbeaidd Fmise e Syete Pe orpes’ cwcgs Thael
Plaass conuser the snironmest Bekare prning e g-mad A SVP Te meant £ eourrial
~Kmight, Tar TRAN-EX™
= Tors Kreghtfigo be car
TR0 0231 P
Te «<ALssi@umancenten.coms

of “Trwwor W« s.22 cnhidebrand @ ancentes Com. “Dowy Paiermant” < paementuaironpm oae,
T, it | meenss, <uwvs. ) omengpe oe £a, “Morre. Daney O TRANEX" «Danny Mams@ooy b oo, "Tekans,
Mty B TRAN EX" clbarsy Tehsssffigee be cos “Wine Giant M TRAN EXT «Grast inane@gov be cas, “Geant Shawn
D TRAN EX™ <Shawn. Gram ooy Bt car

Sciysecl FE Sear! Carbars racy frcs 1 dth raading

HI Alan,
Thank you for your below email requesting darification.
This Ministry only reguires a no build covenant be registersd to all thie tithes pricr to signing the 4™ reading bylaw.

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvements (or cost estimate] a3 8 requinement to
refease the no build covenant.

Please be agvised that i onder for this Mintstry 1o releass the no build covenant we will ensure the following, but not limited to, is
completed to the satislaction of this Ministry:

L] Al progerties are comsolidated into one propefty

. Site Plan of proposed development showing bullding locations, raffic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development stoom drainage, sic.

. Road improvements (is. Trans Canada Highway, 30 Straet SW, 10™ Avenue SW and the municipsl road through the
property] to accommondate the additional tratfic generated by the proposed development to be dedicated, desdgned B constructed
inchuding but not imited L road works, drainage works, utiity relocation, ete,

- Froperty owners affected by the road improvementis are made aware of the approved design drawings

15
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Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

AMeustry of Transportanen and Intastictore

Box 100, Saknon A, BG. VIE 461

Ph, 2608333374

Fac 260.833.3380

Deveicoment Acorovals websne: D wwe ooy £ CaDeaveement Ageroyainhome m

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres,com)
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Ca s.22 nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email below and MOT's timely review.

To be clear, my undarstanding of tha amail below is that once we reviss the

cost estimate as acceptable to the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,

MOT will proceed with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The other details noted
Isubsequently.

will be worked on concurrently,
Can you please confim?
SmanCentres
Alun Lea P Eng . MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone 804-348-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 804-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |
This messape it rmeadey A the sckimTIRe # May CONEM S ieget & (oridenty wiormeton Asy mesthineged Serioese 2 ey pasddet |l you Meve
PORVeY I PRAA0S ety DiRase MatPy uf sewadattly 55 1P e Ty COPRST AU NN eSO PRaie Nes Selete e 200NN Mertade TRAM o

Feass conuer Ihe smyronment Defare ponang e »mad ﬁ svpe

“Kght, Tara TRANEX™ <Tara Knighiigov.be ca>

12002010 08:43 AM

To <ALee@vmancentres com>
o< "Coroy Pax

L

Sutyect! Semart Canders regureenants prar s 4ih resding
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Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings, reports
etc included in your Dec 3 emall and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require a cost
estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermore, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road dedication
is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic created by the
change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tars Npight
District Development Techmcian

Mavaty of Tramtporiaion sod Inddalnuchan
Do 100 Talmon Arm. BE. VIE 451
Pn 200838350

Fax 2508333380

oo Appéovale weddH
Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings

o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes - Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The SB to WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design vehicle
(WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can occur during highway red
phase), however movement should be initiated from the S8 through/right lane.

o 30" Street intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between highway
shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Street Narth - No information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1) and
set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant (service
road continuity beyond the site).

”
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o No details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity beyond
the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to accommodate design
vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown.
o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).
o Mid-Block (Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively discourage

left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) - Entrance throat width and honzontal curve not wide enough to
accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

[ East RONA Access - To be closed; access via 10™ to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection — WA to SB lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB820 (cuts
across side road stop bar); need to address.

. Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings — not provided.
. Geotechnical Report
] The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat praliminary, providing limited information and

no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared by
Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and SGSB depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to apply a
300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75Smm layer).

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans, Since there were no typical
or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings which indicate
widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

() The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

[ Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts yet
to be identified and addressed.

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb, gutter

and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent lands due to
open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either adequate ditches
or enclosed drainage system.

18
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. Utllity Relocation Strategy - The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the detalled
design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?
) Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1to be

relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

- The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

- Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without
full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate raview.

Cost Estimate Review - The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only., Due to limited
design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed quantities and
cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging Sm per side), total excavation volumes in the order of
8,000¢m; s.21

o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material - based on cross sectional

assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed; s.21
s.21

. Road base

o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,

including 450mm SGSB (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SGSB & CBC combined; s.21

s.21
B Pavement
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.

19
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o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full width
top lift overlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top lift.

s.21
. Drainage
) Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited — highway drainage requirements have not been
finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times; . s.21
s.21
) Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher; s.21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate — s.21
s.21
o Traffic control - see below.
. Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) — expect
s.21
° s.21
. General cost items missing s.21 - includes the following.
o Mobilization s.21
o Quality management s.21
[} Traffic management s.21
o Construction supervision s.21
o Contingency s.21
o s.21
Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer

Ministry of Transportabion, Southem intaricr Region
231 - 447 Coumbra Street, Kamioops, B.C. V2C 213
telephone: (250) 3713918

email: Grant Irvined gov.be ca
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[attachment “DOCS-
#9904856-vdoc-MOTI_No_Build DOC* deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres] [attachment "DOCS-#9904856-
v4-MOT1_No_Build.DOC" deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres)
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This e-mall may contain information that is privileged, confidentlal and/or exempt from
disclosurs.

No walver whatsoever is intended by sending this e-mail which L3 intended only for the
named reciplient(a).

Unauthorized use, dissemination or copying is prohibited. If you receive this email in
error, please notify

the sender and destroy all copies of this e-mail. Our privacy policy is available at
wwu.mocarthy.ca .

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Secunity System.
For morc information please visit hitp://www.messagelabs.com/email
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

11:37 AM
Keefe, Gayle B TRAN:EX
From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednaesday, December 15, 2010 9:26 AM
To: ‘ALee@smancentres com’
Cc: ‘Corey Paiement’
Subject: Smart Centres: Require Parmit Application for road works
Hi Alan,

Please fill out and submit a Provinciol Public Highway Permit Application with design plans attached (weblink found in
the signature block below) for the road works on the TCH and the Controlled Accesses for the municipal road through
the subject property.

Please be advised that this Ministry has a Duty to Consult with the First Nations prior to approving the permit and works
commencing. This Ministry requires a certain amount of time to initiate consultation for these highway works.

The sooner you submit the application, the sooner we can initiate our process,
Tara Kpight

g
Box 100 Sawnon Arm. BC. VIE 4G1

Ph 250-833-3374

Fax: 250-833-3360

Deveiop Approvals webside. hitp.//www. th gov.be caDevelopment_Approvalsheme htm
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Pages 123 through 127 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

This muszage @ wiercied b (he actiiprine § mey conize pridegad & (edderdis) nlamatun Ary (matberged #rriisoe & sy protdied I jou ke
TECHVPY ITET TWITIOE M TR DASLE MEDV) iD) PTmETAy 30 [T Wl MUy TIVEC? (4F AT MEOONTI FRELR MAr 22wt e IO mELIIAQe Thav 0w

Prease conuder the environment Detore protng e e-mad A sve o Bt Senprioner ce coumet

“Qrant, Shawn O TRAN.EX™ <Shawn Orant@gov be.ca> To “Trevor Wand" « s.21 “Irvine. Grant M TRAN EX*
«Geant Ininefgov be ca»
11102010 03 58 PM or “Parken, Norm E TRAN EX® «Norm ParkesBgov be ca>. "Tekane, Murray M

Trevor,
It appears we hava come 10 an "concaptual” agreement about the accesses between 107 and 30™. Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated nto your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through lane?

| am concerned about the following;

. What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, spedfically:

o Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

o Consolidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Only/Hoted access

o Will the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane can
safely be dropped?

- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Signing and
Paverment Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length s based on a 50:1 taper ratio {3.6m lane = taper of 180m) ~ Figure 7.38 of the
manual; BC TAC doss not have this tapsr defined in any of the typical layouts

©  How does this affect the length of the €8 thru lane Le. position of the taper so thit there are nO Major access points within it?

Based on the recently discussed, Interim access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second 8 through tane on the TCH?

In addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design details Le. length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths 3t 30 and 107

Shawn
From: Trevor Ward [mailto s.21
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM
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To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; "Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; "Mark + 'Nathan

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

is

Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation s that we extend
the paralie! EB lanes a further 70 metres east 3o that the merge point beging opposite the east property line of the SmartCentres
property. This means that all of the et turn movemants into the development tite will occur bafore the taper and the 60 km/h 680
m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west access. There is still one access in the taper (to the transmission property) but that is
at the beginning of it Please let me know your response to this proposal

Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Irvine@gov.bc.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merio; Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summaey provided in Tuesday, Novermber 16, 2010 email does reflect what was discussed.

Refarence Item 5; agree propased scenaria actunlly improves accasaibllity to Rona, even If the Rona East access Is closed. Signage
alone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The sketch shows
ralsed median from point ‘&* to the east, allowing approximately 60m for WH vehicles (destined to Rona west access) Lo
decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be any shorter.

Reference commaent regarding length/location of EB merge point; the 300m réquicemant is noted (per queuing pecspactive). We
continue to have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown grven turning movements also occurring in this vicinity (E8
LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB AT into fona West). Need to address these concerns.

Engineer
of Transportation, Southem Interior Region
231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 213

telephone: (250) 371-3818
email: Grant Irvine@gov.be ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailto s.22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yestarday, trying to make things as clear as possible -
please find it attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had last night and that is that the Rona east access could be left a3 is and "Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at the
7
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end of the centre median (which ends on the east side of the access or could be extended past it} facing WB traffic and at the exit.
That will reduce the impact on Rona,
Trevor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto s.22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX'; 'Rob Niewenhulzen'; 'Corey
Paiement’; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; "ALee@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To make
sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed om

1. We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to align the west Rona access and the west Travelodge access opposite
cach other 1o avold the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then be all movements. Our original assessment of this
improvement anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches ~ we will see what can be done.

2. Itappears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge #ast access also serves Joey’s. After our conferance call with
you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's s located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) = as | suspected based on a study of
the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/Joey’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway
connection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there |s 20+ matres of highway r-o-w here,

3. This new deiveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's bullding to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) ~ this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at Joey's!! The carwash would retain
thelr existing access on the highway as right-in/right-out mavements anly and make left turns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, singe this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken,
that it has a Ministry access permit which gives notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

4. The median shown a5 3 painted median in my sketch will be 3 raised median, at least from point 7 sast to the protected T, a¢
referenced in your notes Shawn, 10 nforce the right-in/rght-out at the carwath and the residential property 10 the east (Lot S Plan
3992),

5. Atthe same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed! Shawn — there |s going to have to be 4 joint
Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction Is that they will simply say “No!” Then what? (For the record,
when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway s a result of the new
SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knocking!) The big advantage to
this idea = and hopetully the selling point - is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles can sit
with some protection while waiting to make their left turn — at the moment they make the left turn out of the westbound through
fane on the highway. This will be an almost full standard left turn lane. If the 2WLTL 1s extended any further east as you have
contemplated, this quality left tuen featurs would be complately lost. Remamber that Rona still has full access via the "Frontage
Road” across the front of Canadian Tire.

6. Left turn movemnents will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB tratfic off the highway = left turn exit
movemants from this access/road will be peohibitad with a half delta ivand. At thars it to be an advance grean for the EB left turn
at 30 Streer, only » small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will uze this access and this should allow the WBLT
movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side 1o also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily,

7.  The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving as the east access to SmartCentres and their access on the
highway will be cloted. With thes, Neptune has good access to their property from both the aast and west, The new SmarntCentres
east access will have 3 raised median s0 that access 10 Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-in/right-out - because of its
close proximity to the highway. All exsts from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the
signale at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCentres balieves that Neptune witl
cooperate with this concept,

8 The raised island for the WE left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize the
]
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storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the ZWLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected T that accommodates 3 WB-20 making the 180 degres E6 TCH to WB
Frontage Road tuen as well as the 150 degree W8 10 Avenue to €8 TCH tum

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes £8 sast of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended theough to 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discusted and agread on, Please let me know ASAP If thare are to be any changes as
we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trevar Ward document — this
was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Carey Palement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
1 am not sure if you have been given any of these proposed concepts régarding the accessas on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches [ pg files),

We have had a chance to review this concent and have "tweaked” it a bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below;

. Protacted tee dimensions do represent BCS Gulde for 80km/h.

. Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern. This may be workable with some driveway
changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL 2one. Suggest following:

#  move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona wast,

# close Travel Lodge east access and mave same to east property boundary (possibly combine with loey’s),

#  raised median in the hatched area from point 2° (or pont just west of Rona east dccess) 10 the protected tee (end treatment Lo
be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than shown,

- an alternative to the above (possibly more favourable to the City) would be 1o extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow EB
LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining ot least 4.0m TWLTL
width to that point; this would require closures of the exsting Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential head.to-
head conflicts within this zone.

. Access to Neptune 1o be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an access within the WB AT lane).
. {not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted 1o right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at this
end of the TWLTL

. Shortened raised Island approaching the 30" Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant shauld confirm
length needed for left turns

Additional iterns that still require attention:

*  Extension of Highway E8 through lane between 30™ and 10™ to be addressed

. Geometrics at 10™ related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

- Smart Contres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earliest convenience — please pass this on 1o
others at the City that | may have forgotten,

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
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Senk: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAM:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRANEX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skatch

Shawn and Grant,
Altached are the skeiches lrom Trever Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Cenire acomss.
We asked lor these to clarily whal was being proposed.

Please look ai in Bght of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access to the travel lodge is still tight.
| wasn't aware of the multiple accessas for Rona, are the proposing 1o closa ona and use the ofhar. There is still an
issue with tha mid block "T” isn't thera?

Please b i know whan we can gscuss your Comiments.

Tius mesaage » miended only lor e use of e rdesrduals in wham § i sddreseed and may conisen confidenial mlemason  Any neviesy, dnsemenaion,
EADYR]. MANNAG OF SEREE UL & 100 8-l By DAFLST & ERERAS SR AN T ISR AARE ik B LA o Il MENARYE N 8T DaIE
TONERCH T wender eTemesdialely wnd debete S maberisd fom your compuder and spsteT

From: ALesgesmartcentres, com [maiito:ALssfsmartcantras.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Ce: nhildebrand@smarteentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Morm, Murray,

Further 1o our conversation yesterday, please se¢ attached skelch and
some furher analysis from TrevodEBA

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
please feel free 10 call Trevor directly oF we are happy 0 sel up & conference call
with him also.

Thanks.
man

| ®201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmaond, BC, VTA SHT |

1 P TEEQE i SieScied B i sddeaiie. © iy COAtEn DeTerieg OF DoRce T ot mahon dry atduMored SEonere @ TSy ik I pou hees
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erand s ~matege oo plmase 2t/ o4 r—adale)) bz ma) ke ey cores! s cwel tuonts Flasse Swe dulefe e sepms ~wisage Thah je

PUBse LIANDN N ENrInmant Detare PRABNg tha -3l é svp ] Svant Tomprimes o coumal

— Forwarted by Alan Les BmanCsetres un 1100201009 48 AM —

“Trevor Warg™ s.22

To ~ALse@rmaricertres come
5 “Marx Merig™ <mmario@esa ca>. “Hyan Stotes”™ <nicheseda ca>
Subyect Babman Asm TOH DWLTL Concept Skatch

11082010 0010 PV

Alan:
As requested, | have "sketched™ up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my memo, |
have scanned it in two parts so you should be able to see the whole plan with these two,

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes - Distance ‘A’ in the
Ministry's Figure 710.0.1 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10 Avenue
actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for the weave -
90 metres,

Because of this, | have also increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access - It is shown as 30
metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it s effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West access.

Note that the location marked ‘W' on the protected “T' is what | consider the key pivotal point — we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the 180
degree “U' turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried to provide as much detail as possible o trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me at
s.22 if he has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This cmail bas been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sccunity System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hup.//www, messagelabs com/email
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

11:41 AM
Keefe, Gayle B TRAN:EX
From: Knight, Tara TRAN.EX
Sent: Friday, Decamber 17, 2010 9:31 AM
To: ‘ALee@smarntcentres.com’
Subject: RE: Sman Centres: no build covenant - proof of registration
Alan,

The signed bylaw will be delivered to the City today

Tara Knight

Dwinct Devercpment Techmician
Miniatry of Tranagortasan and Infastiuisure
s 100 Satnon A, BC. VIE 400

o 2800-833-2074

Far 2558332

De A -

» i

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2010 4:46 PM

To: Turner, Dave TRAN:EX

Cc: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com; JYap@smartcentres.com;

EYIP@mccarthy.ca
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: no build covenant - proof of registration

Dave,

Further 10 our conversation, | understand that the no busld covenant registration locks

in order and thal you have approved the 4th reading bylaw. | undarstand the next steps

are that you will be providing the document to Danny Morris who will deliver that to Tara Knight
who will in tum makes copies for us and deliver the original to the City

Thank you for the quick tumaround.
SmanCentres
Algn Lee P Eng  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5HT |

iz Me22800 it MenSed f 1N aSwides £ May CONMMA AOvieged OF LAY P mahon A%y UAeUNOrted Se0i0dure it STRT) Sohibied If you Aeve
POMVEY s L0 M oS Dmase Mafy L3 el ey 86 0 we Mgy SOl B Al RGO Fesie Nes Geiete he oG metiage Thew O

Flesse conuder the srvronment before profing e e-mad A 5V P coredeies fenmwonnerment svant @rmpnmer ce coumed

e Forwwrdod by Alan Lee SmartContres on 1216701004 43 P —

Alan LeeSmanCantres To Down Turnas, Tars Kright
s Norm Pakes@gov bo ca. nhidebrand §emancentres com
12182010 04 32 PN Jutgect Fw. Smart Centres: no bulkd - proof uf
Dave, Tara,
i
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Further 1o my phone message and our conversation,

piease see attached title confirming the no-build is registered.

If @verything looks in order, we 0ok forward 10 saeing MOT approval
of the 4th reading bytaw referall

Pleasa let me know if you have any questions. Thanks.

[attachment "SALMON ARM TITLE pdf® deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres) [attachment *12 FILED
$219_Covenant_(MOTI_No_Build) POF" deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres)
SmuriCentres
Al Lea P Eog. MEA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone. 604-3448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 804-448-0114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 6H7 |

Ay resanpe i Nia~dvd A 100 adiessse T may o en prodeged U arBdenied Wamaton Ary wradcded 3ctabae 4 ANCE) pratBNE I you Nece
WTeawd T TETEIQE 4 eerTT Dt matdy Lg e ety 80 (T we a) TOTET? S0 e el reconay Fwere hea delele e erpme metrage Thams e
Pleare CONuEN INe eNvironmant Btane HNNKNG B &-mad é syP ] avant o €4 Coum

e ¥ OOmarden Dy Alan LaaSmactCantras 60 121062010 04 27 PM e

Alsn LeniSmartContras To Dave Turner, Tera Knight

22 Norm Panes@oov be ca rnidetrandGemancentres com
12162010 11:56 AM Subgect Fav Smart Camives. mo bulld coverant status
Dave, Tara,

| wanted 1o update you as 1o the registration status of the ne-build.

Per our lawyer's email below, the no-build was submitted 10 LTO for registration yesterday.
From our discussions with LTO staff this moming, they have indicated that the registration will
happen late Friday but haven't been able to confirm a time.

| understand that Dave Is off on Friday but will come into the office to approve the 4th reading bylaw

once we provide Tarm with confirmation of ragistration of the no-bulld. As we are not certain as 1o how
late registration may happen on Friday, given all the work that everyone has put into this, and since

the Special City Council Meeting is scheduled for earty Monday morming Dec 20, we wanted 1o

ensure logistically that there will be a signatory available for the dth reading bylaw once we do provide
confirmation of registration as well as someone availabie late in the day 10 send out that signed 4th reading
bylaw.

To holp streamling this process, is it possible for Dave 1o sign the 4th reading bylaw this afternoon and
provide it to Tara or someone else within MOT intemally to hold onto? As the document would be in MOT
posusslonmwcommmon we belleve this wouldn't pose any risk to MOT. Once we provide
no-build registration confirmation tomorrow, then the 4th reading bylaw can then be forwarded lo
ourselves and the City.

Please advise o this sounds workable?

SmariCentres
Alan Lee P Eng. MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-91120:« 19 | Fax: 604.448-0114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC. V7A 5H7 |

" 1 TWEARGe 5 TR T "v BILVLEPE T Uy SRNET PR awged O corioes ’ Laa 4o o A". WRTETINE DELNE R 1§ BTy el T o Neve
woervey Pus mestage o errer, jrasse radlfy wa -~-~cs.'4 y A% 158 we ay corveed sur intecnal rectods. Flease hen dtiele e pogeel meassage Thash yeu

PIoase S0ONDIC e SMIPONMAT BT PINtng ™Ne &-mad é SV P Co0ndered NemvirsAnement Svant @umpnmer Cn Soumet
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= Focwerdes Dy Al LeeSmanCermes on 13102010 10 47 AM —-

“YVip, ERzabeth” <eywimccarihy.ca> To *Tuner, Dave TRANEX «Dave Tumer@goy be co>. Knight. Tars TRAN X7
“Tara KngmGoow be cav
12152010 05:40 PN [ com™ «ALoa@smancetres coms *JYap@umancerires com’
<Y coms. "N ags com™
G comn»

Sutyect RE: Sman Contres COMMENTS oA MOVISAE HO Busld Covenant

Dave and Tars,
A copy of the covenant with registration particulars is attached for your reference.

Regards,
Elizabeth

From: Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX [mailto:Dave. Turner@gov.bc.ca)
Sent: Wednesday, December, 15, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Yip, Elizabeth

Cc: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: RE: Smart Centres; comments on revised no build covenant

With attachment this time

From: Yip, Elizabeth [mailto:eyip@mccarthy.ca)
Sent: Wednesday, 15, 2010 9:36 AM
To: Tumner, Dave TRAN:EX

Cc: 'Alee@smartcentres.com’; ‘JYap@smartcentres.com'

Subject: RE: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

Dave,

As discussed, | attach the MOTI covenant in electronic form. The only difference from the document you signed
previously |s that the 151 3 pagas are different. The rest of the documant is Identical, You and your commissionar sign on
PO 2 just like you'd normally do. When you've signed, please return to me by PDF or fax, and mail me the original If you
have any questions, please call,

ety =,

T 0040437108
Foo04-022-5090
Emal gypQerscadty o4
McCanhy Teraus UUP
Site 1300 777 Duramass Stuet
PO Bas 10424 Pociic Comite
Vasdsuwe BCVTY 162
e metaninty c8

PLEASE. *ura uf Bwe wrveronmentt bebry predng Pve mescage
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From: Alee@smartcentres.com [mallto:ALes@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December, 15, 2010 8:07 AM

To: Yip, Elizabeth

Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

SmanCentres
Agn L P Eng . MEA | Director, Enginesing - Western Region | Phone: 804-848-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 804-448-9114
[ 220111120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, WTA 5HT |

Ifon reasge 4 nispwedd b (Pe sdswcise 7 mEy conlem pceEen O oer S’ miormahan Ay wmsulPEred dasimue 4 Pty ornfibeed 17 poe fae
P T mwragE T pleane iy 1 r—whately 12 S e Mg SR s e rpra Pease Sue dviete o ompes —wazage Thams o

sl Lansder T ERaronrasl Batars pRatng M e-mad ﬁ BV firsediiad Fefvirphname g bt Frmpirds Gd Ceuirai

= Farwgrded By Asn Les EmerCareey on 137187010 OB G7 A4 -

“Turmer, Dave TRAN-EX™
Davwe Turier figoy I ca®
To “ALstismancentnes com™ dALesSumanconm come “Hagh. Tars TRANEN" «Tam Knight@oov. be car

IARDEI0 0748 AL o “Purip, Mo € TRAN EX" <Morm Parbrsiiger.be o>, “nnidesrans {femancemnes gom™

anhidateanafemanicantias cone "M Danny 0 TRANEX® sDassy Moriiglosy be cae “Wistman, Jaff TRAN Ex°

< W iaman@pe o ca

M FEE: Sman Cantrel COMMMNTE O MlviBha N Bld covenant

Hi Alan

Here s o copy of the Covenant endodied thes morning. 1t had aleo be faoed to your office. Tara will bé in towch with you regarding
st steps, Thank you

Regards,

Dave Turner

From: ALeefismartcentres.com [mailto:ALseitsmartcentres.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2010 3:58 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tumner, Dave TRAN:EX

Ce: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

Importance: High

Tara, Dave,
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Can you please advise regarding status of execution of the no-build covenant?

As we have discussed over the past many days. and per my messages this
afemaoon the no-build has to ba submitiad to LTO today in orgar 1o have any chance
at registration by Friday to maintain the special Salmon Arm Council Mesting which
has been scheduled for 4th reading of our reconing bylaw on Monday Dec 20,

W have been desperataly trying to contact you 10 see if there is anything we can do 10 help
ensurg execution of this documeant today!

Smancentres
Alpn Lee P Eng  MBA | Director, Englnsaring - Western Region | Phone: B04-448-9112 ext 10 | Fax: 804-448-0114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

Tiog rmgaage o siEil b e skdwars & may oontes psiaged o porfchrtel rdamalyn Ay gt dacipry g
WeEw P TR NRBGH T ETET SR ST (I e e R PSR LT T AR ERE Man s 1he
Fliarien Camisder [ snvirshrant Balons profng B e-mad ﬁ sVe ik T swnl e o L
il et Bry Mhan Lo BrnariCanites o 137147010 03 58 P —-
“¥ip, Elzabeth™
“eyipmocarthy cax
13143010 0147 Pl

Ta "Alssmanicentes com” <Al ssffumancanmres come Rragne Tars TRAN EX° sTars Rrghiiioss b2 oar
“haray Tekaroflgor e ca® <hurray Telanoigor b cas
e "I apfiumancenies com” <Y R umanrantes come
Euhjeri HE F% Sl COmmes Emmaris 50 fassd ng Suld evanees

Tara,

Further to Alan's emad below, I've ncorporated your comments below except for your request to add the Transferee to
page 3. This I§ not nacessary as the Transferes is already on page 1,

Regards,
Elzabeth
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From: AlLes{fsmaricentres.com [mailto: ALee@smartcentres.com)

Sent: Tuesday, December, 14, 2010 10:38 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Murray. Tekanoi@gov.bc.ca

Cc: Yip, Elizabeth; JYap@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: FW: Smart Cantres: comments on révised no build covenant

Tara,

Per my phone message, with regards 1o deleting Schedule A and Schedule B
5 listing the location of the proposed works, Eizabeth has made a good point
that jirst listing the works themsehves withoul a drawing makes this 10 opan
and discounts all the work we have done o come fo the functional design we
currantly have.

Wia are looking for profecton thal the requined works ane not going 1o have wholesale
changes and we understand thal MOT is looking for protection that there is fexibility
within the agreement 10 account for changes that may still happen (o the functionalfdetailed

design.

On that basis, Elizabeih is proposing to inclede the schedules and the text shing the location
af the proposed works and add some wording 1o allow for flexibiity on both.

She will prondde you with samething very shortly including your resdsions below
on well as the points above. THanks
SmanCentres
Alon L P Ena., MEA | Director, Enginesring - Western Region | Phone: 604-248-6112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-5114
[ #201-11120 Horseshos Way, Richmond, BE, VTA 5HT |

TR rrhiags o Sharchr % (R schi-wisrs T ouby coilae g § Aodyitil Wil Ay wrdultnrdwd diisinierd 4 Py pratdued I e feve
rre W Y mETERPE M T paeam sy ) PRy B (R e B PRRT B el prrnrn Ewrie e mripde tp e meriage Pepms

Puath Conudi N $NeArenmant Balans HONhng Bl s=mad ﬁ S P conmdenit Mrvrahnemant avant Swmpnmar 0 doumisl

“Kigh, Tars TRAN-EX™ «Tars Knightiges. be cas

TTAIE0 08 59 A

Ta cALssffemancenires come
=
Bityerl FYW Sman Cenires commaniy on fevissd na bule oovenant
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Hi Alan,

The following recommendations | made yesterday didn't make it into the attached document:
(note: | am referring to document no. “DOCS-9904856 wd-<OTI_No_Buld DOC")

s Page 1, item 6 indude civic address 850¢ 16 Street NE and the postal code needs corrected to VIE 454

. Page 3: add Transferes, Har majesty the queen in right of the province of British Columbia, representad by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC. VIE 454

. Page 4: MQOTI shall be replaced with Tranferee’ and use throughout the document

. Page 4: add as an item (E) The owner proposes to develop the Lands.

o Pages, item 1 (a). MoT has not given final approval for the Schedule A plan, therefore, delete ‘all as shown on the sketch
plan attached hereto as Schedule A’

. Page S, item 1 (a): add as an additional item The Transferor has completed the road dedication required to complete the
Works to the satisfaction of the Transferee '

Page S, item 1 (a): add as an additional item * the intersection improvements to the TCH and municipal road 10™ Street SW',
Page 5, item 1 (a) (vi): delete this condition as the detailed plan has not been approved by this Ministry

Page 6, item 2 (a): delete

Page 6, item ¢ Include Provincial Public Highway Permit Application’

Page 7, item d: include In the address, 850c 16" Street NE and the postal code needs corrected to V1E 454
Schedule A delats

Schedule §: delote

Please make the required changes and send back to me.

Mhnigery 13 Iney
Box 109, Sevmon A, BC. VIE 461
PN230033- 334

Fae 25083333380

DR 8 go BS SaDeveaement Aseravais hame hm

From: Yip, Elizabeth [mailto:eyip@mccarthy.ca)
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 9:10 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Ce: ; ap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: RE: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

Tara,

| am the axternal counsal for SmanCentres. | have INCorporated your commants in the attached draft. Your only
comment that I've trouble is that you ask that
add section 1(d) all Works to be completed to the satisfaction of the Ministry. | can't agree 1o this comment since if this is the
case, my client can® start building until the highway works are constructed. I've changad this S0 our client can star

7
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bUIlging after entering INto @ Servicing agreement with you.

If in order, please axecute the clean copy and retum a copy 10 me by email and mail  If you have further commants,
please advise. We are aiming to fils the package tomorrow morming

FEFRTHY e

T AT

F 804627 5058

Fmat gyp@mccanty c3

Tetraull LLP

Sate 1300, 777 Dunymoar Stmet
O Bow 15804, Pecse Comtrn
Vaocoover BC V7Y 12

W MGCEIY 53

PLEASE. mure of S anvironment Cetors proong TV Messige

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Monday, December, 13, 2010 2:34 PM

To: Yip, Eiizabeth; JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

FYI, some further MOTI comments
SmanCentres

Aln Lo P Eng. MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448.-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |

TA3 23800 '3 FRARINT 4 120 S5 RIPOe # by SSNTAN 2% OV 07 2orAdM Y PRIMEteA Aby UPARIERed S3CI2800 13 35Ty proibted P oy Mawe
PRCmad] BT MALEADE 7 TN DhRREE ARy Lt ImEadattly 58 NC e My COmRc? Our inheal redand Fledie thee dainte e Srpne’ mertage Thank you

Plaase conwder e emvronmert Defore preeng s e-mad A svP avant o8 courisd

v Fotmaetod by Alan LaaSmantCantras o0 12132010 0232 PM e

“Kright, Tars TRAN EX™ <Tars Knight@gov e ca>

12132010 0234 PM
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To <ALee@wnancentres com>
33
Sctyect Smart Centres comments on revised no buld covenant

Wi Alan,

Thank you for your beiow emall. We spoke briefly on Friday and | had indicated | had a quick look at the proposed covenant and
identified a few Items (we need (1) road improvements to be dedicated, designed & constructed and (2) we have no autharity over
building occupancy), however, | would send my complete review on Monday.

1 have reviewed the attached no build covenant and further to my email sent today at 11:33am (attached) all those comments
remain valid induding the following corrections:

- Page 2: signature block for the Ministry - not required although it can be there

. Page 4 when naming the parties (U usually more clearty shows who are the Transferors and Transferees or Covanentors and
Covanentees

. Page 4 first line in bokd = thic can remain if you want

- Page 5 & 6: titles/headings ~ these can remain i you want

- Page S, item 1 (a); as per my previous email, plus add (vii) the internal municipal road through the Lands

. Page 5, itemn 1 (c): as per my previous email instead of bonding replace with 'lrrevocable Letter of Credit’

- Page 5: add section 1{d) all Works to be compieted 10 the satisfaction of the Ministry

. Page 6, itern 5 {a) & (B) include to the satisfaction of the Ministry = not reguired

11 you hirve any questions, please contact e,

Morisary oo ond |

Boe 100 Semon Arm BC. VIE 4GY

P 250-030-3074

Fas 250-833-2300

Deveicoment Aggrovals websfie. Bt Vwwve I Qo b ca Deveivement Agorovaishome Mm

From: AlLeefismartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 9:35 AM
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To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Cc: JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres,com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading - No Build Covenant revl

Tara,

As requested | have asked our lawyer to revise Clause 1 and 2 under the Grant section
1o incorporate the items you wanted addressed. Specifically, the no bulld is in effect until
there is an accepled design, dedication, and Letter of Cradit posted for Hwy 1 batween

30th St and 10th Ave. For the internal frontage road, the no build is in effect until there is
an accepted design as it refates 1o its functionality with Hwy 1.

Please let me know if you have any further comments,

SmarCentres

Alan Leo P Eng  MEA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC. V7A 5HT |

This Mwssege & NMeoded for INe SX2WEEee © Mgy CONTEN STy ONPIT OF CONFGurnd’ HAIMEoRN Aty Ve ed FEO0GWY /2 SNy StDied If jou Neve
ROt PN TRAAIGE 7 eTis et NPy od WO ) 55 PNAT we ey SOl S IR eS e FRease e Jelete the sl MeLiage Thans pes

Pigase congder the environment bolurs prnang s @ ~ad * SV P corprieres Temnupnnement ssant fwmprreer co covmed

e FOrwarged by Alan Lee SmanCeraws on 12132010 0830 AM ~—-
Alan LeeSmartCentres.

12102010 0920 AM

To “MWnight. Tara TRAN EX® «Tara Knight@gow be s3>, Musrsy Tokans
o nhidelvand fsmancenties tom, Jeone Yap, EYIPimecathy ca
B . Semart Conters reg prioe 10 41 reading - No Bl CovenantLINk

10
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Tara,

Plaase find attachead a draft copy of @ no-build covenant from our lawyers.
As discussed, the basis for this document is the same no-build covenant that we
are using for the City edied to be specific to MOTI.

Please advise if acceptable and we can stan 1o finalize for signatures today.

[attachment "MOT] NO BUld .DOC” deleted by Alan Les'SmartCentres] [attachment "Schedule A - V3120107 1-LN-
12_Concapt Plan par deleted by Alan Lea/SmanCenires]

SmarCentres
Almn Les P Eng | MEBA | Director, Engineaning - Western Region | Phone; 604-348-9112 ext 19 | Fax: B04-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoa Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

Thie *msaape & Faeviegd e 1ne iy e map mRniE= prodegpesd pe reefgiyangl larngtnn bey wmauthreged SIriEnee o ey pentaaeied 1 v Al
BT Pl P LA P TR Dbl AR ) Ay BT PR el MR SR SLE TR ARSI Pk AR BN TRE Bt TRE LR TR

Fave contiw N enarenmert Defars onnbng P wmad ﬁ 5 VP commoered lemronnermen] svahl denpomes oo courml

“Kmight, Ters TRANEX™
“Tadn Kreghliigo be ca®

ADR010 030 P

‘rndd.nmw

e "Trwwor Ward s.22 snhadeorandinmarmentres come “Corey Paiment” scpmemani@ssimonsm oer
“Tumar, Cave THANEX" wamwuw wumurwwmwuw Tehars
Gty B TRAN EX* ctluriy Tellsred@pow be cas “Srand. Gont M TRAN EX™ <Gl intafgoy be cas, *Geant Shasn
O TRANEX" <Bhawn. Gram@gey o ca>

Sutgeed BE Srendel Cinsbin 18 il geftae &0 &y PmBdng
Hi Alan,
11
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Thank you for your below email requesting clarification.
This Ministry anly requires a no build coversant be registered to all the titles priof to signing the 8" reading bylaw.

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvements (or cast estimate) as a requirement to
release the no bulld covenant,

Plaase be advised that in ocdar for this Ministry to releass the no bulld covenant we will ansura the following, but not limitad to, Is
completad to the satisfaction of this Ministry:

. ANl proparties are contolidated Into one proparty

- Site Plan of proposed development showing building locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development storm drainage, etc.

e Road improvements (ie. Trans Canada Highway, 307 Street SW, 10" Avenue SW and the municipal rood through the
property) 1o accommodate the additional traffic generated by the propased development to be dedicated, designed & constructed
Including but not limited to road works, drainage works, utility relocation, ete.

. Property owners affected by the road improvements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Kpight

Omtret Devstapenant Tochnasan

Mrsstry of Tramap and Inka

Box 100 Sadenon A, BC VIE 4G1

P 290-033-0074

Fax 29504232380

Deveicgenant Az tate DR Cervonth ooy b o Deveisement Asergvalahome bim

From: AlLee@smartcentres.com [mallto;ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Thursday, December 5, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: s.22 nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: xe: smart Lenters requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email below and MOT'S timely review.
To be clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revise the
cost estimate as acceptable to the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The other details noted
will ba worked on concurrently/subsaquantly.
Can you please confirm?

SmancCentres

Alan Lee P £ng_ MEA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-0114
{ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5HT |

s message 4 slacded N e adiesten P muy coctan privimged o cacfidectasl rhsrmatan Asy wadbarted Saclonern i3 sty probdtet ¥ pou hew
oSV ET Nr TaITEPe @ ST peare Moty 5T et atey 80 Med e My DOTRC? our mbeial fecorws Beete e deiete W g’ merage Thank oy

n
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Pleasa cONsM NG oMATONITENE BOTOM DANGNY N4 &-mad A SV P conusece TeAWDANEMT SeBNt TINpOres C8 Courmd

“Keight, Tars TRAN £X™ «Tara Knightgov be cav

12082010 08 .43 AM
To «ALee@rmaricentros com>
¢ "Corey F “<p. g o
Sutpect Bmart Conters requuwments priar tn dth reading
Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings, reports
etc included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments below. Prior to 4™ reading we will require a cost
estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermore, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4™ reading. This covenant is required to ensure road dedication
is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic created by the
change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Knight
Dastrict Geveicpmant Techncian
My of T g Inka

Bas 100 Sakmon Arm. BC. VIE 4G
P 2508333374

Fas 2508333380
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Dwvinpenant Appenvaly websar AIE. w20 0o Lo Deveenment_Asgenyainhome rem

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings

o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes — Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model, Shawn Grant
waorking with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The 5B ta WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design vehicle
(WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can occur during highway red
phase), however movement should be initiated from the S8 through/right lane.

] 30™ Street intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommeodate pedestrians between highway
shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

O 30™ street Morth = No information on the development of 3B approach lanes (to Highway 1) and
set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access 1o properties in the NW quadrant (service
road continuity beyond the site).

o Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity beyond
the site; [concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to accommodate design
vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requiremants al accesses/driveway to remain; not shown.
o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).
o Mid-Block (Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively discourage

left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) — Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough to
accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access = To be closed; access via 10" to be resolved,

o Protected Tee Intersection — WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20 (cuts

across side road stop bar): need to address.

. Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.

. Geotechnical Report

14

Page129
TRA-2011-00071

e-mails Page 588



o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information and
no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared by
Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30™ Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and SGSB depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities), Also, Ministry practice to apply a
300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer),

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no typical
or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings which indicate
widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no sidewalk involved.

- Drainage Strategy - The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts yet
to be identified and addressed.

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb, gutter

and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent lands due to
open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either adequate ditches
or enclosed drainage system,

. Utility Relocation Strategy - The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the detailed
design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to be

relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site {Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

. Concept Drawings
o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without

full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

15
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Cost Estimate Review - The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to limited
design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed guantities and
cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging Sm per side), total excavation volumes in the order of
8,000cm; s.21

(<] There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material — based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed; s.21
s.21
. Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm SGSB (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SGSB & CBC combined; s.21
s.21
. Pavement
) Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full width
top lift overlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top lift.
s.21
. Drainage
o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not been
finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times,; s.21
s.21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher s.21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate - s.21
s.21
o Traffic control - see below.
. Utility relocations

16
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o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main|) relocations (per Ministry policy) - expect
s.21

. s.21

. General cost items missing s.21 - includes the following.

o Maobilization s.21

o Quality management s.21

o Traffic management | s.21

o Construction Supervision s.21

-] Contingancy s.21

. s.21

Grant Irving, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Enginaer

Minisiry of Transportation, Southem inferior Ragion
231 « 447 Colurnbia Street, Kamioops, B C VIC 2T3
telephione: (230) 371-3918

crmail: Grant. Irvineiigov.be.ca

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Sccunty System
For morc information please visit hitp.//www. messagelabs.com/cmail

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System
For more information please visit hitp://www, messagelabs. com/email
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

U Message from Knight, Tars TRAN EX- <Tar Knightg@@gov.be ca> on Mon, 13 Dec 2010 11:32°38 -0800

To: <ALec@smartcentres.com=>
Subject: Comments on proposed no build covenant

Ml Alan,
| have reviewed the attached no bulld covenant and recommend the following amendments:

. Page 1, item 2. We'll need to see a copy of this title & plan. If plan EPPL0328 ks not registered we'll need a copy of Plan
EPP10328 and a letter of undertaking that Plan EPP10328 will be registered concurrently with the subject no buid covenant.
. Page 1, item 6. Her majesty the gueen in right of the province of British Columbla, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, V1E 454 - PLEASE NOTE REVISED POSTAL CODE
. Page Z: signature block for the Ministry
- Page 3: add Transferee, Her majesty the queen in right of the province of British Columbia, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, V1E 458
. Page 4. delete first ine in bold,
at the end of the sentence “This agreement”, . add (15 made)
. when naming the Transferee use (Her majesty the queen in right of the province of Beitish Columbia, represantad by tha
Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454) with the abbreviation of (the
“Ministry™) and throughout the document
add as an item: The owner proposes 1o develop the Lands.
. Page S & 6 delete titles/headings, Grant, Reservations ete.
. Page S, ltam 1: the owner covenants and agreas with the Ministry that the owner shall not, and shall not parmit anyone alss
10, subdivide the fands....across the Lands unti! the following works [*"Waorks”) have been dedicated, designed and constructed to
the satisfaction of the Ministry:
{a)  The owner has received approval from the Ministry of the Works for that portion of the Trans Canada Highway no. 1 (*TCH")
west of the municipal road 30™ Street SW to the municipal road 10™ Street SW inclusive and any controlied access points onto a
Controlled Access Highway as defined in the BC Transportation Act, such as:
I The improvements to the Trans Canada Highway no. 1 ("TCH™),

“ the intersection impeovements to the TCH and municipal road 30™ Street SW,

il tha intersection improvements from the Lands to the TCH,

v the Intersection improvements 1o the TCH and municipai road 10™ Avenue SW,

v the intersaction improvements to the TCH and municipal road 10™ Straet SW,

w. any controlled access points to the TCH affected by the Works; and,
(b) a plan for storm water management within the Lands, to the Ministry's standards and requirements, and approved by the
Ministry; and,
(c) The owner delivers to the Ministry the reguited bonding to construct the {"Works”) to the satisfaction of the Ministry.
. Page S, item 3 (a): delete
e Page b, item c: include Provincial Public Mighway Permit Application
. Page 6, item 5:._not apply, the Ministry must execute and deliver to the Owner a discharge, in registrable form, at the
owners expense, of;, .
Page 6, item 5 {a) & (B) include to the satisfaction of the Ministry
Page 7, item (¢} | don't belleve is needed as we've deleted Page 5, item 3 (a)
Page 7, item d: Include in the address, 850¢ 16™ Street NE
Page B, item K: not sure how to comment, please see the note below regarding pending fitigation
Page 8: Include signature block
Page 9: thera is only one covenant
Schedule A gelete

Furthermore, we note that there Is a pending litigation on title and we have been advisad it i not feasible to register any furthes
covenants on title while this document s on title. We have concerns with haw this document affects the proposad no bulld
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covenant. This Ministry will not be signing the 4" reading of the bylaw until we've received receipt that the subject no build
covenant is registared on title,

As we have recently received a revised covenant this morning, these commaents may be subject to change | will review the new
revised covenant and provide comments as soon as possible.

Please feel free to contact me to discuss the above recommendations,

Mavalry of Tramsporiation o Inhsstructen

Bae 100, Sebmon Arm. BC_VIE 401

Pr 2508333074

Fax 250833330

o Age DR I 0 BS SAREREment_Agaeavalnhome Mm

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Friday, December 10, 2010 9:20 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com; JYap@smartcentres.com; EYIP@mccarthy.ca
Subject: RE: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading - No Build Covenant

Tara,

Please find attached a draft copy of a no-build covenant from our lawyers.

As discussed, the basis for this document is the same no-build covenant that we

are using for the City edited to be specific to MOTI

Please advise if acceptable and we can start to finalize for signatures today
SmanCentres

Alan Lea P Ena  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-8114
|m1-nmmw-y Richmond, BC, V7A 5HT7 |

s messege 13 nfecded Av e adiezsee £ may cortan privieped o confidente/ formatan Ay wradhonced Sackners o sty pratibded ¥ jou Aew
POPVEY TN WEIEIQE ST DRse Patly (8 PReed ety B0 M me ME) COTRCT Bur MIEME OO DY Meeee thee gelete e regne mersage Thank e
Plaass conuder [he snmvironmrest befure preting S emad é sEVP iSotns e @ vt g o couutend
“Knight, Tacs TRAN £X
<Tata Kneghtgov b ca>
120072010 02:31 PV
To <ALee@umancentes. com>
e “Trevor Wars" cam> “Corey P “©p J o
“Tumer, Oave TRAN.EX <Dave Tumer@igov.be ca>, "Morme. Danny O TRAN EX™ «Danny Mora@pov be cav, “Tekaneo,
Murray M TRAN £X* y Teharo@gev e ca>. Wvine, Geant M TRAN EX° «Grast Inine @gov 8¢ 28> “Grant. Shawn
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D TRAN EX" «Shawn Grara@oov be ca>
Satyect RE Smant Conters requemements pror 19 £1h reading

Hi Alan,
Thank you for your below emall requesting clarification.
This Ministry only requires a no build covenant be registered 1o ail the titles prior to signing the 4™ reading bylaw.

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvements [or cast estimate) as a requirement to
release the no build covenant,

Please be advised that in order for this Ministry to release the no build covenant we will ensure the following, but not lmited to, is
completed 10 the satisfaction of this Ministry:

- All properties are comolidated into one property

- Site Plan of proposed development showing bullding locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development storm dranage, et

o Roadimprovements (ie. Trans Canada Highway, 30 Street SW, 10™ Avenue SW and the municipal coad through the
property) 1o accommodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed development to be dedicated, designed & constructed
Inciuding but not limited to road works, drainage works, utility relocation, etc.

. Property owners affected by the road improvements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
Tara Kpight

?&u W Techneian

Don 100, Sekmen foon, BC. VIE 401

P 2608333374

Far 250-833-3380
Devwicpment Appeovaly DR .ge B CaDeresment_Agerpyalshome.him

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: $.22 ; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email below and MOT'S timely review.
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To be clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revise the
cost astimate as accaptable 1o the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will procead with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The othar details noted
will be worked on concurrently/subsequently.

Can you please confim?

SmariCentres
Alan Lee P Eng 1184 | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604.448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5H7 |

Ihig met2age it Mlerded Ly tha adbattee I may contan protopnd s tectdertel vhomabon Avy uaiParied Ssclotwn & 0Dy prolhShel 3 pou Reve

RoevEd NS MESIAGE I MTET Wese fatfy 55 ITeREEYy 33 Y aw MIEy COTESE o Intema’ recerat Miease Mhee Seiele the Srpte message Thank you

Please consder the environment before printing fis e-mad A S VP comviderez fernironnement ayant dimprime: co courriet

“Kmight, Tara TRANGX™ «Tara Knight@gov.be.ca>

12092010 08 €3 AM
To cALsa@amancentros coms
¢ “Cargy Powment’ <cpaiememt@saimanym s3>
Sutyest Senart Centers requarernents pnor to 4th readng
Hi Alan,
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This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings, reports
etc included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments below. Prior to 4™ reading we will require a cost
estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermore, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road dedication
is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic created by the
change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Knight

Datict Develegmeont Teehnaian

Minvatry of Tramsoonaton snd INTastructrs
Bax 100 Saknon Arm, BC. VIE 4G)

Pn 2508002374

Fax 250-833-3300

Deveicomant Acrovals wetate DR W 1227 B¢ CADEYRCEMent_Asorsyain harme rem

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings

(] Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes — Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

) The SB to WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design vehicle
(WB20); prepared to accept aver-tracking inta second lane on highway (as this can occur during highway red
phase), however movement should be initiated from the S8 through/right lane.

