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Engagement summary  

Emma to Earl Active Transportation Bridge  

Summary of bridge design concept feedback 

This summary describes what we did, what we heard, and what we are going to do with the 

information we requested and gathered from the community about the Emma to Earl active 
Transportation Bridge design concepts. The purpose of the survey was to get the community’s 
feedback on two design concepts so City staff can use the community’s preferred design to 

build the bridge.  

What we did 

The Have your Say survey was available online from October 2 – 24.   

The project team originally considered four bridge design concepts:  

• steel girder 

• cable-stayed 

• timber girder supported by under-slung cables 

• simple supported steel truss bridge  

All designs met the design brief, respected the natural environment of the site, were 
accessible to all users and embodied a harmony of economy and elegance.  

Considering the design brief and a variety of other factors like cost, availability of material, 

maintenance, etc., we decided to offer two bridge design concepts (cable-stayed and steel 
girder) for the community to comment on. Both options met the brief and were within scope, 

schedule, and proposed budget for the project. We presented both bridges visually by 
superimposing the design concept onto a photo of the river at the site and a rendering to 
provide an example of what it would look like while crossing the bridge. We asked the 

community about preferred bridge features, use, and preferred design concept. We did not 
seek input on bridge elements that would be common to either bridge such as concrete 

decking material, general use/purpose, steel barrier and handrails. 

We emailed letters to Six Nations of the Grand River and Mississaugas of the Credit First 
Nation asking if they would like to have input into the design. The City is also working to 

finalize Field Liaison agreements with both communities. 

We notified the community about the survey in many ways including: 

• Emails to: 

o Residents/business owners/community groups that participated in the MCEA and 

were on the MCEA distribution list 

o City of Guelph Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) 
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o Nature Guelph 

o OPIRG 

o Guelph Hiking Trail Club 

o Guelph Off-Road Bicycling Club and Goderich to Guelph Rail Trail 

o Guelph Coalition for Active Transportation 

o Residents for a Safe Speedvale Avenue 

o Guelph Cycling Club 

o Guelph Victors 

• Paper notices mailed to a small number of residents along Emma and Earl streets 

• The two design concepts were presented to the AAC on October 17 

• Information on the project page 

• A public notice  

• Social media  

• A digital ad on GuelphToday 

What we heard 

We received 526 survey responses. More respondents (351) preferred the steel girder bridge 
while 152 preferred the cable-stayed bridge. The remaining 23 respondents didn’t like either 
design, opposed the bridge completely or felt it was too expensive for the City to build. Of the 

total respondents, 387 people said they would use the bridge for walking, rolling or cycling 
year-round. 

Feedback received related to the steel girder bridge included: 

• It was viewed as a better fit into the natural surroundings as it did not dominate the 

landscape. 

• People felt the steel girder bridge would offer clear sightlines of the surrounding natural 

beauty and the river.  

• Those who preferred the steel girder bridge chose it because it was: simpler, less 

intrusive and thought it would blend better with the natural environment.  

• It was thought to be more bird friendly relative to the cable-stayed bridge as there 

were concerns about birds flying into wires or nesting around the cables on the cable-

stayed bridge. 

Feedback received related to the cable-stayed bridge included: 

• The design of the bridge was considered both a positive and a negative. Some thought 

it was a striking, elegant bridge and visually interesting while others found it intrusive 

relative to the landscape.  

• It was also identified that some felt it gave more options for different featured lighting 

opportunities.   

• Concerns were raised about bird impediments and people potentially trying to climb the 

cables. 
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• Those who preferred the cable-stayed bridge chose it because it had more presence, 

makes a statement, and had more visual interest.  

Additional design elements recommended by the public included: 

• Some respondents really want us to consider other more beautiful or impactful bridge 

designs and others offered design ideas such as considering a canopy to help with 

winter maintenance or adding trails under the bridge. 

• We heard that people want the bridge to be wide enough for pedestrians and cyclists 

and asked us to consider how the space will be shared.  

• Lighting the bridge should be thought through.  

• People want us to consider materials other than steel.  

Other feedback we heard included: 

• Several respondents expressed gratitude that the bridge was being built and asked us 

to hurry up and build it quickly because they can’t wait.  

• Several cyclists and pedestrians reported that they will happily use this bridge as an 

alternative to Speedvale because Speedvale doesn’t feel safe or comfortable to them.  

• Some respondents would prefer that the City focus on Speedvale improvements instead 

of building the Emma to Earl bridge.  

• There were concerns about cyclist/pedestrian conflict, winter maintenance and impacts 

to the natural environment.   

• Some respondents asked us to choose the less expensive option or that knowing the 

cost of each would help them to choose one or the other.  

• We heard some felt the engagement was flawed and we heard from many that you 

appreciated the opportunity to participate in choosing the design of the bridge.  

What we are doing 

Based on the feedback received in favour of the steel girder bridge (see figure 1 below), the 
project team will move forward with the detailed design of that bridge. Our apologies to those 

of you who loved the cable-stayed bridge!  

We will move forward with this work with all ecological considerations in mind. This includes 

paying special attention to nesting times of birds and bats.  

In addition to this project, modification of the cross walk on Speedvale Avenue near the 
Speedvale Bridge and the fire station will take place as part of the Speedvale Bridge 

replacement project. This work is tentatively scheduled for 2026 after the Emma to Earl 
bridge is built and will include a better alignment with existing rails. 

What we are not doing  

We are not reviewing the site location or need for the bridge. Council approved proceeding 
with the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) in 2015 and the MCEA was 

finalized and approved in June 2023. The MCEA recommended a two-span bridge to be built at 
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this location. Work being completed now is to implement the study recommendations and 
design a bridge as approved. 

Previous work along Speedvale Avenue East determined it was not feasible for several 
technical, social and financial reasons to include active transportation within the right-of-way. 

We will not revisit cycling facilities on Speedvale Avenue East at this time.    

Trail or sidewalk improvements are not included in the scope of this work. The bridge crosses 
over the Speed River and will connect to Emma Street in the east and the west side of the 

Guelph Junction Rail line in the west.  

Because of timing and budget constraints, we will not conduct additional engagement that 

includes more or different design options. 

Next Steps 

The following outlines next steps and key milestones for this project. 

• November/December 2023 – Geotechnical/archeological Work  

• Winter 2024 – Tree clearing for future bridge alignment 

• Spring 2024 - Detailed design 

• Spring 2024 - Public open house  

• Fall 2024 -Tender project  

• Fall 2025 – Construction completion 

 

Figure 1- Steel girder bridge 


