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g 10 Implementation and Phasing
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The chan istinqui

JEGH req%eirgrggissl ii_lstlngwshes between minor and major changes. A major design change
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of the public and affected agencies are a dé’ressed_p p o ensure that all possible concerns

10.1  Minor Changes

r’:/le;?(l)r:m sae;lgr; ;:::qgfsdmgy be deﬁqed as those which do not appreciably change the expected
I et ciate wnth the propct. For example, a design change in a utility location within
e g ay or the size .of a pipe would be considered minor. Changes in utility alignment
‘ een road alloyvances, which do not affect other landowners, would also be considered as
minor. All appropriate stakeholders will be provided details of the modification. The majority of
such chgqges could likely be dealt with during the detailed design phase and would remain the
responsibility of the proponent to ensure that all relevant issues are taken into account.

10.2 Major Changes

Major changes may be defined as those which change the intent of the EA or appreciably
change the expected net impacts associated with the project. An example of a major change
would result from a proposed shift in a preferred design alignment or configuration which would
warrant changes in mitigation as described in the EA and affect other landowners. If the
proposed modification is major, the recommendations and conclusions in this report would
require updating. An addendum to the EA would be required to document the change, identify
the associated impacts and mitigation measures and allow related concerns to be addressed

and reviewed by the appropriate stakeholders.

developed in this MSS presents a high level trunk servicing
ty of servicing the concept plan and guide the final design
process, but does not attempt to provide detailed design on a street by street basis. This more
detailed level of design will be completed as part of the plan of subdivision or Site Plan
Application process when site specific details such as individual lotting, building configurations,

and final geotechnical information will be available. This more rigorous level of analysis will

undoubtedly result in adjustments to the design presented in this MSS. These adjustments are

to be expected as the design evo
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10.3 Phasing
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