4] 30" Street intersection - 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between highway
shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

) 30" Street North ~ No information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1) and
set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant (service
road continuity beyond the site).

o No details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity beyond
the site; (concerns with meeting 3 municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to accommodate design
vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown.

2
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o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).

o Mid-Block {Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively discourage
left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) - Entrance throat width and honizontal curve not wide enough to
accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access ~ To be closed; access via 10 to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection — WB to SB lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20 (cuts
across side road stop bar); need to address.

- Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.

. Geotechnical Report

o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information and

no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared by
Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and SGSB depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to apply a
300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer),

° The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no typical
or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings which indicate
widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oll-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts yet
to be identified and addressed.

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb, gutter
and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent lands due to
open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either adequate ditches
or enclosed drainage system.

B Utility Relocation Strategy - The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the detailed
design, affecting costs and rights of way.
o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

2
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o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to be
relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without
full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review - The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to limited
design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed quantities and
cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging Sm per side), total excavation volumes in the order of
8,000cm s.21

o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumotions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import matenial is needed s.21
s.21
. Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm SGSB (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SGSB & CBC combined; s.21
' s.21
. Pavement
) Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full width
top lift overlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top lift.
s.21
. Drainage
24
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o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited - highway drainage requirements have not been

finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times; s.21
s.21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate ~ existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher; s.21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate - s.21
s.21
o Traffic control — see below.
. Utility relocations
o Expect :boye ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) - expect
s.21
. . s.21
. General cost items missing s.21 = includes the following.
o Mobilization s.21
5 Quality management s.21
o Traffic management s.21
o Construction supervision s.21
o Contingency s.21
= 5.21
Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamioops, 8.C, V2C 213
telephone: (230) 371-391K
cmail: Grant. Irvineds gov.be.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email

This cmail has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.
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For more information please visit hitp://www. messagelabs,com/cmail
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

1:31PM

Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX [mailto: Tera. Knight@gov.be.ca]
Sant: September 18, 2008 2:53 PM

To: Corey Palement; Rob Niewenhuizen; gbury@smartcentres.com
Subject: City File: ZON-870 TRAN file: 02-131-17447

Hallo,

Please accepl our apologise for the delay in providing you feedback on the Traffic Impact Study (TIS) prepared by
Ward Cansulting Group (April 2008).

Generally, there are no cbjections lo the concepl of a largs commercial developmaent in this area, 85 long as the
necassary infrastructure improvements are designed and constructed to effectivaly accommodate the impact of
addilional generated iraffic, without undermining safety and mability objectives for Trans Canada Highway.

Key considerations include:

o The developer is tasked 1o design and construct infrastructure improvements needed in the general
area (inchuding on-site and off-site road system) 10 eccommodale all site generated traffic, plus
background traffic, to the prescribed forecast pariod.

o All proposed Improvements must be consistent with and complimentary to BC MaT planned
Iimprovemants for this saction of Highway 1; referente BC MoT preliminary design showing 4 lanes
on the Trans Canada Highway in this ares, including frontage/backage road access for adjacent

2008-10-31
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City File: ZON-870 TRAN file: 02-131-17447 Page 2 of 5

properties.
o Any interim improvements to Highway 1, as necessary to accommodate the development must be
recognizing BC MoT has no specific timeframe commitment to complete 4 laning of
the Trans Canada Highway in this area, particularly betwesn 10th Street and 30th Streel.

Based on Ward's concepiual design and TIS information, specific comments are categorized as follows:

o Intersection modfications on Highway 1, at 30% Street and at 20th Strest

© Required length of 4-ianing aiong Highway 1

o Frontage/backage road system requirements on the northside of Highway 1

o Limited movement (left-infright-inout) intersection at the east end of the development
o Access to other properlies affecled by these works

Intersection of Highway 1 and 30th Street

The concept of a signalized intersection at this location is acceptable, however, there is much concern regarding
the limited spacing on 30th Street between the highway and the frontage road intersection 10 the north. The site
plan in the TiS shows this distance less than 200m. We are not convinced there is sufficient physical space
availabie to contain all of the necessary roadworks (storage, tapers, future left turns slot to access lands to the
west),

Proposed southbound movements are expected to be problematic, both geometrically and operationally due 1o
queuing 2 high volume of left turn traffic, (whether accomodated with or without the double turn lanes). While the
queuing may or may not be an issue on opening day, we anticipate the development access and access 1o the
frontage road system will be affected. The Consultant should review the storage calculations for the left turns;
quick calculations (based on 700 veh/hr) show that even with the double lefls, a minimum storage requirement
alone is around 200m. If only a single left turn lane is considered, the storage requirement is around 350m. As
well, in the case of a double left configuration:, we should not assume a 50/50 spiit of the left turn volume (both
lanes do not typically fill up evenly), rather assume a 60/40 spiit and with vehicle lengths of 7.5m.

The intersection of 30th Street and the proposed frontage road must be shown lo function effectively as is an
important part of the overall municipal roadway network, providing alternative access not only fo the proposed
site, but aiso to adjacent lands to the east and west, as part of the highway access management sirategy.

In terms of Iraffic signal controls, a future left turn phase for eastbound traffic (from Highway 1 - 184 veh/hr in the
PM peak) should be anticipated. The southbound double left (onto Highway 1) will introduce some additional
delays to the Highway 1 traffic signal, however, this could be somewhat mitigated by adjusting relative
Highway/30th Street phasing to sustain through performance for highway Iraffic. The consequence would be
higher side sireet congestion/delays affecting access/egress ta the sile either via the Highway 1/30th Street
intersaction or the frontage road.

Given the above issues, the City and Developer will need to consider the following options:

» Increase avallable storage (relocate 30th Street/Frontage Road intersection further north).

* Reduce left turn storage requirement, either through a reduction in trips (reduce size of development), a
redistribution In Irips (providing other viable road network options), or a phased development (in sync with
road syslem as it becomes developed).

Specific geometric design issues to be addressed in the next submission include:

. Design speed for Highway 1 in this area will be 80km/h. Only aspects of the design, where specifically

2008-10-31
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City of Salmon Arm

Memorandum from the Engineering
M and Public Works Department

To:

Date:
Prepared by:
Subject:

Civic & Legals:

Owner:

Applicant:

Corey Palement, Director of Planning and Development
Services
October 14, 2008

Robert Niewenhuizen, City Engineer

Development Permit Application No. DP-352E

1) 2571 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot 2, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 2174, Except Plans B4771,
B6045, 21697 and H401

2) 2701 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - That Part Lot 2 Shown on Plan
B4771, Section 15, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD,
Plan 2174, Except Plan H401

3) 2751 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot A, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 21697

4) 2811 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot 1, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 18585

5) 2771 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot 2, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, WeM, KDYD, Plan 18585

6) 2941 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot 1, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 2174, except Plans 18585 and
H401

7) 2971 - 10 Ave SW (TCH) - Lot A, Section 15, Township 20,
Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 28680

Salmon Arm Shopping Centres Ltd.
Calloway REIT (Salmon Arm) Inc,

568295 BC Ltd (Smart Centres/Glen Bury)

The following comments and servicing requirements are not conditions for
rezoning, however, these comments are provided as a courtesy In advance of any
development proceeding to the next stages:

General

1. The Developer is required to design and to construct all road Infrastructure
improvements (on site and off site) to accommodate all site generated traffic as
outlined the traffic impact studies prepared by Ward Consulting and dated July 2007

and April 2008.

New Section 1 Page 56
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ZON-870E Traffic Impact Study — Review
October 7, 2008

2. The detailed engineering data and other information are not available at this time,
changes to the proposed layout of the development and/or input from Provincial and
Federal Resource agencies may change the contents of these comments.

3. The Developer is required fo meet all Ministry of Transporiation and Infrastructure
(MoT1) requirements and must provide the City with a letter of approval from MoTl
that these requirements have been met.

Roads/Access:

1. Proposed 30th Street SW exiension, on the subject properfies west boundary is
designated as an Urban Local Street, requiring a minimum total road dedication of
20m. Current records indicate that an additional 12.356m road dedication is required
{to be confirmed by surveyor). in addition to the minimum dedication width, additional
road dedication and road construction will be required to accommodate the addifional
travelied and acceleration/deceleration lanes and tuming movements recommended
in the Traffic Impact Study.

2. Development will require an alternate access fo the east of the subject property to
provide a secondary road right of way into the development. The route from this
access to its connection with 30® Street SW is classified as an Urban Local Street
requiring a 20m dedication and constructed to the standards as shown on
specification drawing RD-2.

3. The development will be required to design and construct the internal road network
to provide and aliow for connectability with the adjacent properties to the east and
west of the development.

4. The City and MoTl are in general agreement and have recommended that the
alternate east access road be provided. The owner/developer will be responsible for
the all costs associated with the construction of the altemate access road. This 2™
access road will be designed to accommaodate a future frontage and backage road.

5 Al cul-de-sacs (dead end roads) shall not exceed 160 metres in length, in
accordance with Schedule B section 2.11.2 of the Subdivision and Development
Servicing Bylaw No. 3596.

6. The development to provide sufficient road dedication and widening for public transit
to service site. Dedicated bus loading/unloading zones and bus shelters to be
provided.

7. The developer shall be responsible for upgrading the Trans Canada Highway (TCH)
and associated access locations to the design requirements of MoTl and the City to
The design speed for the TCH is this area will be 80 km/h.

8. The developer shall be responsible to provide a signalized intersection at the TCH
and 30" Street SW including additional turn lanes 1o the

design requirements of
MoTl and the City and other related improvements as determined by the approved
traffic sludy.

Page 2of 3

New Section 1 Page 57

Page146
TRA-2011-00071



ZON-870E Traffic Impact Study — Review
October 7, 2008

9. The Ward traffic impact study has identified several existing intersections which
require improvements as a result of site traffic volumes. As a condition of
development, the developer will be required to provide the City with a cash
contribution for the total estimated value of design and construction in lieu of these
future roadway/intersection upgrades and improvements.

Robert Niewenhuizen, A.Sc.T.
City Engineer

2 FLANNING VENT PERMTO00WOP-J50E SALMON ASM SHOPPING CENTRESLTD.
(10 Ave SW-TCHRSmar: Canier TIS Stafl Comments.doc

Page 3 of 3

Page147
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 58



Wednesday, November 10,2010
2:10PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: September 18, 2008 2:53 PM

To: ‘Corey Palement’; 'miewenhuizen@salmonarm.ca’; 'gbury@smartcentres.com’
Subject: City File: ZON-870 TRAN file: 02-131-17447

Hello,

Please accept our apologise for the delay in providing you feedback on the Traffic Impact Study (TIS) prepared by Ward
Consulting Group (April 2008).

Generally, there are no objections to the concept of a large commercial development in this area, as long as the necessary
infrastructure improvements are designed and construcled to effectively accommodate the impact of additional generated
traffic, without undermining safety and mobility objectives for Trans Canada Highway.

Key considerations include:

« The developer is tasked to design and construct infrastructure improvements needed in the general area
(including on-site and off-site road system) o accommodate all site generated traffic, pius background traffic, fo
the prescribed forecast period.

= All proposed improvements must be consistent with and complimentary to BC MoT pianned improvements for this
section of Highway 1; reference BC MoT prefiminary design showing 4 lanes on the Trans Canada Highway in this
area, including frontage/backage road access for adjacent properties.

= Any interim improvements to Highway 1, as necessary o accommodate the development must be seif-sustaining;
recognizing BC MaT has no specific timeframe commitment to complete 4 taning of the Trans Canada Highway in
this area, particularly between 10th Street and 30th Streel.

Based on Ward's conceptual design and TIS information, specific comments are categorized as follows:
Intersection modfications on Highway 1, at 30™ Street and at 20th Street

Regquired length of 4-laning along Highway 1

Frontage/backage road system requirements on the northside of Highway 1

Limited movement (left-in/right-infout} intersection at the east end of the development

Access to other properties affected by these works

Intersection of Highway 1 and 30th Street
The concept of a signalized intersection at this location is acceptable, however, there is much concern regarding the
limited spacing on 30th Street between the highway and the frontage road intersection to the north. The site plan in the

TIS shows this distance less than 200m. We are not convinced there is sufficient physical space available to contain all of
the necessary roadworks (storage, tapers, future left turns slot to access lands to the west).

Proposed southbound movements are expected fo be problematic, both geometrically and operationally due to queuing a
high volume of left turn traffic, (whether accomodated with or without the double turn lanes). While the queuing may or
may not be an issue on opening day, we anticipate the development access and access to the frontage road system will
be affected. The Consultant should review the storage calculations for the left turns; quick calculations (based on 700
veh/hr) show that even with the double lefts, 2 minimum storage requirement alone is around 200m. If only a single left
turn lane is considered, the storage requirement is around 350m. As well, in the case of a double left configuration, we
should not assume a 50/50 spiit of the left tum volume (both lanes do nol typically fill up evenly), rather assume a 60/40
split and with vehicle lengths of 7.5m.

The intersection of 30th Street and the proposed frontage road must be shown fo function effectively as is an i
part of the overall municipal roadway network, providing alternative access not only to the praposed site, but also to
adjacent lands to the east and west, as part of the highway access management sirategy.

In terms of traffic signal controls, a future left turn phase for eastbound traffic (from Highway 1 - 164 veh/hr in the PM

sustain through performance for highway traffic. mmmmmmmmmmmaﬁm
access/egress to the site either via the Highway 1/30th Street intersection or the frontage road
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Given the above issues, the City and Developer will need to consider the following options:

= [ncrease available storage (relocate 30th Street/Frontage Road intersection further north).

* Reduce left turn storage requirement, either through a reduction in trips (reduce size of development), a redistribution
in trips (providing other viable road network options), or a phased development (in sync with road system as it
becomes developed).

Specific geomelric design issues to be addressed in the next submission include:

s Design speed for Highway 1 in this area will be 80km/h. Only aspects of the design, where specifically noted, should
be designed at the interim posted speed of 60km/h. (For example, the interim posted speed will be 60km/h until the 4-
laning is completed between 10™ Street and west through the two-way-left-turn-lane, therefore the electrical design
shall place the advance warning flashers for 60km/h).

+ Design the tapers should be for 80km/h.

« All movements must accommodate a WB20 vehicle.

» A splitter island between the northbound left turn slot and the northbound through lane will be required assuming the
southbound double left turn lanes are incorporated into the design.

« Full paralle! decel lane (for 80km/h) for eastbound and westbound traffic onto 30™ Street.

« We do not support crosswalks on all 4 legs of the Highway 1/30th Streel intersection. Allowing the crosswalk option
across the path of a double left turn movement will dramatically increase the delay to the highway. BC MoT preferred
approach is to accommodate 3 pedestrian crosswalks; all 4 quadrants of the intersection will be accessible via the 3
crosswalk routes available.

« Minimum southbound left turn storage requirement is to be determined, as discussed above.

«  Minimum northbound left turn storage requirement is 30m; however, consideration is required for the intersection of
the south frontage road location.

= Minimum eastbound left turn storage requirement is 100m.

e Minimum westbound left turn storage requirement is 75m.

« Noted minimum left turn storage requirements are slightly higher than recommended in the TIS, however, these have
been recalculated based on 7.5m vehicle length.

= Magazine into site has assumed right turn storage within the Highway 1 right turn decel lane; this is not acceptable.
This storage requirement and the throat length (magazine) must all be accommodated on the side road, off-of the
highway,

of 4-laning along Highway 1

Relative to Highway 1/ 30th Street Infersection - At the Highway 1/ 30th Street intersection, sufficient length of approach
and departure lanes (both upstream and downstream) of the traffic signal is required to ensure an effective utilization of all
lanes through the signalized intersection. If the length is too short, the effective capacity of the traffic signal will be limited
as approach fraffic will pre-select the through lane upstream causing an imbalance in lane use through the signal.

Effective operation of the Highway 1 / 30th Street intersection will require 2 minimum length of 4-laning (also considering
geometlric requirements; lane tapers etc) between 20th Strest and 30th Strest. It does not appear reasonable to require
the developer to contribute 4-laning as far east as 10th Streel. The eastbound 4-lane section, should start west of the
eastbound left turn siot at Highway 1 / 30th Street (the left turn slot should be designed to 80km/h, including taper, paralle!
decel and slorage). The westbound 4-lane merge should be at a distance beyond the Highway 1 / 30th Street intersection,
as required for signing a lane drop and sufficient length to digest/store traffic using the outside lane on the westbound
highway through phase; this length should then be simulated/analysed to ensure that it is long enough for traffic to want to
utilize it through the signal.

Relative to Highway / 20th Street Intersection - A westbound left turn slot current exists at this intersection. Itis proposed
that the nerthbound to westbound left turns (onto Highway 1) be facilitated by a protected 'T" intersection; the westbound
acceleration lane would become the additional (inside) westbound through lane. It would be ideal to have the two
eastbound lanes pass through the 20" Strest intersection, terminating some 300+ metres to the east of the intersection.
However, property might be a constraining faclor. Therefore, an alternative may be a merge of the eastbound traffic lo a
single lane, upsiream of the 20" Street intersection. The key consideration in this situation, is ensuring the eastbound lane
merge is sufficiently east of the 30th Street signal to promote utilization of both through lanes and completing all the tapers
west of the influence of the 20" St. intersection. Note, dropping the eastbound outside lane at 20th Street (right lane must
exit) is expected to cause some conflicting weaving close to this intersection.

Fr e/Backaae Road System on the Northside of Highway 1

As noted, the issue of frontage road spacing from Highway 1 was discussed above. Another concern is the functionality of

2
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. frontage road through the development site. As an impoctant part of the overall municipal road network and the
nighway access management strategy, the frontage road musl operate effectively. In order to benefit all road users, it
must ook and function like a public road. We would require any mid-biock highway access (o frontage road and
development site) to function as 2 public road that has (or will have) a benefit 10 the public. Mid-block signalization o a
development is not considered an option.

The mid-block access is proposed lo accommodate left turns off the highway and right turns infout (no left tumn onto the
highway will be permitied). Ideally, this intersection should be located further east than shown by the development, as an
‘interim design’ adjacent 1o the development east propoerty boundary. The concemn is that the spacing between this mid-
block access and the relative westbound left turn siot at 30" Street is imited. The distance between these two access
points must accommodate the storage requirements for both (75m+40m) as well as two developed parallel decel lanes
and transition tapers for 80km/h.

As an interim design, the following may be considered, until the northern frontage road is extended back to 20" Street.
Construct the mid-block eastern access (with limited movements) as shown in Consultant's conceptual design, however,
ensure that the full left turn storage, parallel decel for 80km/h and tapers for the westbound left turn slot at 30* Street are
fully developed. Any shorifall in required spacing to would be accommodated by lightening-up’ the interim mid-block
access, designing the tapers and parallel decel for 60km/h. In additional, sufficient highway width must be provided to
mwtamm-nm-wa(mnm)mmmwmuwmwmum
width to the future intersection location (where future frontage road connection to occur).

All Highway 1 roadworks extending from west of 30™ Street to 20™ Street will require raised channelization. We should
confirm how the City, or Developer will communicate this 1o the adjacent property owners.

Access to the adjacent properties will be affected as follows:

* Access to Norih Side of Highway between 30 and 20 - Will be less direct, with right turns infout only at the highway.
Access will rely on circulation with the adjacent road network. One route for eastbound lefts from the highway will
involve turning right on 30® Street, utililize the south side frontage road, tuming left onto the highway from 20th Strest
(wmmmmnmmmwmwm A similar route would be required in order to
travel eastbound from these propesties.

* Access to the South Side of Highway between 30™ and 20® - Direct use of frontage road and adjacent major
intersections at the highway.

* Access to the North Side Between 30™ Street and End of 4-faning - This appears to involve just one property owner.
MMMWhMMWMaMmMMMMM:Wd

the development. The consequence, if this connection cannot be accomodated in the interim, is significant, given the
activities (RV sales) al this location. (This access would then be right infout only, using similar where eastbound left
turns into the site would be accomodated similar to other properties on the north side of the highway (see first bullet
above). A left turn out of the site would not be possible, rather involving a right turn westbound onto the highway,
proceeding to next major highway intersection from which to turn around),

Again, we apologize for the delay in getting our comments to you. While lengthy, this email is intended to be thorough as
p:mlbla so that the City and Developer can clearly understand the issues and requirements for the next submission.
Tara Kntight, Gred Tech.

Salmon Arm Development Tech,
Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure
Previous name was Tara Perrot
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Wednes
2:22PM

day, November 10,2010

Knliht, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: Canceled: MaT file 2009-05802; City file Zon 828
Location: MoT Kamicops - 447 Columbia St

Start: Thu 2009-11-19 9:30 AM

End: Thu 2009-11-19 11:30 AM

Show Time As: Fress

Recurrence: (mcar)

Meating Status: Mot yel responded

Organizor: Knight, Tara TRANEX

Required Attendees; Granl, Shawn D TRANEX: Irvine, Granl M TRAN.EX; Aura, Ken K TRAN.EX, 'Corey
Paiemant’; 'Rob Niewanhulren'; Travor Ward; alles@smartcentres.com;,
nhildebrand@@smaricentre.com

Imporance; High

Hello,
Pizase be advised that this meeting is cancelled.

This Ministry will send our requiremants to the City and the City will forwand our requirements onto the applicant
Once the applicant has reviewed this Minisiry's requirements, we can then arrange further action.

Trevor/Coney - please ensure the Smart Centre representatives ane aware of these updates as both their email
addresses didn't go through.

All Mindstry cormespondence on this file should be through the Salmon Am office and please fee! free o contact me If
you have any questions.

Tara Knight, AScT
District Development Technician
Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure
Box 104, Salmon Arm, BC, V1E 454
* Phone: 250.833.3374
s Fax: 250.833 3380

Helle,

This Ministry weuld like to have a meeting to discuss our requirements for the above noted file (development at 30
st.)

Please feel free to contact if you have any questions.

Tara Knight, AScT
District Development Technician
Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure
Box 100, Salmaon Arm, BC, V1E 454
+« Phone: 250.833.3374
» Fax: 250.833.3380
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Pages 171 through 172 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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=—Original Appoiniment—

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX [mailto: Tara Knighifgov be.cal

Sent: November 12, 2009 1:04 PM

Ta: anmmax Grant. Shawn D TRANEX: Invine, Grant M TRANEX; Aura, Ken K TRAN.EX, Corey

When: Hm-rhlrt!' 2000 8-30 AM-11: NM{GHT-NN}PMTMMI\W]
Where: MaT Kamioops - 447 Columbia St

importance: High

Heilio

Please be advised that this meefing is cancelled

This Menistry will $&nd our réquinsments to the City and the Ciy will forwand our requirements onio the applicant
Once the applicant has reviewed this Ministry's requirements, we can then arange further acton,

Trevor/Corgy - please ensure the Sman Centre representatives are aware of these updates as both their ermail
addresses didn'l go through.

All Minisiry comespondence on this file should be through the Salmon Arm office and please feel free o contact me if
you have any questions,

Tara Knight, ASCcT

District Development Technician

Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure
Box 100, Saimon Am, BC, V1E 454

*  Phone: 250 8333374
" Fax: 250 8333380

This Ministry would like o have a meeting to discuss our requinements for the above noted file (dovelopment al
30th 5t.)

Please feel free to contact if you have any questions,
Tara Knight, AScT

Destrict Development Technician

Minsstry of Transportation & Infrastructure

Bax 100, Salmon Am, BC, VI1E 454

. Phone: 2505333374
Ly Fe 250 833 3380
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hip:/www.messagelabs.com/email
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Wednesday, November 10,2010
1:51PM

Knlaht, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, Decambar 4, 2009 10:18 AM

Tao: Grant, Shawn D TRAMNEX, Irving, Granl M TRANEX; ‘Coray Paiemant’, ‘Rob
Niswenhiuizen', "channistenf@salmonarm.ca’, Trevor Wand': "alleagfsmancantras.com’

Subject: Sman Centras: Meating Monday Dac 7 @ 1pm in Kamioops

Hello,

Sending this email to confirm MoT will be hosting & meeting on Monday Dec 7 from 1:00pm to 3:00pm at the MoT
office in Kamloops.

50 many meeting requests were sent | want to ensure we're all clear.

if you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara ‘Knight, aser

Dhabric] Darvalapernasn! Tooheusisn

Mirigiry of Tramuporiahon & fnfrastrucihurn
Bex 100, Salmon Aeen, BC. VIE 484

& Phong: 250833 3374

= Faux. 250 833 3380
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Wednesday, November 10,2010
1:52PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: MoT file 2009-05802 (Smart Centre)

Location: MaoT Kamicops Office - 447 Columbia Streal - Rivers Room - Booked under "Smart
Centre’

Star: Mon 2009-12-07 1:00 PM

End: Mon 2008-12-07 3:00 PM

Show Time As; Tentalive

Recurrence: {nane)

Meeting Status: Mot yel responded

Organizer Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Required Attendess: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX; ‘Coray Paiemant’; 'Rob
Migwenhuizen’; Trevor Ward

Optional Attendees: ‘Alan Lea/SmarContres'

Sorry for ancther change. We're going back to Monday December 7 from 1:00pm to 3:00pm.

| believe this works for everyone. See you Monday and have a good weekend|

The applicant has requested a change in date. Hopefully Tuesday December 8§, from 2:30pm to 4:00pm works for
everyone..,

Hello,
The applicant has requested a meeting with this Ministry regarding our December 1, 2009 |etter.

| have set up a meeting for Monday December 7 from 1:00pm to 3:00pm at the MoT Kamloops office, in the Rivers
Room, booked under “Smart Centre’.

Please contact me if you have any questions,

Tara Knight, ssr

Deirict Dovelopment Techrician

Kirsilry of Toamaportaion B infrasinucivre
B 100, Sabmon Adm. BE. VIE 454

W Phone 2% B33 3374

= Fan; 250 5333280
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Wednesday, November 10,2010
1:52 PM

Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, December 4, 2009 10:18 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; ‘Corey Palement'; "Rob Niewenhuizen';
‘channisteri@salmonarm.ca’; Trevor Ward'; ‘'allee@smartcentres.com’

Subject: Smart Centres: Meeting Monday Dec 7 @ 1pm in Kamicops

Hello,

Sending this email to confirm MoT will be hosting a meeting on Monday Dec 7 from 1:00pm to 3:00pm at the MoT
office in Kamloops.

So many meeting requests were sent | want to ensure we're all clear.
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If you have any guestions, please contact me.

Tara ‘Knight, aser

Dwiirricd Davaloprman] Tocheeian
Mhratey of Traripurtaben & lafrantitucn
Bai 100, Raiman A, BC VIE 454

B Phana 250 833 3374

= Fox: 23003333080
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Wednesday, November 10,2010
1:54 PM

Not Responsive

S T e —
From: Grant, Shman D TRAN:EX <Shawn Graniit gov be.ca>
To: Trevor Ward
CC: Alco@smancenires.com <ALecismancentres.com=; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX <Norm Parkesargov be.ca=: Knight, Tora
TRAMEX < i g
1
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Seni: Tue Dec 22 04 38:2] 20KK
Subjecr: RE: Salmon Arm SmanCenires

Hi Trevor,

When there is a break in the 1eleconference. | will eall 1o discuss. | contacted Tam fost week regarding your desire for o modified
Tetter for SmanCenires 10 ke w0 council in carly Jan and she has confirmed 10 me thas she will get that letier ou by the end of the
wieek.

1 will send you my specific comments regarding my review ol your synchro models today.

Shawn

From: Trevor Wrd

Seni: Tuesday, December ZLM 531 A.M

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Ce: Algeidsinpriopitres.coi: Parkes, Norn E TRAN:EX
Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm SienCentres

Shawmn:

1 steuabd have added thal althougd | am in Tormto this week, | am oy cell u s.22 il you want 1o call me any time. As
1 mdieated in the earlier emml, time s ol the essence amnd therefore | would really like 1o ik today, as | thought we hod ammeed
last week when tlking with Norm, See what vou can do plemse.

Trever

meeal el pinit] Message-—s

From: Trevor Ward

To: "shawn. grantigov. be.ca’ immmntﬁm.hs L3
CC: "ALecsmancentres com' < ALechismaneenirei.eon
Sent: Tue Dec 22 09:22:44 2000

Subject: Re: Salmon Anm SmanCentres

Shawn:
1 just tried to call vou after - received your emanil but no answer, There ta big problem with delaving miking wwil tomarrow and
that f£ thal, becise of the Clirsumas seison. we need 10 get a revised lenter from the Minisiry 1o the Clry by this Thursdsyv!! Can
wic nod talk today during a break or at lunch or even @ the end of your day today? Or can vou email me vour conclusions? The big
issucs arc still gettimg rid of the Iromage road. climimating the need o get approval from the allected owners, then deciding on the
{-_nlml ol ulmprovements 1o the TCH.

TEver

—=Ciriginnl Mesgagoe—-

From: Gram, Shawn D TRAN:EX <Shawmn, Graniif gov beca>
To: Trevor Ward

Sent: Tue Dec 22 09:13:50 20K

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm SmanCentres

Hi Trevor,

T am in A teleconference For most of the day (Tues) — conild we talk on Wed ar 8307 | realize with the 3 hr time difference that
Tare afternoon mecting would run you into dinner/'evening oun there,

Shawn
From: Trevor Ward | W

Sent: Monday, Detcmhcl'"l 2000 500 PM
To: Gram, Shawn D TRAN:EX
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Subject: Salmon Amn SmartCentres

Sluwn:

Just checking in | am now in Toronto and will call you tomormow maming - Tuesday. Do you want 10 suggest a time or will | call
af say 830 am?

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sceurity System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hup:/‘www messagelabs.com/cmal
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Wednes
1:55PM

day, November 10,2010

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Wadnesday, Decembaer 23, 2008 3:15 PM

To: Trever Ward'; Trevor Ward'; "Alan Lee/SmanCenings’

Ce: ‘Corey Paiement’;, "Rob Niewenhiiizen', Grant, Shawn D TRANEX! Irvine, Grant M
TRANEX

Subject: MaT file 2008-05802 (SmarnCentres)

Attachmenis: RE: Salmon Arm SmanCentres - Additional Model Runs

Hi Trevor,

Thank you far the belaw email,

Te further clarify condition 6 of our Dec 1 letter, this Ministry will require the applicant to replace any accesses
affected by the road improvements to the satisfaction of this Ministry. Applicant to advise property owners affected
by the road improvements. Road improvements should be approved by this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm
prior to commencing this condition.

There are no changes to condition 9 and your explanation below i correct, which we are regulring confirmation that
no site drainage i5 added to this Ministry's Right-of-Way, Drainage from highway widening will be reviewed at the
design stage.

You have requested that condition 3 of our Dec 1 letter be eliminated. This Ministry generated the conditions in our
December 1, 2009 letter based on the information provided as a solution té ensure the highway remaing safe and
there is no reduction in capacity or level of service. We aré open 10 alternate solutions should options be presented
to us which differ from the conditions in our December 1, 2009 letter,

All proposals must be approved by both this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm.

Furthermore, our Traffic Engineer, Shawn Grant, has reviewed your Dec 9 ematl and offers the altached responie in
emall dated Dec 22,

Please have all correspondence come though me. Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara Knight, s
Drabeiad Davelogareed Techoetas
hlsneubry of Tearmuporiaieon &

B 104, Satmon e, BE. VIE4B4
W Phone 250 833 3074

= Fau: 250 8323380

From: Trevor Ward 8.22
Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2009 9:40 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: Trevor Ward'; Alee@cmaricenires com: Grant, Shawn O TRANEX; Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX; "Mark Merio’
Subject: Salmon Arm - SmartCentres Project

Tara:

Thanks fior arranaing the mestinn for us sn ouckhe. The timing was really appreciated. As | have mentioned o you S22
.22 and 50 we ae endeavoring 10 get this all soned oul and agreeq

upon Dy NS LME | Ieave, YesIEroay s Meeung went a leng way 1o clarifying the requirements,

As requested at the mesting, | would apprecinte you digging out the access permits for all the properties [kely o be
affected by the proposed changes to the TCH, In ihe past | have been given copies of whatever parmits | have
requestad, Howaver, if you feel that there is an issue over that, then all | really need to know is:

- & tharne an access parmit for the access being affected - yes or no?
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. If 8o, is there any special condition on the pemit, other than the usual one which gives tha Ministry
fhe right to restrict the access to right-in‘right-out should the Ministry 5o with any tme in the future?

This memo is atso o confirm that at yesterday's mesting, the Ministry modifisd Candition 6 in your letier of Decamber
1 10 read something 10 the effect that “Applicant to discuss the impact of the improvemants 1o the Trans Canada
Highway with all affected propernty owners and confinm 10 the Ministry that this has been done *

With respect to Condition 9, the applicant, SmanCantres, iz 1o confirm that no site development drainage i being
added 1o the Ministry's right-of-way. Any increased drainage from the highway widening will be accommodated in the
normal manner ihrough suitable drainage along tha highway.

Mark Merio and | met with Shawn and her assistant James yesterday after the mesting and we will gat back to her
with some addibonal simulation models and analysis results resolving the specifics of Conditions 1, 2. and 4. Wa will
Copy YOU Of any Memas.

Pleass call me ot 8.22 if you have any questions on the above.

Trevor Ward
T.4 Ward Consulting Group nc.
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

1:56 PM

Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX [mailio: Tara, Knight@gov.be.cal

Sent: December 23, 2009 3:15 PM

To: Trevor Ward; Trever Ward; Alan Lee/SmartCentres

Cc: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen; Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX; Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX
Subject: MaT file 2009-05802 (SmartCentres)

Hi Trevor,
Thank you for the below emall.

To further clarify condition & of our Dec 1 letter, this Ministry will require the applicant to replace any accesses
atfected by the road improvements to the satisfaction of this Ministry. Applicant to advise property owners affected
by the raad improvements. Road iImprovements should be appraved by this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm
prier to commancing this condition,

There are no changes to conditinn 9 and your explanation below is correct, which we are requiring confirmation that
nosite drainage is added to this Ministry's Right-of -Way. Drainage from highway widening will be reviewed at the
design stage.

You have requested that condition 2 of our Dec 1 letter be eliminated. This Ministry generated the conditions in our
December 1, 2009 letter based on the information provided as a solution to ensure the highway remains safe and
there is no reduction in capacity or level of service, We are open to alternate solutions should options be presented
to us which differ from the conditions in our December 1, 2009 letter

All proposals must be approved by both this Ministry and the City of 3almon Arm,

Furthermore, our Traffic Engineer, Shawn Grant, has reviewed your Dec 9 emall and offers the attached response in
emall dated Dec 22.

Please have all correspondence come though me. Should you have any questions, please contact me.

TJara ?{?‘!l:gﬁ f, azet
Deirict Davolcpment Techngian

Rimestry of Trasmpaitalon & infrasirchss
Bas 100, Sabvion Arm. BC. VIE 434

i Phane: 230 B33.1374
= Fan: 750 833 3280
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From: Trevor Ward [mailla ~ 520

Sent: Tuesday, December B, 20U ¥:9u Am

To: Knight, Tara TRAMNEX

Cet 'Trevor Ward": ALee@smartcentres.com: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; "Mark Merlo®
Subject: Salman Arm - SmartCentres Project

Tara:

Thanks for arranaing ths mesting (or us 0 ouickle. The liming was really appreciated. As | have mentioned o you S22
s.22 and so we are endeavoning ta get this all soned out and agreso

upOn DY INE WME | IBaVe. YesiBroay s meenng went a long way o claritying the requirements.

As requested at the mesting, | would appreciate you digging out the access parmits for ail the properties likely to be
aftecled by the proposed changes o lhe TCH. In the past | have been given copies of whalever permits | have
requested. However, if you feaf that there & an issus over that, than all | really need o know is:
- & thard an aceets parmil for he aceess bamg alfeclid — yes of No7
- if 50, i there any special condition on the panmil, other than the usual ona which gives the Ministry
the right 1o restrict the access o nght-infrghl-oul should the Ministry S0 wish any time in the future?

This mema is also to confinm that at yesterday's meeting, the Ministry modified Condition B in your letter of December
1 to read something lo the effect thal *Applicant to discuss the impact of the improvernents to the Trans Canada
Highwary with all atfected property awners and confinm to the Ministry that this has been done.”

With respect to Condition 9, the appliicant, SmanCentres, is to confinm that no site developmean! drainags s being
added to the Ministry's righl-of-way. Any increased drainage from the highway widening will be accommodated in the
normal manner throwgh suitable drainage along the highway.

Mark Merio and | mat with Shawn and her assistant James yesterday after the meeting anad we will get back 1o her
with some additional simulation modals and analysis results rasolving the specifics of Conditions 1. 2, and 4. We will
COpY Vol O any memas

Piease call me at s.22 If you have any quesiions on the above.

Trevor Ward
T.J.Ward Consulting Group Inc.
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

1:56 PM

Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Wed 23/12/2009 3:15 PM

To: Trevor Ward'; Trevor Ward'; "Alan Lee/SmartCentres'

Cc: 'Corey Paiement’; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX
Subject: MoT file 2009-05802 (SmartCentres)

Hi Trevar,
Thank you for the below email

To further clarify condition 6 of our Dec 1 letter, this Ministry will require the applicant to replace any sccesses
affected by the road improvements to the satisfaction of this Ministry. Applicant to advise praperty owners affected
by the road improvements. Road improvements should be appraved by this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm
prior ta commencing this condition.

There are no changes to condition 9 and your explanation below I8 correct, which we are requiring confirmation that
no site drainage is added to this Ministry's Right-of-Way. Drainage from highway widening will be reviewsd at the
dexign stags.

You have requested that condition 3 of our Dec 1 letter be eliminated. This Ministry generated the canditions in our
December 1, 2009 letter based on the information provided as a solution to ensure the highway remains sale and
there ks no reduction n capacity of level of service. We are open 1o alternate solutions should options be presented
to us which differ from the conditions in our December 1, 2009 letter,

All proposals must be approved by both this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm,

Furthermare, our Traffic Enginesr, Shawn Grant, has reviewed your Dec 9 email and offers the attached response in
email dated Dec 22.

Please have all correspondence come though me, Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara 'f{ﬂ&fﬁ f, ager

Cmirizd Davalopmant Teshasion

Mavsory of Toamuporiabon & fasiruciue
B 108 Saimon A BE. VIE 434

W Phone: 250 B33.3374
= Fan: 250 8313380

From: Trevor Ward [mallte 8.22
Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2000 9:40 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Cc: Trevor Ward'; ALee@smaricentres.com; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; "Mark Merio’
Subject: Salmon Arm - SmartCentres Project
1
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Tara:

Thanks for armanging the meeting for s 50 Guickly. The timing was really appreciated. As | have mentioned 10 you S22
5.22 and 50 we afe endeavoring to got this all soned out and agreed

upon by 1M me | leave. Yeslertay's meeing wenl a long way 1o clanfying the requiremants.

As requesied al the meeling, | would appreciale you digging out Ihe access permils for all the properties likely 1o be
affected by the proposed changes 1o the TCH. In the past | have been given copies of whatever permits | have
requested. However, if you feel that there is an issue over that, then all | really need to know is:
- is ihere an access parmit for the access being affectad - yes or no?
- if 20, is theres any special condition on the permit, otfwr than the wsusl one which gives the Ministry
tha right to restrict the access 1o right-infright-out should the Ministry 5o wish any time in the future?

This memo & aleo to confirm that at yesterday's meating, the Ministry modified Condition 8 in your lefter of December
1 10 read somathing 1o the efect that "Appicant to discuss the impact of the improvements 1o the Trans Canada
Highway with all affecied property cwners and confirm o the Mintstry that this has been done.”

With respect to Condition 8, the appliicant, SmanCantres. is 1o confirm that no site developmen! drainage is being
added 10 the Ministry's right-ol-way, Any increased drainage from the highwary widening will be accommaodated in the
normal mannar through sultable drainage along the highway.

Mark Marko and | mst with Shawn and har assistant James yesterday after the meeting and we will gel back to fher
with some additional simulation models and analysis results resolving the specifics of Conditions 1, 2, and 4. We will
COpy YOu On S0y Mamos.

Fiease call ma a1/ s.22 if you have any questions on he above

Trevor Ward
T.J.Ward Consulting Group inc.
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Page 188 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX [mailto:Tara. Knight&gaov.be.ca)

Sent: December 23, 2000 3:15 PM

To: Trevor Ward; Trevor Ward; Alan Lee/SmarntCentres

Cc: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen; Grant, Shawn D TRAMN:EX; Irvine; Grant M TRAN:EX
Subject: MoT file 2009-05802 (SmartCentres)

Hi Trevaor,
Thank you for the below email,

To further clarity condition 6 of our Dec 1 letter, this Ministry will require the applicant to replace any accesses
affected by the road improvements to the satisfaction of this Ministry. Applicant to advise property owners affected
by thee road improvements. Road improvements should be approved by this Ministry and the City of Salmaon Arm
prior to commancing this condition,

There are no changes to condition 9 and your explanation below is correct, which we are requiring confirmation that
no site drainage is added to this Minlstry's Right-of-Way, Drainage from highway widening will be reviewed at the
design stage.

You have requested that condition 3 of our Dec 1 letter be eliminated. This Ministry generated the conditions in our
December 1, 2009 letter based on the Information provided as a solution to ensure the highway remains safe and
there is no reduction in capacity. or level of service, We are open 1o alternate solutions should options be presented
to us which differ fram the conditions in our December 1, 2009 letter

All proposals must be approved by both this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm.

Furthermore, our Traffic Engineer, Shawn Grant, has reviewed your Dec 9 emall and offers the attached response in
email dated Dec 22

Please have all correspondence come though me. Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara '.i[m:gﬁ L aser

Dt Dwveloptanl Techmaian

Mureaty of Traragoristen & sdradrochre
Ben 1040, Salvwen A, BC. WVIE 484

W Prons: 2950 832 3374

= Ean: 250 233 3180

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: .22
Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2009 9:40 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAMEX

Cc: ‘Travor Ward'; ALee@smartcentras com; Grant, Shawn D TRANEX; Inine, Grant M TRAN:EX; ‘Mark Mario'
Subject: Salmon Arm - SmartCentres Project

Tara:

Thanks for arranaing the mesting for us o auickly. The tming was really appreciated. As | have mentioned 1o yoL S22
S22 and 50 we are endeavonng to get this all soried oul and agreeu

UpDN DY INE WM | IBave, TesIeroay s mesnng wen a long way to clarifying the requirements.,

As mquested at the meeting, | would appreciate you digging out the access permits for all the properfies likely to be
affected by tha proposed changes (o the TCH. In the past | have bean given copies of whatever parmits | have
requestad. Howevar, i you feel thal thare B an issus ovar that, then all | really need to know is:
- i thara an access parmit for the access baing affecled - yes or no?
- it 50, i (here any special conditian on the panmit, olher than the usual one which gives the Minisiry
ihe right to restrict the access 1o right-infight-out should the Ministry so wish any time in the futura?
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Thits memao IS also to confirm that at yesterday's meeting, the Ministry modified Candition 8 in your letter of Decemnber
1 o read something to the effect that “Applicant to discuss the impact of the improvements lo the Trans Canada
Highway with all affected propery owners and confirm fo the Ministry that this has been done.”

With respect 1o Condition 8, the applicant, SmanCentres, is 1o confirm that no site development drnage is being
added fo the Ministry's right-of-way. Any increased drainage from the highway widening will be accommodated in the
novmal manner thiough suitable drainage along the highway

Mark Merio and | met with Shawn and ner assistant Jamas yesterday afer the meeting and we will gat back 0 her
with soms sdditional simulation modsis and analysis results resolving the spacifics of Conditions 1. 2. and 4. We will
COpY YOU 0N ANy Memos

Please call ma al s.22 1 you have any questions on the above,

Trevor Wiard
T.J.Ward Consulting Group inc.
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Page 191 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Te: Trevor Warnd=tward{@ wardconsulting ca>;, Trevor Ward=nmarufshaw ca®, Alan
Lee/SmartCentres< A Leef@ smartcentres. com™

Ce: Corey Paiement=cpaiementifsalmonarm.ca>; Rob Niewenhuizen<rniewenhuizen@salmonarm ca>;
Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX<Shawn Grant@gov. be.ca™; lrvine, Grant M

TRAN:EX<Grant. Irvine(@gov. be.ca>

Subject: MoT file 2009-05802 ( SmartCentres)

Hi Trevor,
Thank you for the below email.

To further clarify condition & of our Dec 1 [etter, this Ministry will requine the applicant to replace any accesses
affected by the road improvements to the satisfaction of this Ministry. Applicant to advise property owners affected
by the road improvements. Road improvements should be approved by this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm
pricr to commencing this condition,

There are no changes to condition 9 and your explanation below is correct, which we are requiring confirmation that
no site drainage is added to this Ministry"s Right-of-Way. Drainage from highway widening will be reviewed at the
design stage.

You have requested that condition 3 of our Dec 1 letter be eliminated. This Ministry gensrated the conditions in our
December 1, 2009 letter based on the information provided as » solution to ensure the highway remains safe and
there s no reduction In capacity or level of service, We are apen to alternate solutions should options be presented
to us which differ from the conditions in our December 1, 2009 letter.

All proposals must be approved by both this Ministry and the City of Salmon Arm,

Furthermore,; our Traffic Engineer, Shawn Grant, has reviewed your Dec 9 email and offers the attached response in
email dated Dec 27.

Please have all correspondence come though me, Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Tara }{jﬂllgﬁ L aser

Ditricd Dorvgloprrent Toshncian

RAwglry of TranMbomanan & rirasmsiucs
Bea 100, Saman Aim, BC. VIE 454

W Phone. 250 8333074

= Fud: 250 832 3580

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: §.22
Sent: Tuesday, December B, 2009 9:40 AM
To: Knight. Tara TRAM:EX

Cc: Trevor Ward'; ALee@smartcentres.com; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; "Mark Merlo’
Subject: Salmon Arm - SmartCentres Project

Tara:

Thanks for arranging the maeting for us 5o quickly. The timing was raally appreciated. As | have mentioned to yor S22
s.22 and 50 we are endeavoring to gel this all sorted out and agreed

upon by the tme | leave, Yesterday's meeling went a long way 10 clanfying the requirements.

As requested at the mesting, | would appreciate you digging oul the access permits for all the properties likely 10 be
affected by the proposed changes 10 the TCH. In the past | have been given copies of whatever parmits | have
requested. Howaver, if you fesl that there i an issue over that, then all | really need to know is:
- is there an access parmif for the access baing atfectsd — yes or na?
- if 50, Is thara any spactal condition on the parmit. olhar than the usual ona which givas tha Ministry
thi right to restrict the access 1 right-infright-out should the Ministry 5o wish any tima in the future?
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Thits memao IS also to confirm that at yesterday's meeting, the Ministry modified Candition 8 in your letter of Decemnber
1 o read something to the effect that “Applicant to discuss the impact of the improvements lo the Trans Canada
Highway with all affected propery owners and confirm fo the Ministry that this has been done.”

With respect 1o Condition 8, the applicant, SmanCentres, is 1o confirm that no site development drnage is being
added fo the Ministry's right-of-way. Any increased drainage from the highway widening will be accommodated in the
novmal manner thiough suitable drainage along the highway

Mark Merio and | met with Shawn and ner assistant Jamas yesterday afer the meeting and we will gat back 0 her
with soms sdditional simulation modsis and analysis results resolving the spacifics of Conditions 1. 2. and 4. We will
COpY YOU 0N ANy Memos

Pliase call ma al s.22 { you have any guestions on the above.,

Trevor Wiard
T.J.Ward Consulting Group inc.
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Wednes
3:03PM

day, November 10,2010

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Seni: Woednesday, March 17, 2010 12:27 PM

To: ‘Mark Marla', Trevar Ward', '‘Corey Palement’; "Rob Nigwenhulzen'

Ce: ‘Alan Lee (18, Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Irvine, Grant M TRANEX

Subject: MaT file 2009-05802 (SmarCenires)

Attachments: 10avemamo.pdf; 2018pmday-rl-A syn;, 2019pmdev-r1-C.syn; 2018pmdev-300-C syn;

2019pmdev-500-A.syn; City Dec 16 letter.pdl; SA xisx

Hello,

Please find below the Ministry's response to Ward's Tech Memo Jan, 15710 and the City of Salmon Arm's letter Dec
16/09:

To re-cap, Ward Consulting Group has been analysing various scenarios and the most recent was a protected T
option at 10 Ave. However, a letter issued by the City stated they did not support the protected ‘T option, After
our meeting with the City, it was clarified that the City was not opposed to a protected T but did not support an
unsignalized one.

