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DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING
Environmental Assessment

Results  of Initial Work Plan Review 

• Agency Comments 

• Municipality Comments 

• Public and Stakeholder Comments 
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TIME

Steps in Evaluation Process

Aug ‘05
!Jan ‘06

Jan ‘07
Dec ‘07

AMOUNT OF
ANALYSIS

NUMBER OF
ALTERNATIVES

Assess
Illustrative

Alternatives
& Identify
Practical

Alternatives

Assess
Illustrative

Alternatives
& Identify
Practical

Alternatives

Purpose of the
Undertaking,

Assess Planning
Alternatives
and Develop
Illustrative

Alternatives

Purpose of the
Undertaking,

Assess Planning
Alternatives
and Develop
Illustrative

Alternatives

Refine and
Assess

Practical
Alternatives

Refine and
Assess

Practical
Alternatives

Select Technically
Preferred Alternative;
Refine & Complete
Preliminary Design

Select Technically
Preferred Alternative;
Refine & Complete
Preliminary Design

• The underlying principle 
for the alternatives 
generation and 
evaluation process is to 
start with a broad 
perspective and become 
more focused as the 
project progresses.

Evaluation Process

We are Here
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Environmental Assessment 
Practical Routes

● Next Steps:

▪ The Partnership will undertake detailed investigations of technical, 
social, economic, acoustical and vibration, air quality, cultural and 
natural environment issues.

▪ The results of these additional investigations, and the assessment of 
practical alternatives will be presented to the public by the end of 2006.

▪ A technically and environmentally preferred alternative will be 
determined within the area of continued analysis in the Spring of 2007.
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Environmental Assessment 
Practical Route Investigations

Technical: 
• Conduct Geotechnical Surveys
• Develop Preliminary Geometric Design
• Consult with Municipalities, Agencies, and Stakeholders
• Develop Geometric Design Mitigation Strategies

Acoustical and Vibration:
• Site Surveys 
• Consult with Agencies and Stakeholders 
• Conduct Practical Routes Noise Assessment 
• Develop Noise Mitigation Strategies  

Air Quality:
• Site Surveys 
• Consult with Agencies and Stakeholders 
• Conduct Practical Routes Air Quality Assessment 
• Present Results of Air Quality Assessment
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Environmental Assessment 
Practical Route Investigations

Waste and Waste Management 
• Field Surveys – i.e. sites
• Consult with Agencies and Stakeholders 
• Develop Waste Management Strategies 

Archaeological:
• Prepare Stage One Documentary Survey 
• Consult with Agencies, First Nations and Stakeholders
• Conduct Stage Two Field Surveys at specific locations
• Develop Mitigation Strategies

Built Heritage:  
• Conduct Built Heritage Inventories
• Consult with Agencies, The Community and Stakeholders
• Develop Mitigation Strategies
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Environmental Assessment 
Practical Route Investigations

Economic: 
• Conduct Individual Business Interviews 
• Consultation with Business Associations/Groups

Social: 
• Conduct Individual Household Interviews 
• Consultation with Community Associations/Groups

Natural Heritage:  
• Field Surveys – i.e. fisheries, migratory birds, and vegetation 
• Conduct Effects Assessment 
• Consult with Agencies and Stakeholders 
• Develop Mitigation Strategies
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Key Milestones

Submission of final EA documents, including 
draft permits in principle 

End of ‘07Document Study and Submit for Approvals

•Agencies review draft study documents (OEA 
and CEAA Screening Reports) 

Summer ‘07Finalize Engineering and Mitigation Measures

•Agencies comment on environmental 
protection & mitigation in principle for preferred 
alternative

Spring ‘07Preferred Crossing Location & Connecting 
Routes in Canada and the U.S.

•Agencies review & comment on evaluation of 
Practical Alternatives

Winter -
Summer ‘06
(Seasonal)

Social, Economic, Environmental and 
Engineering Assessments

•Agencies review & comment on development 
and evaluation of Illustrative Alternatives; 
•Agencies identify environmental protection and 
mitigation requirements 

December ‘05Practical Alternatives 
(Area of Continued Analysis)

•Agencies review and approve DRIC Work 
Plans 

June ‘05Initial Set of Crossing Alternatives & Connecting 
Routes in Canada and the U.S. (Illustrative 
Alternatives)

•Introduce study process to Agencies; establish 
primary contacts

April ‘05Study Area Features, Opportunities & 
Constraints