To assist in keeping this development moving ahead, we did some quick analysis of a signalised protected T' with a
bit of a “sensitivity analysis” on the left turns,

We looked at the following optiens:
*  MoT concerns are predominantly with the functionality of the TCH so we looked specifically at the following:
o Signalised i/s as previously submitted by Ward (only 1 EB thru lane)
o Signalised i/s with 2 EB lanes
s We realize the City is concernad with the delay to the side street traffic and access to the properties on the
south side of the hwy so we also looked at:
o The two scenarios above assuming modified left turning movernents (N8 from 10 Ave onto the
TCH
& Ascumed 0% “diversions of left turns” |Le. no frontage road option
s Aggumed 25% and 50% diversions of the left turns i.e. frontage road constructed

We did not analyse the affects of carrying the left turn movements along the frontage road and the impacts at 30"
nor the discharge lengths of the 2 EB thru lanes at 10™. Attached is a copy of our results [named SA_xlsx) bt |
STRONGLY recommend that the consultant do their own analysis of the options.

In summary, | do support the request by the City of & signalised protected ‘T at this location with the requirement
of 2 EB thru lanes - | suspect that we may have to carry these lanes right up to Piccadilly (the cost of putting
everything on the highway with no network aptions available to divert some traffic).

If you have and question, please contact me and quote file 2009-05802

Tara Knight, ssr

Duiricd Cavotoprimal Tochrcan

hbreilry of Tramsporiafon B afrasiructure
B 100, Salenon Asrt, BIE. VIE 454

W Phane: 290831 3374

= Fun; 250 B33 3380

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Monday, January 25, 2010 10:06 AM

To: Mark Merio’; Trevor Ward'

Cc: 'Corey Paiement’; 'Rob Niewenhiizen'; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Subject: MaT file 2009-05802 (SmanCentres)
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Hi Mirk,

| have received the below proposal you submitted to Shawn Grant. To avoid any miscommunication and to ensure
our file ls complete with all correspondence, please send any/all correspondence through me. We require one point
of contact to ensure there is no miscommunication and that contact on file is Trevor Ward. Should this not be the
case, please advise me.

Tha attachad proposal indicates results for a protected T° option for the Trans Canada Highway and 10" Avenue SW
intarsection, However, the City of Salmon Arm’s letter dated Decamber 16, 2009 [attached] indicatas they do not
support a protected T'. The Ministry will be maeting with the City this Wednesday to discuss this letter. Smart
Centres will be notified of the outcome of this meeting,

If you have any questions, please contact me and guote file 2009-058032.

Tara Knight, sser

Deitrici Developmast Techng-ae

hErugsry of Tegnaporansn & inlrpstructineg
Ben 100, Salmon &m. BC. VIE 454

& Phoow. 2508332074

= Faxi 230,033,330

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2010 9:27 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: FW: Hwy 1/10 Avenue Analysis

The most recent info from Smart Centres

a3 P Lo B
Sent: Friday, Jlmnrrlil‘ﬂlﬂ451h'l
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Cc: Alesfsmartcentres.com; s.22
Subject: Hwy 1/10 Avenue Analysis

Shawn,
Atiached are ihe Synchio files for the 2018 analysis, There are four versions, two with the higher peak hour factor
and two with the jower, For each factor there is one version with the eastbound lane at 30 Sireet ending 500 metres
io the east and the other with it continuing 10 10 Avenua. Tha naming convention is the sama as the previous
Synchro files sont last month.

| have also altached a revised memo cullimng the 2018 results.

If you have any questions, please feal Iree to call, and | would be happy 10 answer them.
Mark,

Mark Merio, M.A.5c., P.Eng.

Senior Traffic/Transportation Engineer

p: B04-685-0275 x335 - : 604-684-6241

& mmerhow cha.cy

EBA Engincanng Consullants Lid.

Decanic Plaza, 9™ Floor, 1066 West Hastings Street

Vancouver, British Columbia VBE 3X2 - CANADA

CREATING AND DELIVERIHG BETTER SODLUTIONS

e '.!hl Ldl |
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

3:03PM

ISSUED FOR USE ==
-
TECHNICAL MEMO =
I ot el e Bt il —
TO: Shuram € cant DATE: Januacy 15, 2010
c: MEMO NO:
FROM: Mark Metdo/ Trever Warnd FILE: V2o
SUBJECT: 2019 Analysis
Artached are some revised tables for the 2009 snalves results, whach inclode the 2000 hackground
results which you endacsted wre 1o be the pral of the analyss. The results with the development
traffic n place sre all for the protected T intersection. In the pum. peak howr the operatn of the
mitersechon with the development traffic m 2019 s better than m 2000, Thes o nort the case wath the
Satarchly analyss, however, the Satunday result (v/c = 278, delay = 735) & smilar to that of the
2000 pm, peak hour (v/c = 278, delay = 952). 1 rrus that thes wall allow s to dose the 1ssue and
procecd with the peotected “T7 as the peeferred option for this intersection, and we can now
concentrare on the rermamng detals:
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1068 West Hastings Street - Vancoover. British Columbis VEE JX] - CANADA g
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

3:04PM

City of Salmon Arm -
500 - 2 Avenue NE

Mailing Address: Box 40

Tek (250) ROL4000  Fax: (250) BOL04

e Sl o e

Salmon Arm. BC VIE 452

December 16, 2009 Our File: OCP3000-50/ZON-828
Your File 2009-05802

mmurr-wmmmm
Oicanagan Shuswap District
Box 100 Station Main,
Salmon Arm, BC.

V1E 454

Attention: Tara Knight. District Development Technician

With respect o our recent meating held on Monday, Decembaer 7, 2009 with MoTI, City staff,
Smarl Centres and Ward Consulting regarding the above mentioned development and in the
MoTl requirements outlined in your letter daled December 1, 2008 City staff provides the
following comments:

City stalf have concerns with the developer's comments in regands lo the functionality of the
proposed improvements and the impact on the adjacert and surmounding properties
Spacifically, we reference the MOTI letter dated Decambar 1, 2008 - Item #3 which requires the
applicant to design and construct the frontage road along the south side of the Tans-Canada
Highway (TCH). During the meeting the developer commented thal the fronlage road was a new
and onerous requirement. The frontage roads were discussed with the developer at a previous
meating (May 6, 2009) hosted by MOTI in Kamioops and tharefors should not be considerad a
new issue.

The required off-site road improvements must be shown to function effectively as this is an
impaortant part of the overall municipal roadway network, providing alternative access not only to
the proposed site, but also to the adjacent properties as parl of the highway access
management strategy. We are concemned thal if the frontage road on the south side of the TCH
is not constructed and a centre madian s installed to control left tuming movements (i.e. access
lo the properties on both sides of the TCH would be limited to right in and oul) then the MaT]
and City could be subject to a clam for business losses resulting from the works after
construction completion. Similar considerations should also be given lo the properties on the
norh side of the TCH. Should MoTl wish to negate the developer's responsibility for these off-
site road iImprovements, then the City will be looking for an examption of liability from the MoTI

City staff has reviewed a prolected T intersection atinear Canadian Tire and do not support this
proposal. We baleve that even with a protected tee intersection, the lefl turm movemnent onto the

New Section 1 Page 455
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Salmon Arm TCH West — Smart Centre Development
December 16, 2009
Page 2

TCH west bound will still result in a Level of Service "F". We recommend that this intersection
be signalized with the west bound traffic provided an advance green arrow (in-place of a left turn
lane) on the TCH “trough traffic" phase. This will allow traffic that wishes to turn left the
opportunity to safely make the turning movement on the following green phase and/or make the
left turn safely during low traffic volumes. This option also allows safe left turns onto the TCH
from 10" Avenue SW.

This location and section of the TCH is not without its challenges and the availability of property
is a constraint which may lmit the type of improvements which can be designed and
constructed, the required off-site works must safely accommodate the future traffic which will be
generated by the proposed development.

Notwithstanding some of the discussions that occurred at the December 7, 2009 meeting, the
City understands that the developers requirements remain as outlined in your December 1,
2009 letter. The City requests further discussion about the protected ‘T' intersection and the
City's suggested alternative at the TCH and 10" Avenue S.W. intersection.

Please contact the undersigned at 250-803-4017 to discuss further.

Regards,

//,;"7‘ e ——
“Robert Niewenhuizen, A Sc.T.
City Engineer

Cc Carl Bannister, CAO
Dale McTaggart, Director of Engineering and Public Works
Corey Paiement, Director of Development Services
Alan Lee, Smart Centres
Trevor Ward, Ward Consulting
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Wednesday, November 10,2010

3:05PM
I{nliht, Tara TRAN:EX
From: Knight, Tara TRAN-EX
Sent: Wadnesday, March 17, 2010 1:57 PM
To: ‘ALce@@smartcentnes. com’
Subject: RE: MaT file 2009-05802 (SmanCentras)

Thanks far the heads up Alan
Please have any and all changes sent to my attention.

Tara Wpight, asct
Eamnon Arrn Developmesd T ecrrsues

From: AlLes@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALeefsmartcentres.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2010 1:55 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAM:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAM:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Ce: Corey Paiement; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Mark Merlo; Rob Niewenhuizen; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Trevor
Ward

Subject: Re: MoT file 2009-05802 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Owver the Iast few weaks, the development plans have changed significantly with
the proposed sguare footage being much smaller than previous. Ward Consulting
is amending their analysis 10 suil and will provide that when completed.

dmartCentres
Alan Loa P Eng  MBA | Director, Englneering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-0112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[#201-11120 Horseshoe Way. Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

Thul MdBepd I SPBN0ed 10- the st 1 May CONA Brfesegnd o SOMicent e IVOTEDOA Aty WASUNOREST IS0 o Iy Mfaced i o
el reivs Rl Ml SREREGE A BTE DhakE TSRy o rEewSately 89 AT e Ty Crredl i Sleea s reigs Madie Fes Selate ihe B MaLIRgE
Thafh poe

Pladins comuiced M enviionmenl Boaldde pratng Bus s-maal ﬁ SV P conudonis FEminonearssil Sest dUERmer o8 Courms

Tinkgind, Tarn TRAMEX” <Tara. Knighiflige be.ca> To “Mark Mevig® <mmeiicwardcaniuting ca= “Traver Wand®
"Ww‘.tﬂ'. "Camy wqmmm
*Flob Nigwarhuigan® Frgen Fual tae

o “hdan Lew [ 15]" «ALse@smarcentres come, “Grant, Shawn D TRAM EX®
<Shaan Grank@goy bt cas ena Goant M TRANEX®
<Grant IrdnsEgo b cax
Subject WoT Ml 200805807 (SmaniCardres)

X TRO10 1278 Pu

Hella,
Pleate find below the Minktry's resporse to Ward's Tech Memo Jan. 15710 and the Tity of Salmon Arm's letter Dee 16/09;
To re-cap, Ward Consulting Group has been analysing various scenarkos and the most recent was a protected ‘T option at 10

Ave. However, a better lidued by the City stated they did not support the pratected T option. Aftef our meating with the City,
it was clarified that the City was not opposed to a protected "T" but did not support an unsignalised one.
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To assist in keeping this development moving ahead, we did some guick analysis of a signalised protected T° with a bitof a
"sensitivity analysis® on the left turma.

We looked at the following options:

. MoT concerms are predominantly with the functionality of the TCH 30 we looked specifically at the followsng:

o Signalised |/ a5 previously submitted by Ward (only 1 EB thiu lane)

o Signatised |fs with 2 EB lanes

" We realire the City is concerned with the delay to the side street traffic and access to the properTies on the south sede of
the Ry 10 we also looked at-

o The two scenarkos above assuming modified left turning movements N from 107 Awe onto the TCH)

*  Assumed 0% “diversions of left turm® Le. no frontage road option

= Aptumed 25% and S0% divarsiont of tha laft turns Le. frontage road constrocted

We did not analyse the affects of carrying the left turn movements along the frontage road and the impacts at 30 nor the
discharge langths of the 7 EB thru lanes at 10%. Attached i a copy of our results [named SA o) but | STRONGLY recommend
that the consultant do thes own analyiiz of the optiont.

in summary, | do suppart the request by the City of a signalsed protected T at this location with the requirement of 2 EB thiu
lanag = | uLpect that we may have to cammy thess lanes right up to Piccadilly (the cont of putting everything on the highway with
no Aetwork options available to dnert some traffic).

if you have and guestion, plaase rontact me and quote file J005-05802.

Tara Knight, s
il Dot T b
Mgy o Trar 5 s
Boa 700 Sawman Arm. BLC VIE 254
W Prose 250 8332074

= Fan: 290030 3080

From: Kmght, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Monday, January 25, 2010 10:08 AM

To: Mark Merlo'; Trevor Ward'

Cc: 'Corey Paiement’; ‘Rob Niewenhulzen'; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Trvine, Grant M TRANEX
Subgject: MoT file 2009-05802 (SmartCentres)

Hi Mark,

| have recetved the below proposal you submitted to Shawn Grant, To avoid any miscommunication and to enture our file ks
complete with all cormespondence, please send any/sll cormespondence through me. We requine one point of contact 1o &niune
there is no miscommunication and that contact on file ls Trevor Ward, Should this not be the case, please advise me.

The attached proposal indicates results for a protected T option far the Trans Conada Highway and 107 Avenue SW
Intersection However, the City of Salmon Arm's letter dated Decermbei 16, 2009 (attached) indicales they do nol support &
protected 17, The Ministry will be meeting with the City this Wednesday to discuss this letter, Smart Centres will be notified of
the outcame of this meeting.

I you have any guestions, please contact me and quote file 2009-05807.

Tara Knight, aser

Dt Darvwmoprrmnt Teckmncin
mmﬂ?wlmm
Bas 100, Sabmin Amw, BC. VIE 484

W Phone 750 B33 3374

=« Fas 7505737080

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2010 9:27 AM
Ta: Kmight, Tara TRAN:EX

Subject: FW: Hwy 1/10 Avénue Analysis

The mast recent info from Smart Cantres
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Shawn

From: Mark Merlo [mailto:mmerdo@wardconsulting.ca)
Senk: Friday, January 15, 2010 4:51 PM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: ALee@smartcentres.com; s.22
Subject: Hwy 1/10 Avenue Analysis

Shawn,

Attached are the Synchro files for the 2019 analysis. There are four versions, two with the higher peak hour factor
and two with the lowar. For each factor there is one version with the easibound lane at 30 Streel ending 500 metres
1o the east and the other with it continuing 19 10 Avenua, The naming convention s the sama as the previous
Synchro files sent [ast month.

| have also altached a revised memo outlining the 2019 results.
If you have any questions, please feel free to call, and | would be happy to answer tham.
Mark.

Mark Merlo, M.A.Sc., P.Eng.
Senior Traffic/Transportation Engineer
p: 604-685-0275 x335 « I: 604-684-6241
€ punirbod g

EBA Enginpering Consultants Lid.
Ocaanic Piaza, 9 Floor, 1066 West Hastings Steel
Vanoouver, Brigtsh Columbla VBE Jx2 « CANADA

nnnahass

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

[attachment
“10avememo, pdf™ deleted by Alan Lee/SmanCentres] [antachment “2019pmdev-ni-A.syn”™ deleted by Alan
Lee/SmartCentres] [attachment “2019pmdev-rt-C syn" deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres) [attachmem
"2019pmdev-500-Csyn" deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres] [attachment "2019pmdev-500-A.syn” deleted
by Alan Lee/SmartCentres] [attachment “City Dee 16 lener.pdi™ deleted by Alan Lee/SmanCentres]
[attachment “SA xlsx” deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres]

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System,
For more information please visit hip:/www messagelabs.com/email
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Friday, November 12,2010
10:50 AM

Not Responsive

From: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

To: "Alesfsmartcentres.com’ <ALeaffsmartcentres.com=; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Sent: Tue Jun 22 14:24:08 2010

Subject: Re: Smart Centre Development - Proposed TCH Improvemants - Salmon Arm

Don't have a copy, but will follow up
Morm

Ministry of Transportation
and Infrastructure
Southem Intenor Region

From: Ales@smartcentres.com <AlLee@smartcentres.com:>

To: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent; Tue Jun 22 14:12:26 2010

Subject: Fw: Smart Centre Development - Proposed TCH Improvements - Salmon Arm

Hi harmn,

Talking to Elizabeth and Dave, | understand that both of them cant
find a copy of Shawn's comments and have indicated that even with that,
without the background, they will likely nat be able to provide a responsa
until next week at the eariest,

Wera you copied on Shawn's review comments and if 50 can you pleasa forward
it to Elizabeth and Dave? Could we also gel copied so that we can start addressing
them if required? | hiave left Shawn a message on this as well but understand

sha (s nol back in (he office until Thu

smariCentres
Alan Loe P Eng , MEA | Director, Enginearing - Wastern Region | Phone: 804-448-9112 ext 10 | Fax: 804-448-8114
| #201-171120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

fox gy a1 rwrcied b e scdermes. =
Pl SR FUEE PRELAGE N @TEV BRAAES ADEF,

TEens e

Srrwre W FAly profehivs M
o Rty the ool METiase

Flasur comsce B enammment Sefn gty P e ﬁ B4 F romuens Cemamnnrerre gaant dmperm cn soure

— Epragided by Alas LesBmeriCentres om D1 3010 0708 P —

Alan LeeSmartCentres Te Eltsbhaih Keam Dave Turner
£ Magm Parkesfgew b £9. Shawn Doanilgey be ca. Tars Knight figev be ca
Bl22000 1157 AM nbklets gt ymartcorkoen com
Bubject Fw Bmgrl Condre Devsloprme©nd - Proposed TCH bmp s - Balkron Arm
1
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Hi Elizabeth,

Thanks for discussing the project with me loday. As indicated, | had understood

firoam my discusskons with Norm yestérday thal Shawn had provided Tara with

her TIA review comments this past Friday. However, as | understand that Tara is on vacation
last Friday and all of this week and that Shawn s on vacation uniil Wed of this week,

that you and Dave will be providing MOT comments in their absence

I have also forwarded the email below to you which provides some background information

As indicated, our rézoning application was approved al Salmon Arm Council yesterday 10 nove
forward to 15t and 2nd reading Monday Jun 28th and 3rd reading Public Hearing s proposed for
Jul 18,

If hedpful, we are happy o have EBAMard Consulting available for a maeting or confarance call
with yourselves lo answar any quesfions you meght have. Thanks.

dmariCentres
Alon Lee P Eng, MEBA | Director, Engineering - Westarn Region | Phone: 604-448-0112 axt 19 | Fax: 504-448-8114
[ #201-11120 Horseshos Way, Richmand, BC, VTA 5MHT |

Thal FEZLage 4 Fiucged far D scCiriee. F =y Z0oles? privleged g ooafiEnTE renmaien Any WeaulrTETed DU (1 ECE) MEnaind W o

Fapw e ITon Smlagd o) 60D Em e 20 L e My G el e Bl coetec] e e recaads. aats Men delsls the origedd nedage

P Comuin e Bnnsaiment Deform prirmng Fes emad A 2P consniereg Peminonnement 3eant o iameT 0o CouTmiel

— Ferwaned oy Alan Les'SmamCamres on 0BI22010 1744 Akt —

Alan Lee/8martCentres Te Maem Paskes, “Grant. Smawn O TRAN EX° =Sngsn Graneigoy.ie z3s, “Hnight
Tara TRANEX" <Tara MnightSgoy bo.ca>
G200 443 PM & Lo

Subiect Pe Smart Contre Dwvsioprnent - Propoaed TCH bmprovements

Morm,
I noticed you weren't copied on the email below so | have forwarded it to you,
Morm, Shawn, Tara,

Based on the Cily's review of the TIA and the proposed improvements to the TCH,
we wanted to provide some comments.

- There are a number of points with regards 1o propery lnes, exsting foad edges, asphalt

edges, elo... In our past experience and | undertand those of our consultant Ward Consulting also,
for TIAS submitted to MOT, at this stage, concapt laning drawings are provided for review

VWhile we certainly understand the need far the datails noted above, thosa are normally addressed
at the design drawing stage and we believe those are pramature at this stage.

= Thers are a number of points with regards to ioss of left tum accass from the TCH which we ans

not entirély clear on as the points appear to be conflicting. in Points 5 and 15, thamn IS concam with regard 1o
loss of left tums which although illegal, are currently possible under the présent configuration, However,
Paint 10 appears 1o indicate the preférence for concreta barmers which conflicts with the poinis above

The updated concept laning drawing as provided by Ward/EBA on Jun 14 mamiaing a similar median
treatment as currently exists and there is minimal iImpact 1o left turms. Further to that, as requested

by the City, we have also approached and received written approval from the affected landowners. for

the conceptual laning and improvemants as proposad. | have attached the letters balow for your reference.

1

Page186
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 266



For Country Camping and Neptuna Pools, we can provide altemate access onto our proposed access roads

- Poini 8 asks about a second eastbound through lane from 30th 5t SW to the protected T intersection.
With ouwr development proposal now reduced such thal volumes are approx 43% less than previous,

and with tha need now for only 1 5B o EB left turn axit lane from our site al the north leg of of 30th St SW,
our understanding is thal the proposed mprovements fully mitigale our development mpacts

We are happy 1o meael with you to discuss any quastions you may have al your conveniance
and would certainty like to understand and go through your anatysis of the City's comments balow.
We look forward 1o your résponse. Thanks.

[attachmant "Salmon Arm - Lalters from Landownar's Supporiing SmartCantres Proposed Transportation
Impravarmants pdf didated by Alan Lea/SmanCoentres]

SmariCentres
Algn Lee P Eng MEA | Diractor, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-445-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-5114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmaond, BC, V7A 5HT |

The measage IR T AT § Ay COTRE pepiged o Cowigente eSmmaren A ST FRETSY i STEPY STD T o
wge

S0 BObrred Bl SELLIPE A T peenid AGER LI rrsegate’y B AT e My CONECT Bt el e recaetll Fisale e Celely Sy ogrs md

Pigans comiden thy ensugmmspnt tebse prordeng rus el ﬁ SV P congidersg Pemvronmperegen, geant Jimpremer oo coarmapl

— Faraanaed by Alan Leb'SmarCanras on 08172000 03 13 PW —

Rk Mi P Ny uizen s AR To “Geonl, Shawn D TRAN EX® «Shawn Grant @gov.be o>, Wnight. Tara TRAN EX°
«Tora Knightfigov bc cax, "Nathan Hildebrand”
efirudebrandPemancenties. com> "Akn Lee® <AL sefDamancanties coms

OES2010 038 P smrddafgabe.cas

&2 "Coray Parmenl” <cpalamantifsaimanan. o, "Cart Bansaler
wrhanninbesalmanam ca> "Dale McTaggart” <dmeisggatll salmonam ca»
Sulyect Smat Centre Developrnant - Froposed TOH mprevermenis

Good Afternoon

After having reviewed the concept laneing site plan drawings which we have received from EBA
Engineering (Ward) dated June 14, 2010 for the Smart Centre Development (File: V3120107 1-LN-

7 Hwy concept 30 5t SW to 10 St SW pdf ), we have the following Preliminary comments:

Again we express our concems with the applicants proposal and with the future functionality of the
proposed improvements and the potential impact on the adjacent and surrounding properties &
businessas.

1. All Existing Property Lines need to be shown on the plans, possibly in bold or an alternate
color.

2. The plan needs lo identify any Right of Way acquisition or Road Dedication requirements and
existing trespass situations based on the proposed improvements.

3. All existing driveways and property access points need to be shown on the plan (north and
south side of TCH)
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4. Show the alternative access arrangements where required for all affected properties,
including Country Camping and Neptune Pools.

& The plan need o show the proposed access & egress movements from these existing
properties and identify restrictions or permaneant loss of any acceass or egress movements,

The plan needs to show the existing roads and asphalt edges.
30™ Strest intersection alignment

Sidewalks are shown on private property?
Crosswalk should be relocated to east side of intersection

om~ o

Accelaration/Deceleration lanes for proposed second development access?

9. Second east bound lane from 30" Street SW intersection to proposed protected T
intersection?

10, Paintad islands and median vs. concrate barrars, the center median being proposed may
invite drivers to perform illegal traffic movements {i.e. Left in or Left out movements)

11. The concept drawing to show existing conditions and proposed works by applicant only. The
south frontage road design (Gentech Engineering) should be removed If it is not being proposed
to be provided by the applicant.

12. MOTI or Traffic Engineer to provide confirmation thal the proposed protected “T” intersection
meets all geometric design standards, safety & performance requirements.

13. The traffic study to address the TCH - 10" Street SW intersection
14. MOTI could comment on status of previously proposed new TCH/20™ Strest Intersection

15. The Developer and/or Consulling Engineer to address all TCH accesses impacted by the
proposed improvements including the loss of let lurn access/egress Wo/from the properties fronting
the TCH and the developer should provide acknowledgement from existing impacted business &
properties

Please find attached a PDF “makeup” file containing location specific comments for your raview,
City Staff will prowide addibional comments upon receving a revised concept drawing.

Best regards

Robaort Niewenhulzen

City Enginaar

City of Salmon Arm

Box 40, 500-2nd Avenus NE

Saimon Armm, BC, V1E 4N2

Tel: 250 803 4017

Feo: 250 803 4041

email: migwanfuizenthsalmonanmm. ca

A Please consider the environmen! when prnting this emad
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sceunty System,
[attachmant “"Hwy1

Concept 30 5t SW to 10 81 SW with comments.pdl™ deleted by Alan Lee/SmanCentres]

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp:/www messagelabs com/email
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Friday, November 12,2010
10:52 AM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, Juna 25, 2010 2:57 PM

To: ‘Aleef@smancentres.comy’; ‘Coray Paiement’, "Rob Niewenhuizen'

Ce: Knight, Tara TRANEX: Tumer, Dave TRAN.EX, Tekana, Murray M TRANEX. Parkas,
Norm E TRANEX; Irvina, Grant M TRANEX

Subject: Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

| have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30™ Street in
Salmon Arm [please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this review on the following
information:

*  Revised TIS dated june 24, 2010

* Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010

s  Synchro files sent lune 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

General
¢ Sinca this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak to determine
If wee could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn decels or length
of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detalled design stage and due to concermns in
bullet below).
s The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report i.e.
o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30™ to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in
Synchiro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.
@ The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report
¢ The design year is bulld-out plus 10 50 | have only looked at the 2019 files— not quite the full timeline that
we want but this model should be able to chow if we have some residual capacity in the system to work a
few years past 2019

30" Street

= Pg9-—we will not allow split phasing

s | re-ran the Synchro with na left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased dramatically
far all movements except the 58 left (went from D to £}, However, | would recommend at this time that no
phases be installed but that | iImplement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give more priority to the
sidestraet to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or batter]) in 2019,

# The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor did the report
shaw an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed roundabout but | believe |
saw another drawing somewhere moare recently that showed a 4-way stop? What is being proposed? | am
ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a d-way stop — maybe a 2-way [NB is free flow) at this time and
when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is installed?

*  As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs = TCH approaches
with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest right turn
tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper (not sure
what it [z) and there is no guadrant island 58 — the 58 would be a City decision as it will impact the queuing
on their streets, not the Hwy.

* | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the predominant 58 It
movement

s Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

¢ The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and G0m appear sufficient)

East Access
= This proposal has eliminated the left turn inte the development. At this time, due to the access concerns
aleng this section | am “conditionally® ek with the concept = however, let me explain, Ideally, | would want
1
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to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the access signal,
However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for raised
channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected onta the
frontage road to maintain full movemnent (note, it is not illegal to turn left acrass a double yellow lina), |
don't think all of them could ba maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the EB merge
point = too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.
*  For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate alternate routing
s | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of the following
conditions are met:
o The frontage road is constructed on the southside
© Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH
& Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection
+ This means that the design must incorporate the following:
o Median width that would allow the left turn slot by extending this width all the way ta 10", this will
also act as a refuge for the left turners)
o Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement

= This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to encourage motorists
to use both lanes through the mtersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays along the Highway would
be unacceptable.

+ | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to review/respond to
my concerns above about the model,

»  However, in general, it 2 appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be sufficient to
maintain the queves etc.

¢+ But what about the access on the zouthside of the TCH— it will be limited to right-infout only. Any other
accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

* The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but definitely EB.
The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing some queuing at
the merge point.

" A [Pr
& Trua, as stated in the TIS, the number of left turn movemants out of this intersection contributed to this
development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the development that are travelling
along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.
*  The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is very difficult
to doin Synchio. S0 | also did a separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears that the protected
T is better than the background conditions = my results are below:

NELT
wic delay
Unsignalized background only 2.8 963 ser
Unsignalized combined traffic 9.6 ERR
Protected T combined traffic 1.1 164 sec

Scenario (2019 P Peak)

o ignall i
» | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn phase would be
required for the WB direction,

In previous discussions with the City of Salmen Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions and
responses are below:

Q: s MoT going to require o frontage rood?
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A: No - the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the frontage road
is built {due to rezoning or whatever| then some of the accesses can maintain full-movement in the short-term.

03: Iy the protected T occeptobile af the proposed location ?
A: Yes - the protected T will work at the proposed location: assuming all the works can be contained in the existing
right-af-way, It could be relocated to 207 in the future.

Q. What will happen fo the ocoesses on the southside of the TCH between 307 ond 107

A This is something that needs 10 be addressed in the TIS. For accesses which will kave their movements disrupted
by sither the channelization or menging location, the report will have to demonstrate how people will get to/from
thowe properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the traffic needs
directly, Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that | am not aware of.

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details will need to
be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara a5 MoT s point of contact for this development.
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Page 213 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

TR LSTR UTE ST T T A e e ] 3 %5 GOTEAMMEAL | O, RS S ST L LA

SGrant, Shawn O TRAM EX" tShawn GrantiBgos bc ca> h«gm.m mpwqmm.mw
DRS00 0T 55 P HW Tarn TRAN EX" <Tars Knghh@gov be cax. "I'l.nn Davw TRAM EX°

«0isve Tumneriigoy be cax, "Tekama, Muimay M TRAN EX™
mfﬂﬂmtm "Paries Norm E TRAMN EX®
aharm Parkasfpges b cav, “Wane, Geart M TRAN EX" «Geart Inmafiigoy b can

Subject Salman Arn Smar Centres Commaenta [June 2010)

| have reviewed the |atest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30"
Street in Salmon Arm (please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this
review on the following information:

. Revised TIS dated June 24, 2010
. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010
. Synchro files sent June 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

. Since this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak
to determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn
decels or length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detailed design stage and
due to concerns in bullet below).

. The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report
e

o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30” to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in
Synchre, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

o The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report
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. The design year is bulld-out plus 10 50 | have only locked at the 2019 files = not quite the full
timeline that we want but this model should be able to show If we have some residual capacity in the
system to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
. Pg 9 = we will not allow split phasing
. | re-ran the Synchro with no left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the SB left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at
this time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give
mare priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or better) in 2019,

. The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor
did the report show an updated analysis of it). in the previous submission there was a proposed
roundabout but | bebeve | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop?
What is being proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a &-way stop - maybe a 2-way
(MB is free flow) at this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is
installed?

- As this is a8 major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs — TCH
approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets [City to determine] but at least, | would suggest
right turn tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB dirsction on TCH ks not quite a direct taper
(not sure what it is) and there is no quadrant island 58 - the 58 would be a City decision as it will impact
the queuing on thair streets, not the Hwy.

L] | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the
predominant 58 it movement.

. Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

. The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and B0m appear sufficient)

East Access

. This proposal has eliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access

concerns along this section | am “conditionally” ok with the concept = howaver, let me explain. Ideally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the
access signal, However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for
raised channelization along this section. This will allow some of the acceszas who are not yet connected
onte the frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not illegal ta turn left across a double yellow
fine), | don't think all of them could be maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the
EB merge point — too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.

- For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate
alternate routing

- | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of
the following conditions are met:

o The frontage road is constructed on the southside
]
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o Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH

o Left turn pressuras at the signalized intersection
® This means that the design must incorporate the following:
o Median width that would allow the left turn slot (by extending this width all the way to 1™,

this will also act as a refuge for the left turners)

a Throat width of the sast side access to allow the left in movement
Hay 1
. This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to

encourage motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays
along the Highway would be unacceptable.

. I am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to
reviaw/raspond to my concerns above about the model.

L] However, in general, it a appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be
sufficient to maintain the queues etc.

. But what about the access an the southside of the TCH - it will be limited to right-infout only.
Any other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

- The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
definitely EB. The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing
some queuing at the merge point.

10" Ave (Protected T}

. True, as stated in tha T15, the number of laft turn movements out of this intersection
contributed to this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the
developmant that are travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.

. The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work = | realize this is
very difficult to do In Synchro. 5o | also did a separate analysis (like the consuitants did) and it appears
that the protected T is better than the background conditions — my results are below:

!uﬂl 5 [EE !i i . ]

= | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn
phase would be required for the WB direction.

In previous discussions with the City of 5almon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions
and responses are below:
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Q' Is MoT going to require o frontage road?

A: No - the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the
frontage road is bullt {due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-
movement in the shert-term,

Q@ Iy the protected T occeptoble ot the proposed locotion?

A: Yes — the protectad T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
existing right-of-way. It could be relocated to 20™ in the future.

Q@ What will hoppen o the ccresses on the southside of the TCH between 307 ond 1677

A: This is something that needs to be addressed in the TS, For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by sither the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how
people will get to/from those properties.

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the
traffic needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that |
am not aware of.

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design detalls
will need to be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara as MoT's point of contact for this development.

Thanks

Shawn Gran, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructurs

Southern Interior Region
231447 Columbia Streel
Kemicops BC V2C 273
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083
Shawn.Grantfigov.be.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessazgeLabs Email Securty System,
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Page 222 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive
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Bibjedt Salmon Arm St Cantres Comsmants [June 2010)

| have raviewad the latest submission regarding tha proposad davslopment alongside the TCH at 30"
Street in Salmon Arm (please forward my comments to anyane | may have missed). | have based this
review on the following information:

. Revised TIS dated June 24, 2010
. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010
- Synchro files sent June 24, 2010
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My comments are as follows:
General

. Since this was a very quick review, | anly locked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak
to determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn
decels or length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detalled design stage and
due to concerns in bullet below).

. The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report

(KN

o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30™ to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in

Synchro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

o The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report
- The design year is build-out plus 10 so | have only locked at the 2013 files — not quite the full

timeline that we want but this model should be able to show if we have some residual capacity in the
system to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
* Pg 9—we will not allow split phasing
- | re-ran the Synchro with no left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the SB left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at
this time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give
maore priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS5 D (or better) in 2019.

- The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor
did the report show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed
roundabout but | believe | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop?
What is being proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a 4-way stop — maybe a 2-way
{NB is free flow) at this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is
installed?

. As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs — TCH
approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest
right turn tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper
{not sure what it is) and there is no quadrant island 5B — the 5B would be a City decision as it will impact
the queuing on their streets, not the Hwy.

. | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the
predominant SB It movement,

. Continuity/guide lines would not be required.
. The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and 60m appear sufficient)

ast Access
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. This proposal has eliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access
concerns along this section | am “conditionally”™ ok with the concept = however, lat me explain. |deally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the
access signal. However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for
raised channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected
onto the frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not illegal to turn left across a double yellow
line). | don't think all of them could be maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the
EB merge point = too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic,

. For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TI5 must demonstrate
alternate routing

. | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of
the following conditions are met:

o The frontage road is constructed on the southside

o Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH

o Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection

. This means that the design must incorporate the following:

o Median width that would allow the left turn slot (by extending this width all the way to 10",

this will also act as a refuge for the left turners)

[} Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movament
Hwy 1
. This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to

encourage motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays
along the Highway would be unacceptable,

. | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance 1o
review/respond to my concerns above about the model.

L] Howaver, In genaral, it a appears that the EB approach langth of 200ish meters would ba
sufficient to maintain the queues ete.

- But what about the access on the southside of the TCH = it will be limited to right-infout only.
Any other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

. The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
dafinitaly EB, The modalling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing

some gquewing at the merge point.

10™ Ave [Protected T)
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- True, as stated In the TIS, the number of left turn movements out of this intersection
contributed to this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the
development that are travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersaction.

. The mode! was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is

vary difficult to do in Synchro. 5o | also did 3 separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears
that the protected T is batter than the background conditions — my results are below:

];If‘ Street (Signalised Intersection)
- | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left tum

phase would be required for the WB direction.

in previous discussions with the City of Salmon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions
and responses are balow:

Q: Is MoT going to require o frontoge rood?

A: No = the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the
frontage road is built (due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-
movement in the short-term,

@ Is the pratected T acceptahle ot the proposed location?

A: Yes— the protected T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
sxisting right-of-way. It could be relocated ta 20™ in the future.

@: What will happen to the accesses on the southside of the TCH between 30" and 1077

A: This Is something that needs to be addressed in the TIS, For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by either the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how
people will get to/from those properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the
traffic needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other developmeant approvals details that |
am not aware of,

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details
will need to be clarified.

Pleass continue to keep Tara as MoT's point of contact for this development.
Thanks
Shawn Grant, P, Eng

Raegional Traffic Enginesr

Page206
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 297



Ministry of Transporiation
& Infrastructure
Southern Interior Region
231447 Columbia Strest
Kamioops BC V2C 2T3
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 528-4063

Shawn, Grant@gov.be.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security Sysiem.

This email has been seanned by the MessageLabs Emmil Security System.
For more information please visit hip://'www messagelabs.com/email
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Page 228 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive
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Subject Bakmon Arm Smart Cortnes Cormemants une 20000

| have reviewed the |atest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30"
Street in Salmon Arm (please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this
review on the following infarmation:

. Revised TIS dated June 24, 2010

. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010
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. Synchro files sent June 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

General

L] Since this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall aperations in the 2019 PM Peak
to determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn
decels or length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detailed design stage and
due to concerns in bullet below).

L The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report
i.e.

o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30" te 10" Ave is about 700m, in
Synchro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

o The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the repart
- The design year is build-out plus 10 so | have only looked at the 2019 files — not guite the full

timeline that we want but this model should be able to show if we have some residual capacity in the
system to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
» Pg 9—we will not allow split phasing
. | re-ran the Synchro with no laft turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the 58 left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at
this time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give
more priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS D {or better) in 2019,

. Tha Synchre model did not show the connaction to the internal road natwork of the site (nor
did the report show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed
roundabout but | believe | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop?
What is being proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a 4-way stop = maybe a 2-way
(NB is free flow) at this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is
installad?

. As this is a major street connection, | would want to see guadrant islands on all 4 legs - TCH
approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest
right turn tapers, Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper
(not sure what it is) and there is ne quadrant island 5B - the 5B would be a City decision as it will impact
the queuing on their streats, not the Hay.

. | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the
predominant 58 It movement.

- Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

. The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and 60m appear sufficient)
E|
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- This proposal has aliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access
concerns along this section | am “conditionally” ok with the concept — however, let me explain, Ideally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the
access signal. However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for
raisad channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accessas who are not yet connacted
anto the frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not llegal to turn left across a double yellow
line). | don't think all of them could be maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the
EB merge point — too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.

. For any accezs where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate
altarnate routing

. | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of
the following conditions are met:

o The frontage road is constructed on the southside

a Crashes resulting from permitting the |eft turns onto/off-of the TCH

o Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection

. This means that the design must incorporate the following:

o Median width that would allow the left turn siot (by extending this width all the way to 10",

this will also act as a refuge for the left turmers)

[ Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement
Hwy 1
. This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to

encourage motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays
along the Highway would be unacceptable.

= | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to
review/respond to my concerns above about the model.

. However, in general, it a appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be
sufficient to maintain the queues ate,

L] But what about the access on the southside of the TCH = it will be limited to right-infout anly.
Any other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

. The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
definitely EB. The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing
some queuing at the merge point.

" Ave [P I
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- True, as stated In the TIS, the number of left turn movements out of this intersection
contributed to this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the
development that are travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersaction.

. The mode! was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is

vary difficult to do in Synchro. 5o | also did 3 separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears
that the protected T is batter than the background conditions — my results are below:

];If‘ Street (Signalised Intersection)
- | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left tum

phase would be required for the WB direction.

in previous discussions with the City of Salmon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions
and responses are balow:

Q: Is MoT going to require o frontoge rood?

A: No = the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the
frontage road is built (due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-
movement in the short-term,

@ Is the pratected T acceptahle ot the proposed location?

A: Yes— the protected T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
sxisting right-of-way. It could be relocated ta 20™ in the future.

@: What will happen to the accesses on the southside of the TCH between 30" and 1077

A: This Is something that needs to be addressed in the TIS, For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by either the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how
people will get to/from those properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the
traffic needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other developmeant approvals details that |
am not aware of,

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details
will need to be clarified.

Pleass continue to keep Tara as MoT's point of contact for this development.
Thanks
Shawn Grant, P, Eng

Raegional Traffic Enginesr
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Ministry of Transporiation
& Infrastructure
Southern Interior Region
231447 Columbia Strest
Kamioops BC V2C 2T3
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 528-4063

Shawn, Grant@gov.be.ca

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security Sysiem.

This email has been seanned by the MessageLabs Emmil Security System.
For more information please visit hip://'www messagelabs.com/email
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Friday, November 12,2010
10:54 AM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRANEX

Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2010 10:30 AM

Ta: ‘Alee@smancentres.com’, Tumer, Dave TRANEX

Ce: ‘nhildebrand@smarncentres, com’; Tekano, Murray M TRANEX; Parkes, Norm E

TRAMEX: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX: Irvine, Grant M TRAN.EX; Shaw, Dan TRANEX;
‘Corey Paemant’, ‘Rob Newenhuizen’

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm Sman Centres Comments (June 2010)

Attachments: DTM Agrial 1522 - July 12 2010.jpg; Potential WB to 5B Left Tum lane on TCH east of
30ih Ave pdf; Proposed Laning for Nov 2008 TIA Technical Mema Update. pdf

Hi Alan,

Thank you for sending the sketch as it helped me understand what you were trying to achieve, | forwarded the
Iinformation to others in the Ministry and have combined our commaents into this single email.

The proposal of bullding a left turn siet to access the east #nd of the frontage road does not solve the concarns in
my original emall of identifying the route motorists would use to access the various properties impacted by your
development. This left tum siot facilitates properties already connected to the existing frontage road. In addition, |
wonld not be supportive of this left siot for the followmng reasons:
#  The raised channelization needed to construct this proposed |eft tum slots eliminates the option for
temporarily maintaining full movements for those accesses not connected to the frontage road
= Presents staging problems when/if the mid-block left turn is required to the east access of your
Development
& There are too many conflict paints at this access to further enhance this intersection | e. potentially too
many turning conflicts within close proximity

| would suggest that since we are getting to same of the details nacessary to move farward with a design that
maybe we [the City, MoT, Developer] meat to review the following:
= Finalize the details of the aption moving forward into functional design = identify what has been agreed
to and identify outstanding ssves/concerns
Review design criteria
Chscuss timelines
Discuss next steps (or other “development approval® stuff that | am unaware of) that are required to
keep this development moving forward

On large developments (ke this (actually all developments) | find that even though it seems cumbersame, having a
single contact point helps to keep everyone Infarmed. So for future communications with the Ministry | pleass
contact the following:

Dave Turnsr

Deputy Approving Officer
Phone: 250-503-3606

Email: Dave.Turner@gov.bc.ca

Thanks

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Ministry of Transportation
& Infrastructure

Southem Interior Region
231447 Columbia Street
Kamioops BC VaC 2T3
ph. (250) B28-4304
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fax (250) B2B-4083
Shawn Grant@gov.bo.ca

From: Ales@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2010 5:22 PM

To: Grant, Shawn O TRAN:EX

Cc: nhilgsbrand@smartcantres.com

Subject: Re: Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

Shawn,

As discussed today, we have bean looking at options to sccomodate laft tums off TCH

for the properties on the soulhside of the TCH it appears we are alfecting. Wa have been discussing

this specifically with Tarmow Homes, Alpin Molorsparts, and the Boathouse who ane all quite concérmad

that left in access be maintained from the highway as their businesses consis! of predominantly lamger

traffic and deliveries coming from the east They are not cancamed about the beft oul as that can be
accomodaled by the existing frontage road 1o 300 Ave. To address this concem, ane of the oplions we are
proposing is whether an unsignalized WB to 38 left tum be temporarily accomodated in the previous EB to N8 leRt
tum that we had propased for our development, From a quick review, EBAWard had indicated technically this
should fit

We have altached the lollowing for your reference:

1} laning from Nay 2008 TIA technical memos which showed the previcus EB to NB laft tum inlo our development
2) proposed hand sketch of WB to S8 left lurn Lo frontage road south of TCH

3) acrial showing the current frontage road south of TCH,

Can you please comment on whather MOT would consider this?

SmanCentres

[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC. VTA 5H7 |

v Seiiage @ Fietdled A i pdiwiarr € ey ooftas Seregnl o condoleede] stizelaten Ay rauied ERiidee & EREDy aratvaded I pou
Eyw rpcehved P wddage O e cenac mEddfy ut s vhedety 2o Bal o ey freresf aue edemdd restenly. Pleaid Pen dieiiele e ocigmaee S sddce

T s

PR comded T Snsronient oo nrelag s ol ﬁ SV P commideias NennirD el Bt o Wrgred of Coormisl

“Granl, Ehrem 0 TRAMEX™ <Hhnwn. Grantfigey.be.ca> T =ALss@emancentescoms, ‘Comy Paamont’ <cosameri@ealmonarm cas,
"Rk Morwsrituzer’ < mimwenhuien§iamonsim ca~
ORZ2010 02 56 M ¢ “Hnight, Tara TRAN EX" <Tara. Knight@pay. ¢ cax, “Tumed, Dave TRAN.EX"

aliave TumenBobe oo’ "Telana, Murmy M TRANEX"
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«Morm Panesgey b car. Tivine. Grant & TRAN EX <Grant Invseligev be ca>

Gubject Saimon Arm Sman Cantres Comments (June 2000,

| have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30"
street In Salmon Arm (please farward my comments ta anyane | may have missed), | have based this
review on the following information:

» Revised T15 dated June 24, 2010

. Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010
2
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. Synchro files sent June 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

General

L] Since this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall aperations in the 2019 PM Peak
to determine if we could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn
decels or length of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detailed design stage and
due to concerns in bullet below).

L The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report
i.e.

o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30" te 10" Ave is about 700m, in
Synchro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.

o The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the repart
- The design year is build-out plus 10 so | have only looked at the 2019 files — not guite the full

timeline that we want but this model should be able to show if we have some residual capacity in the
system to work a few years past 2019

30" Street
» Pg 9—we will not allow split phasing
. | re-ran the Synchro with no laft turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased

dramatically for all movements except the 58 left (went from D to E). However, | would recommend at
this time that no phases be installed but that | implement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give
more priority to the sidestreet to bring it back to at least a LOS D {or better) in 2019,

. Tha Synchre model did not show the connaction to the internal road natwork of the site (nor
did the report show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed
roundabout but | believe | saw another drawing somewhere more recently that showed a 4-way stop?
What is being proposed? | am ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a 4-way stop = maybe a 2-way
(NB is free flow) at this time and when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is
installad?

. As this is a major street connection, | would want to see guadrant islands on all 4 legs - TCH
approaches with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest
right turn tapers, Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper
(not sure what it is) and there is ne quadrant island 5B - the 5B would be a City decision as it will impact
the queuing on their streats, not the Hay.

. | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the
predominant 58 It movement.

- Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

. The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and 60m appear sufficient)
E|
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ast 55

- This proposal has aliminated the left turn into the development. At this time, due to the access
concerns along this section | am “conditionally” ok with the concept — however, let me explain, Ideally, |
would want to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the
access signal. However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for
raisad channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accessas who are not yet connacted
anto the frontage road to maintain full movement (note, it is not llegal to turn left across a double yellow
line). | don't think all of them could be maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the
EB merge point — too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.

. For any accezs where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate
altarnate routing

. | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of
the following conditions are met:

o The frontage road is constructed on the southside

a Crashes resulting from permitting the |eft turns onto/off-of the TCH

o Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection

. This means that the design must incorporate the following:

o Median width that would allow the left turn siot (by extending this width all the way to 10",

this will also act as a refuge for the left turmers)

[ Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement
Hwy 1
. This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to

encourage motorists to use both lanes through the intersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays
along the Highway would be unacceptable.

= | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to
review/respond to my concerns above about the model.

. However, in general, it a appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be
sufficient to maintain the queues ate,

L] But what about the access on the southside of the TCH = it will be limited to right-infout anly.
Any other accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

. The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but
definitely EB. The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing
some queuing at the merge point.

" Ave [P I
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- True, as stated In the TIS, the number of left turn movements out of this intersection
contributed to this development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the
development that are travelling along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersaction.

. The mode! was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is

vary difficult to do in Synchro. 5o | also did 3 separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears
that the protected T is batter than the background conditions — my results are below:

];If‘ Street (Signalised Intersection)
- | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left tum

phase would be required for the WB direction.

in previous discussions with the City of Salmon Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions
and responses are balow:

Q: Is MoT going to require o frontoge rood?

A: No = the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the
frontage road is built (due to rezoning or whatever) then some of the accesses can maintain full-
movement in the short-term,

@ Is the pratected T acceptahle ot the proposed location?

A: Yes— the protected T will work at the proposed location; assuming all the works can be contained in the
sxisting right-of-way. It could be relocated ta 20™ in the future.

@: What will happen to the accesses on the southside of the TCH between 30" and 1077

A: This Is something that needs to be addressed in the TIS, For accesses which will have their movements
disrupted by either the channelization or merging location, the report will have to demonstrate how
people will get to/from those properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the
traffic needs directly. Tara may have additional comments on other developmeant approvals details that |
am not aware of,

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details
will need to be clarified.

Pleass continue to keep Tara as MoT's point of contact for this development.
Thanks
Shawn Grant, P, Eng

Raegional Traffic Enginesr
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Ministry of Transporiation
& Infrastructure
Southern Interior Region
231447 Columbia Strest
Kamioops BC V2C 2T3
ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 528-4063

Shawn, Grant@gov.be.ca
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Friday, November 12,2010
11:01 AM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 348 PM

To: Travar Ward'

Ce: ‘alesf@smancentres.com’, ‘Mark Merlo’, Parkes, Norm E TRANEX: Tumer, Dave
TRANEX: 'Corey Paiement’. 'Rob Niswenhuizen', Grant, Shawn D TRANEX

Subject; MaT file 2010-02532 SmartCentres al Salmon Arm

Hi Trevor,

I petice you are continuing to send information to the Ministry's Traffic Engineer, Shawn Grant.

Please remember any and all information for this file MUST be submitted directly to me or the Salmon Arm Ares
Office to avoid any miscommunication and ensure all information is processed accordingly.

Thank you

Darrar K pright

Crarict Dorvaloperan Technman

WMerraly of Traripatiater ged Inkauuciun
B 100, Sawsan Aim. BE. VIE 401

Bh 2508333374

Fas 05333100

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2010 1:48 PM

To: Trevor Ward'; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: "alee@smartcentres.com’; 'Mark Merlo’; Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

HI Traver,

We were just discussing this development the other day o your timing is great. It would be best to communicate
with Tara and the City for any meetings etc since the City is the lead agency and we are a referral agency. Also, as
for the timing of when such a meeting could oocur, | suspect not until mid to late Sept

Shiawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailta: .22

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 1:22 PM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRANEX

Ce: plge@smartcentres com; Mark Merlo; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX
Subject: SmartCentres al Salmon Arm

Hi Shawn:

Jill sent you our response to your comments and the simulation mode! earlier today, As soon as you have reviewed
this, it would probably be appropriate to have a meeting to lie up any outstanding issues, If there are any, and to
discuss the next steps in the implementation process, The City is anxious to get the design work completed as
quickly as possible prior to 4" reading so this meeting would include the design people - from both the Ministry and
the developer's consultants.

If you have any questions about the simulation model, please call Mark at EBA at 504-688-882E. For any other
questions please call myself at s.22 i Alan Lee at SmartCentres at 6504-448-9112 ex 19.

Thanks.

Trevor Ward
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Friday, November 12,2010
11:02 AM

Not Responsive

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.be.cal

Sent: August-24-10 1:48 PM

To: Trevor Ward; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: plee@smartcentres.com; Mark Merlo; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRANEX
Subject: RE: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Hi Trevaor,

We were just discussing this development the other day so your timing 6 great. It would be best to communicate
with Tara and the City for any meetings otc since the City is the lead agency and we are 3 referral agency, Also, as
for the timing of whan such a meeting could occur, | suspect not until mid to late Sapt.

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailin; s22

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 1:22 PM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: alesi@smartcentres.com; Mark Merlo; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX
Subject: SmartCentres at Saimaon Arm

Hi Shawn:
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Jill sent you our response to your comments and the simulation model earlier today. Az soon as you have reviewed
this, it would probably be appropriate to have a meeting to tie up any outstanding issues, if there are any, and 1o
discuss the next steps in the implementation process. The City is anxious 1o get the design work completed as
quickly as pozsible prior to 4™ reading so this meeting would include the design people - from both the Ministry and
the devaloper’s consultants.

If you have any questions about the simulation model, please call Mark at EBA at 604-G88-8826, For any other
questions please call myself at s.22 or Alan Lee at SmartCentres at 604-448-9112 ex 19,

Thanks.

Trevor Ward
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Friday, November 12,2010

11:03 AM

Not Responsive
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Figaae comude T snvuonment Dehee preting Fus emsl A Ay e arwani i =]
“Knight. Tars TRAN EX" « T Knightfigov be cax Ta *Tewwod Ward® s.22
e <abeeilumariieniven. com>, "Mark Meve” <mmedowardcshulting ca», "Parues.
CATLTON0 3 4E PM Nesm E THAM EX" “Nesm Parkes@gov be cax, "Tuimer, Dave TRANEX" i
=Dave Tumer§gov be.caz, "Corny F P E&F,
w.m'g:mnmuw
«Shawn. GramGgoy boca>

Subject MoT lle 2010-02302 SmartCantres at Salmon Ay
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Hi Trever,
| nobice you are continung to send infarmation to the Minktry's Trafic Englneer, Shawn Grant,

Please remember any and all information For this fiz MUST be submitted directly to me or the Salmon Arm Area Dffice to avoid
By miscommunication and ensure ail information i procesued scoordinghy

Thank you.
Tiara Kmight

B 100, S dem. BE VL A5G0
P D0-E11-3374
Fas S30-A-1200

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 1:48 PM

To: Trevor Ward'; Knight. Tara TRANEX

Ce: “slesfemartcentres com’; ark Merka'; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tumner, Dave TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Hi T,

We were jus discussing this development The ather diy 0 your timing i grest. 1T would be best 1o communicate with Tara and
the City for ary mestings et since the City is the jead agency and we are a referral agency. Alwo, as for the timing of when such
a mesting could ocour, | IUpect not until mid to late Sept

Snawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailio: §.22

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 1:22 PM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cox ales@smartcentres.com; Mark Merlo; Parkes, Norm E TRAM:EX
Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Hi Shawmn:

Tl sent you our response to your comments and the simulation model earlier today, As 000 &3 you have reviewed thia, it

would probably be appropriate to have a meeting to tie up any outstanding lssues, If there are any, and to discuss the next
stept in the Implementation process. The City is anxious to get the design work completed as quickly as possible prior to 4™
reading 1o this meeting would include the design people = from both the Ministry and the developer's consultants,

it you have any questions about the simulation model, please call Mark at E8A a1 604-6388-8826. For any other questions please
call myself at .22 or Alan Lee at SmartCentres at 604-348-9112 ax 19,

Thanks,

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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Friday, November 12,2010
11:04 AM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, Septamber T, 2010 10,46 AM

To: ' s.22 ; Knight, Tara TRANEX

Ce: ALoogies e e nf8S COM°, ‘mmedo@wardconsulting ca’; Parkes, Norm E TRANEX
Subject: R SmanCentres at Salmaon Arm

Hi Trevor,

Got your messages. Part of our meeting with the Clty ls to discuss any outstanding
issues. I haven't looked at your memo in detail yet but I will falrly soon.

Shawn Grant

----- Original Message -----

From: s.22
Ta: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Cc: alan Lee (19) <dlee@smartcenires.coms; Mark Merlo ¢mserlo@wardconsulting.cas

Sent: Tue Sep @7 19:39:437 2010
Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Shawn:
1 left messages on both your office and cell phones so this is just a follow-up to make
sure you receive my message.

1 understand from Tara via Alan that there is a meeting batwean the City and Ministry on
September 15. Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministry's concerns. If there
are any issues that need to be clarified or discussed or additional work done on before
you meet with the City, please contact elther Mark or myself ASAP so we can provide the
necessary response. If considered appropriate, we are very happy to come to a face-to-face
meeting if that helps resolve any issues.

Please note that s.22

$.2250 we would like to resclve sverything through phone calls, mestings, o howsver betors
I leave.

Thanks. Please respond via either email or phone call to s.22 to confirm you

recelved this message and let me know the status of your deliberations.

Trevor Ward
Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogers Wireless Network

Page228
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 348



Page 249 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

Flsate comide Uw eraiahmenl bolsie aredey B emal ﬁ SV P, conaiderss Femvironnemanl avant dimphimer oo couimisl

= Foraaided Ly Alen LeeSmamCeitres on 081 L2000 11 47 AR ——

“Grant. Shawn O TRAMER" «Shawn Grant§gov.be s> Ta 5.22 “Mrught. Tara TRAN-EX <Tara Knightiigen be cax
u:1nuu’;!unn-u-nnmv.wmnunq.-ﬁun-lhq:;n'Funmmluunl
CRAOTREN0 1048 AM TRAN EX™ «Norm Pakeugoy be ca»

Bubject e SmarCenires of Salmaon Aem

Hi Traver,
Got your messages. Fart of our meeting with the CTity is to discuss any outatanding
issues. I haven't locked at your memo in detail yet but I will falrly soon.

Shawn Grant

——— Qriginal Message ———

From: s.22

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX

Ceo: Alan Lee (!9) <Alecfsmartcentres.comr; Mark Merlo <mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca»
Sent: Tue Sep 07 10:39:42 2010

Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Shawnt
I left messages on both your office and cell phones so this is just a follow-up to
make surs you receive my message.

1 understand from Tara via Alan that there is a mesting between the City and Hinistry
on September 15. Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministry's concerns.
1f there are any lssues that need to bBe clarified or discussed or additiocnal work done
an before you mest with the City, plesase contact either Mark or mysslf ASAP mo we can
provide the necessary response. If consldered apprepriate, we are very happy to come
to a face-to-face meeting if that helps resolve any issues.

Please note that I will be out of town on vacation o s.22 )
.22 80 we would like to resoclve everything through phone calls, meetings. or
however before I leave.

Thanks. Flease respond via either email or phone call to $.22 to confirm you
received thia message and let me know ths stacus of your delibsrations.

Trevor Ward
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Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogars Wireless Nectwork

This emall haa been scanned by the Mesaagelaba Email Security Sysatem.
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Friday, November 12,2010
11:09 AM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, Seplambar 17, 2010 3:00 PM
To: ‘ALee@smarncenties. com’

Ce: ‘Corey Paement’

Subject: MaT file 2010-02532 (SmarCenires)
Hi Alan,

Thank you for your emall below,

The MoT/City meeting went well, MoT will be providing a condition letter and our response to the Tech Memo
dated Aug 24. | can't provide a date as to when this will be completed but | will send our response to the City as
soon &% our review s completed.

If you have any quastions, please feel free to contact me.,

Tara Faight

Dladricd Darvoiopereni Technsan

My of Tramyporiaion ind Infastiushues
Ben 100, Semon A, BC. VIE 461

P 208303074

Fax F30-833-3380

From: ALee@smarcentres.com H

Sent: Friday, September 17, 2010 11:53 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAM:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Ce: s.22 Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; philgebrand@emartcentres com
Subject: Fw: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

HiTara,

Further to my phone message today, | am following up to see how your

meeting with the Clty went on Sep 15 and when we can expect (o see a sal

of final comments to EBAMWard Consulting's response to Shawn so thal we can move
forward with design. As indicated fo you praviousty, given the long land use process,

Wit are eager 1o gel going to complete the design requined as a pan of the Servicing Agréement
for 4th and final reading of our zoning bylaw. Our aim is to having MOT comments by mid Sep,
design complele and approved by MOT by mid Oct, and 4th reading by end of Ocl

50 that we can stan construchion and our investment into the community.

SmariCentres
Alpn Les P Eng  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-8112 axt 19 | Fax: 604-448-8114
[#201-11120 Horsashoe Way. Richmand, BC. VTA 5HT |

Thar =wsaaye i mlinded fae (e podrediee @ muy sunial prverged o oertdentied panabes Am wrecitaiUed desoiiey U 5Py prafrloed 1F e
Swem Eren e Pl mEITEE o STES et auafp i o piey s al ew ey mrrer! et ssternad oty Magee e fekels thy g meagage

PRl i

Flgdip Conasde! e emvioniment Dol Drimtang Pus f-mad ﬁ SV, conuidessd Mamiranme =il Jvsnl SUrpnimer oo Couwned

— Forwaided by Alan Les'SmanCenires on 001772000 1147 AM —

“Grant. Shavwn D TRAN:EX™ <fhyen Granifigov be oo™ Te s.22 . “Hright. Tars TRANEX" <Tpm Ko Sger o560~
© -&uﬁgnmm =mynercSrwardconmiting cy=. "Parkes. Norm E
CROTZON0 1048 AM TRANEX” <iormn Parhaniiony b cax

Subject He: SmaCentres o Saimon Arm
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Hi Trevor,
Got your messages. Part of our meeting with the City is to discuss any outatanding
igaues. I haven't looked at your memo in detail yet but I will fairly seon.

Shawn Grant

=== Original Message -————

From: o s.22 T .

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Ce: Alan Lee (1% <Aleefsmartcentres.com>; Mark Merlo <mmerlofivardeonsulting.ca>
Benti Tue Sep 07 10:3%:42 2010

Subject: SmartCentrea at Salmon Arm

Ehawn:
1 left messages on both your ¢ffice and cell phones so this is just a follow-up to
make sure you receive my message.

I undersctand from Tara via Alan cthat thers is a mesting between the City and Ministry
on September 15, Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministey's concetns,
If there are any issues that need to be clarified or discussed or additional work done
on before you mest with the City, pleass contact sither Mark or myself ASAP so we can
provide the neceesary response. I1f conaldered appropriate, we are very happy to come
to a face-to-fare meeting 1f that helps resolve any issuesn.

Please note that s.22
s.22 5o we would like to resolve everything through phone calls, mestings, or
however before I leave.

Thanks. Flease respond via either email or phone call to s.22 to confirm you
received this message and let me know the status of your delibarations.

Trevor Ward
Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogers Wireless Network

This emall has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
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Friday, November 12,2010

11:10 AM
I(nliht, Tara TRAN:EX
From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 1:03 PM
To: ‘AlLcegsmarntcenlies. com’
Subject: RE: MaT file 2010-02532 (SmarnCentras)
Hi Alan,

1t"s likely I'll send our respanse by the end of this week.

Tara Bpight

Deubned Develsperas T echrcam

AEreyiry of Tramuportanom and imboviructuen
Bou 100, Saimon drm_ B0 VIE 461

P 240-803.3374

Fas 250-833-1380

From: Alee@smartcentres.com [maillo:ALeeilsmartcentres com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 10:39 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAM:EX

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Further to my voicemail, | am inguiring as 1o the status of a response 1o Ward's Technical Memo,
As indicated, we are anxicus to get the MOT response so thal we can move forward with design
to completa the saervicing agreemant and 4th reading and move forward o construction
Alpr Lwe P Eng MBA | Direcior, Engineering - Western Region | Phons: 504-448-9112 exi 19 | Fax: 804-448.9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmand, BC, YTA 5HT |

They mrzage i Fimreded dar tne gosrere 1 ey rosles proveged o romisente evErmanss dny Ui oasianeee 1 Eepky sephosed Iy
P e (Pl MULEAGS @ 8r0e, DS NOESy U8 aew(badely 90 (Ral ae ity CoUTect Ul SleR iecoEE Flasde Man Jeldde She Qe messse
TRl

Piarse comider e emmenment Seloae presting B sl ﬁ E W P conwberns Cemarprresres poant O pepiiear o coutrel

“Kinight, Tara TRANEX" <Tara Knightfigov beca> To wALEs v manzanires cam
£ "Cary Prament <chasmentlsslmonacm oo
CTR010 02-50 PR Sutiec] MaT e 2010-02532 {SeartConiran)
Hi Alan,
Thank you for your emall below.

The MoT/City meeting went well, MoT will be providing a condition letter and our response to the Tech Memo dated Aug 24, |
can’l provice a date 25 to when this will be completed but | will send our response to the City & 300N a5 our review s
completad,

I you hieve any questions, please feel free (o contact me.
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Tara Knighe
Dowirict m‘fm
llu-vnﬂl— T

B 100 Sakran Arm IC VIE 4G
Pm 250-53-13T4
Fax: Z50-3353-3380

From: ALee@@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Friday, September 17, 2010 11:53 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Cc: $.22 Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: SmartCentres al Salmaon Arm

Hi Tara,

Furthar lo my phone message today, | am following up 1o See how your
meeting with the Clty want on Sep 15 and whan we can expect to ses a sat
ol final commaents to EBAWard Consulting's response to Shawn 5o Ihat we can move
forward with design. As indicated to you previously, given the long land use process,
we are eager to get going to complete the design required as a part of the Servicing Agreement
fior 4th and final reading of our zoning bylaw. Our aim is 1o having MOT comments by mid Sep,
design complete and approved by MOT by mid Oct, and 4th reading by end of Oct
s0 that we can start construction and our invesiment info the community,
SmartCentres

Algn Lee P Eng . MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 04-448-8114

| #201-11120 Horseshoa Way, Richmaond, BC, VTA SHT |

Tiug Fwsssge @ FTErsind f3 P adbvenre Ty 0RO SrvEegell o ERIRnal rE R Ay ofulhented BTy 3 SRRy Sl M p
it e ECIEE MR T dee T Gegina METIERE

ARV TROEYRT BT T EARE T DAL Dalh o Fmmwdiaey 19 et .
Tramé jm

Fiessn conndsl The enviofmee berlors prirng Pus a-mad ﬁ 5V P conadedel Temarcanarmont Bvirt Jimenmel oo Sl

— Forasrded By Alsn Lea'SmarCasdes an 05OT/2000 11 &7 AM —

“Grant, Shavwn O TRAN:EX™
chawn GantS gov bs £a>

To §.22  » “Kright Tars TRANEX" <Taa Krinhiiu.be e
DROT20N0 10:48 AM o <ALgaSmancenties com. <mmeriowaedconsuiing e3>, “Parkes, Norm E TRANEXT

<Herm Parkes@gny. b tan
Subject Re. SmartCenirea a2 Sabman Amn

Hi Treveor,

Got your messages. Fart of our meeting with the City is to discuss any ocutstanding
issues. [ haven't looked at your memo in detall yet but I will fairly soon.

Shawn Grant

—=== Original Message -----
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Fram: ' $.22

Te: Grant, Shavwn D TRAN:EX

Coi Alan Lee (1%) <Alee¢famartoentres.com®; Mark Merlo <mmerlofwardconsulting.ca>
Hent: Tus Jep 07 10:39:42 2010

Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Shawn:
I lefr messages on both your office and cell phones so thia is just a follow-up to
make sure you receive my message.

I understand from Tara via Alan that there is a meeting between the City and Ministry
on September 15. Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministry's concerns.
If there are any lssues that need to be clarifled or discussed or additiopal work done
on before you meet with the City, please contact either Mark or myself ASAP so we can
provide the necessary response. If considered appropriate; we are very happy to come
to & face-to-face meeting 1f that helps resclve any lesues.

Flaass nots tha s.22
s.22 5O W& WOULQ L1KE TO DeSOLVE eVeryTtning tArougn pnone Calis, MEETings. O
nowever psrore I leave.

Thanks. Please reapond vwia either emall or phone call to s.22 to coanficm you
received thiz message and lat me know the status of your deliberations.

Trevor Ward
Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogers HWirelesa Network

This emall has been scanned by the Messagelabs Emall Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,
For more information please visit ittp,/fwaw messagelabs com/emgul

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,
For more mformation please visit htip://www messagelabs.com/cmail
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:10PM

I{nliht, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, Oclober 7, 2010 11:57 AM

To: ‘Aleesmancentres com’; ‘Corey Paiement’
Subject: RE: MaT file 2010-02532 (SmanCentras)

Hi Alan & Corey,

| just spake with Shawn and she assures me this is at the top of her list and she's working on her response, Cnee |
receive her comments | will send out our response letter,

Thank you for b-,-lng patiant

Tard Kpight

Dieyircd Diawsloprimed Techresion

Miniatry of Tramporiatan and Infatnsture
Bz 100. Salman A, BC, VIE £01

P 250-603-30T4

Fau: 250-B53-3340

From: AlLesi@smaricentres.com [maillo:ALeeismartcentres.com)
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2010 2:08 PM

To: Knight. Tara TRAN:EX

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: MaT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Per my phone message, we still haven'l received a response.
Can you please let me know whather we will get a response in
the naxt few days? This is now 6+ weeks since the submission of
thia tachnical memo and is taking (0o long.
SmariCantres
Ala Lew P Eng . MEA | Direclor, Enginganng - Western Regicn | Phone: 604-448-8112 axl 19 | Fax: 604-348-8114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmeond, BC, VTA SHT |

Thel PEERage ¥ FERREET for (g BISTEESSY I mpy forrein prydegnd nr corfoieeme sinrmanan dmy Leaumanred SIDOEE T IEY) paahes 1 oo

Aavd WIRvEd E S Elage P 7L Blelie Asfly LT FeReORInl BE IRAF we iy ST But miew el Puale es Gty Pa DR Meliage
Trgih L

P camiger Te evansnment befares preting s &msl ﬁ 5 P esnmmerey [eramonremen #vant o impomneT oo eoorsl

“Rnhght, Tars TRANEX" <Taa Knghbigoy bo.ca> To =ALesfumartcartres coms

L=
CRZRZo0 0103 PN Sutsect RE MoT file 2010-02513 | SmariContres |
Hi Alan,

It's likaky I'll send our response by the end of this week

Tiara Kmiglit
Dhatiet Drvelopmant ¥ ahistan
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Lhratyy of Trarportaieon and bhivaitnec s
Bea 100, Salman Arm, BC VIE 461

P 250-833-33T4

Far J0-033-3180

From: ALes@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tussday, Seplember 28, 2010 10:39 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAMEX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Further to my voicemaill, | am inguinng as o the status of a response to Ward's Technical Memo.,
As indicated, we are anxious 10 get the MOT response 50 that we can move forward with design
1o complete the servicing agreement and 4th reading and move forward 1o construction.
SmartCentres
Al Lee B Eng | MBS | Director, Engineering - Western Regson | Phone: 604-448-0112 ext 10 | Fax: 804-448.9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

Thay ey A 4F FHREIET I ST 8 MEy MR AP AT faate i e W Ly

mEvE IR FER SEILIgE M ETES BN Nelfy L SSEeSElEly 8BS IR AE My SR A
.

e ARy WEANANS ST SACTIY F IFTTy Fnachted F yoa
=inenil s Misans mae Selets e angvee MET1E)e

Fleane comids Me snvanment beleee pretng Y pomasl ﬁ 5V F comaneves Memwironrames svant o Irmomer on cosmel

“Knight. Tara TRAN.EX" <Tara Knightifigoy be.ca®

To =ALee@smancenires. com=
DATR00 02:59 PM w0 "Corey P r 4 L. e
Bubject WoT Kig 2010-02832 (EmartCendres)
Hi Alan,
Thiank you for your emall below.

Thee MoT/City meeting went well, MoT will be providing.a condibion better and our response to the Tech Memo dated Aug 24, |
can't provide a date as to when this will be comaleted but | will send our response to the City as soon as our review |3
completed.

I yoii have any questionn, please feel free (o contsct me.

Tara Wmglt

Dot Duvelagmant Techmeman
Bon 1001, Balmon Aim, B VIE 401
P, 250333374

Far’ 250-833-2380
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From: ALee@smartcentres,com [mailto:ALes@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Friday, September 17, 2010 11:53 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: s.22 1 Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Hi Tara,

Further 1o my phone message loday, | am following up 10 see how your

meeting with the Clty went on Sep 15 and when we can expect to see a set

of final comments to EBAWard Consulting's response to Shawn so that we can move

forward with design. As indicated o you previously, given the long land use process,

we are sager to gat going to complate the design required a& a part of the Servicing Agreemant
for dth and final reading of our zoning bylaw. Our 8im Is to having MOT comments by mid Sep,
design compilete and approved by MOT by mid Oct, and 4th reading by end of Oct

£0 thatl we can starl construction and our investment into the community,

SmartCentres
Al Lee P Eng . MBA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone; 604-448-8112 ext 19 | Fax: 504-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

TRl =wptage @ wiitsaed for [N dSTeciew B Ay cofilint preipgel i CRAfgnAle S an Ay Jteutn e BLCTERur 3 AWy mehahded g

Fave mpovied hl SEEaege © BT Selde S2tf u mreSeiely B0 Ml ee Suy coreed S inrnel acceil Pidie Ben deels e SRR Seiass

Plaase connder the sraonmant talone prntng i sl ﬁ 5% F consdesel femansnament svand dimprime o8 Soumal

— Foragied by Aam LeeSmartComie an 00172010 11 87 AM —

“Girant, Shawn D TRANEX™
e Graniiboes beca™

CROTIZON0 1046 AM

To s.22 | "Mnighl, Tars TRANEX" T Knat@aoy be ca»

Hi Trever,
Got your messages. Part of our meeting with the City is to discusa any cutatanding
issues. T haven't lcoked at your memo in detail yer but I will fairly socon.
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Shawn Grant

----- Original Measage -----
Frods o $.22

To: Ganc; anmwn o LG s
Cc: Alan Lee (1%) <Aleefsmartcenties.com»i Mack Herlo <mmerlofwardconsulting.ca>
Sent: Tue Sep 07 10:39:42 2010

Subject: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Shawn:
I left messages on both your affice and cell phones so this is just a follow-up to
make aure you recelive my message.

I understand from Taras via Alan that there is a meeting between the City and Ministry
on September 15. Hopefully our August memo addressed all of the Ministry's concecns.
If there are any ifesves that need to be clarified or discussed or additional woek done
on balfore you meet With the City, pleasse contact either Mark or mysslf ABAP so we can
provids tha necessary response. If considsred appropriate, We are vary happy to come
to & faca-to-face mesting if that helps resolve any issues.

Please note that s.22
§.22 77 so we would like to resclve everything through phone calls, meetings, or
however bafore I leave.

Thanka. Please tespond via either emalil or phone call to s.22 to confirm you
recelved this message and let me know the atatus of your deliberatlons.

Trevor Werd
Sent from my BlackBerry device on the Rogers Wirelesas Network

Thi=z email has besn scanned by the Measagelahs Email Security Systam.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sccunity System,
For more information please visit hup:/www messagelabs com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Securily System,

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security Sysiem,
For more information please visit hup://www messagelabs com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp:/www messagelabs com/email
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:12PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, June 25, 2010 2:57 PM

To: Alece@emarncentres.com, ‘Corgy Palement’, "Rob Niewenhuizen®

Ce: Knight, Tara TRANEX: Tumer, Dave TRAN.EX, Tekana, Murray M TRANEX. Parkas,
Norm E TRANEX; Irvina, Grant M TRANEX

Subject: Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

| have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30" Street in
Salmon Arm [please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this review on the following
information:

*  Revised TIS dated june 24, 2010

* Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010

s  Synchro files sent lune 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

General
¢ Sinca this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak to determine

If wee could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn decels or length
of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detalled design stage and due to concermns in
bullet below).
s The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report i.e.
o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30™ to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in
Synchiro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.
@ The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report
¢ The design year is bulld-out plus 10 50 | have only looked at the 2019 files— not quite the full timeline that
we want but this model should be able to chow if we have some residual capacity in the system to work a
few years past 2019

a0" street

= Pg9-—we will not allow split phasing

s | re-ran the Synchro with na left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased dramatically
far all movements except the 58 left (went from D to £}, However, | would recommend at this time that no
phases be installed but that | iImplement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give more priority to the
sidetrast to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or batter) in 2019,

# The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor did the report
show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed roundabout but | believe |
saw another drawing somewhere moare recently that showed a 4-way stop? What is being proposed? | am
ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a d-way stop — maybe a 2-way [NB is free flow) at this time and
when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is installed?

*  As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs = TCH approaches
with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest right turn
tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper (not sure
what it [z) and there is no guadrant island 58 — the 58 would be a City decision as it will impact the queuing
on their streets, not the Hwy.

* | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the predominant 58 It
movement

s Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

¢ The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and G0m appear sufficient)

East Access
= This proposal has eliminated the left turn inte the development. At this time, due to the access concerns
aleng this section | am "conditionally” ok with the concept - however, let me explain, Ideally, | would want
1
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to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the access signal,
However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for raised
channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected onta the
frontage road to maintain full movemnent (note, it is not illegal to turn left acrass a double yellow lina), |
don't think all of them could ba maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the EB merge
point = too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.
*  For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate alternate routing
s | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of the following
conditions are met:
o The frontage road is constructed on the southside
© Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH
& Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection
+ This means that the design must incorporate the following:
o Median width that would allow the left turn slot by extending this width all the way ta 10", this will
also act as a refuge for the left turners)
o Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement

= This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to encourage motorists
to use both lanes through the mtersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays along the Highway would
be unacceptable.

+ | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to review/respond to
my concerns above about the model,

»  However, in general, it 2 appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be sufficient to
maintain the queves etc.

¢+ But what about the access on the zouthside of the TCH— it will be limited to right-infout only. Any other
accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

* The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but definitely EB.
The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing some queuing at
the merge point.

" A [Pr
& Trua, as stated in the TIS, the number of left turn movemants out of this intersection contributed to this
development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the development that are travelling
along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.
*  The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is very difficult
to doin Synchio. S0 | also did a separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears that the protected
T is better than the background conditions = my results are below:

NELT
wic delay
Unsignalized background only 2.8 963 ser
Unsignalized combined traffic 9.6 ERR
Protected T combined traffic 1.1 164 sec

Scenario (2019 P Peak)

o ignall i
» | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn phase would be
required for the WB direction,

In previous discussions with the City of Salmen Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions and
responses are below:

Q: s MoT going to require o frontage rood?
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A: No - the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the frontage road
is built {due to rezoning or whatever| then some of the accesses can maintain full-movement in the short-term.

03: Iy the protected T occeptobile af the proposed location ?
A: Yes - the protected T will work at the proposed location: assuming all the works can be contained in the existing
right-af-way, It could be relocated to 207 in the future.

Q. What will happen fo the ocoesses on the southside of the TCH between 307 ond 107

A This is something that needs 10 be addressed in the TIS. For accesses which will kave their movements disrupted
by sither the channelization or menging location, the report will have to demonstrate how people will get to/from
thowe properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the traffic needs
directly, Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that | am not aware of.

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details will need to
be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara a5 MoT s point of contact for this development.

Page243
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 419



Friday, November 12,2010

1:15PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, June 25, 2010 2:57 PM

To: Alece@emarncentres.com, ‘Corgy Palement’, "Rob Niewenhuizen®

Ce: Knight, Tara TRANEX: Tumer, Dave TRAN.EX, Tekana, Murray M TRANEX. Parkas,
Norm E TRANEX; Irvina, Grant M TRANEX

Subject: Salmon Arm Smart Centres Comments (June 2010)

| have reviewed the latest submission regarding the proposed development alongside the TCH at 30" Street in
Salmon Arm [please forward my comments to anyone | may have missed). | have based this review on the following
information:

*  Revised TIS dated june 24, 2010

* Conceptual drawings (4 sheets) dated June 14, 2010

s  Synchro files sent lune 24, 2010

My comments are as follows:

General
¢ Sinca this was a very quick review, | only looked at the overall operations in the 2019 PM Peak to determine

If wee could make this work. Things like detailing the amount of left turn storage, right turn decels or length
of 4-laning along Hwy 1 will have to come later (needed for the detalled design stage and due to concermns in
bullet below).
s The Synchro files need to be reviewed as | found a few discrepancies with them and the report i.e.
o Maybe the scale needs to be readjusted? The distance from 30™ to 10™ Ave is about 700m, in
Synchiro, the link lengths are totalling not quite double.
@ The length of 4-laning along hwy 1 appears greater than the recommended length in the report
¢ The design year is bulld-out plus 10 50 | have only looked at the 2019 files— not quite the full timeline that
we want but this model should be able to chow if we have some residual capacity in the system to work a
few years past 2019

a0" street

= Pg9-—we will not allow split phasing

s | re-ran the Synchro with na left turn phases for any of the approaches and the LOS increased dramatically
far all movements except the 58 left (went from D to £}, However, | would recommend at this time that no
phases be installed but that | iImplement time-of-day signal patterns (off-peak) to give more priority to the
sidetrast to bring it back to at least a LOS D (or batter) in 2019,

# The Synchro model did not show the connection to the internal road network of the site (nor did the report
show an updated analysis of it). In the previous submission there was a proposed roundabout but | believe |
saw another drawing somewhere moare recently that showed a 4-way stop? What is being proposed? | am
ok with a roundabout. | am concerned with a d-way stop — maybe a 2-way [NB is free flow) at this time and
when the frontage road is extended to the west a roundabout is installed?

*  As this is a major street connection, | would want to see quadrant islands on all 4 legs = TCH approaches
with parallel decel lanes and the sidestreets (City to determine) but at least, | would suggest right turn
tapers. Design is fairly close to that except for the EB direction on TCH is not quite a direct taper (not sure
what it [z) and there is no guadrant island 58 — the 58 would be a City decision as it will impact the queuing
on their streets, not the Hwy.

* | agree with the single crossing of the TCH on the west side to reduce friction with the predominant 58 It
movement

s Continuity/guide lines would not be required.

¢ The proposed storage lengths (70m EB and G0m appear sufficient)

East Access
= This proposal has eliminated the left turn inte the development. At this time, due to the access concerns
aleng this section | am "conditionally” ok with the concept - however, let me explain, Ideally, | would want
1
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to see this left turn movement be maintained as it would decrease the EB It volumes at the access signal,
However, by not putting this movement in at this time, we can delay the requirement for raised
channelization along this section. This will allow some of the accesses who are not yet connected onta the
frontage road to maintain full movemnent (note, it is not illegal to turn left acrass a double yellow lina), |
don't think all of them could ba maintained because | would like to see left turn restriction at the EB merge
point = too much friction with the merging traffic and left turning traffic.
*  For any access where their turning movements are disrupted, the TIS must demonstrate alternate routing
s | will eventually require that left turn movement and or/median channelization when either of the following
conditions are met:
o The frontage road is constructed on the southside
© Crashes resulting from permitting the left turns onto/off-of the TCH
& Left turn pressures at the signalized intersection
+ This means that the design must incorporate the following:
o Median width that would allow the left turn slot by extending this width all the way ta 10", this will
also act as a refuge for the left turners)
o Throat width of the east side access to allow the left in movement

= This is regarding the length of 4-laning along the TCH. This needs to be long enough to encourage motorists
to use both lanes through the mtersection. If this is not done, the resulting delays along the Highway would
be unacceptable.

+ | am holding off on stating the specific lengths until the consultant has had a chance to review/respond to
my concerns above about the model,

»  However, in general, it 2 appears that the EB approach length of 200ish meters would be sufficient to
maintain the queves etc.

¢+ But what about the access on the zouthside of the TCH— it will be limited to right-infout only. Any other
accesses on the west side of the intersection of concern? How will they be treated?

* The discharge length | think will need to be lengthened, maybe not westbound too much, but definitely EB.
The modelling, which appears to show lengths longer than those in the report, is showing some queuing at
the merge point.

" A [Pr
& Trua, as stated in the TIS, the number of left turn movemants out of this intersection contributed to this
development may be small; however, the number of trips generated by the development that are travelling
along Hwy 1 are what is increasing the delay at this intersection.
*  The model was not set-up to accurately show how the protected T would work — | realize this is very difficult
to doin Synchio. S0 | also did a separate analysis (like the consultants did) and it appears that the protected
T is better than the background conditions = my results are below:

NELT
wic delay
Unsignalized background only 2.8 963 ser
Unsignalized combined traffic 9.6 ERR
Protected T combined traffic 1.1 164 sec

Scenario (2019 P Peak)

o ignall i
» | agree that with the increase in development traffic that the protected/permissive left turn phase would be
required for the WB direction,

In previous discussions with the City of Salmen Arm, | was asked to answer 3 specific questions; questions and
responses are below:

Q: s MoT going to require o frontage rood?
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A: No - the protected T appears to operate sufficiently and if we can keep the median open until the frontage road
is built {due to rezoning or whatever| then some of the accesses can maintain full-movement in the short-term.

03: Iy the protected T occeptobile af the proposed location ?
A: Yes - the protected T will work at the proposed location: assuming all the works can be contained in the existing
right-af-way, It could be relocated to 207 in the future.

Q. What will happen fo the ocoesses on the southside of the TCH between 307 ond 107

A This is something that needs 10 be addressed in the TIS. For accesses which will kave their movements disrupted
by sither the channelization or menging location, the report will have to demonstrate how people will get to/from
thowe properties,

As time was a critical factor in this review, | have taken the liberty of sending you my comments on the traffic needs
directly, Tara may have additional comments on other development approvals details that | am not aware of.

In general, | am in agreement with the recommended proposal but for final sign-off, some design details will need to
be clarified.

Please continue to keep Tara a5 MoT s point of contact for this development.
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:20PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 B:21 AM
To: ‘Alan Leg'

Ce: Takano, Murray M TRANEX

Subject: RE: MoT fils 2010-02532 (SmartCantras)
Hi Alan,

We're meeting at the MaT Salmon Arm building the address is:
B50c = 167 Street NE [Service BC Building)

If you need directions, you can contact me.

Tara Kmghe

Outrird Dhwilngerae Taihs s

Airegiry of Tramporialon grsl Inrasiructurs
Bew 100, Saiman A, BC. VIE 401

Ph 2308333974

Far: Z50-833-3380

Devabapment Approvals webads HitD Vi

From: Alan Lee [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 8:14 AM

To: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Murray, Tara,
Can you please confirm the address of today's meeting”? Thanks,
Alan Lec

From: "Tekano, Murmay M TRAN EX" [Murray. Tekanof@gov be ca)

Sent: [OOR2010 12:30 PM MST

To: Alan Lee

Ce: .22 = <mmerlof@eba.ca>; Nathan Hildebrand, - s.22
Subject: MoT file 2010-02532 { SmanCentres)

Alan,
The date is confirmed but the time needs to be 11:30 start. We will provide a light lunch
Staff from the city of Salman will also be in attendance
The prefiminary agenda | suggest is:
= Review status of project.
= Discuss technical issues of gaps.
+  Determine schadule milestones and action plans to complete the project

I have aliowed two howrs for the meeting,
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Please add any other items you think need 1o be discussed,
Thanks Alan.

Murmay

W. Murray Tekano

Degirect Managss Transpisnon - Duansgsn Shoiwap Dt B
Seniod Project Director, Hickieg Horse' Camyon Project

Brish Columba Minitry of Transportation snd infrastruciurs
Prona (250) T12-3828

This rssage is intendad only for th use ol B ndividusls i whom A is sddressed and may contain condidontal information Ary FRvew, SiSRETRnSIon,
CopyIng, prnting of oihed ke of B B-mad by persorm of enities Dthar than Ihe Bddreuses is prohibied If you Nave recerved e MESLEgE & Bmee. Dlesse
contaci the sender mmmedudely ard Geets the matersd trom pou commaser and yysbems

From: ALeeismartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)

Sent: Friday, October 8, 2010 9:57 AM

To: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: §.22 mmerio@eba.ca; nhildebrandi@smartcentres.com; .22
Subject: Fw: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Murray,

Thank for your call yesterday. | understand thal we should receive
a response to EBA/MWard's technical memo Tuesday next week.

| have confirmed hat our consultants will be available on Tues
Oct 19 for a meeting. We can get to Salman Arm for a 10:30am start
if that works for you and your staff, Can you pleasa confirm timing.

W appreciate your involverment and looking forward to coming to an
agresment with MOT on the design aspects so that we can complete
our rezoning condition and start our significant invesiment into the

community.
SmartCentres
Alan Lge P Eng | MBA | Director, Engineering - Wesiem Reglon | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7TA 5HT |

TRy LRSS U TR L I e F el SRS pewibge oF Mnlianhe sfemaien Ay Lruraeyre g
Al RIRAEY PUE THLLEESE M TS DSEEE A3 af USRS B Tl e Sl O tut ARenS recsets P
Trams pou
Fazse tha wril bwlare pr G s e-masl A B P obaideded lemercnngrmeit gvant dompimes (e CouTml

- Forwarted by Alan Lo/ SmptCasdras on TO0E 2010 09 43 Al —

“Knight. Tara TRAN-EX" <Tara Knight@igor be ca> T <ALeo@umaicention come “Cirey Pasrment <cpsrmen Gasinanam cax
e

10072010 1357 Al Subject RE MoT fe 2010-02532 (BmanCarires |

Hi Adan B Corey,

I just spoke with Shawn and she assures me this is at the top of her llst and she’s working on her response. Once | receive her
comments | will send out owr response lelter,

Thisnk you for being patient.
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Tiara Krghit

Dzt Devalopmant Techrman
Mhrvstsy of Trarmyguriaieon ard b
Bos 100, Batraon Airst, BG WIE 401
Pr 230-833-3374

Fas: 250-823-3380

From: Ales@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALeesmartcentres.com])
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2010 2:08 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: MaT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Per my phone messags, we still haven't recenesd & responss
Can you pleass et me know whether we will gel a response in
the nexi few days? This is now B+ weeks since (he submission of
the lechnkcal memo and is taking 100 leng.

dinaricentres
Al Leo 2 Eng . MEA | Director, Enginaaring - Westarn Region | Phone: 804-238-8112 axt 18 | Fax: 804-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoae Way, Richmond, BE, V7A 5HT |

s for e ST
& Switaye b B

Thua mwssepe
BEew sk b [
Thank ps

& e CoTeT ey
APy Ll

wOET T [T

1 BT Ay B DT s R ST

N e
I

manen dn
—_—

i iy profsied. i prs

8 e

QL OO O
Mg b 1585 de-lddd P origh

¥
A

Fesne contian the envennment Beleng preteg i o-msd é S P conwderes Femarornermen vant o Umpnmet 28 courmded

“Knight, Tara TRAN.EX~ <Tara Knightgoy be ca»

CR2B2040 0100 PR

Hi Alan,

it'e likmiy I'll send aur responas by the snd af thiz wesk.

Tara Knight

Dhintied [hevrlogetmm Teshrm
Mnesiry of Traraportsnen and

B 108, Samon Ao, BE. VIE 401
P 2300032374

Fan: TH0-823-3380

Fram: Ales@smartcentres.com [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 10:39 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAM:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

tres.com)

New Section 1 Page 472

Te =ALsanmansenires. coms
o
Subject RE: MaT fle 2010-02532 [SmanCardnes)
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Subject: Re: MoT file 2010-02532 (SmartCentres)

Tara,

Further to my voicemail, | am inquiring as 1o the status of a response o Ward's Technical Memo,
As indicated, we are anxious 1o get the MOT response 5o thal wa can mova forward with design
to complete the sarvicing agreement and 4th reading and move forward to construction.

SimartCentres
Alnn Lee P Eng , MBA | Director, Engineering - Westam Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 504-448-8114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

Tra FRALEDE OF INMeeaed fur Mo SSEiee F Iy CONILETT Pl e B CRTIEENNE et masan. dey e e BMODETE | Ty pomnsMe F pou
Fave wowved Hor TWIAAQY & dend. fwads by SE rerwdatety I el e mEy CETRET e EiEn e Seice et oewle e iUpne meisege
TRasE s

Piasse der e wie baploce prithng S o-rmad ﬁ 5V P consdedel lemascnnpment srant dimphrer oo Sourtel

“Knight, Tara TRAM-EX" <Tara Knighifgoy bo.car

0172010 0258 PM
Ta <Alseifismariceniran come
c£ “Cerey Pasmant” ccpeementlssmonanr oo
Subyect MoT Me 2010-02832 {SmanCentren)
Hi Adan,

Thank you lor your emall below,

The MaT/City meeting went well MoT will be providing a condition letter and our response to the Tech Memo dated Aug 24. 1
can't provide a date a3 to when this will be completed but | will send our response to the City a3 5000 as our review is
completed,

It you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

B 100, Sabmen Arm. BC. WIE 451
P 250-823-10T4
Far T50-833-3380
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From: ALea@smartcentres.com [mailto: ALee@smartoentres.com]

Sent: Friday, September 17, 2010 11:53 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: s.22 Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand @smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: SmartCentres at Salmon Arm

Hi Tara,

Further 1o my phong message loday, | am following up 10 sea how your

meeting with the Clty went on Sep 15 and when we can expect to see a sel

aof final commenis to EBAWard Consulting's response to Shawn 50 thal we can move

forward with design. As indicated to you previously, given the long land use process,

we ara eager o gel going to complete the design required as a part of the Servicing Agreement
for 4th and final reading of our 2oning bylaw. Our aim is 1o having MOT comments by mid Sep,
design complete and approved by MOT by mid Oct, and 4th reading by end of Oct

50 that we can stan construction and our investment into the community.

SmartCentres
Alan Lew P Eng . MBS | Director, Enginearng - Westem Region | Phone: 604-248-98112 ext 18 | Fax: 504-448-8114
| #201-11120 Horsashor Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

Tha ~wpnsge o mdemfed fir S adkiwaTes 8 Say cOATRT P e o Szt cfrmutan dey S TEd SEEner @ S mutteed # e
Pl SRl d Pl FRELAGE P EEC SRLIE APl o SRR B UL ed Ty SR O VA el Pl [ DR T dSela S e Lse
T o

Pense A g el baloe o g e enmil ﬁ EVE d Ewmnt o a=p 2d Lourtial

— Fararied by A Les SmatCarties on SROVT2010 11 4T AM —-

“Grart, Shawn O TRAN-EX™
“hhuwn (ramSgoy bs ca>

CROT 200 1048 ALK
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Hi Trevor,
Got your meassages. Part of our meeting with the ity is to diacusa any ocutstanding
issues. I haven't looked at your memo in detail yet but I will fairly socon.

Shawh Grant

————— Griginal Message --——-

Brom: .22

Te! Grani, SuEsil L LA DGA

coy Alan Lew (19) <AlecBamartcentres.com>y Mark Merlo <mmerlofiwardconsulcing.caz
Sent: Tue Sep 07 10:38:42 2010

Subject: SmarcCentres at Salmon Arm

Ehawni
I lefc messages on both your office and cell phones so this is just a follow-up To
make sUrs you receive my massAge.

1 understand from Tara vwia Alan that there is a me=eting between the City and Ministry
on September 15. Hopefully our Auguat memo addressed all of the Ministry's concerns.
If there are any issuea that need to be clarified or discussed or additional work done
on befors you meet with the City, please contact either Mark or myself ASAF mo we can
previde the necessary responsn. If connidered appropriate, vwe are very happy to coms
to a faco-to-face seeting if that helps resclve any issuoa.

Flease note that §.22
s.22 so we would like to resclve everything thiough phone calls, meetings, o
hovwever before 1 leave,

Thanks. Plsasa respond via sithsar small or phons call to s.22 to canfimm, you
received this messsge and let me know the staros of your ocsiiperac:ons.

Trevor Ward
Sent from my BlackBercy device on the Rogers Wireless Network

This email has been scanned by the HessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hifp://www messagelabs.com/smanl

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

msemﬂha:b:cnmmn:dhymcMcmgcuhsEmﬁISnmﬁlySym
For more information please visit hittps/www mes i

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For more information please visit hitp.//www messagelabs. com/email

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System,

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For mare information please visit hup://www messagelabs.com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

For more information pleasce visit hitp://www messagelabs com/email

New Section 1 Page 476
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Pages 274 through 276 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:25PM

Not Responsive

From: Irvine, Granl M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 10:46 AM

To: ' s.22 ; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Ce: "Alee@smartcentres.com’ <Alee@smartcentres.com>; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: Re: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turmn Lane - URGENT

Trevor, we have your more recent emails; currently coordinating some internal discussion. Hope to have response
back to you spon.
Grant

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: s.22

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 09:11 AM

Ta: Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: AlLeedismartcentres.com <ALeefismartcentres com>; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: FW: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:

Any results from your discussion over this issue, | trust you received yesterday’s email with the sketch showing the
two-way left turn lane effectively across the east half of the front of the SmartCentres’ property and extending 10
metres or 5o further to the east?

Travar

From: Trevor Ward [mailto:! s.22

Sent: October-25-10 8:30 AM

To: 'Grant Irvine'; "Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'

Ce: ‘murray tekano@gov.be.ca’; "Ales@smartcentrés. com’; ‘mmero@wardconsulting.ca’; Tara Knght'
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good morming.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in Salmon Arm
and, In my apinion, have an (ssue that | need your response on, | am not sure which of you Is the authority on the
issue that | discuss below so am sending my thoughts to beth of you. Please decide and have one of you call me on
my cell ot s.22

| have joined the appropriate drawings together = all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and
tried to mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn lane in to this segment of the
TransCanada Highway. The points are as follows:

1. Theprotected ‘T' has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately lass that that specified for an B0
km,/h design speed — 100 m versus 150 m. This was done because the posted speed is not B0 at the
present time and some of the vehicles that make the left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre
acceleration lane will wish to exlt the highway into the east access of the SmartCentres’

1
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development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the “weave™ across the uninterrupted
through traffic and decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B is increased, this
distance will decrease. | would assume that when the highway i upgraded to the desired 80 km/h
speed, the protected T' will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and possibly moved
further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the
highway between the two intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east
and paszing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside through lane. Likewise, they will have to
weave acrou the traffic entering the highwiy from the centre lane of the protected T in order to
get into the centre two-wary left turn lane.

1. Indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the
following allowances should be made:

. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected T° and destined to make a
left turn into one of the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50
metres in order to “weave” across the traffic entering the highway in the centre lane of the
protected ‘T' before entering the two-way left turn lans;

. This wehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the
through traffic

- This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 matres for decelarstion and storage before
making the left turn lane;

. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the
two-way left turn lane by westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of
the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the protected T = based on the
Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4. Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the “substandard” Dimension B — this places the
first driveway that could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’
east access| These lengths are shown in the drawing attached - this is based on the option with a
left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a widened highway in this

5. | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway
serving the properties on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property
as this would potentially provide access to four of the properties on the north side and the gas
property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this would require that the
three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about
it an the phone rather than wait for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to
the schedule outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we
would have possibly looked at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:49PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wadnesday, Oclober 27, 2010 11:00 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAM:EX

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm Two-Way Laft Turn Lana - URGENT

Tara, how about wae talk firet, then with Travar
Grant

From: Trevor Ward [maifto: $.22

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 10:56 AM

Te: Irvine, Grant M TRAM:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: ALes@smartcentres.com <ALesf@smartcentres.com>; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant:
Thanks for the update. My preference would be for a phane discussion just to run things by me and see i | have any
questions ar commants bafara you put anything in writing — it may avold an extra circult of emails! s.22
s.22
Trevar

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Irvine@gov.be.ca]
Sent: October-27-10 10:46 AM

To: $.22 Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX

Cc: AleeiBcmartcentres.com; Tekano, Murray M TRAMN:EX
Subject: Re: Salman Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Trevor, we have your more recent emalls; currently coordinating some Internal discussion. Hepe to have response
back to you scon.
Grant

From: Trevor Ward [malito: s.22

Sent: Wednasday, October 27, 2010 09:11 AM

Ta: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: ALeedismartcentres com <Aleedismartcentres.com>; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX
Subject: FW: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:

Any results from your discussion over this issue. | trust you received yesterday’s email with the sketch showing the
two-way left turn lane effectively across the east half of the front of the SmartCentres’ property and extending 10
maetres or 5o further to the sast?

Trevor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: $.22

Sent: October-25-10 8:30 AM

Toe "Grant Invine'; "Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'

Ce: "'murray.tekanoigov.be ca'’; "Al ee@smartcentres.com’; ‘mmerlo@wardconsulting.ca’; "Tara Knight!
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good moring.

W have been trying Lo conceplualize the two oplions we identified last Tuesday during our meeting in Salmon Arm
and, in my opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the

1
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issue that | discuss below so am sending my thoughts to both of you, Please decide and have one of you call me on
my cell at s.22

| have joined the appropriate drawings together - all taken from the drawings we wers reviewing last Tuesday - and
tried to mark up the issue that concerns me when trying to fit 2 two-way left turn [ane in to this segment of the
TransCanada Highway. The points are as follows:

1. The protected ‘T' has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that spscified for an BO
km/h design spead - 100 m versus 150 m, This was done because the posted speed is not BO at the
present time and some of the vehicles that make the left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre
acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway into the east access of the SmartCentres’
development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the "weave” across the uninterrupted
through tratfic and decalerate bafora turning into the access. If Dimension B is increasad, this
distance will decrease. | would assume that when the highway Is upgraded to the desired 80 km/h
speed, the pratected T" will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and possibly moved
further to the east as discussed, This weave will then no longer exist,

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the jeft turn into the properties on the south side of the
highway between the two intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east
and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside through lane. Likewise, they will have to
wieave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected T in order to
get inta the centre two-way left turn lane.

3. Indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the
following allowances should be made:

. Avehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected T’ and destined to make a
left turn inta one of the properties on tha south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50
metres in order to “weave” acrass the traffic entering the highway in the centre lane of the
protected T° before entering the two-way left turn lans;

. This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the
through traffic;

. This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before
making the left turn lane;

. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the
two-way laft turn lane by westhound traffic should therefore be located 150 matres west of
the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the protected T' = based on the
Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4. Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the “substandard™ Dimension B - this places the
first driveway that could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’
east access! These lengths are shown in the drawing attached = this is based on the option with a
left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a widened highway in this
area.

5. | had tried to develop an alternative oplion where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway
serving the properties on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property
a5 this would potentially provide access to four of the properties on the north side and the gas
property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side, To achieve this would require that the
three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about
it on the phone rather than wait for a wrillen response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to
the schedule outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we
would have possibly looked at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward
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Friday, November 12,2010

1:52PM

Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2010 4:04 PM

To: "Trevor Ward', "Alan Led'

Ce: ‘Coray Pamemeant'

Subject: City Fila Zon 528, MoT file 2010-02532 (Smart Cantras)

Hi Trevor & Alan,
Thank you for the below email.
Prior to us responding, we are going to mest with the City of Salmon Arm to discuss.

Our meeting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov, 3 at 1:30pm. After our meeting | will advise you af the
file status.

If you have any question, please contact me.

Tara Kpight

Ehytrgd Darvilogsnan| Techrgiam

Myl of Trarsportaton ind infasdnsciure

Baw 100, Salenpn &rn. BC. VIE £G1

P 2508133304

Fau 250-833-3380

Develapemend Approvals webdle. MR Nwvew Bh gov 00 caTevalopment Approyglahigene him

From: Trevor Ward [mailte: .22

Sent: Monday, October 25, 2010 8:30 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; AleeEsmartcentres.com; mmerio@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Laft Turn Lana - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good marning.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during cur meeting in Salman Arm
and, in my opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you is the authority on the
issue that | discuss below o am sending my thoughts to bath of you. Please decide and have ane of you call me on
my cell at s.22

I have joined the appropriate drawings together = all taken from tha drawings we wara reviswing last Tuesday - and
tried to mark up the issue that concerns ma when trying to fit a two-way laft turn lane in to this segment of the
TransCanada Highway. The paints are as follows:

1. The protected 'T" has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80
km/h design speed = 100 m versus 150 m, This was done because the posted speed is not 20 at the
present time and some of the vehicles that make the left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre
acceleration lane will wish to exit the highway into the east access of the SmartCentres'
development. As drawn, they have 150 metres 1o make the “weave” across the uninterrupted
through traffic and decelerate before turming into the access. If Dimension B is increased, this
distance will decrease. | would assume that when the highway s upgraded to the desired 80 km/h
speed, the protected T° will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and possibly moved
further to the east as discussed. This weave will then no longer exist.
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2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the
highway batween the two Intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the east
and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside through lane. Likewise, they will have to
weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected T in order to
get into the centre two-way left turn lane.

3. Indeciding where the sast end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the
following allowances should be made:

. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through lane of the protected T° and destined to make a
left turn Into one of the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50
metres in order to “weave” across the traffic entering the highway in the centre lane of the
protected T before entering the two-way left turn lane;

. This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the
through traffic;

. This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before
making the left turn lane;

. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the
two-way left turn lane by westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of
the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the protected “T' - based on the
Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4, Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday — with the “substandard™ Dimension B - this places the
first driveway that could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’
east access! These lengths are shown in the drawing attached = this is based on the option with a
left turn lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a widened highway in this
area.

5. | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway
serving the properties on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property
as this would potentially provide access to four of the praperties on the north side and the gas
proparty, the houss, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achisve this would requirs that the
three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres,

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about
it on the phone rather than wait for a writtén response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to
the schedule outlined at our meeting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we
wiould have possibly looked at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward
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Page 283 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive

Page261
TRA-2011-00071



Not Responsive

Tha Twssagr 5 mipmeed '3 P eddwiaer £ may SorEn srarged o Smiceris o A7 RT3 sty patheesd Hos
fmpw e mal Pes rminage e pimaes npidy u amemekelel) s Pl e mey rorest g mierne resdids Flemes e gwiele e g e s
Thaeié pi

Flagste coPuIter o emvizdment ofcis rming Fus e-mad é 54 F. conmoensg Mermronmenent svant & impimarn o8 coumsl

— Farswaided by Alas Les'BmanCenties on 10202000 D415 PM —

"Knight, Tara TRAM.EX" <Tara KnightiBiaov be ce» To T Wer S22 . “AunLes® cALve@amricentes coms
&t "Corey Pawment” <cosismantnaimanam ca>
10THI0T0 CA0H M Subject City Fiw Zon §28. MaT S 2010-02232 (Smani Centres)
2
Page262

TRA-2011-00071
New Section 1 Page 499



Hi Trewar & Alan,

Thirnk you for the below email.

Prior to ut responding, we are going to mes=twith the City of Salmon Arm to disouss.

Cur mesting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov. 3 st 1:30pm. Alter our meeting | will advize you of the file status.
Hf you have By quettion, pleate cONTECT mME.

Tt ‘W mighit

Crwtricd Doy epmpprwey Tesmoucge

Lty of Trasafartanon shd I penstr

Bea 100, Sairwan Aem. BC. VK 401

2001074

Fan FHOON)-T1ED

D rpizpenars Arprevms webiss "og wEm o 50 LR DETERETRSL AT ey M

From: Trevor Ward [mailto s.22

Sent: Monday, October 15, 2010 B30 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; mmerio@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawmn:
Good morming.

We have been trying to conceptualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our mesting in Salmon frm and, in my
opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you (s the autharity on the isue that | discuss below
$0 am sending my thoughts to both of you. Please decide and have one ol you call me on my cell o s.22

| have joined the appropriste drawings together —all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and tried to
mark up this issus that concerns me when trying to fit 8 twa-way left turn lane in to this segmant of the TranvCanada Highway.
The points are as follows:

1. The protected T' has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h design speed - 100
m werius 150 m. This was done because the posted speed I3 not 80 at the present time and some of the vehicles that make the
feft turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre scoeleration lane will wish to exit the highwin into the east access of the
EmartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the “weave” across the uninterrupted through traffic and
dacelerate before tuming into the access. if Dimension B is increased, this distance will decrease. | would assume that when the
highway Is upgraded to the desired B0 kmyh speed, the protected T will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
passibly moved furiher to the east as discussed. This weave will then no fonger exist.

1. Some of the vehicles wishing 1o make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the highway between the two
imtersections at 30 Strest and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the eait and pasiing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside
through lane. Likewise, they will have to weave scross the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected T
in ofder to get into the centre two-way left turn lane.

3. Indeciding whers the sast end ol this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowancis
should be mada!
. A vehicle travelling westbound in the through tane of the protected T and destined to make a left turn into one of
thé properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimum of 50 metres in order to “weave™ across the traffic entering
the highway in the centre lane of the protected T' befare entering the two-way left turn lane;
. This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of the through traffic;
. This vehicle ihould also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before making the beft turn
fane;
. The first driveway on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the Tw-way lefi Turn lane by
westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the
protected T = bated on the Dimentsion B used in the current drawing.

3
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4, Based on the drawing reviewed last Tussday — with the “substandard™ Dimension B = this places the first driveway that
could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east acoess! These lengths are shown in the:
drawing attached = this is based on the option with a left tum lane into the SmartCentres’ east access solely because it shows a
widened highway in this area.

5 | had tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway serving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property as this would potentially provide acoess to four of
the properties on the north side and the gas property, the house, and presumabdly Rona on the south side. To achieve this
would reguire that the three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your responie 1o the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about it on the
phone rather than walt for @ written response &3 we are ansous 1o complete the drawings 50 43 1o keep 1o the schedule
putlined at our mesting. | realize that we cut the mesting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked
al this e 3t the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trewor Ward

This cmail has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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Pages 287 through 288 redacted for the following reasons:
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THnight, Tara TRAMEX™ <Tara Knightfigov.lse sa> To “Trwver Wan® 5,22 ‘Al Lue* “ALEu{Fsmartcanines come
€E “Corey PRernent <Comement Lalmanarm ca>
TOTRI00 04 04 P Subyecy Coy Fiw Zon B30 W7 B J010-028337 (Bean Cantres|

Hi Trewor & Alan,

Thardk you for the below email

Prior to us responding, we are going 1o meet with the City of Ssimon Arm to discouss.

Our mesting with the City it scheduled for Wednesday Nov, 3 3t 1:30om. After our meeting | will advise you of the file status
W you harre a7y Question, plesse contact me.

Tara Kmigli

=t e e T

gy & Tramperimee W nY sy

Baw 100 Spwmgn Ae= RO VI1E 250

B P50-833-3374

Fau FH0A33-1380

Crvpoprman? ASCHTIN stAtE N e TR 55 50 SHYBSETNTE_Aggriya et

To: Indine, GHHTMH.EC,MMDTR&HH
Ce: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; mmerio@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tars TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Turn Lane - URGENT

GrantfShawn:
Good marning.

We nave been trying to conceptualize the two optiond we identified List Tuesday during owr meeting In Salmon &rm and, in my
opinion, have an issue that | need your response on. | am not sure which of you [s the sutharity on the isue that | discuss batow
5o amn sending my thoughts to bath of you. Plsass decids and have ons of you call ma on my cell al s.22

I have josned the appropriate drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and tried to
mark up the sue that concerns me when trying to fit a two-way left turn [ane in to this segment of the TransCanada Highway,
The points are as follows:

1. The protected ‘T" has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h deaign spesd = 100
m versus 150 m. This was done beacause the posted speed is not B0 at the presant time and some of the vehicles that make the
left turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre acceleration lane will wish Lo exit the highway into the east access of the
SmartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the “weave” across the uninterrupted throwgh traffic and
decelerate before turning into the access. If Dimension B iy increased, this gistance will decreass. | would assume that when the
highway is upgraded to the desired B0 km/h speed, the protected T will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
possibly moved further to the east as discussed, This weave will then no longer exist.

2. Some of the vehicles wishing to make the left turn into the properties on the south side of the highway between the two
intersections at 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be arriving from the 2ast and passing the 10 Avenue intersection in the outside
thiough lane. Likewise, they will have to weave across the traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected T
i ofder 1o gel into the centre two-way left tuin lane.

3. indeciding where the east end of this two way left turn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowances
should be made:
L] A vehicle traveling westbound in the through lane of the protected T° and destined to make a keft turn into one of
the properties on the south side of the highway needs a minimuem of 50 metres in order 1o “weave™ acrods the traffic entering
the highway in the centre lane of the protected T before entering the hao-way left turn lane;
L] This vehicle should ideally have 50 metres of taper to move its end out of the way of ths through traffic;

3

Page266
TRA-2011-00071

New Section 1 Page 504



. This vehicle should also ideally have a further 50 metres for deceleration and storage before making the left turn
lane;

. Thee first drivewiy on the south side of the highway that should ideally be accessed from the two-wiy left turn lane by
westbound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of the end of the merge point between the two lanes in the
protected T = based on the Dimension B used in the current drawing.

4,  Based on the drawing reviewed last Tuesday - with the “substandard™ Dimension B - this places the first driveway that
could be safely accessed from the east just 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east access! These lengths are shown in the
drawing antached — this is based on the option with a left turn lane into the SmantCentres’ east acoess solely because it shows a
widened highway in this area.

5 Ihad tried to develop an alternative option where there were facing left turn lanes on the highway serving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rona property as this would potentialty provide access to four of
the properties on the narth side and the gas property, the house, and presumably Rona on the south side. To achieve this
would require that the three 50 metres lengths specified above somehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response to the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talking about it on the
phone rather than wait for a written response as we are anxious to complete the drawings so as to keep to the schedule
outlined at our meeting, | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked
at this issue at the meeting had we not been running out of time.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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Pages 291 through 292 redacted for the following reasons:
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e v by Alo Lk SratCattnes on 10292000 0418 PR o

s 2 T T Enig M v Do os> Te Traver War®: 522 +, *Alan Lee” <ALse@umancentron.coms
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102010 0404 PR Subject Ciry File Ton 028, MeT le 2010-02530 (Sman Cantres)

Hi Trewvor & Alan,

Thank you for the below email

Prior to us responding, we are going to meet with Lhe City of Salmon Arm to discuss.
Our meeting with the City is scheduled for Wednesday Nov. 3 at 1:30pm. After our meeting | will advise you of the Kile status,
I you have any question, please cantact ma

Tara Kamglit

DCuirizt Duwaisprrant T echrecan
Mirisiry of Trarsporishon amd infrastneciues
B 104, Salmon A, BC. VIE 451

o 230-633-3374

Faun: 250-830-3080
Covwioe Aparavals

From: Trevor Ward [malito: 822

Sent: Monday, October 25, 2010 8:30 AM

To: Inving, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Ales@smartcentres.com; mmerfo@wardconsulting.ca; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX
Subject: Salmon Arm Two-Way Left Tumn Lane - URGENT

Grant/Shawn:
Good morning.

We have been trying Lo conceplualize the two options we identified last Tuesday during our méeting in Salmon Arm and, in my
opinion, have an Biue that | need your responae on. | am not sure which of you ks the authority on the lssue that | discuss below
s am sending my thoughts to bath of you, Please decide and have one of you call me on my cell o 8.22

| hiave joined the appropriste drawings together — all taken from the drawings we were reviewing last Tuesday - and ired to
mark up the issue that concerns me when trying bo fit 8 tao-way lefi tum lane in to this segment of the TransCanada Highway,
The points are as follows:

1. The protected T has been drawn with Dimension B deliberately less that that specified for an 80 km/h design speed = 100
m versus 150 m, This was done because the posted speed is not BO at the present time and some of the vehicles that make the
beft turn exit out of 10 Avenue into the centre acceleration lane will wish to exit the highwey into the east access of the
SmartCentres’ development. As drawn, they have 150 metres to make the “weave” across the uninterrupted through traffic and

E]
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aecelarale before Turning inlo the socess. if Dimention B i1 incraated, this distance will decraate, | wouwld Miume that when the
highway i upgraded to the desred B0 len/h speed, the protected T will be replaced by the full signalized intersection and
ponsibly moved further to the east as disounsed. This wesve will then no longer exist.

1 Some of the vehicles wishing to make the keft turn into the propertie: on the south side of the highway between the two
intersactions ot 30 Street and 10 Avenue will be sriving from the east and paning the 10 Avencs intervaction in the suttide
thnugh lane., Likewise, thy will ave 10 wedve across the Traffic entering the highway from the centre lane of the protected ‘T'
in order to get into the centre two-wary left turn lane.

3 Indeciding where the easl end of tha bwo way lefl tumn lane should start, my thoughts are that the following allowanoes.
shonld be mads:

- A vetuche travelling westbound i the thiough lene of the protected ‘7" end destined to make & keft turn mito one of
N DrODEMTIEE 0N The SOUTH Lide Of The Hgfrway NeSdS & Minimum of 50 METred in OF0er 10 “wiive”™ BToLL TN Taffic entening
The highvely in the Centre lane of the protected T Defore entering the two-way kefl turn Lane,

* This vehicie should ideally have 50 metres of taper 1o move ity end out of the way of the through traffic;

- This vehache should sho dealty have a further 50 metres for deceberatzon and storege before makng the beft turn
laree;

- The firit doweway on the south ude of the higwary that should ideally be acceused from the two-way left tum lane by
westhound traffic should therefore be located 150 metres west of the end of the merpe point between the twa lanes in the
protected “T' = based on the Dimension B used in the curment draweng,

4 Baved o0 the rdwing riviewsd st Tussday — with the “jubstandard” Dimendion B — this places the first driveway that
could be sabely acorised from the sast st 10 metres short of the SmartCentres’ east acoess! These bengths are shown m the
draweng sttached - thit i based on the option with a bef? tum Line into the SmartCentres’ st aoe solely because it shows a
widened tagtaay i The anea

5 Inad wried 1o develop an siternative option wihers thers ware facing left turn lanes on the Righway Lerving the properties
on both sides of the highway immediately to the west of the Rons property a3 this would potentially provide scoess 1o four of
the properties on the north side and the ga property, the howe, and presumably Rons on the south ide. To achiere thin
would require that the three 50 metres lengths specfied above womehow be reduced to 110 metres.

| would appreciate hearing your response 1o the concerns that | have discussed below ASAP. | am fine talling about it an the
phone rather than walt for 3 wiitten response 35 we are anious 1o complete the drawings 50 25 10 keep 10 the schedule
outlined at our mesting. | realize that we cut the meeting short because we ran out of time and we would have possibly looked
ot this awe 5t The mesting had we ROt Deen running out of Hime.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security Svstem.
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Pages 295 through 298 redacted for the following reasons:
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From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant. Indne@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc1 Grant, Shawn O TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
"rmh::llm Corey Palement; Knight, Tara TRAM:EX; ALee@smaricentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Nathan
Hi 3

Subject: RE: Salman Arm TCH 2WLTL Concepl Sketch

Hellg Trevor,
Your summary provided In Tuesday, Noyember 16, 2010 email does reflect what was discussed.

Relerence ltem 5; agree proposed scenario actually improves accossibllity to Rona, even il the Rona East access is
closed, Signage alone not expected sulficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this
access closed, The sketeh shows raised median from peint ‘2’ to the east, allowing approsimately 60m for Wi
vihicles (destined to Rona west access) to decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be
any shorter.

Reference comment regarding lengthflocation of EB merge point; the 300m requirement is neted (per queulng
perspeclive), We continue to have concerns with the location of the merge polnt as shown given Lurning
maovements also occurring in this vicinity (EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West).
HNeed to address these concerns.

Grant Irving, P.Eng,

Senlor Highway Deslgn Englneer
Minisiry ef Tranaporabon, Southem Intencd Region
231 - 447 Cofumbla Streal, Kamisops, B.C. V20 213
telephone; (2600 371-3018

emait Qrant lrvinet govbeca
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From: Trevor Ward [mallbo: S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 B:08 Al

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRANEX

Cct Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRANIEX; ‘Rob Nlewenhuizen'; 'Corey
Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; "Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildsbrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skelch

Geod mornlng Shawn/Grant:
I have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear
as possible - please find it attached, Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had last pight and that is that the Rona east access could be teft as is and “Lelt Turn Prohibited” signs
erected at the end of the centre median {which ends on the east side of the access ar could be extended past it)
facing WB tralfic and at the exit. That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Trevor

From: Trevor Ward [mailte S22

Sent: November-16-10 9:4- rm

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; "Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Ce: ‘Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; "Turner, Dave TRAN:EX', "Rob Niswenhulzen'; "Corey
Palement’; "Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; 'ALee@smartcentres.com’; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merle; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salman Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skelch

ShawnfGrant:

Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the isswes that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined
below, To make sure we are all on the same page, here Is my understanding of what we agreed on;

1. Woe, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to align the west Rona access and the west
Travelodge access opposite each ether to avoid the overlap of lefl tuen movements, This access would then
be afl movements, Our original assessment of this improvement anticipated fisherles problems because of
the ditches = we will see what can be done,

2. Itappears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access alsa serves loey's. After our
conference call with you, SmartCentres confirmed that loey's is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Blan
41170} = as | suspected based on a study of the Google information, The Ministry suggested that this east
Travelodge/loey's access be closed and replaced with a new driveway connection from the Travelodge west
access. It appears that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here,

3. This new driveway would then be extended across the leont of the Jeey's building to provide access lo the
new carwash property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) = this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at
loey's!| The carwash would retain thelr existing access on the highway as right-infright-out movements only
and make lefl turns al the all-movements Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was
constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken, that it has a Ministey access permit which
gives notice of the Minkstry's right to restricl access!

4, The median shown as a painted median In my sketch will be a ralsed median, at least from point 2 east to
the protected 'T°, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-infright-out al the carwash and
the residential property Lo the east (Lot 5 Plan 3092,

5. Abthe same time, the Ministey wants the Rona east access Lo ideally be closed! Shawn - there is going to
have ta be a joint Ministry/SmantCentres approach here as SmartCentres' prediction is that they will simply
say "Mol” Thenwhat? [For the record, when we had to do this in Cranbrook becawse of turn restrictions
being implemented along the highway as 2 result of the new SmartCentres development, it was Dave
Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knockingl) The big advantage to thisidea - and
hopefully the selling polnt - is that they (Rena) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles
can sit with some protection while walting to make their left turn ~ at the moment they make the left turn

3
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out of the westbound through fane on the highway. This will be an almaost full standard left turn lane. If the
2WLTL Is extended any further east as you have contemplated, this quality left turn feature would he
completely lost, Remember that Rona stilthas full access via the "Frontage Road” across the front of
Canadian Tire,

6. Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for £8 traffic off the
highway ~ feft turn exit mavements from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta Esland. As there
1s to be an advance green for the EB left turn at 30 Street, only a small percentage of the developrnent’s
EBLT traffic will use this access and this should aliow the WBLT movements Into the single family home and
Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily.

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving as the east access to SmartCentres and
their access on the highway will be closed, With this, Neptune has good access to thele property from both
the east and west, The new SmariCentres east access will have a raised riedian so that access (o Neptune
off this new road Is restricted to right-infright-out ~ because of its close proximity to the highway. Atl exits
from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the signals at 30 Street,
For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction. SmartCentres believes that Neptune
wilt cooperate with this concept.

8. The raised island for the WB left turn movenients will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order
to maximize the storage/deceleration length available, It has no practical impact on the 2WETL.

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected ‘T’ that accommodates a2 WB-20 making the 180 degree
EB TCH to WB Frontage Road turn as well 25 the 150 degree WS 10 Avenus to EB TCH turn.

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norim has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of
30 Street shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if
and when withln the foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

1teust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP if there are to be
any changes as we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy
Trevor Ward document — this was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketchl

Trevaor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto;Shawn,Grant@gov.bc.ca}

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Palement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cct Parkes, Norm E TRANEX; ALee@smartcentres,com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRANEX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
I am not sure if you have been given any of these proposed concepts regardiag the accesses on the TCH affected by
the Smart Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceplual sketches { jpg fites).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit - attached .pdf graphically shows the
descriptionfcomments below:

¢ Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km/h.

+  Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern. This may be workable with
some driveway changes to reduce potential for head-to-head confiicts within this TWLTL 2one. Suggest
following:
> move exlsting Trave! Lodge west access, further west to align across front Rona west,
~ <close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary {possibly combine with

Jaey's),
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» ralsed median in the hatched area from point 2' {or point just west of Rona east access) to the
protected tee {end treatment to be similar to typical approach to ralsed median at an intersection, the
palnt for TWLTL will took different than shown,

+  an alternative to the above {possibly more favourable to the City} would be to extend the TWLTL far
enough east to allow EB LT into a combined access at the foey's and Travel Lodge property boundary;
this would require maintaining at least 4.0m TWLTL width to that polnt; this would reguire closures of
the existing Rona east and existing Trave) Lodge east to limit potentlal head-to-head conflicts within this
20ne,

¢ Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block sccess/street to Smart Centres [not allow an access within
the WBRT lane),

* (not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to right-in/right-out to minimize
conflicts at this end of the TWLTL

¢ Shortered raised Island approaching the 30" Street intersection will not Jkely affect much; but consultant
should conflrm length needed for left turns

Additional items that still require attention:
«  Extension of Highway EB through lane between 30" and 10™ 1o be addressed
»  Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed
¢ Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and
understand all of the changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earliest convenlence - please
pass this on to others at the City that | may have forgotten,

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Reglonal Traffic Engineer

Minlstry of Transportation

& Infrastruclure

Southern Interior Region

231-447 Columbia Street

Kamiloops BC V2C 2T3

ph. (250) 828-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn.Grant@gov.bo.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRANIEX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skelch

Shawn and Grant,

Attached are the sketches from Treveor Ward regarding the proposed changes o the Smarnt Cenire access.

Wa asked for thase to clarify what was being proposed.

Piease look at In light of tha last email we got from them and our discussions. The access {o the trave! fodge Is stilt
tight. | wasn't aware of the muitiple accessas for Rena, are the proposing to close one and usa the other. There is
still an issue with the mid block “T™ isn't there?

Ploase e tm know when we ¢an discuss your comments,

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

District Manager, Transponation - Okanagan Shuswap District &
Seclor Project Diractor, Kicking Hersa Canyon Project

British Columbla Mirisiry of Transporiation and Infrastructuie
Phone: (250) 712-3629
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Copyng, prining or other use of thes email by persand or endtes other than the sSdessas b profubded If you have received tha measage in cnior, pheasa
condict thi ikt e abily B0 dalete tha mabedal from your compuber shd dystems

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mallto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Tussday, November 9, 2010 9;53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand @smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

MNorm, Muiray,

Further to our convarsation yeslerday, please sea atlached skelch and
some futher analysis from Trevor/EBA.

To sxpedile this, If you have any questions or Shawn'Grant have any queslions,
please feel free to call Trevor dreclly of we are happy (o sel up a conlerence call
with him atso,

Thanks.
SmariCentres
Alan Les P.Eng,, 182 | Director, Englneering - Western Region | Phone: 804-448-9112 exl 19 | Fax: 804-448-8114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

wihpacad for fhe eddvesndd IF miby oot g
LEMS GF PAEE, PILTE PSR Ll b

dgrd pr pe-Tir A

\ EDARAT o dky

Preate contader the erdipnmren] bafore puinding this emad h% BV pors'deres lecwagregmgal auard dimprimgr Lo coamel

— Forwarnded br Man LeaBmantectenn gn 110E 2000 03 48 AU —

“Tewved Wand™ S22 Ta <ALeeimariotrtias coms

£ “Mark Merds™ emarioffeba a2, "Hyan Slokes™ civiobes [febaca»
1082000 0610 PM Subjeet Salmie Aem TOH TWATL Concept Sheich
Alan:

As requested, | have “skelched” up the concept 85 | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | trled to describe Inmy memo. |
have scanned it In two parnts 4o you should be able to see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an esror In the sssumptions in my notes = Distance A’ In the
Ministry’'s Figure 710.0.1 does not apply In this case as the centre acceleration lane for the fedt turn movements oul of 10
Avenve sclually becomes the second theough lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance avallable for
The weave — 90 metres.

Because of this, | have also Increased the storage distance for the telt turn mevernent Into the Rona West sccess — 1t 13 shown as
30 melres but | now have It starling at the Travelodge West access 5o it |5 effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona Wit
BECRLS,

Note that the location marked W on the protected T is what | consider the key pivetsl point — we cannot widen at this polnt
without oblalning additional right-of-way on the nocth side of the highway or restricting the sice of trucks that can make the
180 degree U tuin from the TCH eastbound inte the Frontage Road westbound.

I have tried to orovide as much detail as possible so trust it Is understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me
i." S22 if he has any questions,

Trevor Ward
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Page 311 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

ITes pescagd in infended for o addresser. IF g conta privceged or oofidentinl e mtin Aoy wrdiehirred eicfasa o ety pobtted Wioe
fawe recdived thoy e d2age in divor, pleate polly psremegalely = af we ey cdmecl Bok mlered itcosh Pedae Ingn et P ongoil e doegd
Trardyzu

Phasse combias tha ardicamend bafare pisting thes eimad E% SV P, coragendt lonagnegengn] ovdnl Juvgeensd ¢o coantal

“Quard, Shaown O TRANEK" <Shawn OranlZgor be To "Traved Ward" S22 Il Gae I TRAN EX*
wOrant Invee Bgov o car
EH010 03 38 P ¢ "Pasken. Norn B TRAMN EX" aloom Parkay Sgv b cax, "I'llw.'lhl‘llr u

TRAN EX" <llurray. TekanoBgev be ca>, "Tuner, Dave TRAN EX’
ADavwr Tumar@ger be car, "Reb Mawenhaiom”
srigatnhunenfiasimenaim car, "Corey Paement
ecpalement vaimonam car, “Fnight, Tara TRAM EX° «Tara Hoight Bgav be car,
<ALgs@amaisenires com>, "Ryan Siokes” arploheseba car, "Mank Mevle™
et raardoonsiting ca, “Hathan Hidebrand®
aphidpbeandfamandenties coma, "Dale MeTaggan®
<o dmolappatisaimonanm cax
Sadjedl RE: Sabmon Arm TCH TWLTL Consept Shilth - Compramize!

Teevar,

It appears we have come Lo an “conceptual® agreement about the accesses between 107 and 307, Have thete changes to the
orfginal concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through
lane?

I am concerned alout the following:

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 90
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What consideration hay been glven to the following accews modifications, specifically:

Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development

Comsalidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Only/Hotel scceds

Will the incressed traffic (concentration of traffic at these } main accesses| change the location af where the EB thru lane
can wafely be dropped?

- Unclear what assumptions or reference was vsed for the 60m tapes length for & thiu lane drop? Bated on our Signing
and Favement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length is based on a 50:1 taper ratio (3.6m lane = teper of 180m) - Fgure
7.38 of the manual; BC TAC does not have This tapey defined in any ol the typscal lavouts

o How does this affect the length of the EB thru lane Le. positicn of the taper to that there #fe nO Major atcess points
within it?

ooDa e

Batad on the recently SECUILED, INTRGM MOCHE MARATEMANT CIrategy through here and the cparational/geometrsl concerms
above, what i your retommendation, 81 the engineer of record, for the length of the wecond B through tene on the TOH?

I addithon to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro moded that will be wied for our files wiech will inciude the
necessary design detaihs Le. length of the EB thru fane, left turn storage lengths ot 307 and 107

Shawm

From: Trevor Ward [maiito; s.22

Sent: Wednesday, Novemnber 17, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Miewenhuiren'; ‘Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; "Mark Merig’;
Tathan Hildetwand'

Subject: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromiss!

Grant:
Thanks fior your guick response and confirmation.

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a2 proposal be SmantCentrin and they agree: my recommendation & that we
extend the paraliel EB lanes a further 70 metres east so that the menge point begin opposite the sat propsrty line of the
SmariCentres property. This meam that all of the left turn movements imgo the development site will ocowr before the taper
#nd the &0 komh B0 m taper snde 75 metres before the Rona west sccevt. There i still one scoess in the taper (to the
tranimidsion property] but that ks ot the baginning of it Fleass let me know your responte 1o this propotal.

Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [maiito:Grant. Invinefigov.be.ca]

Sent: Novemnber-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Hmmﬂ ; Corey Palement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Meria; Nathan
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2010 emul does reflect what was discussed.

Reference [tem 5; agree propoued scenaria actually improves accessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East acceds if cloted.
Signage alone not expected sulficient to restrict movernants at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The
sketch shows raized median from point “t' to the sast, allowing approximately 60m for WB vehicles (destined to Rona wirit
acoens) to deceberate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be any shorier

Retference comment regarding length/location of EB merge point, the 300m requaremant is noted [par quawing paripectival.
We continue Lo have concerna with the location of the merge point a3 thown given turning movements alio ocourring in this
vicinity [EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB BT into Rons West]. Need to sddress these concermi.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer
Mirmsiry of Transponation, Southam intanor Region
231 - 84T Colummibia Sirest. Kamioops, B.C. V2C 2T3
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telaphone. (250) 371-3818
email: Grant Irvinegbgov.bo.ca

From: Trevor Ward [ mailto: 5.22

Sent: Wednesday, Novembe: ar, cvav oo AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX; Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX: ‘Rob Niewenhuizen': '‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merio; Nathan Hilgebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Good maorning Shien/Grant:
| have nowy marcsd up my previous setch showing the changed agreed on yesterday, trying to make things & chear &3 possible -
please find it sttached. Hopefully | have thown all thee points on it

O thossght | had last night and that s that the Rona east access could be left as is and “Left Turn Prohitsted” sgns evected at
the end of the centre median [which ends on the et vide of the socess or could be extended pant it} tacing WB maffic snd at
the ewit. That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Trever

From: Trevor Ward [maiito s.22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 FM

To: ‘Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: ‘Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Ce: ‘Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekana, Murray M TRAN:EX; "Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Mewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; "AlecBsmartcentres.com’; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Saimon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the syues that we saw with your suggested modifications outiined below. Ta
make sure we are ail on the same page, here (1 my underiianding of what we agreed on:

L We, being SmartCentres and their consultanty, will try to slign the west Rona acoess and the west Travelodge acoess
oppoaite sach other to avoid the overlap of left turn moverments, This sccess would then be all moaverments. Our original
szesument af this improvement anticipated fisheries probiems because of the ditches ~ we will s8¢ what can be done.

2.  itappears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge sast acceds aluo serves loey's. After our conference call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's & located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) - &3 | iuspected based on a
study of the Google information. The Ministry suggeited that this esst Travelodge/loev's acoess be closed and replaced with a
nw drivewiy connaction from the Travelodge wedl access, It appears that there is J0+ metrey n'l'ﬁgmyr-n-nmr_

3. This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Josy's bullding to provide sccess 1o the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3592] = this will mean a drivewsay passing in frant of some picnke tables ot foey's!! The carwash would
retain their existing access on the highway as right-injright-out movements anby snd maks (&1t turnz a1 this 38-movemante
fonaTravelndge access, | would assums, since thic car wash was condtructed after the 2008 Google serial photographs were
taken, that it has & Minkstry access permit which glves notice of the Ministry's right to restrict access!

4. The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a ralsed median, at least from point 7 east 1o the protected
T, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property to the sast
(Lot 5 Plan 3993)

5, Althe same time, the Minktry wants the Rona eest sccess to ideally be closed! Shawn = there i going to have tobe a
eant Mintstry/SmariCentre: approach bere as SmartCentres’ prediction |s that they will simply say "No!™ Then what? (For the
recard, wihen we had to do thit in Cranbrook because of turn réstrictions being implemented aslong the highway as @ result of
the new SmartCentres development, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knocking!] The big
advantage to this idea —and hopefully the welling paint - |5 that they [Rona) now get & separate left tum Lane on the highwey 3o
wehicles can sit with some protection while waiting 1o make their ieft turn - ot the moment they make the ieft tum out of the
westbound through lane on the highway, Thit will Be an aimaost full standard Isf tum (ane. If the IWILTL i extended any further
®a5T At you have contomplated, Thil guakty beft twrn feature would be completely losl. Remember that Rona still has full access.
vil the “Frontage Road™ sciods the frent of Canadian Tire.

6. Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east scoessfroad for EB traffic off the highway — ieft turm

it movermnents from this access/road will be prohibited with a half defta isdland. As there it 1o be an advance gresn for the ER
a
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left turn at 30 Street, only & smaell percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this sccess and this should allow the
WELT movenents into the single family home and Boathoute accesses on tha south side to alto use the IWLTL satistactorily.

7.  The Neptune property will take access fram the new road serving as the sast access to SmariCentres and their access on
the highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good access to thelr property from both the east and west. The new
SemariCentres east sccess will have a raised median so that access to Neptune off this new road s restricted 1o fight-in/right-out
— bacauss of its clows proximity to the highway, All sxits from Neptuna will then ba via the Frontsge Raad through the
SmarnCentres site 1o the signaks at 30 Streel. For traffic exiting 1o the west, they are travelling in the same direction.
SmariCentres believes that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

8 The ramed wland for the WE left turm movements will be extonded to close (o the Boathouse access in order to maximize
the storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected “T° that accommodates a WE-20 making the 180 degres EB TCH to
WB Frontage Road turn as wall 3t the 150 degres WE 10 Avenis to EB TCH turn.

Alyo, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accegl the 300 metres two lanes EB east of 30 Street
shown an our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue,

| trust | have correctly recarded everything we discussed and agreed on, Please ket me know ASAP if there are 10 be any changes
s we have now started to prepare the revised concept plam. Sarry this has turned into another wardy Trevor Ward documant
= thit wat aagier to do tanight than prapars anothar tkatihi

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn. Granti@gov.b.ca]

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALeeismartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| am not sure if you have bean given any of thete propotad concepts regarding the acobicas on tha TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development, Altached are Trevor's conceprual sketches | jog files),

‘W have had a chance to review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit = attached .pdf graphically shows the
descrigtion/comments below:

*  Protected Lee dimensions do represent BCS Gulde flor 60km/h.

- Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses ane & concepn.. This may be workable with some
driveway changes 1o reduce potential for head-1o-head conflicts within this TWLTL 2one. Supgest following:

#  move existing Travel Lodge west acoess, further west to align across from Rona west,

= close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary [possibly combine with Jloey's],

= raised median in the hatched area from point ‘2" (or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee (end
traatment to be similar 1o typécal approach to raised madian at an intarsection), the paint for TWLTL will ook different than
Ehown,

- an altermative to the above [possibly more favourable to the City] would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow
EB LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintalning at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; this would require closures of the exsting Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential
head-ta-head conflicts within this rone,

- Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-bock sccex/street to Smart Centres [rot allow an scoew within the WEB RT
Tane),

. [nat shawn an sketch) Access to the mid-block acesas would be restricted to right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at
this end of the TWLTL

. Shortened raised idand approaching the 307 Strest intersection wibl nat likely affact much; but consultant should confirm
length needed for left turng

Additianal items that still require attention:
s Extension of Highway E8 through lane between 307 and 10” to be addrexied
- Geometrics ot 10" related to design vihice and effectie operations 1o be addressed

5
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- Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will imay impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earfiest convenlence —please pass this on
to others at the City that | may have forgotien

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Regional Traffic Enginesar

Ministry of Transporiation

& Infrastruciure

Southem Interior Region

231447 Columbia Strest

Kamicops BC V2ZC 2T3

ph, (250) 828-4304

fox (250) B28-4083

Shawn Grani@@igov be.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, Novernber 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX; Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX
Ce: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Gran,

Altached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes 1o the Smart Centré access.

We asked for these to clarify whatl was being proposed.

Piease look at in light of the kast emaill we got from them and our discussions. The access 10 the ravel lodge s sill
tight. | wasa't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing 1o close one and use the other. There s
Slill an issue with the mid block “T isn't there?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

(Chatvict Manager, Tranaponation - Okanagan Shaswap Dnuici &
Sahior Piopee] Diseter, Kichng barme Carypon Prejoel

Hmnm Coiumma el T e

Phone: (250 712-3829

Thes maasige i nlerddd any Tor the use of the ndrduals 1o whem T 5 add d and frary cadlain confidential mlarmatien  Any ieview, dasEmaEnalion.
copyng, prnling of other uas of tha e-mail by persons or enidies olher than the addresses s prohibited B you have recerved s meveage in eror, please
conisc| tha sender rmmedisisly and delete the materil fom your compuler end sysiems

From; Alee@@smartcentres.com [mailto: ALeefsmartcentres.com)
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Nerm, Murray,

Further to our conversation yesterday, please see attached skelch and
some furher analysis from TrevorEBA

To expedite his, if you have any questions of Shawn/Grant have any questions,
pleasa fea| frea to call Trevor directly or we are happy 1o set up 8 conference call
with him also.

Thanks.
SmariCentres

1
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Agn Les B Eng MEA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Fhone: 504-448-8112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-448-5114
[ #201-11120 Horsashoa Way, Richmond, BC. V7A 5HT |
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e Foramroeed Gy Aksn LewSmanDerues on 11002000 (5 4 AM ——

“Traver Ward™ s.22

To =Alseffsmaricenires come
ez “Lark Mods™ cmrariofiebs cax “Ryan Siples™ <rulohesffube ras
Swbject Salmon Arm TCH IWLTL Concept Sheich

TIBSTEA0 DO 10 PIA

Alan:
As requested, | have “sketched” up the conoept a3 | think you and Norm heve sgreed to and as | tried to describe in my memo. |
hawve scanned it in two parts so you should be able to see the whole plan with these twao.

Hawing to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes - Distance "A" in the
Minkstry's Flgure 710.D.1 does not apply In this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres.

Because of this, | have also increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West acoess = it is shown as
30 metras but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
alcess.

Note that the location marked "W' on the protected T ks what | consider the key plvotal point — we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
1B0 degres U turn from the TCH sastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried Lo provide as much delall as possible $o trust it s understandable. Please pass on 1o Norm snd have ham phone me
At S22 1 he has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This el has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System
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Page 319 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [maifto:Shawn.Grant@gov.bc.ca]

Sent: November-19-10 3:59 PM

To: Trevor Ward; Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob Niewenhuizen; Corey
Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN.EX; Aleef@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Mero; Nathan Hildebrand; Dale

McTaggart
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Trevor,

It appears we have come to an "conceptual” agreement about the accesses between 10™ and 30", Have these
changes to the original concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for
the second EB through lane?

| am concermed about the follewing:
¢ What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically:
o Allowing lefts in at the east access to the Smart Centres’ development
o Consolldating accesses at the Rona west access across from the loey's Only/Hotel access
o 'Will the increased traffic ([concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesset) change the location of
where the EB thru lane can safely be dropped?

s Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on
our Signing and Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length is based on a 50:1 taper ratio (3.6m
lare = taper of 180m) - Figure 7.38 of the manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the
typical layouts

o How does this alfect the length of the EB thru lane i.e. position of the taper so that there are no
mapol access points within it?

Rased on the recently discussed, interim access management strategy through here and the
operational/geometrical concerns above, what is your recommaendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of
the second EB through lane on the TCH?

In addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will ba used for our files which will
include the necessary devign details | . length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30" and 10™.

Shawn
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From: Trevor Ward [mailto:timaru@shaw.ca)

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob
Nigwenhuizen'; ‘Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcantres.com; Ryan Stokes'; 'Mark Maro';
‘Nathan Hildebrand”

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Comprormise!

Grant;
Thanks for vour quick response and confirmation.

Concerning your of-going concern, | hive made 3 propotal 1o SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation i
that we extend the parallel EB lanes a further 70 metres east so that the merge point begins opposite the east
property line of the SmartCentres property. This means that all of the left turn movements into the development
site will occur before the taper and the 60 km/h 60 m taper ends 25 metres before the Ronas west access. There is
still one access in the tapar (to the transmission property] but that is at the beginning of it. Please let me know your
respanse to this proposal.

Trevor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [malfio:Grant Indinedigov. bc.cal

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paement; Knight. Tara TRAN:EX; ALeeismartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merio; Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE; Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hella Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, Movember 16, 2010 emall does reflect what was discussed,

Reference ltem 5; agree propesed scenario actually improves sccessibility 1o Rona, even if the Rona East access is
closed. Signage alone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this
access closed, The sketch shows raised median from point 2’ to the east, allowing approximately 60m for WR
vehicies (destined to Rona west access) to decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not support this be
any shorter.

Referance comment regarding lengthflocation of EB merge paint; the 300m requirement Is noted (per queulng
perspective), We contihue to have concerns with the location ol the merge point as shown given turning
moverments also occurring In this vicinity [EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West).
Need to address these concerns:

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer
Ministry of Transpartation, Southern Infenor Region
231 - 447 Columbia Streel, Kamiosps, B.C. V2C 213

tolephona: (250) 371-3818
emall Grantlvinefigov boca

From: Travor Ward [malito S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turmer, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; "‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Mathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch
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Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear
a5 possible — please find it attached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had last night snd that is that the Rona east access could be left as is and “Left Turn Prohibited” signs
erected at the end of the centre median (which ends on the east side of the access or could be extended past it)
facing W8 traffic and at the exit. That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Trevar

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 ¥m

To: '‘Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; 'Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX’

Cc: "Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAM:EX'; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX'; 'Rob Meewenhuizen’; ‘Corey
Palement’; 'Knight, Tara TRAN:EX"; "ALee@smartcentres.com’; 'Ryan Stokes': Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the isues that wie saw with your suggested modificatians autlined
below. To make sure we are all on the same page; here is my understanding of what we agreed on;

1 We, being SrmartCentres and thelr consultants, will try te align the west Rans aceess and the west
Travelodge access opposite each other To avoid the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then
be all movements. Our original assessment of this improvemnent anticlpated fisheries problems because of
the ditches - we will see what can be done.

2. Itappears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves joey's. After our
conferance call with you, SmartCentres confirmed that loey’s is located an the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan
41170) = as | suspected based on a study of the Google Information. The Ministry suggested that this east
Travelodge/joey’s access be closed and replaced with a new driveway connaction from the Travelodge west
access, It appears that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here,

3. This new driveway would thern be extended across the front of the Jeey's bullding to provide access to the
new carwash property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) - this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at
Joey's!| The carwash would retain their existing access on the highway as right-in/right-out movements only
and make teft turns at the all-movements Rona/Travelodge aceess. | would assume, since this car wash was
constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were taken, that it has-a Ministry access permit which
Bivas natice of the Ministry's right to regtrict access|

4. The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a raised median, at least from point 2 east to
the pratected T, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-infright-out at the carwash and
the residential property to the east (Lot 5 Plan 39492,

5. AL the same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed] Shawn — there is going to
have to be a joint Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ pradiction is that they will simply
say "Nol” Then what? (For the record, when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions
being implamented along the highway as a result of the new SmartCentres developmant, it was Dave
Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knockingl) The big advantage to this idea = and
hopetully the selling point - 15 that they [Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so vehicles
can sit with some protection while waiting to make thelr left turn = at the moment they make the left tum
out of the westbound through lane on the highway. This will be an almost full standard left turn lane. If the
WLTL is extended any further east as you have contemplated, this guality left turn feature would be
completaly lost. Remember that Rona still has full acesss via the “Frontags Road” across the front of
Canadian Tire.

B, Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the
highway = left turn exit movements from this access/foad will be prohibited with a hall delta island. As there

Page295
TRA-2011-00071

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 124



I% to be an advance green for the EB left turn at 30 Street, only @ small percentage of the development’s
EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the WBLT movements into the single family home and
Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily.

7. The Neptune property will take sccess from the new road serving as the east access to SmanCentres and
their access on the highway will be clased. With this, Neptune has good access to their property from both
the east and west, The new SmartCentres sast access will have a ralsed median so that access to Neptune
off thiz new road |s restricted to right-In/right-out — bacauss of its close praximity to the highway, All sxits
from Meptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the SmartCentres site to the signals at 30 Street.
For traffic exiting 10 the west, they are travelling in the same direction, SmartCentres believes that Neptune
will cooperate with this concept.

8. The rased island for the WB left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order
to maximize the storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL.

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected 'T' that accommodates a WE-20 making the 180 degres
EB TCH to WE Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degres WB 10 Avenue to EB TCH turn,

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of
30 Street shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some eriteria that will be used (o determine iF
and when within the foreseeablé future thes two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP if there are to be

any changes as we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy
Travar Ward document — this was sagier to do tonight than prepare another cketchl

Trevar

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAMN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.be.cal

Sent: Novemnber-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Miewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX; ALesf@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRANIEX; Tumer,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| am not gure if you haye been given any of these prapoced concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by
the Smart Centre development, Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches [ jpg files).

We havi had a chance 1o review this concept and have "tweaked” it a bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

¢  Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km/h.

s Dverlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern. This may be workable with
some driveway changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL tone. Suggest
following:

#  maove existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

= close Traval Lodge sast access and mave same to &ast property boundary |possibly combine with
logy's),

# raised median In the hatched area from polnt 2" {or point just west of Rona east access) to the
protected tee (end treatment to be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the
paint for TWLTL will look different than shown.

+ analternative to the above (possibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far
enaugh east to allow EB LT into a combined access at the loey's and Travel Lodge property boundany;
this would require maintaining at least 4,0m TWLTL width to that point; this would require closures of
the existing Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential head-to-head conflicts within this
wone.
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s Arcess to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an access within
the WB RT lane).

& [not shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to I'lg‘lﬂ-ll'lfl‘igl‘lt-uut o minimize
conflicts at this end of the TWLTL

s Shortened raised island approaching the 307 Street intersection will not likety affect much; but eonsultant
should confirm length needed for left turns

Additional items that still require attention:
¢ Extensian of Highway EB through lane between 30" and 10" ta be addressed
+ Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed
*  Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and
understand all of the changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their sccesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earliest convenience = please
pass thit on to others at the City that | may have forgotten.

Shawn Grani, P, Eng.

Regional Traffic Engineer

Ministry of Transportation

& Infrastructure

Southem Interior Region

231447 Columida Street

Kamioops BC V2C 2T3

ph. (250} B2B-4304

fan (250) B28-4083

Shawn Grantigov be.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Gran,
Attachad are the skelches from Trevor Ward regarding the propased changes 1o the Smart Cenire access
Wa asked for thesa to clarify what was being proposed.

Pleasa look al in light of the last emaill we gol from them and our discussions. The access to the fravel lodge is still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multipls accesses for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. There is
still an issus with the mid block “T™ isn't thera?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.
Murray

W. Murray Tekano

[Dbrind Manages, Transportstion - Dkaragan Ehewap Dsirici 4
Senior Progect Director, Ricking Horse Canyon Project

fliritieh Calumiia Manintry of Tranaportation and infrastnucium
Phone: (250} T12-082%

This mesaags is nfendad only for the usa of e indrisuals 1o wham it s sdsresssd and mary contain confidemial Infarmatian  Arry FRvies, SEBETIASoN
£oEing. peinting o other e of T e=miall by POrSOns oF eniities ther than the addressss s prohibied. I you Nave recered B MEsIaps in Bor, plaase
contact Ba kercinr enmsdintaly ard dalete the malenal ko your Compuler snd syalaen

From: Alesi@smartcentres.com [mallto: ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Farkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRANEX

Cc: nhildebrandismartentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch
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Norm, Murray,

Further to our conversation yesterday, please see attached skelch and
some furher analysis from TrevorEBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
please feel free to call Trevor dineclly of wi are happy 10 sel up a conference call
with him also.

Thanks.
SmariCentres
Alpn Lee P Eng , MBA | Director, Enginesring - Western Region | Phone: 504-448-0112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-0114
| #201-11120 Horsashos Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

iy GRBLIRAATAY RESiure A BBy Smhited. I o

T o e .
Ha PRl Al e Jkhe e OOgine” Tiroiage

W e Pl duiedy I Tl = My SO O

Flease conude’ e snvonmend befein pirdng e e-mal ﬁ 8.V P. conidernd Mewinbnnemend avard dmnpimer (e Courtiel

—— Formarded bry Bsn Loa/'SmahCesbes on 11003000 05 48 AL —

"Travor Ward”™ stman@ehaw.ca» To <ALsagsmaricentres coms
B‘HWWW.‘MM‘WW

11082010 04 10 Pt Butgec! Salmen Arm TEH IWLTL Concept Shetch

Alan:

Ax requestad, | have “tkatched” up the concept at | think you and Narm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my mema, |
have scanned it n two parts 5o pou should be able 1o see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an ermor in the assumptions in my notes = Distance ‘A’ in the
Minkstry's Figure 710,001 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration lene for the left turn movemnents out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the secand through lane on the highway. Consequenthy, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres,

Bacause of thig, | have alto Increased the storage distance for the |eft turn movemeant into the Rona West access = it 5 shown as
30 metres bul | now hove it starting at the Travelodge West access so it ks effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
BTEEES.

Note that the location marked ‘W on the protected “T" ks what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this point
withaut obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can maka tha
180 degree ‘U’ turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried to provide as much detail as possible so trust it it understandable. Please pass on to Nerm and have him phone me
at 822 f het has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This emml has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.

7
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For more information please visit hips//www. messagelabs com/email
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

10:50 AM
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Pages 330 through 332 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Grant, Shawn O TRAN:EX™ <Shawn Grantfigor be ca> To “Tinvcd Wt S22 “iivire, Gaant M THRAN EX
wlrart Irne gy e ca

TRAN EX” «Murray Tekanofgov bo car. Tumei, Dave TRAN EX”

“[uve. e car, ok Nuaswanhuinen”
mmam £am, "Codwy Paloment”

wmm ‘.It.n@l. r--mntrdmm b cas

Subject RE: Salmon Asm TCH JWLTL Condegt Shatch - Compromael

Trewor,

It appears we hive come 1o an "concéplual® sgreement aboul the scoesses between 107 and 30, Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated inta your recommandation for the length and menge location for the secand EB through
lane?

| am concerned about the foliowing:

. What contideration has basn given ta the following sccsst modificationi, spacifiealiy:

o Alowing lefts in at the east access 1o the Smart Centres” development

o Cansolidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the loey's Cnly/Hotel access

a Wik the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane
can iafsly ba droppad?
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- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for & thru lane drop? Based on our Signing
and Pavement Marking Manual, a lane drop taper length is based on a 5001 taper ratio [3.6m lane = taper of 180m) = Figure
7.38 of the manualj BC TAC does nat have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o How docs this affect the length of the EB thru lane Le. position of the taper 5o that there are no major access points
within it?

Bazed on the recently discussed, intenm access management strategy through here and the operational/geometrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

in addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchre model that will be used for our fles swhich will include the
necevsany design details | & iength of the £ thry lsne, left turn storage langths 3t 30 and 107,

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 &AM
To: Irvine, Grant M TRANEX

Ce: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob
Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smaricentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; 'Mark Merk';
‘Nathan Hildebrand

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your guick response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-gaing concern, | have made a proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation is thar we
extend the paraiiel E8 lanes & further 70 metres 2ast so that the merge palnt beginiy opposite the east property line of the
SmartCentras property. This maans that all of the laft turn movements into the development site will occur bafors the taper
and the 60 km/h B0 m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west acoess, There |5 stll one access in the taper (to the
transmission property) but that is at the beginning of it. Please let me know your response to this proposal,

Trevoe

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [malito:Grant. Inine@gov.be.ca]

Sent: Novemnber-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Ce: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRANEX; Turner, Dave TRANIEX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark i Nathan
Hildebrand

Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hetlo Treve,
Your summary provided in Tussday, November 16, 2010 emall doss reflact what was discutsed,

Reference ltem 5; agree proposed scenario actually improves accessibikty to Rona, even if the Rona East access is closed,
Signage alone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Rona East access; would rather see this access closed. The
sketch shows raised median from point 'z’ to the east, aliowing approemately 80m for WE vehicles (destined to Rona west
accett) 1o decelorateftaper inta TWLTL and storage; we would not suppert this be any thorter,

Relerence comment regarding length/location of EB merge point; the 300m requirement is noted [per queuing perspective),
We continue to have concerms with the location of the merge point as shown given Turming movements also accurfing in this
viciity (EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona Weit). Need to address thede concerns.

Grant Irving, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engincer
Ministry of Transportation, Scuthem Inenor Region
231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamicops, B.C, V2C 2T3
telephone: (250) 371-3818

emall: Grant livined@gov.bo ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailtc S22
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Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 5:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Porkes, Norm E TRAN:EX: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob Niewenhuizen’; ‘Coney
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes': Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shiswn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous setch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying 10 make things as clear a1 possible —
pigase find it artached, Hopefully | have thown ai the points on it

O thought | haed last night and that is that the Rona estt access could be lefl as i and “Left Turn Prohibited” signs erected at
the end of the centre median [which ends on the east side of the aocess or could be extended past it) facing WB traffic and at
the extt That will reduce the impact on Rona.

Travar

From: Trevor Ward [maito: S22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: "Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; ‘Alss@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Saimon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Sharwn,Erand:
Thanks for your thme this sfternoon dacusuing the ssuss that we aw with youwr suggested modifications cutiined below. To
miake wre we are ali on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1 We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to align the wess Aona access and the west Travelodge sccess
opposite sach other 1o avoid the overap of Jeft turn movemnenits. This access would then be all movements. Our original
aiecement of thit improvernant antacipated fitheriss problams bacauss of the ditches - we will 1ee what can be done.

2. It appears from Google and its strest views that the Travelodpe satt acoess abio serves loey's. After our conference call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that loey's is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) = a | suspected based ona
stuay of the Googie information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/loey’s access be dioned and replaced with &
new drivewsy connection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there (s 20+ matres of highway r-ow here

3. This new driveway would then be extended across the frent of the Joey's building to provide sccess 1o the new canwash
propery (Lot 4 Plan 3997) - this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables &t joay's!! The carwash would
rtain their extating access on the highway a2 right-in/right-cul movements only and make left turns 41 the all-mavements
Rona/Travelodge sccess. | would asaume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google serial pholographs were
taken, that it has a Ministry access permit which ghves natice of the Ministry’s right to restrict acceas!

4, The medisn shown a5 & painted madian in my sketch will be a raised median, at least frem point 7 east to the protected
T, b referenced In your ioted Shawn, 1o enforce the rnght-in/right-out at the canwvaih and the retldential property to ths sact
{Lot 5 Plan 3997).

5. At the same time, the Minkstry wants the Hona east access to ideally be closed] Shawn = thisre 1§ going to have (o be a
|oint Ministry/SmartContres appraach bere as SmartCentres’ prediction is that they will simply say "Nol™ Then what? (For the
recaed, when we had to da this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions belng implemented alang the highway as a result of
the new SmartCentres developrment, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the door knocking ] The big
sdvantage to this idea - and hopafully the waliing paint - i that they (Rons| now get 8 separate beft turn lane on the highway so
werhiches can sit with some protection while waiting to makie their left turn — at the momaent they make th left tom out of the
westbound through lane on the highway. This will be an almost full standerd left turn lene. I the ZWLTL is extended any further
oast s you have contempilated, thiv quality left tumn festure would be completely lost. Remember that Rona atill bas full scoess
via the “Frontage Rosd™ across the front of Canadian Tire

& Laft turn mowemants will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east accesy/road for EB traffic off the highway - left turn
exit movernents from this scoess/roed will be probibited with a half defts iland. As there is to be an advance green for the EB
feft turn at 30 Strest, only a small peccentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should aliow the
WELT mavements into the single family home and Boathouss scoestes on the outh tide 1o alto ute the JWLTL waticfactanily

T The Neptune propery will take access from the new road werving as the sait scoen (o SmartCentres and their scoes on
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the highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good atceis to their property from both the sest end west. The new
SmariCentras aast sccets will have & raised median so that accest 1o Neptune aff this new road is restricted 1o nght-in/right-out
- because of its close proxdmity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be wa the Frontage Roead through the
SmartCentres site to the signals at 30 Steest. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction.
SmarCentres befieves that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

B, The raised ivand for the WE lsft turn movements will be sxtendad to clows to the Boathouss acce in arder ta masimire
the storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical Impact on the 2WLTL

As mentionsd, we have prepared & design for the protected T that accommoidates 3 WB-20 making the 180 degres EB TCH 1o
WEB Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degree WE 10 Avenue to EB TCH turn.

Also, my understanding ks that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of 30 Street
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreteasble futura this two laning thould be sxtended through to 10 Avanus

I trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP if there are (o be any changes
a5 we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. 5orry this has turned into another wordy Trevor Ward document
= thiz was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevar

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mairto:Shawn.Granti#gav.bo.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Carey Paiement; Rob Miewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; ALes@smartcentres,com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmaen Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/fRab,
1| am not sure If you have been givan any of these propesed concepts regarding the sccesses on the TCH aflected by the Smart
Centre development. Attachad are Trever's conceptual sketches [.Jpg files).

We have had a chance to review this concept and have "tweaked” it a bit — attached _pdf graphecally shows the
deteription/comments balow:

- Protected tee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km/h.

Ll Orverlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a concern, This may be workable with some
driveway changes to reduce potential for head-to-hesd conflicts within this TWLTL rone. Suggest foliowing:

= move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

*  close Travel Lodge east sccess and move same (o east property boundary [possibly combine with Joey's),

=  raived median in the hatched area from point 2" [or point just west of Rona sast access) to the protected tee (end
treatrent to be similar to typical approsch Lo raised median at an intersection], the paint for TWLTL will ook different than
shown.

. an afternative to the sbove (possibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow
EBLT into a combined accats ot the losy's end Travel Lodge proparnty beundary; this would require maintaining =t least 4.0m
TWLTL widith to that point; thit would requine closures of the existing Rona eact and existing Travel Lodge aast 1o limit potential
head-to-head conflicts withan this rone.

. Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an acoess within the WE RT
lane}.

- [mat shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to ight-infright-out to minimize conflicts at
this end of the TWLTL

® Shortersed ralsed island approaching the 30" Street intersection witl not lkaly atfect much; but consuitant should confirm
length needed for left turns

Additional items that still require attention:

&« Extension of Highway EB through lane between 307 and 107 to be addressed

. Geometrics at 10” related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

- Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are accurring In this area and how It will/may impact thair accasses

We would appreciate your caomments/thoughts on these conceptusl sketches at your earliest convenience — please pass this on

7
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to others sl thie City that | may have forgotlen.

Shawn Grani, P. Eng.

Regional Traffic Engineer

Ministry of Transportation

& Infrastruciure

Southem Interior Reglon

231447 Columida Street

Kamiloops BC V2T 2T3

Pph. (250) B2B-3304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn Grami@igov bo.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRANEX; Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn snd Grani,

Altached are the skelches from Trevor Wiard regarding the proposed changes 1o the Sman Cenlre access

We asked for these to clarfy what was being proposed.

Please lock al in ight of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access 10 the travel lodge s still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the propasing 10 close one and use the other. There s
Slill an issue with the mid block “T isn't there?

Piease le tm know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

Duatict Manage:, Tranaponation - Okanagan Shutwap Disict &
Sanios Bioget Dwpctor Kicking Hoie Caryon Brojoct

Bty Cobarmtes Mty of Transpartation snd b
Pagna: (250) Th2-3629

This mrwage is nterded only for the vee of the ndinduals 16 whoem it od 4 gnd ey cond fiderrhal mfarmabion  Any rienrw, disiemination.
Eopying. printing o other wne of this o-mal by persons o¢ peimes oifee Ban tha addressse i profibifed i you have eceived B Massage in smor, plaase
contact e sencier rmmedistely ard debste the material from your computer and Fysters

From: AlLes@smartcentres.com [maflto: ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

MNorm, Murray,

Further to our conversation yesterday, please see attached sketch and
some furher analysis from TravorEBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grani have any questions,
please feel e 1o call Trevor difectly or we afe happy 10 et up a conference call
with him alsa.

Thanks,
SmanCentres

Alnn Les P Eng. MEA | Director, Enginearing - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-348-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, WTA 6HT |
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Fhad, eaiiage (2 missded 'o e sdivieee T oy (owlie grveegid & rarfaeal e malan Ay el T ey SEdfatere il pooflshid 1 pie
hirve recwivmDl Fow =wwTege M oever. sresy roidy sn ety 6 I ew my reveet mer el ooy Fisaew Sy deiwie fw ongined = arege
L

Figgre commdpe Shy envsgmmeed balpm predeg ey o mps ﬁ BV B comudemmr Pprvironegriesd gvani dinpoewee ow courns

== Foaramoed by A Les/SmarCarsre on 11002000 D548 Al -

“Trowar Wand™ S22

Ta <Alsssmatoenioes coms
&5 “Mark Mans™ smredofeba cax, “Ryan Slokes™ <ratcheieba.cas
Hubjeci Salmon Arm TCH JWLTL Corcent Shatth

1102010 08 10 Pl

Alan:

A5 requested, | have “sketched™ up the concept a4 | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my mema, |
have scanned it in two parts 5o you should be able to see the whole pian with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error In the assumptions in my notes — Distance “A° In the
Ministry's Figure 710.0.1 does not apply in this case as the centre scceleration lane for the left turn movenents out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the sacond through lane on the highway, Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres,

Because of this, | have alsa increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access = it is shown as
30 metres but | now hove it starting st the Travelodge West access 30 it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rons West
ACCEES.

Note that the location marked “"W" on the protected T" is what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
180 degree “U* turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have trhed to orovide as much detall as possible so trust it s understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me
at S22 |f he has amy questions.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hop:Swww, messapelabs com/email
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sccurity System.
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Pages 340 through 343 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Grant, Ehawn O TRAN EX™ <Shawn Grantbigoy o car Ts “Tiwvee Wad® S22 Cireine, Grant M TRAMNEX"
“an Ironergoy oo ca
11U MS2010 0358 i cc "Paries, Mo E TRAN EX® <Mom Parkesigov be cas, "Tekana uray B

TRAN EX" <Murray Tekancifgov be cax, “Tumer, Dure TRAN EX”
“Dwee Tumenffigoy be oo, "Hob Meweniiren™

armigwarhuirendiasimangarm car, “Codwy Paiamant”
www -u.-m. TmTH.M.Er ﬂ:;mw.w
wﬂm-ﬂ‘m ww
=nhildebrandifsmanicenires com>, "Oule McTaggar ®
wradin dmctagganf saimonem cae

Saibject RE: Saimon Arm TOH AWLTL Condeot Skatch - Compromaaa!

Trevor,

it appears we have come to an “conceptual” agreement about the acorsses between 107 and 307, Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated Into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through
lane?

| am poncerned about the following:

- What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically:

o Alowing lefts In at the east atcess ta the Smart Cantres’ development

o  Consolidating sccesses st the Rons west access across from the joay’s Oniy/Hotel sccess

o Will the increased traffic [concentration of traffic at these 2 main accesses) changea the location of where the EB thru lane
can safely be dropped?

. Unclear what assymptions or reference was used for the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Sgning
wnd Pavement Marking Manual, & lane deop taper length is based on 8 5001 teper ratio (3.6m lane = taper of 180m) — Figurs
7.38 of the manual; BC TAC doet not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o How does this alfect the kength of the EB thru lane Le. poution of the taper so that there are no major access points
within it?

Based on the recently discussed, Interim sccess management strategy through here and the operational/geametrical concerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

In addition to your respanse, | would appreciate tha final Synchro model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessany design details 1., length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30" and 107

Shawn

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: §22

Senk: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:75 AM
To: Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAMN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob
Niewenhuizen'; "‘Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALeedsmartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; 'Mark Merlo”;
‘Mathan Hildebrand’
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch - Compromisal

5
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Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and confirmation

Concarning your on-going concarn, | have made & proposal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommaendation s thal we
extend the parabel EB lanes a further 70 metres east 10 that the merge paint begini opposite the east property line of the
SmartCentres property. This means that all of the keft turn movernents into the development site will ocour before the taper
and the 60 km/h 60 m tiper endi 35 metres befors the Rona west scoets. There i5 still one actess in the taper (1o the
trammuaion property] but that i at the beginning of it Plesce et me know your Mesponds 1o this propotal

Tewvod

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [maiite:Grant. Irvine@igov. be.ca]

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekana, Murray M TRANEX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Palement: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALss@ismartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merio; Nathan

Hildebrand
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hella Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, Novernber 18, 2010 errsail does reflect what was distuised,

Reference item 5; agree proposed scenarko actually moroves scoessibility to Rona, even if the Rona East access ks closed.
Signage alone not sxpected Juffickent 1o restrict movements &t Rona East scress: would rather see this access closed. The
shetch shows rased medan from point ' to the east, allowing approsimately 60m for Wil vehicles (destined to Rona went
scceu) to deonlerate/taper into TWLTL and storege; we would not support ths be ary shorter,

Reference comment regarding length/location of EB merge point, the 300m requirement it noted (per QUeLIn paLpective).
We continue to have concerns with the location of the merge point a3 shown ghven Lurning movetnents 340 occurring n ths
wicinity (EB LT into Smart Centars) and just downstreamn (E8 RT into Rona Weat], Need to addren these concerms.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
mmﬂwm

Ministry of Transportaion, Souffm inanor Ragion
31 - 447 Columbsa Streat, Kamicops, B.C. V2C 213
telephone: (250) 371-3818

email Grant Irvinef@gov.bo.ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailto; S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Granl, Shawn D TRAM:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Palement’; Kright, Tara TRAN!EX; Aleedsmartcentres.com; ‘Byan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to make things as clear as posuble =
please find It attached, Hopefully | have shawn all the poinks on it

Ona thought | had laat night and that is that the Roma east acoess could be beft as is and “Left Tern Prohibited™ signs erscred at
the &nd af the centre madian (which ands on tha satt tids of the accett or could be sxtended pat it] facing W traffic and at
the exil. That will reduce the imgact on Rona.

Trewor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22
Sent: Novemnber-16-10 9:44 PM

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; ‘Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Ce: ‘Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; "Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; ‘ALee@smartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
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Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thinks for your time this afternoon discussing the lssues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To
make surs we ane all on the same page, hers it my understanding of what we agreed on:

L We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will iry to align the west Rona access and the west Travelodge acoess
opposite each other Lo avoid the overlap of left turn movements. This access would then be ol moverments, Our original
assessment of this improvement anticipated fisheries problems because of the ditches - we will see what can be done.

2. Itappears from Google and its street views that the Travelodge east access also serves Joey's. After our conference call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's s located on the Travelodge parced (Lot A Plan 41170) = s | suspected based cna
fudy of the Googhe information. The Minlstry suggested that this east Travelodge/loey's access be clokad and replaced with a
new driveway connection from the Traovetodge west acoess. It appears that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here.

3. This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's bullding to provide access 1o the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992) - this wall mean a driveway passing in front of somae picnic tables at loey's!! The carwash would
ratain their sxiting accets on the highway at right-in/right-out movements only and maka left turns at the all-movamants
Rona/Travelodge sccess. | would assume, since this cat wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were
taken. that it has a Miniatry access permit wivch gives notice of the Ministry's right to restrict accesal

4,  The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be a rased median, at legst from point I east to the protected
T, a5 referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property to the sast
{Lot 5 Plan 3992,

5. At the same time, the Ministry wants the Rona eact access 1o ideally ba closed! Shawn = there js going 1o hawe to be a
joint Ministry/SmarCentres appioach hiere as SmartCentres’ prediction 4 that they will Simply say “Nol® Then what? [For the
record, when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of tum restrictions being implemented along the highway as a result of
the néw SmartCentres development, It was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the doos knockingl) The big
advantage to this idea - and hopefully the selling point - iy that they (Rona) now get-a separate left turn lane on the highway so
wehicles can sit with some protection while waiting to make their left turn — at the moment they make the left turn out of the
westhound through lane on the highway, This will be an almest full standasd left turn lane. If the 2WLTL is extended sny further
east a3 you have contemplated, this quality left turn feature woukd be completely lost. Remember that Rona still has full access
via the “Frontage Road™ acrods tha front of Canadian Tire,

6. Left turn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway = left turmn
exit movements from this access/road witl be prohibited with a half defta island. As there is to be an advance green for the EB
feft turn at 30 Strewt, only a small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the

WHLT movements into the single family hame and Boathouss accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL saticfactorily.

T.  The Neptune property will lake access from the new road senving as the east access to SmariCentres and their acoess on
the highway will ba closed. With this, Neptune has good accets to their property from both the eact and west. The new
SmartCentres east occess will have & raised median 2o that sccess to Neptune off this new road i restricted Lo right-in/right-out
- because of its close proximity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the
SmariCentres site to the signaks at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction.
SmartCentres balieves that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

B The rased island for the WB left turn movements will be extended 1o close 1o the Boathouge access in order 1o manimize
the storage/deceleration length available, It has no prectical impact on the 2WLTL

A5 menthoned, we have prepared a dedign for the protected "T° that accommodates a WE-20 making the 120 degree EB TCH to
'WE Frontage Road turn as well as the 150 degres WB 10 Avenue to EB TCH turn.

Alyo, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to accept the 300 metres two lanes E8 east of 30 Street
shown an our tkatch and that you and | will come up with tome criteria that will be utad to datermine |f and whan within the
foreseeabie futiere this twa laning should be extended through 1o 10 Avenue,

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on, Please bet me know ASAP if there are to be any changes

a5 we have now started to prepare the revised concepl plam. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trever Ward document
— this was easier to do tonight than prepare ancther shetehl
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Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grant@gov.be.ca]

Sent: November-168-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Palement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Skatch

Corey/Rob,
| mm not sure if you have been given any of these proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smaort
Cantre development, Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches | jpg files),

We have had a chancs to review this concept and have “twesked” |t a bit— attached pdf graphically chowt the
descriptionfcomments below:

. Profected tes dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60km)T,

- Cwarlap between Rona west accait and tha Travel Lodge acosttes are a concern. This may ba workable with tome
driveway changes to reduce potantial for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL rone. Suggest following:

= move existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

r close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary {possibly combine with Joey's],

#  raised median in the hatched area from point 2 [or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee (end
treatrment to be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than
thown,

- an alternative to the above [possibly more favourabile to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow
EB LT into & combined access at the joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; thit would require maintaining at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; this would require closures of the existing Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east Lo limit potential
head-to-head conflicts within this rona.

* Access to Neptune 1o be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres (not allow an sccess within the WEB RT
lana),

- (mot shown on sketch] Access to the mid-block scoess would be restricted to right-in/righi-out to minimize conflicts at
this end of the TWLTL

N Shaortened ralsed itand approaching the 307 Street intarssction will not (ioaly affect much; but cansultant thould conlirm
length neadad for left turns

Additional iterns that still reguire attention:

. Extension of Highway EB through [ane between 30" gnd 107 to be sddremsad

- Geometrics at 10" related to design vehide and effective operations 10 be addressed

L Smart Centres needs to re-confinm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are ocourring In this area and how It will/may impact thetr accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earfiest convenience — please pass this on
to gthers at the City that | may have forgotten,

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Reqgional Traffic Engineer

Ministry of Transportation

& Infrastruciure

Southem Interior Reglon

231-247 Columbia Stresat

Kamioops BC V2C 273

ph. (250) A28-4304

fax (250) B28-4083

Shawn Grami@gov be.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Indne, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,
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Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smarnt Centre access.

We asked for these to clarify what was being proposed.

Pieasa ook a1 In light of the last emaill we got from them and our discussions. The accass 10 the travel lodge i still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing 1o close one and use the other. There ie
slill an issus with the mid block "T Isn't thera?

Pleasa la tm know whan we can discuss your comments,

Murray

W._ Murray Tekano
Duatrict Managee. Transcoration - Okansgan Shumwap Dissict &

Phore (250) TY3-3639

Thin message is intended only for the ua of the noviduals 12 whom it i edeeesed and may comisin confidential rdormation  Arry review, Ciseemination,
Eopying, printing o othed Lste of Bhis e-maill by peraona o eniifien olfser than tha sddreniss 4 probibited B ol have iecaved B mesksds s srcr, plasis
camacl the seraEr emmedialely aPE et e matEnal M e COMETES B SysiEms

From: ALeefismartcentres.com [mailto:ALeesmartcentres. com)
Sent: Tuesday, Novamber 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Ce: nhildebrandi@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Morm, Murray,
Further to our conversation yestenday, pleasa see attached sketch and
soma furher analysis from TrevarEBA,

To axpedite this, if you have any quastions or Shawn/Grant have any questions,
plaase feel free to call Trevor directly or we are happy io sst up a confarenca call
with him alsa,

Thanks.
Smart

Atan Lee P Eng  MBA | Director, Engineering - Westermn Region | Phone; 804-448-8112 axt 18 | Fax: 604-448-8114
[ ®201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 3HT |

That —o fimgm o iiwiuled b Frp wilipeses T ctey crmee pree g = rmettin e’ e Ay peanifrdte iz stire @ Ly Fratuited (F p
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—— Formerded by &dan Lew'SmartGantres on 11082000 0948 AM —

“Trwwor Ward™ S22

Ta <ALosBamaricanired coms
ee “Maik Mara™ <mmeioffeba ca> “Fysn Siokes™ <rulckes{feba ca>
Saibjec! Saiman Arm TCH TWLTL Concept Skeich
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Alan:
As requested, | have “sketched™ up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my memao. |
have seanned it in bwo parts so you should ba sble to ses tha whale plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes = Distance ‘4" in the
Minkstry's Figure 710.D.1 does not apply in this case a5 the cantre acceleration lane for tha left turn movements out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through tane on the highway. Contequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave = 30 metres.

Bacouse of this, | hve also increased the storape distance for the left turn mivement info the Rona West acceds =it [s shown as
30 metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
ACCEEE

Note that the location marked "W" on the protected T is what | consider the key pivatal peint = we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
180 degree "U" turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried 1o provide as much detall as possible so trust it ks understandable. Please pass on 1o Norm and have him phone me
at S22 i he has any guestions.

Trevos Ward

This email has been seanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System,
For more information please visit hitp://www messagelabs com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessagelLabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hup://'www, messagelabs. com/cmail
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Pages 350 through 353 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Grant, Bhawn D TRAM EX" <Shavwn Grantfigos be cas To “Trwwor Wars® §22 , “irvina, Grant b TRAN EX"
A IFare i b Cab
117182010 0248 E e “Pases Nbim £ TRANEX" ehom Parkes@goy be cas, “Tehans. Murray M

“Dave TumenBgay be car, "Aok Neweniuiren®
SNENIRFLUITENERAmManErT ca7, "Coney Paaman
ca, “Knight. Tars TRANER" <Tarn Krighigev.oc.ca=.,

<AL pafSamanceniren coes, "Ryan Sioies” fribties Seba cas, "Mak Lark™
<mmenofifwarduonsulting cax, “Nathan Fidetrmnd”
<nhiidpbrand Bemaricenires com> "TTale McTaggen
oy ameiagaand samanum £

Subject RE: Saiman Arm TCH 2WLTL Concapt Sketch - Compromas!

Trevor,
It appears we have come 1o an "conceptual® agreement about the acoesses between 107 and 30™. Have these changes to the
original concept been incorporated into yoeur recommendation for the length and menge location for the second EB throujgh

5
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lane?

| afn concerned about the following:

. ‘What conskieration has been given to the following access modifications, specificalty:

o Allowmg lefts in ot the east scoess 1o the Smart Centres” dévelopment

o Consolidating accesses at the Rona west access across from the Joey's Ondy/Hotel access

o Will the increased traffic (concentration of traffic at these I main accessei) change the location of where the EB thiru lane
can wafely be Sropped?

. Unclear what asurnptions or reference wi used for the 60m taper length for & thru lane drop? Based on our Sgning
ardl Pavement Marking Manual, 3 fane drop taper length is based on @ 50:1 taper ratio | 1.6m fane » taper of 180m| - Figure
7.38 of the manuai; BC TAL does not have this taper defined in any of the typical Liyouts

o How does this affect the length of tha EB thru lane Le, position of the taper 5o that thers are no Major Srcess points
within it?

Baved an the recently discussed, mterim acoess management strategy through bere and the operational/grometrical concerms
abowe, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through Lene on the TCH?

iny addition to your response, | would appreciate the final Synchro model that will be usad for our files which will includs the
receTiary design detaib e length of the EB thru lane, left turn storage lengths ot 30 and 107

Shawn

From: Trievor Ward [maito: imanu@shaw.ca)
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grank, Shawn D TRAN:EX: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumner, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob
Miewenhuizen’; ‘Corey Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@<martcentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merio';
‘Nathan Hildebrand”

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch - Compromise!

Grant:
Thanks for your quick response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-going concerm, | have mads 3 propozal to SmartCentres and they agree: my recommendation is that we
extend the paralied BB lanes 3 further 70 matres 83t 1o that the mergs point beging oppotite the saxt property line of the
SmartCentres property. This means that afl of the left turn moverments inlo the development site will occur before the taper
and the &0 kmy/h 80 m taper ends 25 metres before the Rona west scoess. There b still one scoess in the taper (to the
tramimiision property) bul thal B at the beginning of i Please et me Kidw your relponis 1o thil propotal.

Trewor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant.Inine@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn O TRANEX; Parkes, Marm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Miewenhuizen; Corey Paiement; Knight. Tara TRAN:EX; ALes@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merla; Nathan

Hildebrand
Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hedlo Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, Movember 16, 2010 emall does reflect what was discussed.

Reference ltern 5; agree proposed soenatio sctually improves accessibility to Aona, even If the Rona East access is closed,
Signage alane not sxpectsd witficient to restrict movemaents st Rons East accens; would rather s this sccess closed. The
Aketeh shows rassed medan from pont "1’ to the sast, allowing approximately BOm for WH vehicles [destined to Rona west
scoes) to deceberate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would not sepport this be any shofer.

Reference comment regarding length/location of ER menge point; the 300m reguirement is noted (per queuing perspective].

We continue to have concerns with the location of the merge pont as shown given turmng movements aluo occurring in this
wiginity [EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB AT into Rans West]. Need to address these concerm.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
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Senior Highway Design Engineer

Minstry of Transportation, Scuthern Intenor Region
231 - 447 Columbsa Street, Kamioops, B.C. VEC 2T3
telephone: (250) 371-3918

emall Grant. lrvine@@oov.be.ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: .ca]

Senlt: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 5:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Inane, Grant M TRAN:EX

MMMETWETMWHTME&TM Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; "Corey
Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAMN:EX; ALse<martcentres.com, Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merio; Nathan Hilgabrand

mmmmmmcnmm

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
| have now marked up my previcus stketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying Lo make things as cear o6 posssbie -
please lind it attached Hopefulty | have shown all the points on it

Oree thought | had last night and that is that the Rons east scress could be left a3 i and "Left Turn Prohibsted” signs erected at
the end of the centre median [which ends on the east side of the access of could be extended past it) facing WB traffic and at
the exit. That will reduce the mpect on Rona

Tiewor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto:timaru@shaw.ca)

Sent: Novenber-16-10 5:44 PM

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; "Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX'

Cc: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX'; ‘ALeeBsmarticentres. com’; "Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

ShawenGrant:
Thanks for your time this afternodn distussing the issues That we sw with your luggested modifications outlined below. Ta
ke sure we are all on the same page. bere 4 my understanding of what we agreed on

1 We, being SmartCentres and thesr consultants, will try Lo align the wedl Rona acceds and the weit Travelodge socets
oppoiite sach other to avoid the overlap of left turn movements. This acoets would then be all movements. Our ariginal
ansewment of this improvernent snticipated fisheries problems becawse of the ditches = we will see what can be done.

2. appears from Googhe and it straet visws that tha Travelodge aast access also serves loey's. After our conference call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey's i located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170 = st | iuspected hassd on s
wtudy of the Google information. The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/Jody's sccess be closed and replaced with &
new dilveway connection from the Travelodge west access. It appears that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here.

3, This new driveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's bullding Lo provide access to the naw carwath
propery (Lot 4 Plan 3992) — this will mean a driveway passing In frant of some plenic tables at Joey's!] The carwash would
ratain their existing sccess on the highway as right-in/right-out movements only and make feft turns ot the all-movemnents
Rona/Travelodge sceecs, | woild ssums, gincs this car wath wiis congtructed sfter the 2008 Google aerial photographs were
taken, that it has & Ministry acceds permit which gives notice of the Ministry's right 1o restrict sccess|

4, The median shoven o4 a painted median in my sketch will be s radsed median, at isast from point Z east to the protected
T, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-infright-out at the carwash and the residential property to the east
(Lot 5 Man 3993).

5. Atthe wame time, the Ministry wants the Rona east sccess to ideslly be cloded! Shawn - there i3 going to have to be 3
jaing MinistrySmanCentres approsch here s SmartCantres’ pradiction i that thay will smply say “Na!™ Then what? (For the
record, when we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn redtretions being implémentsd along the highway a1 a result of
the new SmartCentres developmant, it was Dave Duncan as Distract Engineer and mysell who did the door knocking!] The big
advantage to this idea = and hopefully the seling paint - is that they [Rona) now get a separste left turn lane on the highwey so
wehicles can sit with some protection while waiting to make thelr left turn = at the moment they make the left turn out of the
mm.mdmununmw.mmummmmﬂmlmmnmmnumm“mm
eaat 85 you have contermplated, this quality left turn feature would be completely lost. Remamber that Rona still has full accen
wia the “Frontage Road™ scrows the front of Canadian Tire.

7
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& Laft turn movements will be permitted into the SmarCentres’ east access/road for EB traffic off the highway = st turn
exit mowements from this access/road will be prohibited with a half delta island, As there ks Lo be an advance green for the EB
left turn at 30 Street, only & small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the
WBLT movements Into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the JWLTL satisfactorlly,

7. The Neptuns propsrty will taks accass from the new road wsrdng as the sast access to SmartCantres and their access on
the highwiy will be closed. With this, Meptune has good access to their property from both the east and west. The new
SmartCentres east access will have @ retsed median 30 that sccea to Neplune off this new road i restricted to nght-m/right-out
= bécatiie of its close proaimity 1o the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the
SmariCantres site to the signals at 30 Street. For traffic mating to the west, they are travelling in the same direction,
EmartCentres balieves that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

8. The raised island for the WE left turn movements will be extended to close (o the Boathouse access in order to maximize
tha wtorage/decalaration langth asvailable. It has no practical impact on the 2WLTL.

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected “T° that sccommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degres EB TCH to
WA Frontage Road turn as well az the 150 degree W8 10 Avenue 10 EB TCH tum.

Also, my understanding is that the Minkstry theough Norm has agreed to sccept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of 30 Strest
shown an our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine If and when within the
foreseesie future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenle.

1 trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please bet me know ASAP if there are 10 be any changes
a3 we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trever Ward document
= thiz was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Tresor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto:Shawn.Grantigov.be.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhulzen

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX: Alee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX: Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corev/Rob,
| am not sure if you have been ghven any of thess proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TOH affected by the Sman
Cantre developmaent. Attached are Trevor's conceplual sketches [ og files).

We have had a chance 1o review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
descriptionfeomments beloa

- Protected tew dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 80km/h.

- Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accestes are a concern, This may be workable with some
driveway changes to reduce potential for head-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL tone. Sugpest following:

=  move axisting Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

#  closs Travel Lodge east accecs and move tama to aast property boundary (potsibly combine with Joay's),

= rased median in the hatched area from point 't (or pomt just west of Rone east sccess) to the protected tee (end
treatment to be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than
showen,

. an alternative 1o the above [possibly more favourable to the City] would be to extend the TWLTL far encugh east to allow
EBLT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary, this would requife maintaining at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; this would require closures of the exdsting Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential
head-to-head confiicts within this 2one.

- Access to Meptune to b2 moved to the mid-block access/sireet to Smart Centres [not allow an access within the WA RT
lan=),

L (not shawn on sketch] Accate 1o the mid-block accest wodld be restrictad to right-in/right-out to minimize conflicts at
this end of the TWLTL

. Shartened raised lsland approaching the 30™ Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant should confirm
length needed for left turns
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Additional iterny that still require sttention:

. Extension of Highway EB through lsne betwesn 307 snd 107 to be addressed

L] Geometrics at 107 related 1o design vehide and effective operations to be addressed

- Smant Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand &l of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on thess conceptual thetches a1 your earbest comvenience — piease pass this on
1o others at the City that | may have forgotien.

Shawn Grant, P. Eng.

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

Ta: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grant,

Attached are the sketches from Trevor Ward regasding the proposed changes 1o the Sman Centré access.

We asked for these 1o clarify what was being proposed.

Please look at in ight of the st email we got from tham and our discussions. The BCoess o e ravel lodge & shill
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiple accessas for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. Thone is
still an [ssue with tha mid block “T~ kn't there?

Pleasa lo tm know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano

Tre mevaaps i intenced only for ihe Lae of e AERAIUAIE B3 WhEM I 0 BO3IELEd BRd may canlain Canidentisl sfairnabion Ay e, iermenaten
COpYER. DAinting o aihet e of Tis o-mal by Dersons of elies olhe Shan the addressen ia prohbited o you haww recerved [P MESEADE N BTOT, pleae
canlach tha sander mmmedisbely ard delsle the rulenael Mes your compules sod ayserns

From: Ales@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com)
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentres com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Norm, Murray,

Further o our conversation yesterday, pisase ses attached sketch and
some furher analysis from TrevorEBA

To expedite thes, if you have any questions or Shawn/Granl have any questions,

please feel free 1o call Trevor directly of wit ane happy 1o sel up & conferenca call
with him also.
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Thanks.
Smancentres
Al Les B Eng MBS | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 804-448-0112 axt 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horsashoe Way, Richmond, BC. VTA 5HT |

Thoy =aIrEpe @ PIP=Eed 37 A SOSNIERe § By OOEEM D ieped o Sordoe i Minrmatae Ay Uepuinaied SOEALNE (3 ISty peuhaentd W ey
hew sl el Tad MaESagm # a0 jeaiie ribfe Ll EmwEktalng' o NE ee Py Coved S feenal Mcsell Saase i Jelsle M osna’ Mesiage
Mhary jaw

Mnmnwmmqnihmu ﬁ 5% P cormderet I Tt vand o imne [ E<_Tiai

e Frwanded by Alsn LoaSmanCortims on 11002000 05 48 AM

“Travor Ward™ S22
To =ALseBamoricentres.com>
11082010 0410 PI £2 “Mark Marks™ smmesis@isba cax, “Piyan Stokes™ <retchesffiaba car
Saubject Sakmon Amm TCH BWLTL Concept Skesch
Alan:

As requested, | hiove “sketched” up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my meme, |
have scanned it in two parts so vou should be able to see the whaole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my nates = Distance ‘A’ in the
Ministry’s Figure 710.0.1 does nat apply in this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres,

Because of this, | have also increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access - it |s shown asg
30 metres but | mow have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
BCCEEE

HNote that the location marked "W on the protected T ks what | consider the key pivotal point — we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
160 degres "U" turn from the TCH eastbound Into the Frontage Road weastbound.

| have tried to provide as much detail a3 possible 50 trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me
at 822 f he has any quéstions.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
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Pages 361 through 363 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Granl, Bhawn D TRAN EX™ <Bhawn, Granl@gov be ca> Ta “Teawer Ware §22 __"Irdirs, Grant M TRANEX®
A Inineg ey bL oax

4
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os Py Morm E TRAN B ahbormn Pacies@goy be cas, "Totana. Muray U
LR 10 00 58 B TMI:I’J.'MT e es>, “Tiarwr, Duve TRANEX™
' =Dave. T @oov b car, Tk Mywenbyigen”

Axfep i MmO RrT (33 “Citiy Pt
crpaaranisaimenam as wrn‘f“ﬂ'ﬂ‘n e,
=ALppfvnariceires come mww

mm'ﬁl&m
iy SrCLagReniaaimons™ Lee
Sutyec) HE Sabwon dém TOH TWLTL Concail Sastch - Comproreie’

Trevor,

It BOPAATT Wit FaVE COMS 10 BN “CONCERTUE" AETESmant Anout the scoeuses between 107 and 307 Have thess changes to the
original concept besn INCONporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the wcond EB through
lane?

| & concerned about the lollowing:

. What condideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically:

o Allowmg befts in 8t the et scteis 1o the Smart Centres” developenent

o Consolidating accewes at the Rona west acoess acoss from the boey's Onby/Hotel scoeu

o 'Will the incressed traffic (conceniration of traffic st these 2 main scomaes) change the kocation of where the EB thru lang
can afely be dropped?

. Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the BOm taper length for & thru lane drop? Based on our Signing
and Pavernent Marking Manual, & Line drog tapes length i based on 3 301 taper ratio (31.6m lane = taper of 1B0m| - Rgurs
7.34 of the manual; BC TAC dows not have this taper defined in any of the typical lavouts

e How does thin aifect the length of the EB thru lans Le. position of the taper so that there are no major acoes points
Witk bt ?

Based on the recently discussed, interim stoect mansgement etratagy through hete snd the operationsl/geametrical concerns
above, what it your recommendation, 3 the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

In-addition o your response, | would appreciate the final Synchio model that will be uged for our files which will inchude the
mwmumumsnmm,mmwmnn‘mum‘.

Sharm

From: Trevor Ward [mailto S22

Sant: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Ce: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN;EX;
MNiswenhuizen'; ‘Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; "Mark Merlo';
‘Mathan Hildabrand

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Skatch - Compromisal

‘Rob

Grant:
Thanks for your guick response and confirmation,

Concerning your on-going concern, | have made a propose! to SmartCentres and they agres: my recommandation is that we
extend the peratiel EB lanes a further 70 mietres east so that the mengs point beging oppotite the east property line of the
SmsrtCentres proparty, This means that all of the laft turn movernants into the development site will occur bafore the taper
#nd the 60 kmy/h 60 m taper ends 25 metres before the Aona west accest. There b still one sccess in the taper (to the
tranamission property] but thet i at the beginneng of I Please ket me know your response to this proposal,

Trawod

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailte: Grant.Irvine@gov.be.ca]
Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM
To: Trevor Ward
Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Niewenhuizen; Corey Palement; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smartcentres.com; Ryan Stokes; Mark Merlo; Mathan
Hildebrand
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Subject: RE: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hedlo Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesday, November 16, 2010 email does reflect what was discuased.

Reference itermn 5; agree proposed scenano actually improves accessibility to Rona, even i the Rons East scces is closed.
Signage dlone not expected sufficient to restrict movements at Aiona East access; would rather see this sccess closed. The
sketch shows raised median from point 7 1o the east, allowing appreximatedy S0m for W2 vehicles (destined to Rona west
#cori] to decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage, we would not suppdrt thid be any thorter

Reference comment regarding length/lacation of EB merge point) the 300m requirsment i noted {per queuing perspective).
Wi confinue bo have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown gven furming movements a0 ocouring in this
wiganity [E8 LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB RT into Rona West) ANeed to address these concerm

Grant lrvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer

Minisiry of Tronsporiation, Southam intencr Fsgeon
231 - 447 Columbia Sinee, Karnioops, B.C. V2C 213
tnlephone: (250) 371-3818

smail: Grant irvinei@gov.bo.ca

From: Trevor Ward [maiito S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 5:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX;: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; 'Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knighl, Tara TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Good marning Shaen/Grant:
1 have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying to maks things s cizar as pouible -
pheas find it sttached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

Cnve thought | had last night and that i that the Rona east sccess coukd be left a4 is and “Left Turn Prohibited” signe sracted at
the end of the centre median [which ends on the sast side of the access or could be extended past it) facing WB traffic and at
the exit. That will reduce the impadt on Rona.

Trewvod

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 PM

To: ‘Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; ‘Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAM:EX'; Tumner, Dave TRANEX'; "Rob Niewenhuizen’; "‘Corey
Palement’; ‘Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ‘ALee@emartcentres.com’; "Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmoen Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afterncon discussing the auves that we sew with your suggested modifications outlined below, To
make sure we ane all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1. We, being SmartCentres and their cansultants, will try to slign the west Rona acces and the weat Travelodge acoess
oppodite each other 1o avokd the overiap of left turn movemants, This acoess would then be all movements. Our original
assesvmant of this improvement snticipated fisheries problems becawse of the ditches ~ we will see what can be daone

1. It appears from Googhe end it stieet views that the Travelodge east Sceis 30 sarved Joay'e. After our conference call
with you, SmariCentres confirmed that Joey's is located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) = a3 | suspected based on i
study of the Google mformation, The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/loey's access be closed and replaced with a
new driveway connection from the Travelodge west acoeis, 1T appears that there s 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here

3. Tras new driveway would then be ewtended across the front of the joey's bullding to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992] = this will mesn & drivieway passing in front of some picnic tables ot Joey's!| The canwash would
retain thidr uiting Sceds on e highway at rght-in/right-out movements only and make jeft turns #t the si-movements
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Rone/Travelodge sccess. | would sssume, since this car wash wes constructed after the 2008 Google seral photographs were
taken, that it has a Ministry access permit which gives natice of the Ministry's Fight to restrict access!

4,  The median thown as 3 painted median in my sketch will be & rased median, at least from point 7 &ast to the protected
T, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-infright-owt at the carswash and the residential property (o the east
(Lot 5 Plam 3951).

5. Atthe same time, the Minkstry wants the Rona cast access to ideally be closéd! Shawn — there is going to have to bea
Jeint Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction ia that they will simply say “Nol® Then what? [For the
record, whien we had to do this in Cranbrook because of turn restrictions being implemented along the highway as & résult of
the new SmartCentres developmaent, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and mysell who did the doos knocking!) The big
advantage to this idea - and hopefully the selling peint - Is that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway s
vehicles con sit with same protection while waiting to make their feft turn = at the moment they make the left turn out of the
westbound through lane on the highway, This will be an aimaost full standard left turn fane, If the 2WLTL is extended any further
&84T a1 you have contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be complataly loit. Remsmbaer that Rona otill has full scce
wvii the “Frontage Road™ across the front of Canadian Tire.

6 Lefy wrn movemenis will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ east access/road for EB waific off the highway — left twrm
exit movements from this access/road will be prohilited with a half delta island. As there is to be an advance green for the EB
left turn 3t 30 Street, only a small percentage of the developmant’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the
WELT movements nto the single family home and Boatholise accesses on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satisfactorily.

7. Tha Neptuna propsrty will taks sccess from the new road tening ac tha satt accets 1o SmanCantres and thair accett on
the highway will be closed. With this, Neptung has good atcess to their property from both the east and wesl. The néw
SmariCentres sast access will have a raised median 3o that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-in/right-out
= because of its close prowimity to the highway. All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the
SmariCentres site to the signaks at 30 Street. For traffic entmg to the west, they are travelling in the same direction
SmartCentres believes that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

8. The raised island for the WE left turn movements will be extanded to close to the SBoathouse access in order to maximize
the storage/decelieration length svailable. it has no practical iImpact on the 2WLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared a design for the protected 7" that accommodates a WB-20 making the 180 degres E8 TCH to
WB Frontage Road tum as well 2 the 150 degree WB 10 Avenue to EB TCH turn.

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to sccept the 300 metres two lane: EB east of 30 Streat
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreseeable future tha two lanng should be extended through to 10 Avernue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please et me know ASAP If there are to be any changes
a3 we have now started to prepare the revised concept plan. Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trever Ward document
= this was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Travar

Fram: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto: Shawn.Grant@gav.be.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

Tot Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres,com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW; Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| ami pot sure if you have been ghen any of theis proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketches | jpg files),

We have had a chance 1o review this concept and have “tweaked” it a bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/comments below:

- Protected tew dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 80km/h.

- Crverlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are a cancern, This may be workable with some
driveway changes 1o reduce potential for hesd-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

7
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= move existing Travel Lodge west access, further weat to align across from Hone west,

r clote Travel Lodge sast access and move same to east property boundary (possibly combine with loey's),

#  raised median in the hatched area from point 't* [or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee {end
treatment to be similar to typical approach to rafsed median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than
hown.

- an alterrative 1o the abave [potsibly mors favaurables 1o the City] would bae ta sxtend the TWLTL far snough sast to allow
EB LT into a combined access at the loey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; this would require clodures of the existing Rong esst and existing Travel Lodge east Lo limit potential
head-to-head conflicts within this zone.

. Acees to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block accexy/street to Smart Centres [not sllow an scces within the WE AT
lane).

- (nat shown on sketch] Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to right-m/right-out to minimize conflicis at
this end af the TWLTL

. Shartened ralsed hiand appronching the 307 Street intersection will not likely affect much; bur cansuitant should confirm
Igngth needed for left turns

Additional lvems that stil require attention:

. Extension of Highway EB through lane between 30% #nd 107 (o be addressed

s Geometrics at 10" related to design vehicle and effective operations to be addressed

- Smart Centres needs (o re-confirm with the businesses in the srea that they have been sdvived and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how it will/may impact thew accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thoughts on these conceptual sketches at your earfiest conmvenience — please pass this on
to others at the City that | may have forgotten

Southem Interior Region

231-447 Columbia Strest

Kamloops BC V2C 2T3

ph. (250) 628-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn Grant@gov bc.ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM
To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irnvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Gran,
Allached are the skelchas from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes 1o Ihe Sman Cenlre acoess.
We asked for these to clarify what was being proposed.

Please lotk at in ight of the last emall we got from them and our discussions. The access 10 Ihe Wavel lodge i still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiphe accesses for Rona, are the proposing 1o close one and use the other. There s
£1ill an issue with tha mid block *T" isn't thera?

Please s tm know whon wo can disouss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano
Datret Manage, Tramsgonabon - Okansgan Shussap Dnel &
Beniof Prigect Dwecior, Hicking Horse Camyon Peoject

Bl Columisg Llnistry of Transpaneton snd infraerarnme
Phone: (250] T12-3028

Th resasge is intended anfy for the use of the s o wihom i & and rrary contain confiderial néormation. Any reviEw, (SSSEITSNAToN
wopying. printing o othar use of this g-mai by persans oe wmitities plher than tha sddressss is peokibited N yeu have received s message in emoe, please
contatl e Sandar Fmadistaly AP dalats e maBRal Fram FoUF COMOUNE BT EYRAME
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From: ALeei@smartcentres.com [mailto: ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkas, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRANEX

Cc: nhildebrandi@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Mormi, Murray,

Further to our conversation yeslenday, please see attached skeich and
some furhar analysis from TrevorEBA,

To expedite this, If you have any questions or Shawn/Grant have any queslions,
please feel free to call Trevor directly of we are happy fo set up a canfensnce call
wilh him alsa,

Thanks.
SmartCentres
Alpn Lee P Eng . MEA | Director, Enginearing - Weslem Region | Phone. B04-448-9112 éxt 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

Thot Frelliage of slavilid b s sdcbmisss [ Mdy (TR Dresspesd o CoAlile T’ mhmuatan ANy Pt sl besiesure o SheS Embibded # e
il E PEEPATE Pl MTETLSJE M BT Aleass mmily LN ot B S i M COUTIRLY (e MADTIE FRETYIY. MREEER AN SeEle e SngmE FEnagm
Phari ol

Flaise coniundr the ervarcrrmend belom grostrng Fa e-masd ﬁ BVEF o Fi need avand g e STl

—= Forermrdid by Mar | sa'BmatCerdies oh 1170070010 05 48 AL —

“Trwwor Wand™ S22
Ta WM i

£t “Man Mada™ smmadngleba cas, “Rysn Stoker™ <ratokeafaba cos
Sutpect Salmon Arm TOH JVLTL Concapt Saech

11082090 610 P

Alan:
As requested, | have "sketched™ up the concept a4 | think you and Norm have agreed to and a2 | tried to describe in my mema, |
have scanned it in two parts so you should be able 10 see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions In my notes — Distance ‘A’ in the
Mingstry's Figure 710,0.1 does not apply in this case a3 the centre scceleration lane for the left turn movernents out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through Lane on the highway. Conseguently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres,

Because af this, | have also increased the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona Wedt access = it 15 shown as

30 metres bul | now hove it starting 2t the Travelodge West access $o it ks effectively 35 metres storage Tor Lhe Rona West
ALEEES.
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Nots that the location marked "W on the protected T iz what | consider the key plvatal paint — wa cannat widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the

1B0 degree "U" turn from the TCH eastbound into the Frontage Rosd westbound.

| have tried to provide as much detail a3 possible so trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm snd have him phone me

at S22 1 he has any questions.

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

3:43PM

Not Responsive

e Egparieded ey Alden Lon St antres an 12062008 0310 PA e

“Hnighl, Tara TRAMEX™ <Taia Knightf o be ca> To wALssnmanicaniray coms
g2 “Trwver Wars" S22 anisanranaEamantontes come Carsy
120010 0231 P Palement” =cosloment@saimonarm cas, “Tumar, Dave TRAN.EX

m'rwum “orrid, Banny D TRANEX®

b car, "Grant Shan O TRAN EX”
-'Sah-m becan

Sutgect RE- Sman Cenen reguinements price b 4ih mading

Hi Alan,
Thank youi far your below email requesting clarification.
This Minkstry only requires a no bulld covenant be registered to all the tithes prior to signing the o~ raading bylaw.

This Minkstry would prefer to defer the design and construction of Uhe road impravements (or cost estimate) as a requisement
o release tha no budld covenant.

Please be stvised that in order for this Minkstry to release the no bulld covensnt we will ensure the following, but not limited
to, s completed to the satisfaction of this Ministry:
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- M| properties are consolkdsted into one propery

. Site Plan of proposed developmant showing building locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development storm drainage, et

- Road improvements (ie. Trans Canada Highway, 30™ Street SW, 10™ Avenus SW and the municipal rosd through the
property] to accommodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed development to be dedicated, designed &
comstructed including but not Bmited to road works, drainage works, utility retocation, etc

. Property owners affected by the road improvements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me,

Mrsalry of Trsnapoiiation S Inirsaliuc e
Bax 700, Bairmen Arm. BC VIE #0671

By 50031174

Far: 250-833-3380

From: Alee@smartcentres.com [mailto; ALee@smartcentres,.com)
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: S22 nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email below and MOT's imely review.

To be clear, my undersianding of the amail below is that once we revise the
cost estimate as acceptable 1o the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the ath reading bylaw. The other details noted
will be worked on concurrentlyfsubsaguantly.

Can you please confirm?

SmanCenires
Alian Lun P Eng  MBA | Director, Engingenng - Westam Region | Phone: 804-448-8112 axt 19 | Fax: 804-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshos Way, Richmond, BC, V74 5HT |

T =wdiage J wibded Mo ITe U RALRE N TRy 100
1 g pitaes rmlify el e

AP PTTRER O LRI SRt ANy reUIREIITY TR E ATy pTLIe] W o
Alay B8 B e iy oot id e nifaenal ezl Faase e debeis Me saganal iredkage

Paass conssisr e snvircnmend befors prrdng M s-mai ﬁ BV P conmd i mard avand o ol Cournal

“Knigh, Tara TRAN-EX" <Tara Knighifiges.be za>

?nmmmm*
o "Torwy Pawmen(” <2 paemenlficabnonsm cax
Subgeel Bmar Cerviars rog rils praot o Atk reading

12082010 08 43 AL
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Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2] the drawings,
reparts ete included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments belew. Priar to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermare, this Ministry will require a no bulld covenant in favour af the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructura registered on all titles prior to 4™ reading, This covenant is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommedate the additional traffic
created by the change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build
covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me,

Tara ‘Kt

Dintricy Dwvslopment Technician

Mrviiry of Transpamenon Bna Inrasyucene
B 100, Batran Arrm. BE. VIE 481

Ph 08333514

Far 2A0-233-3380

. Plan Drawings
o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes — Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection
approach and departura (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro modal. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The SB to WE right turn {from 30" street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design
yehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking Into second lane on highway (as this can occur during
highway red phase), however movement should be initiated from the 5B through/right lane.

a 30' Street intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Street Narth — No information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1)
and set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant
[service road continuity beyond the site),
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[+ Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to
accommodate design vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
's] Curb and gutter to be 0.6m {Ministry Standard Specification).
o Mid-Block [Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant Island for EB right turns; does not accommodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) = Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough
to accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

(] East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10™ to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection —'WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20
{cuts across side road stop bar); need to address.

. Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.
. Geotachnical Report
o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The gectechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30™ Street was referanced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G58 depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer),

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

- Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extansion and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed,

) Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Nated curb,
gutter and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent
lands due to apen shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either
adequate ditches or enclozsed drainage system,
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- Utility Relocation Strategy — The Intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detailed design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yel to be resolved; is there sufficient HOW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to
be ralocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum bayond the embankment toes) as par
Ministry Utllity Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

L] The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

- Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavemnent areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width everlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only, Due to
limited design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposad
quantities and cost astimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)
o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations [suitable and

unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the prolect length [averaging 5m per side), total excavation volumes in the order

of B,000cm; at S21
O There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000em of embankment impert material is needed; at 821
S21
. Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadeguate - based on assumed construction cross section,
includine 450mm SGSA [as ner Golder Renort). reauire 13 500cm of 5658 & CBC combined s21
S21
. Pavemeant
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
Q Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full

width top lift overlav. Ministrv does not tvoically accent tack-on widening without full width overlay at top
lift. S21
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. Drainage

o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times; 3S21
S21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequata — axisting highway culvert extensions, additional
manhaoles, catch basing and leads will drive the costs higher; s21
. Signage and Traffic
(4] Signage and line painting appears inadequate — S21
S21
] Traffic control = see below.
- Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) — expect
S21
. S21
. General cost items missing | S21 =includes the following.
o Mabilization S21
o Quality management S21
o Traffic management 8§21
o Construction supervision S21
] Contingency S21
. s21
Grant Irving, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer

Minigtry of Transporation, Southem Inenor Region
23 - 447 Colymbia Streat, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 273
1elephone; (250) 371-3918

eimall; Grant. Irvinesigov.be.ca

This emal has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
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Pages 378 through 383 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Qrant. Shawn O

TRANEX™

<Ehawn. Grantgoy be na> To “Tiewer W « S22 . invine, Girant M TRAMEX" oGramt. Irdnedpey oo cas

e “Purms. fesrmn E TRAN EX <Morm Parkes@gov be car, "Tokana, Muray M TRANEX
TNR2010 0258 P =Mumay. lbc.ca>, “Turner, Dave TRANER" «<Dave Turneei@gow.oc. cax, "Rob Nigwenhuzen®
£, “Cinray Paiemanl® <cpssmentuaimonsm o “Woaght, Taos TRAN EX*
<Tara Frughtffigov be ca», <ALsaifsmarcentres come, “Ryan Siokes” <rstoheuiBena car, “Mark Mars®
wrmrerlofiwaidiconsuling ca “Nathaeh bidetvand” dnhidebrand Sumaricenires coms Tale e Taggar ©
Subject HE Salmon Arm TOH WLTL Concepl Sketch - Campromisal
Travor,

it appears we have come to an “conceptual™ agreement about the accesses between 107 and 30", Have these changes to the
ofigingl conceépt besn incorporated into your recommendation for the length and menge location for the second EB thiough
lane?

1 am concerned about the following:

. What consideration has been given 1o the following access modifications, specifically:

o Allowing lefts in at the east sccess to the Smart Centres” development

a Consolidating accesses at the Rona west access across fram the loey's Only/Hotel access

@ ‘Wil the increased traffic (concentraticn of traffic at these 2 main accesses) change the location of where the EB thru lane
can safely be dropped?

* Unclear what atiumptions or reference wat uted fior the 60m taper length for a thru lane drop? Based on our Sgning
and Pavement Marking Manual, 3 lane drop taper length is based on & 50:1 taper ratio [3.6m lane = taper of 180m) = Figure
7.38 of the manual; BC TAC dows not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

o How does this affect the kength of the ER thru lane Le. position af the taper so that there are no major access points
within it?

Based on the recently discussed, interim access management stratepy through here and the operational/geometrical conoerns
above, what is your recommendation, as the engineer of record, for the length of the second E8 through lane on the TCH?

In addition 1o your response, | would appreciate the final Synchra model that will be used for our files which will include the
necessary design detaily i & length of the E8 thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 30 and 10

Shawn

Page342
TRA-2011-00071

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 364



From: Trevor Ward [mailto. S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 1/, 201U 11225 &AM

To: Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Miewenhuizen'; ‘Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smaricentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merio;
‘Mathan Hildebrand'

Subject: Salman Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch - Compromisa!

Grant:
Tharks for youwr quich fedpadds and confirmation.

Concermang your an-going concermn, | have made § propocsl to SmartCantres and they agres: my recommandation i that we
extend the paraliel EB lanes a further 70 meeties edl 10 That the merge point begint SppoLite INe a8l property line of the
SmartCentres property. This means that all of the left turn moverments into the development wite will ocour before the taper
and the 80 km/h &0 m taper endy 75 metres before the Rona west scoesi. Thete is stil one scoess m the taper (1o the
tranuminvion property] but that i at the beginning of it Plesse bet me know your response (o this propod.

Trewvor

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant. Inane@igov.be.ca]

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
mmmmmm-ﬂ:mmmmmm;w

nm:u:ne Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concent Sketch

Hello Trevor,
Your summary provided in Tuesdsy, November 16, 2010 email does refiect what wias dicunsed

Reference llem 5; agree proposed scenarko sctudlly improves acoessibility to Rona, even If the Rona East acoess is closed
Signage alone not expected swfficent to reitrct movements st Rons East scomia, would rather see this sccess closed. The
sketch thows rakied madian from point ‘2" to the sact, allowing spprosimataly B0m for WE vehicies (destined to Rons west
scceia) to decelerate/taper into TWLTL and storage; we would nol Support this e any shorter,

Relerence comment regarding length/location of EB merge point; the 300m requirement is noted (par quauing parupective).
We continus (o have concerns with the location of the merge pomit a5 shown given turning movements alto occurring in this
vicinity (EB LT into Smart Centers) and just downstream (EB AT into Rona Wesl), Need to sddress these conterns.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer
Minastry of Transpartation, Southam intsrice Ragion
21 - 7 Colymbin Streat, Kamioops, B.C. V2C 273
telephone: (250) 371-3918

emall; Grant Invine@gov bo.ca

From: Trevor Ward (maiito S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Inine, Grant M TRAN:EX

€c: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; "Rob Niewenhuizen'; 'Corey
Paiement'; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Ales@smartcentres.com; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merky; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn,/Grant:
| have now marked up my previous sketch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying bo make things s clear a3 possibie -
pisass find it attached. Hopefully | have shown adl the points on it

O thought | had last night and that i that the Rona eaxst access could be left a5 is and “Left Turn Prohibited™ signs erected at
tha and of the centre madian [which ends on the east side of the arcews or could be extended pait it} tacing WB traffic and at
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the ext. That will reduce the impaect on Rona.
Trevor

From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22

Sent: November-16-10 9:44 Fm

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX'; 'Trvine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Ce: 'Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAM:EX'; ‘Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Msewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; ‘Knight, Tara TRAN:EX"; ‘ALee@ismartcentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes’; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the Bswes that we saw with your suggested modifications autlined below, To
make sure we ane 3l on the sama page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

1 We, being SmartCentres and their consultants, will try to align the west Rona access and the west Travelodge acoess
opposite each ather to avoid the overlap of left turn movemeants. This access would then be all movernents. Dur original
assessment of this improvement snticipated ficheries problems because of the ditches —we will see what can be done.

2. It appears from Google and ity vtreat views that the Travelodge et access alo werves losy's. After our conferance call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey’s ks located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) — as | suspected based on a
study of the Google information, The Ministry suggested that this esst Travelodie/Joey's sccess be closed and replaced with a
nEw driveway Connection from the Travelodge weldt access, If appeart that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w hare.

3. This new driveway would then be extended scros the front of the Joey's bullding to provide access to the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3993) = this will mean a driveway passing in frant of same picnic tables at loey's!! The canwash wolld
retaln thelr easting access on the highway as right-infright-out movements anly and make left turns ot the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge access. | would assume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google azrial photograghs were
taken, that it has a Minkstry access permit which ghves notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict access!

4, The median shown as a painted median in my sketch will be 8 raised median, at lzast from point 2 enst to the protected
T, as referenced in your notes Shawn, to enforce the right-in/right-out at the carwash and the residential property to the east
(Lot 5 Flan 3992,

5. Atthe same time, the Ministry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed! Shawn — thers Is going to have to be a
joint Ministry/SmarCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ pradiction s that they will simply say “Nol® Than what? [For tha
recond, whisn we had to do this in Cranbrook bacause of turn regtrictions being implemented along the highway as a rewit of
the new SmartCentres development, It was Dave Duncan as Dutrict Engineer and myzell who did the door knockingl) The bg
advantage ta this idea = and hopefully the selling paint - i that they (Rona) now get a separate lefi tum lane on the highway o
vehicles can sit with some protection while waiting to make their left turn — at the moment they make the jeft twrn out of the
westhound through lane on the highway, This will be an almost full stendacd left turn fane. IT the ZWLTL s extended any further
East a3 you have contemplated, this quality left turn feature would be complately lost. Remember that Rona il has full access
via the “Frontage Road™ acrass the front of Canadian Tire,

6. Lefy rurn movements will be permitted into the SmartCentres’ 2ast-access/road for EB traffic off the highway — beft turn
exit movernents from this access/road will be prohitsited with a hall delta lsland. As there b Lo be an advance green for the EB
left turn at 30 Street, only a small percentage of the developmaent’s EBLT traffic will uve this access and this sthould allow the
WELT movements into the single family home and Bosthouse accestet on the south side to also use the 2WLTL satssfactoniby,

7. The Neptune property will take access fram the new road serving as the eatt access to SmanCentres and their actes on
the highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good actess to their property from both the east and west. The new
SmartCentres east access will have a ralsed median so that access to Neptune off this new road is restricted to right-in/right-out
= because of its close proximity to the highway, All exits from Neptune will then be via the Frontage Road through the
SmartCentres site to the signals at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the seme direction.
SerariCentres balieves that Neptune will cooperate with this concept

B The raised island for the WA left turn movements will be extended to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize
the ttorage/decslaration length available, it has no practical impact on the ZWLTL

As mentioned, we have prepared 3 design for the protected T° that accommodates 8 WE-20 making the 130 degres EB TCH to
WH Frontags Road turn as wall ag tha 150 degras WB 10 Avenueto EB TCH turn

L ]
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Algo, my understanding is that the Ministry through Norm has agreed to sccept the 300 metres two lanes EB sast of 30 Strest
shown on our sketch and that you and | will come up with some criveria that will be used to determing if and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended through to 10 Avenue.

I trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and sgreed on, Please et me know ASAP il there are (o be any changes
as we have now started to pregare the revised concept plams., Sorry this has turned into another wordy Trever Ward document
= this was easier to do tonight than prepare anoiher sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [mailto: Shawn.Granti@gav.be.ca]

Sent: Novernber-16-10 2:52 PM

To: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Ce: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAM:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevar Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rob,
| arm not sure i you have been ghven any of thess proposed concepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attsched are Trevor's conceptual sketches | pg files),

W have had o chance 1o review this concept and have “tweaked™ it a bit = attached pdf graphically shows the
descriptionfcomments balow:

- Protected tew dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60kmy/h.

. Overlap between Rona west access and the Travel Lodge accesses are @ concern, This may be workable with some
driveway changes 1o reduce potential for hesd-to-head conflicts within this TWLTL 2one. Suggest loliowing:

=  move existing Travel Lodge west access, further wast to align across from Rona west,

= close Travel Lodge cast access and move same to east property boundary (possibly combing with joey's),

#  ralsed median n the hatched ares from point 't (or pomt jusl west of Rona east sccess) to the protected tee (end
treatment to be similar to typical approach to raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will ook different than
shown.

. an alternative ta the above [passibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough ast to allow
EBLT into a combined actess at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; this would requine closures of the masting Rona east and existing Travel Lodge east to limit potential
hiaad-to-hasd conflicts within this 1one.

- Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block accass/strest to Smart Centres {not allow an access within the WA AT
lane},

- (mot shawn on tketch] Accéss 10 the mid-block accedt wolld be restricted to right-in/right-out 1o minimize conflices at
this end of the TWLTL

. Shortened ralsed luand approaching the 30™ Street Intersection will not kely affect much; but consultant should confirm
length needied for left turns

Additional ltems that still require attention:

. Extengion af Highway EB through lans betwaen 307 and 10" to be addratsed

- Geomutrics at 10" related to design vehice and effective operations to be addressed

. Smart Centres needs to re-confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are occurring in this area and how It wilfmay impact their accesses

W would appreciate your commenty/thoughts on these conceplual sketches at your earfigst convenience — pliase s this on
to athars &t the City that | may have forgotten

Shawn Grant, P, Eng.
Regional Traffic Engineer
Ministry of Transporation
& Infrastructure

Southemn Interior Reglon
231447 Columbia Street
Kamiocops BC VY2C 2T3

1
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ph. (250) B28-4304

fax (250) 828-4083

Shawn.Grantfgov.bc.oa

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Gran,
Altached are the skelches from Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes 1o the Smar Centre access,
W ashed for these to clarnify what was being proposad.

Please ook at in light of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access (o the travel lodge is still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, are the proposing to close one and use the other. Thens is
shill an issua with the mid block “T™ isn't there?

Please le tm know when wa can discuss your commants.

Phone (250) T13-3839

mmhwmm“mﬂ“wlﬁml.m“mmﬂmmm Ay riview, S BBTERELOn,
copying, prinling of Oliad wte of Bel e=nisd by perions o el alfss Tan the sddresces i@ prokalabed I you have iSCehved B Mesiage in ons, plesis

eondacl ha sarcer rrmedhislaly ard debsfe e malensl fom youd cormpules and vyslems

From;: ALesfsmartcentres.com [mailto:ALssfsmartcantres. com)
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekana, Murray M TRANEX

Cc: nhildebrandi@smartcentres.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Norm, Murray,

Further o our conversation yesterday, please see attached sketch and
some furher analysis from TrevorEBA.

To expedite this, Ityounmanymwmamfﬁrmmmwmmﬁ
please feel free to call Trevor direotly or we ang happy to set up a conference call
with him alsa,

Thanks.
Smangentres

Alan Les P Eng MBS | Dinector, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: B04-248-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmand, BC, WTA 5HT |

Ty ==gmsapa m mimmied for e sonbwsass | My mOoEe poie e o rErdalernos’ i Ay (EUIneATSY sississury iz Xiney pestaitee ©
hrrw secmneed ifey Trezwpe M pTo. pivasy roily o3 SEROEy B0 Ml W T COReDE O0r infpme recoris. Plesse S Dpite e orgew ez
Fhard poia

Figase comece T wrvecmmes] efooe grosdng P e-mad ﬁ Y F tonudeimi ferrmonnernand avand dheyerme or cournel
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—— Foreandsd by Alen Lea'SmatCerdies &n 11062000 DS 40 AL —

“Trewor Wsnd™ < S22

11082010 08 10 P

To <ALeaigemanicantren com=
e “Hask Merin™ smenena@ens car, “Hyan Siokes” catnies@ena cas
Subgect Salmon Amn TEH TWLTL Concapt Skeleh

Alan:
A5 requested, | have “sketched® up the concept as | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describe in my memao, |
have scanned it in two parts 5o you should be able 1o see the whole plan with these two.

Having to prepare this sketch made me discover that there was an error in the assumptions in my notes — Distance "A' in the
Minkstry's Figure 710.0.1 does not apply in this case as the centre scceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through Lane on the highway. Consequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave — 90 metres.

Because of this, | have also increased the storage distance fior the left turn movement into the Rona Wiest acoess = it is shown as
30 metres but | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access 5o it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
ACCELE,

Mote that the lacation marked "W an the pratected T is what | cansider the key phvatal paint — we cannat widen at this paint
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
180 degree "U’ turn from the TCH eastbound Into the Frontage Road westbound.

| have tried to provide as much detadl as posssble 5o trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm gnd have him phone me
al S22 "he has any questions,

Trevor Ward

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security Svstem
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Wednesday, May 18,2011

3:49PM

Not Responsive

From: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX [mailto: Tara. Knight@gov.bc.ca)

Sent: December 9, 2010 2:32 PM

To: Alee@smartcentrés.com

Ce: Trevar Ward; nhildebrand @smartcentres.com; Corey Paiement; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Morris, Danny D
TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX

Subject: RE: Smart Centers requirements prior to <th reading

Hi Alamn,
Thank you for your below email requesting clarification,
This Ministry only requires a no build covenant be registered to all the titles prior to signing the 4™ reading bylaw.

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and canstruction of the road Impravements [or cost estimate) as a
requirement to rélease the no build covenant

Please be advised that in order for this Ministry to release the no build covenant we will ensure the following, but
nat limited to, is completed to the satisfaction of this Ministry:

+  All properties are consolidated into one property

s Site PMlan of proposed development showing building locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopment
and post development storm drainage, etc.

= Road imprevements [ie. Trans Canada Highway, 207 Street SW, 10™ Avenue SW and the municipal read
through the property] te accommodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed development to be
dedicated, designed & constructed including but not limited to road works, drainage works, utility
relocation, etc.

s Property owners affected by the road improvements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tart Knight

Birabricd Dpweioprmnt Technems

Mgty of Transconsiion and it

B 100, Saimpn Arm BE. VIE 4814

P 250-E33-30 T4

Fas Z50-233-X3AD

Davelopmant Approvals website: bitp e th ggyv.©
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From: AlLee@smartcentres com [mailto: ALeesmartcentres, com]
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cec: 322 nhildabrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Ke; smart Lenters requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this amail balow and MOT's timaly reviaw.

To ba clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revise the
©os1 estimate as acceptable (o the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The olher details noted
will be worked on concurrently/subsequently.

Can you please confirm?

SmariCentres
Alsn Les P Eng  MEBA | Director, Enginaering - Westarmn Region | Phone: 504-448-8112 ext 18 | Fax: 504-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

That mabLiage o wifaviid o o addmiies 1oy 00FE B prsieped o cordidenfs’ mfmudad Any cradbarg el Srotcaare @ Sty Safilfid ¥ oo
e erEnYd Il mEagage © eTee. dlvasr Solly o e ilateye 22 M s miy ool mue meendl revonis. Fiease Ben Semn T oogmal Seoeege
Thanl grias

Floans comisdiet the ernvrcrrmand beiom prsteng e e-mad ﬁ AVEF cor L merd gvant dmg o ST
“Hnight, Tara TRAM:EX" <Tara Knightfigoy. be ca= Te cALpriumancetion coms
&k Ty Pasement” <Codetnanl E s monsim. ca=
120977010 08 43 Al Subject Sena Carders reg rtn precst B A resding
Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed {1} the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2} the drawings,
reports etc included in your Dec 3 emall and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furtharmaore, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transpartation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant Is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic
created by the change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build
cavenant.

Should you have any guestions, please feal free 1o contact ma,

Tara Knight
[Cusangy Dervmoprons Toechmmian

Mewyiry of Trarsportation sl ink £

Ban 100, Baimen Apm. BC. VIE 401

Ph 250:833-3374
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Far: 2508333080

Duestispenent Appeovals wabada: Bl laovclh i be saavelogment_Apsdolichere fm

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings

o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes — Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, intersection

approach and daparture (marge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model, Shawn Grant
working with Trever Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The SB te WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the dasign
vehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can ccour during
highway red phase), however movement should be Initiated from the 58 through/right lane.

's] 30" Street intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Straat North = Ne information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1)
and set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant
{service road continuity beyond the site),

o Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficlent widths on curves to
accommodate design vehicle wheel paths),

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown.
] Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification),
o Mid-Block [Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) = Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough
to accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10" to be resolved.

'a] Protected Tee Intersection — WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommaodate WB20
{euts across side road stop bar); need to address.

- Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.
. Geotechnical Report
o The Stantac geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30™ Street was referenced and provides
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substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G58 depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities), Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 2Smm CBC (ne 75mm layer).

] The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy = The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for cil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed.

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb,

gutter and catch basing presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent
lands due to open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressad with either
adequate ditches or enclosed drainage system.

. Utility Relocation Strategy — The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detalled design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yot to be resolved: is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to

be relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Palicy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
Improvements; understand additional information yet Lo be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

- Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavement areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width overiay at top lift; see cost estimate review.,

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to
limited design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposad
quantities and cost estimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)
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o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging 5m per side), total excavation volumes in the order

of 8,000cm; at S21
o There is no cost allowance for impert embankment fill material - based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of ambankment import matarial is nasdad; S21
S21
- Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm 5G5B (as per Golder Report), require 13,500em of SGSB & CBC combined; S22
S21
- Pavement
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amaount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full

width top lift overlay. Ministry doss not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top
lift. S21

. Drainage
o Conecrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited — highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized; additional enclosed drainage will Increase quantity as much as 4 times; S21
S21

o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate — existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher; S21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate S21

S21
o Traffic control = see below.
. Litility relocations
o Exnec; ;::ave eground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) = expect
- S21
. General cost items missing S21 - includes the following.
o Mobilization S21
o Quality management S21
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] Traffic management S21

o Construction supervision S21
a Contingency S21
- S21

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer
Manistry of Transporiation, Southam |ntenor Ragion
231 - 47 Columbsa Street, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 2T3
telephone: (250) 371-3918

el GraniIrvinetidgoy be.ca
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This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hitp://www. messagelabs.com/email
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Pages 397 through 398 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Knight, Tara TRAMEX™ <Tara Knighligov. o oar Te wAlLssffumancerires coms

o2 "Corny Paiemand” <cpssemani@saimonam.co=
120900 R4 Al Bubject Srmant Cerviars reguiremarts prisr i dih resding
Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed {1} the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2] the drawings,
reports etc Included In your Dec 3 emall and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineear in an amount acceptable to this Ministry,

Furthermore, this Ministry will require a no bulld covenant In favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommeodate the additional traffic

Page356
TRA-2011-00071

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 418



created by the change in [and use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build
covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feal fres to contact ma.

Tara Kpmight
D] D eedoprmmnl T s cim

Merrmy of Transportation end imsearucsae
Bann 100, Babran Arm BE. VIE 401

P 250-833-32T4

Fax: 50-833-7380

Developmans Appeovals websie I v i 29y e onDeyriooment_Aspervals e im

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings
o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.
-] Lanes = Understand there are discrepancies batween lengths for turn lane storage, Intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
warking with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The 5B to WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design
vehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can occur during
highway red phase), however movement should be initiated from the 5B through/right lane.

o 30" Strest intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Street North — No information on the development of 5B approach lanes (to Highway 1)
and set back spacing/alignment for proposed Interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant
[service road continuity beyond the site).

] Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to
accommodate design vehicle wheel paths),

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).
-] Mid-Block [Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough 1o effectivaly

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommaodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) — Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide encugh
to accommodate deslgn vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.
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] East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10" to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection —'WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommaodate WB20
{cuts across side road stop bar); need to address.

- Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings — not provided.
. Geotechnical Report
'+] The Stantec geotechnical repert appears somewhat praliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates In 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G5B depth of 250mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer).

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template batween 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate,

o The need for oll-water separator neted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed,

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb,
gutter and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the Implication on adjacent
lands due to open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either
adequate ditches or enclosed drainage system,

- Utility Relocation Strategy — The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detailed design, affecting costs and rights of way,

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved: is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?
o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to

be relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum bayend the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

* Proposed ROW Requirements

» The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. Tha ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities,
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. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavermnent areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.,

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to
limited design information, cross saction assumptions wers made to assess adequacy of the proposed
quantities and cost estimates,

- Sub-grade preparation (grading)
o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations [suitable and

unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging 5m per side), total excavation valumes in the ordar

of 8,000¢m; at S21
o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed; S21
S21
. fioad base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm 5GS5B (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of 5G58 & CBC combined; S21
S21
- Pavemeant
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full

width top lift overlay. Ministry does not typlcally accept tack-on widening withaut full width overlay at top
lift. S21

- Drainage
o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized; additional enclosed drainage will Increase guantity as much as 4 times S21
S21

o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manhales, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher; S21
. Signage and Traffic
o Signawe and line painting appears inadequate — S21

S21
o Traffic control — see below.
. Utility relocations
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[+ Expect above ground and under-ground {water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) = expect

S21
- S21
- General cost items missing S21 = includes the following.
o Maobilization S21
'+] Quality management S21
) Traffic management S21
o Construction supervision S21
o Contingency S21
. S21
Grant Irvine, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer

Munistry of Transportation, Scuthem Intemor Region
231 - 447 Columbea Streaf, Kamicops, B.C. V2C 273
telephane: (250) 3711918

email; Grant Irvinesgoy be.ca

This emml has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit hip:/'www messagelabs. com/email
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Pages 404 through 407 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

“Grant, Shawn D TRAN EX™ <Shawn Granifigos b ca> To "Trever Wand S22 . “Irsing., Grant b TRAN EX
wliward Irenapoy bo can
11182010 0358 P e& “Paked, Mo E TRAN EX* <Morm Parkes@gor.be ca>, "Tekana, Muitay M

TRAN EX <Musray. Teanogigov.be ca>, “Tarmer. Duwe TRAN EX®

=Dave Twmes ffigoy be car, "ok Newenkuioen™

<AL pafSamaric eniran como, "Hysn Sheies” crilokedffeba cav, "Mak Wark™
Hildemand™

Sutyett RE Seiman Asm TOH BWLTL Concedd Skateh - Compromae!

Trevor,

It appears we have come 1o an “conceptual” agreement about the acoesses between 107 and 307, Have these changes 1o the
origingl concept been incorporated into your recommendation for the length and merge location for the second EB through
lane?

| am concernad about the following:

- What consideration has been given to the following access modifications, specifically:

o Alowing lefis in at the east access to the Smart Centres” development

o Consolkdating accesies a1 the Aons west access across from the losy's Only/Hotel access

o Will the Increased traffic (concentration of trafiic at these 2 main accessed) change the location of where the EB thru lane
can safely be dropped?

- Unclear what assumptions or reference was used for the 50m taper length for a thru tane drop? Based on our Signing
nnd Pavement Marking Manual, & lane drop taper length is based on a 50:1 taper ratio (3.6m lane = tapar of 180m) - Figure
7.38 of the manual; BC TAC does not have this taper defined in any of the typical layouts

-] How does this affect the length of the E8 thru lane Le. poaition of the taper so that there are no major acceis pointa
within it?

Based an the recently discussad, interim nccess mansgement wrategy through here and the operational [geomeirical concems
above, what bs your recommendation; a3 the engineer of record, for the length of the second EB through lane on the TCH?

In addition to your respants, | would appreciate tha final Synchro modal that will be used for our files which will incluide tha
necessary design details Le. length of the £8 thru lane, left turn storage lengths at 307" and 107,

Shawn
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From: Trevor Ward [mailto: S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 11:25 AM

To: Irving, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob
Miewenhuizen'; ‘Corey Palement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALee@smaricentres.com; Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merio;
‘Mathan Hildebrand'

Subject: Salman Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch - Compromisa!

Grant:
Tharks for your quich fedpadie and confirmation.

Congerning your on-going concemn, | have made a progosal to SmartCentres and they agres: my recommendation o thet we
extend the parallel £B lanes a further T0 metres east 30 that the merge point bagint opposite the east property line of the
SmartCentres property. This means that &l of the l=ft turn movements into the developrment wtle will ocowr before the taper
and the B0 km/h &0 m taper ends 75 metres before the Rona west acoess. There i still one scoess in the taper (to the
tranemiskon progerty] but that b Bt the beginmng of it Pigase el me now your Mesponse 1o this proposal

Trevos

From: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX [mailto:Grant. Invineiigov.bx.ca]

Sent: November-17-10 10:33 AM

To: Trevor Ward

Ce: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Parkes, Norm E TRANEX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; Rob

Subject: RE: Saimon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Hello Trever,
Your wmmany prowded in Tuesday, Novembaer 16, 20010 emall does refiect what wan dicussed.

Reference Nem 5; agres proposed scenarso actually mmproves sccessibality to Rona, even If the Rona Ea access is closed.
Signage aione not expecied swificent (o restrict movements at Rona East acoes; would rather see thi scceis chosed. The
sketch shows ralsed median from point ‘T° to the east, albowing approsimately S0m for W8 vehicies (destined to Rona west
sccent) to decelerateftaper into TWLTL and storage: we would not support this be any shorter.

Aelerence comment regarding bengthflocstion of EB medge point; the 300m requirement i noted [per queulng perspective).
We continue 1o have concerns with the location of the merge point as shown ghven turning movements also oocurring in this
vicinity [EB LT into Smart Centers) and just dovwnitream (EB AT into Rons \West), Nesd to addreis (hets concernt.

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer

Ministry of Transportation, Southam Interic Riegion
231 - 447 Columbia Street, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 273
tolephone; (250) 371-3918

email: Grant Irvineq@gov be.ca

From: Trevor Ward [mailto S22

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2010 8:08 AM

To; Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Invine, Grant M TRAN:EX

Cc: Parkes, Nomm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner, Dave TRAN:EX; ‘Rob Niewenhuizen'; ‘Corey
Paiement’; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; ALesi@smartcentres.com; 'Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Mathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH ZWLTL Concept Sketch

Good morning Shawn/Grant:
1 harve now marked ug my previous shetch showing the changes agreed on yesterday, trying 1o make things as clear a3 possible —
pleave find it sttached. Hopefully | have shown all the points on it

One thought | had Last night and that is that the Rona east sccew could be left 23 i and *Left Turn Prohibsted™ signs erected ot

the end of the centre madian (which endy on the sant side of the stcess or could be extended pat it) facing W traffic and at
tha exit. Thast will reduce the impact on Roma,
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Trevor

From: Trewvor Ward [mailto S22

Sent: November-16-10 944 rm

To: 'Grant, Shawn D TRAM:EX'; Trvine, Grant M TRANEX'

Cc: ‘Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX'; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX'; Tumer, Dave TRAN:EX; *Rob Niewenhuizen'; "Corey
Paiement’; ‘Knight, Tara TRAN:EX"; "Alesffismartzentres.com’; ‘Ryan Stokes'; Mark Merlo; Nathan Hildebrand
Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn/Grant:
Thanks for your time this afternoon discussing the issues that we saw with your suggested modifications outlined below. To
make sure we are all on the same page, here is my understanding of what we agreed on:

L Wis, haing SmartCentras and thedr contultants, will try to align the wast Rona accest and the wait Travelodge accect
opposite each other to avold the overlap of left turn movernents, This acceds would then be all movements, Our original
assessment of this improvermnent anticipated fizheries problems because of the ditches = we will see what can be done.

2 It appears from Google and ity street views that the Travelodge east access alwo serves Joey's. after our conference call
with you, SmartCentres confirmed that Joey’s & located on the Travelodge parcel (Lot A Plan 41170) —as | suspected based on a
study of the Google information, The Ministry suggested that this east Travelodge/boey’s access be closed and replaced with a
new drivewsy connection from the Travelodge west sccess, It sppeans that there is 20+ metres of highway r-o-w here.

3. This new deveway would then be extended across the front of the Joey's building to provide access 1o the new carwash
property (Lot 4 Plan 3992 - this will mean a driveway passing in front of some picnic tables at Joey"s!! The carwash would
retain their mxisting access on the highway a5 right-infright-out movements only and make feft trns at the all-movements
Rona/Travelodge sccess. | would assume, since this car wash was constructed after the 2008 Google aerial photographs were
taken, that it has a Minitry access permit which ghves notice of the Ministry’s right to restrict acces|

4. The medien shown a3 a painted median in my skelch will be o rabsed median, at leat from point Z sast to the protected
T, as referenced in your notés Shavwn, to enfarce the right-n/right-out at the carwash and the residential proparty to the east
{Lot 5 Plan 3952,

5. Atthesame time, the Minktry wants the Rona east access to ideally be closed! Shawn = there i going to have to be a
joint Ministry/SmartCentres approach here as SmartCentres’ prediction ks that they will simply say "Nol® Then what? (For the
record, whisn we had 1o do this in Cranbrook becaute of turn restrictions balng Implemented alang the highway as a result of
the new SmartCentres dévelopmient, it was Dave Duncan as District Engineer and myself who did the door knocking!) The big
advantege to this idea — and hopefully the selling point - s that they (Rona) now get a separate left turn lane on the highway so
vehicles can sit with some protection while walting to make thelr left turn = at the moment they make the left turn out of the
westbound through lane on the highway: This will be an almost full standacd left turn lane. If the 2WLTL s extended any further
&ast as you have contemplated, this quality lefy turn feature would be complately lost. Remember that Rona still has full sccess
via the “Frontage Road”™ across the front of Canadian Tire,

B Laft turn movemants will be parmitted into the SmartCantret’ aast acceds/road for EB traffic off tha highway = left turn
exit movernents from this socess/road will be prohibited with a half deita sland. As there & to be an advance green for the E8
left turn at 30 Strewt, only a small percentage of the development’s EBLT traffic will use this access and this should allow the
WBLT movements into the single family home and Boathouse accesses on the south side to also use the IWLTL satisfactorily,

7. The Neptune property will take access from the new road serving as the east access to SmartCentres and their access on
the highway will be closed. With this, Neptune has good acoess to their property from both the east and wiest. The new
SmartCentres east sccess will have a ralsed median 30 that access 1o Neptune off this new road i3 restricted to right-in/right-out
= hacause of its clote prosimity to the highway, All axits from Naptune will than be via the Frontage Road through the
SmanCentres site to the signaks at 30 Street. For traffic exiting to the west, they are travelling in the same direction.
SmartCentres belleves that Neptune will cooperate with this concept.

8. The raised island for the WA left turn movements will ba extended to close to the Boathouse access in order to maximize
the storage/deceleration length available. It has no practical impact an the 2WLTL

As mentiohed, we have prepared a design for the prolected T° that accormmodates & WB-20 making the 180 degree £B TCH to
WB Frontage Road turn as well ag the 150 degrae WB 10 Avenie to EB TCH turn.

Also, my understanding is that the Ministry through Nerm bas agreed to sccept the 300 metres two lanes EB east of 30 Strest

7
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shown on our sketch and thet you snd | will come up with some criteria that will be used to determine if and when within the
foreseeable future this two laning should be extended thraugh 1o 10 Avenue.

| trust | have correctly recorded everything we discussed and agreed on. Please let me know ASAP if there are to be any changes
a3 we have now started to prepare the revised concept plans, Sarry this has twrned Into another wordy Trevor Ward document
= Lhis was easier to do tonight than prepare another sketch!

Trevor

From: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX [maitto:Shawn. Granti@gov.be.ca)

Sent: November-16-10 2:52 PM

Ta: Corey Paiement; Rob Niewenhuizen

Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Alee@smartcentres.com; Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Turner,
Dave TRAN:EX: Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX; Trevor Ward

Subject: FW: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Corey/Rab,
1| am not sure if you have been given any of these proposed cancepts regarding the accesses on the TCH affected by the Smart
Centre development. Attached are Trevor's conceptual sketehes | pg files),

We have hed & chance to review this concept &nd hive "twesked” it & bit — attached .pdf graphically shows the
description/commants balow:

. Protected iee dimensions do represent BCS Guide for 60Lm/h,

- COverlap between Rona west acceds bnd the Travel Lodge scoesses are a concern, This may be workable with some
drivewsy chengas to reduce potential for hesd-to-hasd confiicts within this TWLTL zone. Suggest following:

= miove existing Travel Lodge west access, further west to align across from Rona west,

#  close Travel Lodge east access and move same to east property boundary {possibly combine with Joey's),

r  ralsed median in the hatched area from point ‘7° [or point just west of Rona east access) to the protected tee (end
treatrment to be similar to typical approach Lo raised median at an intersection), the paint for TWLTL will look different than
shown.

- an alternative Lo the above [possibly more favourable to the City) would be to extend the TWLTL far enough east to allow
EB LT into a combined access at the Joey's and Travel Lodge property boundary; this would require maintaining at least 4.0m
TWLTL width to that point; thit would réguine closures of the eaksting Rona east and éxksting Travel Lodge east to limit potential
head-to-head conllicts within this rone.

. Access to Neptune to be moved to the mid-block access/street to Smart Centres {not allow an access within the W8 RT
lane).

- [mot shown on sketch) Access to the mid-block access would be restricted to right-in/nght-out to minimize conflicts at
this end of the TWLTL

. Shortened raised lsland approaching the 307 Street intersection will not likely affect much; but consultant should confirm
length neaded for left urns

Additronal iterms that still require attention:

. Extension of Highway EB through kane between 307 and 10™ to be addressed

- Geometrics at 107 related 1o detign vehicle and effactive oparations 1o be addretted

- Smart Centres needs to re~confirm with the businesses in the area that they have been advised and understand all of the
changes that are ocourring in this area and how It will fmay impact their accesses

We would appreciate your comments/thaughts on these conceptual sketches at your earfiest comenience — please pass this on
to others at the City that | may have forgotien,

231447 Columbia Street
Kamloops BC V2C 273

ph. (250) 628-3304

lax (250) B28-4083

Shawn. Grant@igov bo ca

From: Tekano, Murray M TRAM:EX
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Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 10:02 AM

To: Grant, Shawn D TRAN:EX; Irvine, Grant M TRAN:EX
Cc: Parkes, Norm E TRAN.EX

Subject: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Shawn and Grani,

Aftached are the sketches lrom Trevor Ward regarding the proposed changes to the Smart Cenire access

We asked for Ihese to clanfy whatl was Deing proposed.

Piease look &t in ight of the last email we got from them and our discussions. The access to the travel lodge s still
tight. | wasn't aware of the multiple accesses for Rona, ane the propasing (o close one and use the other. There is
still an isswe with the mid block “T™ isn't there?

Please le tm know when we can discuss your comments.

Murray

W. Murray Tekano
Dhatrict Managad, Transgonation - Ok Bhidwap Duinet &

—
Burtish Coobormibag sty of T 0 inn mnd b
Phona: (250) T12-3820

Thiy message v inbersded only for the use of the ndreidualy (o whom d = add d and may comial Fdordial mdprmabor  Ary reviesy, dissermenarton
EBEying. prnting o nthas s of Fu 5-mal By DEFLANS 27 BFTiien SiR CRAN She sodrossee s profibmed I you hars receivsd L FMBLLADE i SRS REERE
TondBct e sencier mmedistely ard debete the matenal from your Compuler and sysems

From: ALee@smartcentres.com [mailto: ALee@smartcentres. com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 9:53 AM

To: Parkes, Norm E TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhildebrand@smartcentras.com

Subject: Fw: Salmon Arm TCH 2WLTL Concept Sketch

Morm, Murray,

Further 1o our conversation yeslenday, please sée allached skelch and
some furher analysis from TrevorEBA.

To expedite this, if you have any questions or Shawn/Grani have any questions,
please feel free 1o call Trever directly or we are happy (0 set up a conference cafl
with him alsa.

Thanks.
marl

Algn Lee P Eng  MBA | Director, Enginatring - Western Region | Phone; 604-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-348-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmand, BGC, VTA 5HT |

Ty FaEEapd @ nAEAtEd i e SEPTEISS |1 MEY JOATRN Saspi 0F Semioe e Mty mEhsn 4Ny wra ol SIS & By Sohifsfed 1y

Tin® FECRAPU el MALLIPE T BT Dabaie SOlfy LE P ARy B3 TAE i My CETRT Ouf BT PNDeT Pea sl P deilE e ooginal reikege

Thava B
P

Puass consicer the envireamant beloe prting s e=mal ﬁ 5. P conuderws Menwironnement svans dimpimed de courtiel

—— Ferwared By A430 Les'Smantersms on 11 0W20 00 0 40 AM —

Trevorwag s S22
: To <AL Sa{H MBS SNIrES CorD
110872010 0610 P14 £z "Miark Meris™ srnmediofiea car_ “Fiysn Siokes™ arsiokesgiaba cas
9
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Sabject Salmon Arm TCH IWLTL Candept Shatch

Alan:
Ay requested, | have “skatched™ up the concept &1 | think you and Norm have agreed to and as | tried to describa in my mema. |
hawe scanned it in two parts 50 you should be able to see the whole plan with these two,

Having to prepare this sketch mads me discover that thars was Bn srror in ths sssumptions in my notes - Divtance *A’ in the
Minkstry’s Figure 710.0,1 does not apply in this case as the centre acceleration lane for the left turn movements out of 10
Avenue actually becomes the second through lane on the highway. Comsequently, we now have a greater distance available for
the weave = 30 metres.

Because of this, | have also increazed the storage distance for the left turn movement into the Rona West access - it is shown as
30 metres bt | now have it starting at the Travelodge West access so it is effectively 35 metres storage for the Rona West
STCESS.

Note that the location marked "W" on the protected T7 is what | consider the key pivotal point = we cannot widen at this point
without obtaining additional right-of-way on the north side of the highway or restricting the size of trucks that can make the
180 degres "U° turn fram the TCH esstbound inta the Frantage Road westbound.

| have tried to orovide as much detail as possshle so trust it is understandable. Please pass on to Norm and have him phone me
at S22 {fhe has any questions,

Travor Ward

This emml has been seanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System
For more information please visit hup://www messagelabs.com/cmail

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System
For more information please visit hups//www messagelabs.com/email
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Page 414 redacted for the following reason:

Not Responsive
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Not Responsive

*Knight, Tara TRAM:EX" <Tara Knighidigov.be ca> To <ALewsmanicentres. com

12092010 02°31 P

e “Trawor Ward™ S22 =nihddebrard @emancenues. com=. "Corey
Pasment” <cpaiementisalmonarm ca®, "Tumer, Dave TRAN EX™
=Dave. Tamen@gev bo.ca>, “WMomis, Danery O TRANEX
=Darny Mosrinfiges bo car, "Tekano, Murray M TRAN.EX™
aburray Tekanoffigey be.cas_ "Indne. Grant M TRAN EX”

2
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wlran Be o “Grant. Shawn D TRANEX
<Sihpaen. O, ot ca

Subject AE: Sman Cemers requinements prioe 1o 4 isading

HI Alan,
Thank you far your balow amail requetting clanfication,
This Mintstry only requites a no build covenant be regotered to all the tithes prior to signing the 4" reading byfaw.,

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and comstruction of the road improvemants (or cost estimate) as a freguirement
to release the no bulld cevenant.

Please be advised that m order for this Minitry to refease the no build covenant we will ensure the following, but not imited
to, Is complatad 1o the eatiafaction of this Mindstry:

. All properties are consalidated into one property

. Site Plan of proposed developmant showing building bocations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelopmant and post
deyelopment storm drainage, #1c.

. Foad improvements (ie, Trans Canads Highway, 10 Straet SW, 10™ Avenue SW and the municipal rosd through the
propeny] to accommodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed development o be dedicated, designed &
constructed inclueding but not Bmited to road works, drainage works, utility relocation, etc.

- Property owners affected by the road improvements are made aware of the approved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
Tara Knight
Deadvicd Durvadopmant Tachmician
Mirrilry of Tratspotabat Bnd InhEiuchie
Bas 100, Balbran A, B WE 401
P JR0-BA3-13TE
Fax 3304333300
Jogrmant Appecwala wabaite: SR e T atre 5% LADYSIRCEMIPS_ASgesy alaTome i

From: ALeef@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cec: S22 nhildebrand@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: Smart Centers requirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
Thanks for this email below and MOT's timely raview.

To be clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revise the
cosl estimate as acceptable to the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the dih reading bylaw. The oiher details noted
will be worked on concurrentlyfsubsequently.

Can you please confirm?
SmartCentres

Algn L= P Eng  MEBA | Director, Engineening - Western Region | Phone: 604-448-0112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

Thex mwningn a ibesibed v e sdiniees [y oomiam goaeged o teefoeiel ifersian Ay arsulflctred ddcimture @ oty gahilied § pod
haee wewund iy megLEme M e pass rall o cmmmmay et e Moy coeert R e sl mmads Fieass Fes dplsie fhe sogmel mespagm
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Pl § e

Pk Conmadd T dmeonmed Baiom privteg e smad 'ﬁ S P conidein? faneinannemant Svant dimpnme cf oourms

“Wnight, Tars TRAMER™ «Tars Knightgos be cas

To sALss@smancanires
12002010 08.43 AM e P . -
Subject Senan Contary requmemants prior 18 4th readng
Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2] the drawings,
reports etc included in your Dec 3 email and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermare, this Ministry will require a no bulld covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional tratfic
creatad by the change in land use/proposed development. Wa can discuss the details of the no build
covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me,

Tara Kpight
Datriet Dwrvasloprrment Tochns=an

Mesatry of Tranaportation snd ikaathucten
B 104, Sabmen Arm. BC. VIE 401

Pn 2%0-533-3374

Fas. 250573 X580

Davalnement ADpecwain wobsinn: B s

Drawing Review
. Plan Drawings
o Lane, median and shoulder widths logk fine.

o Lanes = Understand there are discrepancies betwean lengths for turn lane storage, intersection
approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant

working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements,
i
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(] The S8 to WE right turn {from 30" Street to Highway 1) does net accommadate the design
vehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can eceur during
highway red phase), however movement should be initiated frem the 58 through/right lane.

o 30" Street intersection =3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk,

o 30™ Street North = No information on the development of 5B approach lanes (to Highway 1)
and set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW guadrant
{service road continuity beyond the site),

o Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to
accommaodate design vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification].
a Mid-Black (Smart Centers East) Access — Raised |sland not large enough to effectively

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk,

o Frentage Access (Travel Lodge) — Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough
to accommaodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

o East RONA Access - To be closed: access via 10" to be resolved.

0 Protected Tee Intersection — WB to 58 lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20
(euts across side road stop bar); need to address.

. Profile and Typlcal and Template Cross Section Drawings — not provided,
. Geotechnical Report
o The Stantec geatechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 307 Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G5B depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 2Smm CBC (no 75mm layer).

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost sstimate,
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4] The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

& Highway drainage requiremeants for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed.

's] Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb,
gutter and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent
lands due to apen shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure vet to be fully addressed with either
adequate ditches or enclosed drainage system,

. Uitility Relocation Strategy — The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detailed design, affecting costs and rights of way,

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved; is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to
be relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum beyond the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

- Proposed ROW Requiremeants

- The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements: understand additional information yet to be provided.

. The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities,

. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavernant areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width cverlay at top |ift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only, Due ta
limited design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposed
quantities and cost estimates.

" Sub-grade preparation (grading)
o) Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations (sultable and

unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadeguate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging 5m per side), total excavation valumes in the arder

of B,000cm; at S21
o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material — based on eross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed s21
S21
. Road base
6

Page373
TRA-2011-00071

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 575



[+ Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,

including 450mm 5G58 (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of SG58 & CBC combined; S21
S21

. Pavement

o Cost amount for bottom lift azphalt looks okay.

o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full

width top lift everlay. Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening without full width overlay at top
lift. S21

. Drainage
] Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase guantity as much as 4 times S21
S21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, cateh basing and leads will drive the costs higher, 821
- Signage and Traffic
o Siznage and line painting appears inadequate — S21
S21
o Traffic contrel - see balow.
- Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations {per Ministry policy) = expect
S20
. s21
. General cost items missing S21 - includes the following.
o Mobilization S21
n] Cuality management S21
o Traffic management S20
a Construction supervision S21
a Contingency | S21
S21

Grant Irving, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer
Mhinistry of Transportation, Scuthem Intenor Region
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Pages 422 through 434 redacted for the following reasons:

Not Responsive

S13
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Not Responsive

TNy, Dave | AN ELT CUave. | are gy b ca To “ALseiflremaricerares com™ cALgsfumaricantren comes, Krught, Ten TRAN EX®
«Tara Mraghtigoy b cas
12r1S2010 07 46 ALY ec *Paroes. Moim E TRAN EX* ehiom Parasgow e cas,

“riutebrandfemantcenire com™ <rfdebrandfumancentnes com. “horm.
Daney O TRANEX" <Danny, Mormefigow be cae, Wiserman, Joff TRAN EX*
<jaff Waamang) o be ear

Subjert AE: Smant Carinen: comments on renvised na build ecvenant

Hi Alar:

Here s o copy of the Covenant endarded this morning. It has alio be faxed 1o your office, Tara will be in touch with you
regarding next stops. Thank you,

Regards,

Diave Turner

From; ALes@smaricentres.com [maillo:ALee@smartcentres.com)

Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2010 3:58 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Turmer, Dave TRANEX

Cc: Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX; Parkes, Morm E TRAN:EX; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

Importance: High

Tara, Dave,

Can you please advise regarding status of execution of the no-bulld covenant?

As we have discussed over the past many days, and per my messages this
afternoon the no-bulld has 1o be submitled to LTO loday In order 10 have any chance
al regisiration by Friday 1o maintain the special Salmen Amm Coundil Mesting which
has been scheduled for 4th reading of our rezoning bylaw on Monday Dec 20,

We have been desperately trying to contact you 1o see if there is anything we can do to help
ensure execution of this document today!

SmanCentres
Al Lee BEng MEA | Ditector, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 804-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: B04-448-6114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmeonad, BC, VTA SHT |

Thel Fwdiage & viSrnoed I (P saSniive [T iy SOCREr SiTeRisl o txirtoeine e eabie dity srBdiE i ed Sadner i BNy LM
diyw recamd lizz metage = Eehy pieees caily v peswdeiely 55 e we may correct me mhevial mconis  Fleabe Ben el e otpine’ medzage
Thunis o

Pleass Conmaded Tk ervwanrrar] bl pretng e a-mad ﬁ 5P Lafiedergd Fenealahtdenanlt 3 ard danpinres Gk Courmial
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—= Forwarted by Adss LeBmanCenties on 121142000 03 56 PM —

“¥ip, Elzabeif™
Caypians canthy.
g Ta "Ml sefEumumbceninen com®™ <Al ea@amaniceniras coms "Haght Tara TRAN EX" <Tars Knightlgoy be as
“Murray Teksnoghgey e £8” skiumay TeAsnaglgey be ear
et “JYepifsmanicenines.com” < Y apifvmanivenies coms
Bubyeri AE PW. Seman Comires: pomenanis on revised no build eovenant

12142010 0107 PUA

Tara,

Further to Alan's ema bealow, 've incorporated your comments below excapt for your reques! to add the Transferes
fo page 3. This s not necessary as the Transferes is aiready on page 1.

Regards,
Elizabeth

From: ALesifsmartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December, 14, 2010 10:38 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Murray.Tekano@gov.be.ca

Ce: Yip, Elizabeth; JYap@smartcentres.com

Subject: Re: PW: Smart Centres: comments on révised na build covenant

Tara,

Per my phone message, with regards 1o deleting Schedule A and Schedule B
w5 listing the location of the proposed works, Elizabeth has made a good paint
that just listing the works themselves without a drawing makes this 100 open
and discounts all the work we have done 10 come (o the functional design we
currently have.

Ve ara looking for protection that the required works are not going 1o have wholesale
changas and wa understand that MOT is looking for protection that there is flaxibility
within the agresmant to account for changes that may still happen to tha funclional/detailed
design.

On that basis, Elizabeth is proposing fo include the schedules and the text listing the location
of the praposed works and add some wording to allow for flexibility on both.

Shi will provide you with somuething very shortly including your revisions below
as wiell s the paints above. THanks
SmariCentres
Alan Les F Eog MBA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-8112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-448-8114
[ #201-11120 Horsashoae Way, Richmond, BC. VTA 5HT |
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Ty =srage @ mrpmsed My me soTwEIRe § may rorva peciege] o raedice el mismtes dey e bed dacissae @ ATy Sohbted # e
Fis clwrwd Pl Seriede ¢ BTES el AOLF o SYSRTEY B MUN A T SOTRIT AT PERLE TN PSP iFmE T opne S
Fhubsd g

FIBELS S3NKEE 8 EMAILATERY oeinm premng tu @ mal ﬁ EvVE f wrd arcard e =]

“woright, Tars TRAN EX" «Tars Kngha@pow be enr

1400 08 19 AM

To AL pawmartadren s
=
Eoect B Serari Caviren Lomrreeis on renaed e bl covenard

Hi Alan,

The folowing recammandations | mads yetterdsy dian't maks it into the attached document:
[mote. | am referring to document no. “DOCS-S90AE56-wl-cOTI_No_Build DOCT)

. Page 1, iterm &: Include chic address 850c 16" Street NE and the postal code needs corrected ta VIE 454

. Page 3: add Transferes, Her majesty the quesn in right of the provinee of Britivh Calumbia, represented by the Minjzter
of Transportation and Infrastructure, 850¢ 16™ Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, B, VIE 454

L] Page 4: MOT) shall be replaced with Transferee’ and use throughout the document.

. Page 4: 3dd as an item (E) "The owner proposes to develop the Lands”

«  Page 5, item 1 (a): MaT has not given final approval for the Schedube A plan, therefore, delete al] as shown on the
sketch plan attached hereto as Schedule A’

. Page 5, item 1 (a): add a3 an sdditlonal item The Transferar has completed the road dedication required to complete the
‘Works to the satisfaction of the Transferee

- Page 5, item 1 (a): add a3 an additienal tem ' the intersection improvements to the TCH and municipal road 10™ Strast

- Page 5, itam 1 (a) (w]; delete this condition a3 the detalled plan has not been approved by this Minkstry

- Page 6, itern 2 (a): delete

* Page 6, item ¢ include Provincisl Public Highway Permit Application’

- Page 7, item d: include In the address, 850 167 Street NE and the poital code needs corrected to VIE 454
- Schodube A: delete

* Schedule B: delets

Maste make the required changes and send back 1o ma.

Thank you

Tara Kmght

Dot Owvwicesrmarst Tacnnecion

Whrsali p of Traraaarialiee and inN adliwhare
Bea 100 Sae-we A B VE 4G
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From: Yip, Elizabeth [mailto:eylp@mccarthy.ca]

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 9:10 PM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX

Cc: ALee@smartcentres.com; JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: RE: Smart Centras: comments on revised no build covenant

Tara,

| am the external counsel for SmanCantres. | have incorporated your comments in the attached draft. Your only

commant thal 've trouble ks thal you ask that

add zection 1{d) all Works 1o be completed 1o the satisfaction of the Ministry, | can't agree to this comment since if this is
the case, my client can't stan bulkding unbil the highway works are constructed. I've changed this so our client can
stan building afier entaning into & sanvicing agreament with you,

I in order, plaase axecute the clean copy and refurn a copy o me by email and mail, H you have further comments,
please advise, We are aiming to file the package lomaormow moming.

mecarthy
tetrault ;,,m" e

T S-S 3T V80
F. E04-E72-5000
Ermnall gyplercoethy cp
Mz Carthy Tatroult LLP
Seats V30, TIT Diomsrvie Sarsit
F.Q. Bos 10424, Paciic Core
Wantouwly BE VTY 107
WS Ty CN
PFLEARE, i af e prvarommerd befers pirrieg tes msssage

From: AlLee@smartcentres.com [mailto; ALee@smartcentres.com)

Sent: Monday, December, 13, 2010 2:34 PM

To: Yip, Elizabeth; JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres. com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centres: comments on revised no build covenant

F¥1, some further MOT] comments
Smancentres
Alan Lee P Eog  MEA | Director, Enginesering - Westemn Region | Phone: 04-448-8112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-448-8114
[ #201-11120 Horsashos Way, Richmond, BC, V7A 5HT |

Thet =pisapd 3 herded for B atiwiied. § =tay Cordne e ptd & confopntsd i saian ANy SFRURanTEs SIziesure @ peely Sohived ¥ o
Rive rbcniwd fag absond wt pats, pledse mobly 1 e bisdy b Tl ww My commpd du osesnl ipcsds. Pigass Bhas delels the crigne/ =essess
Fhank jaw

Planss consiae Ma smamnmant bafors prdtag M s-mal ﬁ SV P, conii Il Tant avant Jimp 8 Cousnal

5
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—— Formmsdiad by dian LesSmarCemren om 120052000 02 37 PR3 e

“Fnsghi. Tara TRAM EX™ s Tar Knigri@igos be £a>

12700 07 W P

To ALreGuTangeTre oM

(=4
JuDyeCT STan CArmes COMITENGS O M ied M DL CRvnant

Hi Alan,

Thank you for your below emad. We wpoke besefly on Friday and | had indicated | had 8 guich 100K at the proposed covenant and
identified a few iterms (we need (1) road improvernents to be dedicated, designed & constructed and [2) we have no authority
ower bullding accupancy], howeesr, | would wend my complets revisw on Monday,

| hive reviewed the attached no bulld covenant and further to my email sent today at 11:33am (attached) all those comments
rermain valid incheding the following cormections:

* Pages 31 signature block for the Ministry = nof requined although it can be there

- Page 4 when naming the parties it usualty more clearly shows who are the Transferors and Traniferees of Covanentors
and Covanentess

Page 4 first line in bald — this can remain it you want

Page 5 & &: tles/headings — these can remain if you want

Page 5, iten 1 (a): as per my previous email, phus add (vil) the internal municipal road through the Lands

Page 5. item 1 [c): as par my previous emall instead of bonding replace with ‘Imavocable Letter of Credit’

Page 5: add secthon 1{d) all Works to be completed to the satisfaction of the Minlstry

Page 6, item 5 {a] & (B) include to the satisfaction of the Ministry — not required

- & & & 8 @

If you have any quastions, pleats contact mes,

i yul T wna
Biga W, Salron dem, BE WIE 451
P 250-833-3174

Faa: 2508331380

Durewiapermed Apgeirvaiy websn SIp ‘wws 9oy o saleepioprent_Apermvainheme =m

From: ALeefismartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 9:35 AM
To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: JYap@smartcentres.com; nhildebrand@smartcentres.com
Subject: Fw: Smart Centers requirements prior to $th reading - Mo Build Covenant revl
&
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Tara,

As requested | have asked our lawyer 1o revise Clause 1 and 2 under the Grant section
to Incorporate the itams you wanted addressed. Spacifically, the no build is in affect until
there is an accepted design, dedication, and Letter of Cradit posied for Hwy 1 between

30th 5t and 10ih Ave. For the intemal frontage road, the no build is in effect until thers is
an accepled design as it relates to is functionality with Hwy 1.

Please ot me know if you have any further comments.
SmariCentres

Alpn Les P Ena . MBA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phane; §04-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoa Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |

ThEr SuEER0e 7 AEEAEED for S SETEreE [T ey medan e B Co rlelnfad mArET ARy EUTRETEE VTS O aresy peahimes i g
M ® R T e e @ Fewe Slidss mlh LT ememEa e B W Ty SR DUt SR semaeds LB W SRRl I SR 3TA mEEE e
Thand

Pigusa conucer fhe smvirommant bedomn pricting i e-mail ﬁ BY P conwdeiet I nagnd vand 4 c cournal

—— Foraymrded by Alan LoaEmadCertey on 171L000 08 30 AL ——

Rlan Les/SmanConires
120200 09220 AR
Ta "Hrughl, Taes TRAN EX" <Tara Krghl@gov be car, Munay Tehana
&0 rhidebiand@amaricantind. com, Jonmve Yap, EYIPmceatiy ca
SUERI! oE- Sman Conbans regwmments prior 1o 41 reading - Mie Dusd Covenaml ik
Tara,

Please find attached a draft copy of a no-build covenant from our awyers.

As discussed, the basis for this document ks the same no-bulld covenant that we
arg using for the City edited to ba specific to MOTI.

Please advise if acceptable and we can star to finalize for signaturas today,

[attachment "MOT] NO BUIld .DOC" deleted by Alan Lee/SmariCentres] [atiachment "Schedule A - V31201071-LN-
12_Concept Plan.pdi™ deleted by Alan Lee/SmartCentres]
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SmarCentres

Alnn Lee P Eng. MBA | Director, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 604-448-9112 ext 19 | Fax: 604-448-9114
[mi.ﬁﬁﬂmw:wﬂmmw 5HT ]

They meeEapd o7 infeated fir (me Aerme [T maj oorriem peseped o sealoenfer miympsar Amy Srafaney chesissune @ oty pehiiried # ey
Nawe receiiey Te3 FNSZepE I BT, Dinase Pohfy LS e Sy [0 N we My CORTRLT oo ntwnal recoenle. Piegae Dhen Ovely the origing’ mezrage
Fhirl pte

Pigura conuder fhe snvrcremand bedors prsting fes e-mad A BV E cohmd L nand @yard dim co cournal
“Hnight, Tara TRAMEX™
<Tara Knighbfigo beca>
120ST010 031 P
To <ALes{femaicanties comi
o2 "Tidretd Wanl™ < S22 -, <nhildabr s Jvnatanknes came "Corsy

F it
<cpaiemanifisalranarm cax, “Tumer. Dave TRAN EX" <Dave Turenigov bo cax, “Merrs. Darny D TRAK EX®
=Dimnny Momis§igoy bo.ces, wmmmmmmmwu;m “irvin, Grand M TRAN EX°
2Grant o gey.oe.£ax. "Grant. Shawn D TRANEX" «Shawn Gras@gov.be

Subject RE: Sman Contern requiremants 5Aor 1o 4 mading

Hi Alan,
Thank you fior your below emall requasting clarification.
This Ministry onty requites a no bulld covenant be registered to all the tithes prior to signing the 4™ reading byliw

This Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvements (o cost estimate] 35 A requinement
to release the no build covenant.

Please be sdvised that s order for this Ministry to refesse the no bulld covenant we will ensure the following. but not limited
to, b completed to the satisfaction of this Ministry:

- All propertiey are consolidated into ones propsrty

- Site Plan of proposed developmaent showing bullding locations, traffic circulation, parking, predevelepmant and post
development starm drainage, stc.

. foad improvements (ie. Trans Cansda Highway, 307 Straet SW, 10™ Avenus SW and the municipal rosd through the
proparty] to accommaodate the additional traffic gensrated by tha propossd development to be dedicated, deigned &
constructed including but not Emited to road works, drainage works, utifity relacation, etc

. Praperty owners affected by the road improvements are made aware af the approved design grawings
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Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
Tara Knighie

Deatric Dervasinprant Technoam

Mstry of Transpertation end imlrevinasiure

B 100, Saimen Atm BC. VIE 461

Pry EO-B03-3374

Fas 750-033-3380

Tlavaingmars Anpeevais wabaits: mip | wave th g 2 £4 DEVEISEmERS Agevly home iim

From: Ales@smartcentres.com [mailte: ALee@smartcentres,com)
Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cr: S22 nhildebrand @smartcentres. com
Subject: He: wmart Lenters regquirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,

Thanks for this amail balow and MOT's timely review,

To be clear, my understanding of the email below is that once we revise the
cos! estimate as acceptable to the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,
MOT will proceed with signing the 4th reading bylaw. The other details noted

will b2 worked on concurrently/subsaquantly,
Can you please confirm?

SmartContras

Alan Les P Eog  MBA | Director, Engineering - Western Region | Phone: B04-448-9112 ext 18 | Fax: 604-448-9114
| #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, V7TA SHT |

Pl Pliage 2 wiehied fo (Fe socmLkes T mEp Oomlen preveepet o cordidenia’ oo

hre rroened Hon me LG M1 TR QfAE rafify ww rrewiaiedy & i aw may cores? fe
Phard ks

i Amy wrdulfeiaded cieriauee o afrcdy nfiaosd ¥ péu
iyl FETENiY Firase Wil Sniely S CUPINE RTILEYE

Fragus ooneadel o snyonment betand frerang vt s-man a avE.c

“Knight, Tara TRAM-EX" <Tara Knightligoy.bx ca®

12027010 D& 4) Al

TEn] @vant J e £ Ol

Te =ALss@smanzentras. coms
oo “Conyy Paipment” =zpassmentsaimonam ca=
Subject Smart Centers requiremants prior to 4th -

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 1174

Page384
TRA-2011-00071



Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1) the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings,
reports ete included in your Dec 3 emall and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate prepared & signed by a professional engineer in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermore, this Ministry will reguire 2 no bulld covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4" reading. This covenant is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic
created by the change in land use/proposed development. We can discuss the detalls of the no build
covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Tara Wpngfit

Prabnas Dweplppragnt Tachm g

Mraliy of Transpoilatin drd irh s e
e 100, Salmen Arm. BCL VIE 400

P 250-833-23T4

Fan I50-833-3300

Diavalopmant Anpdovile webaln: MID s

Drawing Review
- Plan Drawings
o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.

o Lanes = Understand there are discrepancies between lengths for turn lane storage, Intersection
approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
working with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The 5B ta WH right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommaodate the design
vehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway [as this can ocecur during
highway red phase), hawever movement should be initiated from the 58 through/right lane.

o 30" Strest intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Street North = Ne information on the development of SB approach lanes (to Highway 1)

and set back spacing/alignment for proposed interim and future access to properties in the NW guadrant
(service road continuity beyond the site].

10
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[+ Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to
accommodate design vehicle wheel paths).

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
's] Curb and gutter to be 0.6m {Ministry Standard Specification).
o Mid-Block [Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough to effectively

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant Island for EB right turns; does not accommodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) = Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide enough
to accommodate design vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.

(] East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10™ to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection —'WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommodate WB20
{cuts across side road stop bar); need to address.

. Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings = not provided.
. Geotachnical Report
o The Stantec geotechnical report appears somewhat preliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The gectechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates in 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30™ Street was referanced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G58 depth of 450mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer),

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template between 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

- Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate.

o The need for oil-water separator noted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extansion and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed,

) Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Nated curb,
gutter and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the implication on adjacent
lands due to apen shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either
adequate ditches or enclozsed drainage system,
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- Utility Relocation Strategy — The Intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detailed design, affecting costs and rights of way.

o Above ground pole moves yel to be resolved; is there sufficient HOW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to
be ralocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum bayond the embankment toes) as par
Ministry Utllity Policy; yet to be addressed.

. Proposed ROW Requirements

. The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

L] The ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities.

- Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavemnent areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width everlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only, Due to
limited design information, cross section assumptions were made to assess adequacy of the proposad
quantities and cost astimates.

. Sub-grade preparation (grading)
o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations [suitable and

unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average
additional width through the project length (averaging 5m per side), total excavation valumes in the order

of B,000cm; S21
O There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumotions. an additional 10,000cm of embankment impert material is needed; S21
S21
. Road base
o Road base gravels substantially inadeguate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm SGSB (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of 5G5B & CBC combined; 821
S21
. Pavemeant
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
Q Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full

width toop lift overlav. Ministrv does not tvoicallv accent tack-on widening without full width overlay at top
life. . S21

12

Page387
TRA-2011-00071

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 1177



. Drainage

o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized; additional enclosed drainage will increase quantity as much as 4 times; 321
S21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequata — axisting highway culvert extensions, additional
manholes, catch basinz and leads will drive the costs higher; $21
. Signage and Traffic
0 Signage and line painting appears Iinadequate - S21
S21
] Traffic control = see below.
- Utility relocations
o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) — expect
S21
- S21
. General cost items missing S21 includes the following.
o Mobilization S21
o Quality management 521
a Traffic managemant S21
o Construction supervision 821
] Contingency S21
* S21
Grant Irving, P.Eng.
Senior Highway Design Engineer

Minigtry of Transporation, Southem Inenor Region
23 - 447 Colymbia Streat, Kamloops, B.C. V2C 273
1elephone; (250) 371-3918

eimall; Grant. Irvinesigov.be.ca

This emal has been scanned by the Messagelabs Email Security System.

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sccurity System.
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For more information please visit hip:/www messagelabs.com/email

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security Svsiem.

This email has been scanned by the Mcssug:l.abs Emml Sccurn:r S:mcm

For more information please visit hiip.//w

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Sccurity System,

—— Message from "Roight, Tara TRAN.EX® <Tara Knight@gov be.ca= on Mon, 13 Dec 2010 11:32/38 -0800 —

To: =ALcciismaricentres.com=

Subject: Comments on proposed no build covenam

Hi Alan,
| have reviewed the attached no bulld covenant and recommumnd the following amendments:

. Page 1, itern 2: We'll need to see & copy of this title & plan. If plen EPP10328 s not registered we'll need a copy of Plan
EPP10328 and a letter of undertaking that Flan EPP10328 will be registered concurrenthy with the subject no build covenant.
. Page 1, mem &: Her majesty the queen in right of the province of British Columbia, represented by the Minister of
Transportation and Infrastructure, 850c 167 Street NE, Box 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454 — PLEASE NOTE REVISED POSTAL
CODE
*  Page 2: signatufe block for the Ministry
Ll Page 3: add Transferes, Her majesty the quesn in right of the pravince of British Calumbis, represanted by the Minlster
of Transportation and infrastructure, B50¢ 167 Street NE, Bon 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE 454
® Page 4: delete first line in bodd,
- at the end of the sentence “This agreement™.....add [is made)
- when naming the Transferee use (Her majesty the queen in right of U province of British Columbia, represented by the
Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure, B50c 16" Street NE, Bax 100, Salmon Arm, BC, VIE A54) with the abbreviation of
{the “Minlstry"} and throughout the decument
. add as an itemn: The owner proposes to develop the Lands,
= Page 5 B &: detete UthesMeadings, Grant, Reservations elc.
. Page 5, itern 1 the owner covenants and agrees with the Ministry that the owner shall not, and shall not permit amyone
else Lo, subdivide the lands. . across the Lands until the following works {"Warks™) have been dedicated, designed and
consiructed to the satisfsction of the Ministry:
(2] The owner has recelved approval from the Minkstry of the Warks for that portion of the Trans Canada Highway no. 1
{"TCH"} west of the municipal road 30™ Street 5W to the municipal road 107 Street 5W inclusive and any controlied sccess
paints anta a Controlisd Azcats Highway at defined in the BC Trantpartation Act, such ai:
I The improvemments 1o the Trans Canada Highway no. 1(7TCHT),

i the Intersection improvements to the TCH lndmunldpllmldlﬂ'.‘i‘hnliw.

fil. the [ntersection improvements from the Lands to the TCH,

ha. the intersection improverments to the TCH and municipal road 10™ Avenue SW,

v tha Intersection improvemsnts ta the TCH and municipal rasd 107 Strast SW,

Wi, any controlied access points to the TCH affected by the Works, and,
{b] a plan for storm water management within the Lands, to the Ministry's standards and requirernents, and approved by the
Ministry; and,
e} The cwner delivers 1o the Ministry the required bonding to construct the | "Works"] to the satisfaction of the Ministry,

14
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- Page 5, item 3 [a): delate

. Page &, itemn c: include Provincisl Public Highway Permit Application

- Page B, ftem 5 ._not apply, the Minitry must execute and deliver 1o the Owner a discharge., in registrable form, &l the
aWners expense, of ...

PFage B, tem 5§ [a) & [B) include to the satisfaction of the Ministry

Page 7, item (] | don't befieve ks needed as we've deleted Page 5, item 3 (a)

Page 7, itemn d: include in the address, B50c 16" Street NE

Page B, itern K: not sure how to comment. please see the note below regarding pending litigation
Page B: Include signature block

Page 5: there i only one covenant

Srheduls A: dalets

Furthermode, we note that there 15 a pending litigation on title and we have been advised it 15 not feasible to reglster any
further covenants on tithe while this document i on title. We have concerns with how this document affects the proposed no
build covenant, This Ministry will not be gigning the 4™ reading of the bylaw until we've received receipt that the subject no
build covenant is registersd on title.

A% we have recently recelived o revised covenant this moening, thewe comments may be subiject to change. | will review the new
revived covenant and provide comments as so0on as poasible,

Please feel free 1o contact me 1o discuss the above recommendations.

Mevitry of Trantpomanon snd Fhasticiue
Bar 100, Salmon Arm. BC. VIE 431
Ph IM-A13-1374
Faw: 220-833-3380
Drvelopemant Appecualy wabaile: Fiip

From: ALec@smartcentres.com [mailto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Friday, December 10, 2010 5:20 AM

To: Knight, Tara TRAN:EX; Tekano, Murray M TRAN:EX

Cc: nhilgebrang@smartcentres.com; JYapdsmartcentres.com; EYIP@meccarthy.ca
Subject: RE: Smart Canters requirements prior to 4th reading - No Build Covenant

Tara,

Pleass find attached a draft copy of a no-build covenant from our lawyers,

As discussed, the basis for this document (s the same no-buikd covenant that we
ara using for tha City edited to be specific to MOTI,

Please advise if acceptable and we can start to finalize for signaturas today.
SmariCentres

Alan Les B Ena MBA | Ditector, Engineering - Westem Region | Phone: 804-448-8112 ext 18| Fax: 604-448-9114
[ #201-11120 Horeashoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA SHT |

Ty mrrsogm & miwaied b (e scidwives 1 =y ro=iem prredieped o resfigente’ miormadtan. dny cepidterrmd Sccirsire o vy’ pohilfed ¥ e

il SSMAEE MO FRLLEGE 1 BATC Slidke AARR LS A B L i M SANBET S IhRA A Fialie MAR ARk M 5NN MaaEane
Trawu ppa
Plaase eamussor ha Framamant hedare presng v womad ﬁ EVPE e { niare gvard 4 [T
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“Hight, Tare TRAM.EX™
Tatn Krighifigey bc s>
10010 O3 P

Te «ALssumancenties coms

&2 "Trewe VWaed S22 “nhddetd snd{Fenaricarte come Terey Pamprrwnd™
“cpmenerigrarrengrm 3=, (umer, Dave TRAN EX° <Dave T @igor b cse TWorrs, Dasey D TRAN EXC
“Dianny Moroigoy bo e, Tekang, Morray M TRAN EX° slieray Tobaro@@goy bo.owe, “rerg. Gram M TRAN Ex°
e ooy of £ Trane Shawn D TRAN EX° eSnawn Granagoy Ic £as

Butyeci RE- Smart Camien reqeremens prae 15 4 mamng

Hi Algn,
Thank you for your below email requesting canfcation
This Ministry anly requires 8 no build covenant ba ragistered to all tha tities prior to signing the 4™ reading bylaw.

Thes Ministry would prefer to defer the design and construction of the road improvernents {or cost estimate] as a reguirement
o releae the no build covenant.

Please be advised that in order for this Ministry to release the no build covenant we will ensure the following. but not imited
to, it completed to the watisfaction of this Ministry:

. All properties arg consolidated into one property

. Site Plan of proposed development showing bullding locatians, tralfic circulation, parking, predevelopment and post
development storm drainage, #1c.

*  PRoad improvements (e, Trans Canada Highway, 307 Street 5W, 10" Avenue SW and the municipal road through the
property} to accommaodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed development to be dedicated, designed &
constructed inchuding but not kmited to road works, drainage works, utility relocation, etc.

. Property cwners affected by the rosd improvements are misde aware of the spproved design drawings

Should you have any questions, please feel free 1o contact me.

Wrnalry of Tranagorisbon snd Inledtucture

Boa 100, Sabran Arm. BE VIE 401

Ph 280-833-3074

Fas T50-833-3380

Devninomant ABBiovs weballn: Hlj.Tess T ge b Ca Diecsiopenent_Sppepatsome Him

From: Aleef@ismartcentres.com [maitto:ALee@smartcentres.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2010 9:45 AM

'E: mggamsx Tekano, Murray M TRANEX
thildebrand @smartcantres.com

Subject: Re: Smart Centers reguirements prior to 4th reading

Tara, Murray,
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Thanks for this email below and MOT's timely review.

To be clear, my understanding of the amail below Is that once we reviss the

cosl estimate as acceptable 1o the Ministry and register a no-build covenant,

MOT will proceed with signing the 4ih reading bylaw, The other details noted
neurrently/subsaquently

will be worked on co
Can you please confirm?
Smangenies
Agn Lee B Eng . MBA | Direclor, Engineering - Westemn Region | Phone: 804-448.9112 éxt 19 | Fax: 604-448.9114
[ #201-11120 Horseshoe Way, Richmond, BC, VTA 5HT |
Pz meazsapd 13 Siwadted e e aoowieii 1y So0ies Srviepid o ooty edrmaban, ARy LERURSATRE SRRSISEE (X §inly Srphitengd I e

BEve eRyRd Il EILIpE 1 BT SRS ORIy I vTRaely 33 Ul @ iy coried 50F Infemel reeonis Mipase P deisls the origel easege

Prubrdi 5 e

Mesie comuder tha ameonmant besoi iviling Mul e-mad ﬁ L P ronudened Mt oniemient sulid Tenphmas 8 Cdausmial

"Hinight. Tara TRAMN:EX" «Tars Knightigoy.beca>

12007000 8L Al
To cALssamancanires coms
e "Catey Paismant” 4cpassmanfsamenamm cas
Subpect Smart Coniarn roquinemints pror 1o At reading
Hi Alan,

This Ministry has reviewed (1] the cost estimate submitted in your Dec 2 email and (2) the drawings,
reports etc included in your Dec 3 emall and offer the comments below. Prior to 4" reading we will require
a cost estimate propared & signed by a professional enginedr in an amount acceptable to this Ministry.

Furthermare, this Ministry will require a no build covenant in favour of the Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure registered on all titles prior to 4™ reading. This covenant is required to ensure road
dedication is protected for the road improvements required to accommodate the additional traffic
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created by the change in [and use/proposed development. We can discuss the details of the no build
covenant.

Should you have any questions, please feal fres to contact ma.

Tara Kpmight
D] D eedoprmmnl T s cim

Merrmy of Transportation end imsearucsae
Bann 100, Babran Arm BE. VIE 401

P 250-833-32T4

Fax: 50-833-7380

Developmans Appeovals websie I v i 29y e onDeyriooment_Aspervals e im

Drawing Review

. Plan Drawings
o Lane, median and shoulder widths look fine.
-] Lanes = Understand there are discrepancies batween lengths for turn lane storage, Intersection

approach and departure (merge) lanes as shown on the plans versus the Synchro model. Shawn Grant
warking with Trevor Ward to clarify this and taper length requirements.

o The 5B to WB right turn (from 30" Street to Highway 1) does not accommodate the design
vehicle (WB20); prepared to accept over-tracking into second lane on highway (as this can occur during
highway red phase), however movement should be initiated from the 5B through/right lane.

o 30" Strest intersection — 3 of 4 curb returns do not accommodate pedestrians between
highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o 30" Street North — No information on the development of 5B approach lanes (to Highway 1)
and set back spacing/alignment for proposed Interim and future access to properties in the NW quadrant
[service road continuity beyond the site).

] Mo details shown for the interim road system intended for future service road continuity
beyond the site; (concerns with meeting a municipal standard and sufficient widths on curves to
accommodate design vehicle wheel paths),

o Re-grading requirements at accesses/driveway to remain; not shown,
o Curb and gutter to be 0.6m (Ministry Standard Specification).
-] Mid-Block [Smart Centers East) Access — Raised island not large enough 1o effectivaly

discourage left turns out; require raised quadrant island for EB right turns; does not accommaodate
pedestrians between highway shoulder and side road shoulder/sidewalk.

o Frontage Access (Travel Lodge) — Entrance throat width and horizontal curve not wide encugh
to accommodate deslgn vehicle without blocking inbound traffic; need to address.
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] East RONA Access — To be closed; access via 10" to be resolved.

o Protected Tee Intersection —'WB to 5B lefts (from Highway 1) does not accommaodate WB20
{cuts across side road stop bar); need to address.

- Profile and Typical and Template Cross Section Drawings — not provided.
. Geotechnical Report
'+] The Stantec geotechnical repert appears somewhat praliminary, providing limited information

and no test results were referenced to substantiate recommendations. The geotechnical report prepared
by Golder Associates In 2005 for the Hwy 1 Upgrades West of 30" Street was referenced and provides
substantially more information to rely on. This includes reference stripping depths in order of 0.5m, water
table considerations and 5G5B depth of 250mm (this will affect quantities). Also, Ministry practice to
apply a 300mm layer of 25mm CBC (no 75mm layer).

o The Stantec report assumptions do not appear consistent with plans. Since there were no
typical or template cross sections provided in the submission. estimates taken from the plan drawings
which indicate widening of the road template batween 4 and 6m each side depending on the location; no
sidewalk involved.

. Drainage Strategy — The intent is to identify areas to be addressed as part of the detailed design
and will affect the overall cost estimate,

o The need for oll-water separator neted in the environmental report, although emphasis on
development site drainage.

o Highway drainage requirements for the extension and serviceability of highway cross culverts
yet to be identified and addressed,

o Highway drainage requirements for pavement runoff yet to be fully addressed. Noted curb,
gutter and catch basins presumed for the development frontage, however, the Implication on adjacent
lands due to open shoulder runoff from a wider pavement structure yet to be fully addressed with either
adequate ditches or enclosed drainage system,

- Utility Relocation Strategy — The intent to identify relocations that will be necessary for the
detailed design, affecting costs and rights of way,

o Above ground pole moves yet to be resolved: is there sufficient ROW for set-backs?

o Underground utilities, for example, the existing water main on the south side of Highway 1 to
be relocated to 2m from ROW edge (which is typically 3m minimum bayend the embankment toes) as per
Ministry Utility Policy; yet to be addressed.

* Proposed ROW Requirements

» The submitted drawings lack clarity on necessary ROW requirements for off-site (Highway)
improvements; understand additional information yet to be provided.

. Tha ROW drawings should indicate requirements to accommodate with the necessary offsets
relative to embankment toes and relocated utilities,

1%
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. Concept Drawings

o Appear to show new pavermnent areas; Ministry does not typically accept tack-on widening
without full width overlay at top lift; see cost estimate review.,

Cost Estimate Review — The following was undertaken for the Highway 1 improvements only. Due to
limited design information, cross saction assumptions wers made to assess adequacy of the proposed
quantities and cost estimates,

- Sub-grade preparation (grading)

o Cost allowance for sub-grade preparation including stripping and excavations [suitable and
unsuitable for embankment fill) appears substantially inadequate - based on assumptions of average

additional width through the project length (averaging 5m per side), total excavation valumes in the ordar

ﬂl: E,Bﬂucrn; S21
o There is no cost allowance for import embankment fill material = based on cross sectional
assumptions, an additional 10,000cm of embankment import material is needed, S21
S21
. fioad base
o Road base gravels substantially inadequate - based on assumed construction cross section,
including 450mm 5G5B (as per Golder Report), require 13,500cm of 5G58 & CBEC combined; S21
S21
- Pavemeant
o Cost amount for bottom lift asphalt looks okay.
o Amount for top lift pavement should be approximately twice the amount shown to cover full
width top lift overlay. Ministry does not typlcally accept tack-on widening withaut full width overlay at top
lift. S21
- Drainage
o Concrete curb and gutter quantity to be revisited = highway drainage requirements have not
been finalized: additional enclosed drainage will increase guantity as much as 4 times; S21
S21
o Drainage cost allowance appears inadequate - existing highway culvert extensions, additional
manhales, catch basins and leads will drive the costs higher 821
. Signage and Traffic
o Signage and line painting appears inadequate - S21
S21
o Traffic control — see below.
. Utility relocations

FOI-TRA-2011-00071 Page 1185
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o Expect above ground and under-ground (water main) relocations (per Ministry policy) = expect
S21

- S21

- General cost items missing S21 = includes the following.

-] Mabllization S21

o Quality management S21

) Traffic management S21

o Construction supervision S21

o Contingency S21

. S21

Grant Irvine, P.Eng.

Senior Highway Design Engineer

Ministry of Transportation, Scuthem Intenor Region
231 - 447 Columbea Streal, Kamiloops, B.C. V2C 273
telephane: (250) 3711918

email; Grant Irvinesgoy be ca
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This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System,
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Upauthorized use, dissemination or copying is prohibited. If you receive this email in
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the sender and destroy all copies of this e-matl. Qur privacy policy is available at
i mocarthy.ca .
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Thursday, May 19, 2011
9:59 AM

Knliht. Tara TRAN:EX

From: Knight, Tara TRANEX

Sent: Wadnesday, Dacambar 15, 2010 8:26 AM

To: ‘Al eefismaricentres.com’

Ce: ‘Corey Pmemant’

Subject: Sman Cenlres: Require Permil Application for road works
Hi Alan,

Please fill out and submit a Provincial Public Highway Permit Applicotion with design plans attached (weblink found
in the signature block below) for the road works on the TCH and the Controlled Accesses for the municipal road

through the subject property,

Please be advised that this Ministry has a Duty to Consult with the First Nations prior to approving the permit and
wirks commencing, This Ministry requires a certain amount of time to initiate consultation for these highway works.

The sooner you submit the application, the sooner we can initiate our process.

Tarn K right

Dhadncd Devetopment Technscaan

Merwlry of Transpertation drd Inbadiucthue

Bas 100, Balmesn Arrm, BG. VIE 401

Pin; 280-233-3074

Fax. 250-033-3380

Drvalopenent Appeonils webmile Mip Veceos ey, De ca/Tavalopmaid_AppiyasMome, hitm
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